WORKSHOP MEETING OF THE
BOARD OF DIRECTORS WITH MET DIRECTORS
MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT OF ORANGE COUNTY
18700 Ward Street, Board Room, Fountain Valley, California
August 2, 2017, 8:30 a.m.

AGENDA

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
ROLL CALL

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION/COMMENTS

At this time members of the public will be given an opportunity to address the Board concerning items
within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Board. Members of the public may also address the Board
about a particular Agenda item at the time it is considered by the Board and before action is taken.

The Board requests, but does not require, that members of the public who want to address the Board
complete a voluntary “Request to be Heard” form available from the Board Secretary prior to the meeting.

ITEMS RECEIVED TOO LATE TO BE AGENDIZED

Determine need and take action to agendize item(s), which arose subsequent to the posting of the
Agenda. (ROLL CALL VOTE: Adoption of this recommendation requires a two-thirds vote of the Board
members present or, if less than two-thirds of the Board members are present, a unanimous vote.)

ITEMS DISTRIBUTED TO THE BOARD LESS THAN 72 HOURS PRIOR TO MEETING
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.5, non-exempt public records that relate to open session
agenda items and are distributed to a majority of the Board less than seventy-two (72) hours prior to the
meeting will be available for public inspection in the lobby of the District’s business office located at
18700 Ward Street, Fountain Valley, California 92708, during regular business hours. When practical,
these public records will also be made available on the District’s Internet Web site, accessible at
http://www.mwdoc.com.

(NEXT RESOLUTION NO. 2059)
PRESENTATION/DISCUSSION/INFORMATION ITEMS

1. INPUT OR QUESTIONS ON MET ISSUES FROM THE MEMBER AGENCIES/MET
DIRECTOR REPORTS REGARDING MET COMMITTEE PARTICIPATION

Recommendation: Receive input and discuss the information.

2. SERIES OF DISCUSSIONS ON THE CALIFORNIA WATERFIX — PRESENTATION
BY METROPOLITAN GENERAL MANAGER JEFF KIGHTLINGER

Recommendation:  Review and discuss the information presented.
3. CALIFORNIA WATERFIX - MWDOC MEMBER AGENCY UPDATE

Recommendation: Review and discuss the information presented
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Workshop Board Agenda August 3, 2017

4, MET ITEMS CRITICAL TO ORANGE COUNTY (The following items are for
informational purposes only — a write up on each item is included in the packet.
Discussion is not necessary unless requested by a Director)

MET’s Water Supply Conditions

MET’s Finance and Rate Issues

Colorado River Issues

Bay Delta/State Water Project Issues

MET’s Ocean Desalination Policy and Potential Participation by MET in the
Doheny Desalination Project and in the Huntington Beach Ocean
Desalination Project (Poseidon Desalination Project)

Orange County Reliability Projects

g. East Orange County Feeder No. 2

h. South County Projects

®o0TO

—h

Recommendation: Discuss and provide input on information relative to the MET
items of critical interest to Orange County.

5. METROPOLITAN (MET) BOARD AND COMMITTEE AGENDA DISCUSSION

ITEMS
a. Summary regarding July Board Meeting
b. Review items of significance for MET Board and Committee Agendas

Recommendation: Review and discuss the information presented.

ADJOURNMENT

Note:  Accommodations for the Disabled. Any person may make a request for a disability-related modification or
accommodation needed for that person to be able to participate in the public meeting by telephoning Maribeth
Goldsby, District Secretary, at (714) 963-3058, or writing to Municipal Water District of Orange County at P.O. Box
20895, Fountain Valley, CA 92728. Requests must specify the nature of the disability and the type of accommodation
requested. A telephone number or other contact information should be included so that District staff may discuss
appropriate arrangements. Persons requesting a disability-related accommodation should make the request with
adequate time before the meeting for the District to provide the requested accommodation.
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| vunicieac Item No. 2

DISTRICT

DISCUSSION ITEM
August 2, 2017

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: Robert Hunter,
General Manager

Staff Contact: Harvey De La Torre
Melissa Baum-Haley

SUBJECT: SERIES OF DISCUSSIONS ON THE CALIFORNIA WATERFIX -
PRESENTATION BY METOPOLITAN GENERAL MANAGER JEFF
KIGHTLINGER

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Board of Directors review and discuss this information

REPORT

Clearing another major milestone toward the modernization of the state’s water delivery
system, the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) certified the environmental
analysis of the California WaterFix. On July 21 DWR certified of the Final EIR, adopted
Findings and a Statement of Overriding Considerations, adopted the Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program, approved the California WaterFix (alternative 4a), and filed the
Notice of Determination (NOD) with the Governor's Office of Planning and Research for the
California WaterFix project. The announcement followed the release of the federal biological
opinions on June 26, that confirm the project is consistent with environmental and wildlife
protection standards.

In addition, the Metropolitan (MET) Board is in the midst of holding a number of workshops
on the CA WaterFix to educate and inform the MET Board so they can consider an official
position on the project in September. Included in these Board workshops are the review of
three key white papers MET staff is preparing regarding the project. They will focus on 1)
Physical infrastructure 2) Operations and 3) Financing/Cost allocation.

In preparation to the MET Board action, MWDOC has concurrently been holding a series of
discussions in Orange County on the CA WaterFix, with presentations from key MET staff:
e Last month we had MET Bay-Delta Manager Steve Arakawa presenting on the key
terms and provisions of the recently completed Biological Opinion, the status of the

Budgeted (Y/N): N Budgeted amount: None Core _X_ Choice __

Action item amount: N/A Line item:

Fiscal Impact (explain if unbudgeted):
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EIR/EIS & Key Permits, State Water Resource Control Board Hearings, and MET
Board review.

e This month, we have scheduled MET General Manager Jeff Kightlinger to present
the findings of two of MET’s whitepapers: 1) Physical Infrastructure and 2)
Operations of the CA WaterFix.

¢ On August 30, Roger Patterson, Assistant General Manager for MET overseeing
Metropolitan's strategic water initiatives for the Colorado River and Sacramento-San
Joaquin Bay Delta will be the guest speaker at the MWDOC Policy Dinner.

e On September 6, we have scheduled MET Chief Finance Officer Gary Breaux to
discuss the findings of MET’s last whitepaper - Financing and Cost Allocation and
MET’s staff recommendation for the September Board action.

As shown below is the presentation schedule for both MET and MWDOC meetings and
topics of discussion.

Presentation Presentation Date
Topic Metropolitan MWDOC
Update e Completion of the Biological Opinions | June 27 July 5
e Status of the EIR/EIS & Key Permits
and State Control Board Hearings

Description

White Pater #1: e Project features including protection | July 10 August 2
Physical for seismic risks
Infrastructure ¢ Design and Construction Enterprise

e Cost Estimate
e Construction budget and schedule
White Pater #2: e Project operations July 25 August 2
Operations e Biological opinions
o Section 7 Biological Opinion -
Federally listed species
o Section 2081 Permit —State listed
species
e Range of supply/Expected yield
e Water Quality
e Ability to manage water transfers

White Pater #3: e Proposed Cost Allocation and August 14 September 6
Finance/Cost Financing Mechanisms
Allocation o State/Federal

o State Water Contractors
e Cost share analysis and cost impact

to rates
Board Workshop/ | Board Questions and Follow Up September August 30
General Discuss
Board Action September ---
Attachments:

Metropolitan White Paper #1 Physical infrastructure (summary)
Metropolitan White Paper #2 Operations (summary & full paper)
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MODERNIZING THE SYSTEM:
CALIFORNIA WATERFIX INFRASTRUCTURE

The first in a series of three policy papers prepared for the consideration of Metropolitan’s
Board of Directors in advance of planned summer meetings and decisions in Fall 2017.

Modernizing and improving California’s water system is essential for the reliable delivery of water supplies to much of the state.
About 30 percent of the water that flows out of taps in Southern California homes and businesses comes from Northern California
watersheds and flows through the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. But the Delta’s declining ecosystem and 1,100 miles of levees
are increasingly vulnerable to earthquakes, flooding, saltwater intrusion, climate change and further environmental degradation.

California WaterFix is the product of more than a decade of review, planning, and rigorous scientific and environmental analysis
by water experts, engineers and conservationists, as well as unprecedented public comment. The proposed project will improve
the security of our water system by fixing aging infrastructure and constructing new, state-of-the art facilities using innovative
technologies and engineering practices. Significant planning work for the design and construction of the project has been
performed by the state, water agencies, and construction and engineering firms, which have determined the project is buildable.
Details of the project features, actions to address public comment, risk management, schedule projection and cost estimates are
addressed in a new white paper and summarized below.

An extensive planning process evaluated Specific steps were taken during the design effort to

various alignments, facility configurations reduce or eliminate the impact of the new facilities

and system options. on the environment and Delta communities. As a
Approach « The system would be capable of diverting result of input during the environmental planning

up to 9,000 cubic feet-per-second from the process, the following changes were made:

SaCI‘amentO River and Captu”ng add|t|onal wet . Reduced size Of Overall project

to Design &

Construction period water supplies after all environmental
flow and water quality criteria are met. + Expanded use of tunnels for conveyance
. ) ) « Revised tunnel alignment
» Proposed construction plans, including the
use of dual 40-foot diameter tunnels, is well » Reduced size and location of intermediate forebay

within common practices in the engineering
construction industry and will provide
operational redundancy. « Reduced construction impacts along Sacramento River

» Reduced pumping requirements

¥ THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
. OF SOUTHERN_CALIFORNIA
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Key
Project Features

DUAL CONVEYANCE:

A flexible dual intake system will deliver water to state and federal
pumping plants in the south Delta. New intakes farther upstream
will reduce overall adverse environmental impacts on the Delta and
provide higher quality water to water contractors’ service areas.

MODERNIZED FACILITIES:

The existing system will be modernized with new facilities, equipment
and technologies. State-of-the-art fish screens and intake structures
will reduce harm to fish.

OPERATIONAL FLEXIBILITY:

The new intake facilities will work in conjunction with the existing
south Delta intake system, delivering water from just one system or
both, depending on fishery and water quality conditions. Dual intakes
will provide greater flexibility to protect fish when they are present.

OPERATIONAL EFFICIENCY:

Gravity-fed tunnels will move water more naturally and efficiently.
This will simplify overall operations and reduce long-term system and
maintenance costs.

MAXIMIZES THE USE OF PUBLIC LANDS:
The project alignment uses more public lands, reducing the impact to
private property and agriculture.

REDUCED ENVIRONMENTAL FOOTPRINT:

The proposed water facilities and operations have a greatly reduced
project footprint compared to earlier proposals. This will reduce
community impacts.

OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS:
The plan allows for a more natural flow direction in the Delta during
critical fish protection periods and increases water supply reliability with

greater flexibility to divert water in ways that protect sensitive fish species.

WATER SUPPLY RELIABILITY:
A modernized system can more reliably capture water from peak storms
and flood flows to refill reservoirs and replenish groundwater basins.

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS:

A modernized system will ensure that water is available for drought and
emergency needs and help protect supplies from earthquakes or other
natural disasters that could disrupt the current system.

RELIABLE. CLEAN. WATER.

(& Warer Fix
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., THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
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Minimizing Risk

CRITICAL ISSUES RELATED TO DESIGN,
CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATIONS
HAVE BEEN ADDRESSED DURING THE
PLANNING PROCESS:

Tunnels: Extensive work and surveys to identify
best practices of large tunnel projects with similar
design, construction and project management
confirmed that the proposed California WaterFix
tunnel boring machines are well within the
existing industry knowledge and experience.

Leakage: The lining system will be designed
to withstand the maximum internal pressure
calculated for the conveyance system, resulting
in negligible leakage.

Ground Vibration: Tunnels will be constructed
at least 100 feet below ground. Material over the
tunnels will dampen and absorb any energy
generated during tunneling activities.

Surface Settlement: The project will use
geotechnical information, monitoring and
structure projection methods to mitigate the
risk of settlement effects and structural damage.

Seismic Mitigation: Because the proposed
tunnel alignment does not cross any major fault
rupture or creep zones, the deep tunnels will
not be subject to liquefaction potential. The
tunnel design uses precast segmental lining
systems which have been successfully used in
seismically active areas around the world.

Geotechnical Considerations and
Mitigations: At proposed tunnel depths, dense
layers of silts, sands and clays are anticipated.
This material will be suitable for the planned
tunneling activities.

Flood Protection: Facilities will be engineered
and designed to withstand water level rise resulting
from both a 200-year storm event and from sea
level rise of 18 inches in the Delta.

(& Warer Fix

RELIABLE. CLEAN. WATER.

Construction Management

The Department of Water Resources is working with the State Water
Contractors to resolve the final details of how the construction of
California WaterFix will be managed to guarantee the project’s safety
and construction integrity and to ensure the project is delivered on
time, on budget and in accordance with approved specifications,
while managing risk prudently.

Cost estimates were determined through a rigorous analysis by
industry professionals and will be updated as additional information
becomes available.

Overall Cost $15.74 B

Conveyance System Cost $14.94B
Program management, construction management $ 1918
and engineering ’

Tunnels/shafts construction S 6.82B
Remaining construction S 2.68B
Contingency (~36% for tunnel/shafts and $ 3388
remaining construction) ’

Land acquisition (includes 20% contingency) $ 0.15B

Environmental Mitigation (includes 35% contingency)* | $ 0.80B

Program Estimate in 2014 Dollars

*Significant additional fishery habitat restoration will occur through California
EcoRestore http://resources.ca.gov/ecorestore/

THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN_ CALIFORNIA
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The current schedule estimates it will take 12 to 15 months to fully staff the
SChed u |e project, up to four years to complete the design phase and approximately
13 years to complete construction.

California WaterFix - Program Summary Schedule

Note: Years shown next to bars indicate task duration
Permits ﬂ
Leadership Staffing 0.8

RFQ Process F 1
DESIGN 4
Land Acquisition | 39
Utilities and Site Work D 8
Pumping Plant 2
Intakes 24
Tunnels 2.8
Clifton Court 3
Intermediate Forebay 3
CONSTRUCTION 13.1
Utilities and Site Work I 3.8
Tunnel I ——10.8
Clifton Court N .8
Intakes 71
Intermediate Forebay 43
Pumping Plant 23
COMMISSIONING 1
4
Start | | | | I
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

Years from project start

OUR MISSION

The mission of the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California is to provide its
service area with adequate and reliable supplies of high-quality water to meet present
and future needs in an environmentally and economically responsible way.

BE INFORMED, BE INVOLVED

ABOUT METROPOLITAN www.mwdh2o.com

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California is a state-established cooperative o O @
Tub
of 26 member agencies — cities and public water agencies — that serve nearly 19 million _

people in six counties. Metropolitan imports water from the Colorado River and Northern @mwdh2o
California to supplement local supplies and helps its members develop increased water
conservation, recycling, storage and other resource management programs. Photos courtesy CA Department of Water Resources

CALIFORNIA

r@ WATER FIX

RELIABLE. CLEAN. WATER.

THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
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MODERNIZING THE SYSTEM:
CALIFORNIA WATERFIX OPERATIONS

The second in a series of three policy papers prepared for the consideration of Metropolitan’s
Board of Directors in advance of planned summer meetings and decisions in fall 2017.

Modernizing and improving California’s water system are essential for the reliable delivery of water supplies to much of the state.
About 30 percent of the water that flows out of taps in Southern California homes and businesses comes from Northern California
watersheds and flows through the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. But the Delta’s declining ecosystem and 1,100 miles of levees
are increasingly vulnerable to earthquakes, flooding, saltwater intrusion, climate change and further environmental degradation.
California WaterFix is the product of more than a decade of review, planning, rigorous scientific and environmental analysis in
collaboration with fishery agencies and an unprecedented level of public comment.

Extensive analysis and work has been performed by state and federal water agencies and fish and wildlife agencies to determine
conveyance system improvements and an operations framework to improve the direction of river flows in ways that will help native
fish species, protect water supplies from climate change impacts and help restore the Delta ecosystem. Details of the proposed
operations are addressed in Metropolitan's second white paper and summarized below.

. California WaterFix proposes a strong operations plan based on sound, collaborative
WaterFix science and adaptive management to meet the following objectives:

OperathﬂS « Improve water supply reliability « Improve export water quality

ObJeCtIVGS « Enhance ecosystem fishery habitat » Respond to climate change risks \"

throughout the Delta « Reduce seismic risks

« Allow flexible pumping operations in ”“
a dynamic fishery environment -

THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Page 9 of 66

(& Water i

RELIABLE. CLEAN. WATER.




Regulatory Impacts

State Water Project and Central Valley Project operations have been, and continue to be, affected by regulations
that seek to change flow regimes in the Delta by setting rules for outflow variables. This has decreased operational
flexibility and reduced exports to 25 million Californians who receive water from the SWP and CVP south of the

Delta and millions of acres of irrigated farmland.

Combined SWP and CVP Export Capabilities (MAF)

HISTORY OF REGULATORY RESTRICTIONS
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Wet year example

CALIFORNIA WATERFIX EXPORTS

9,000 CFS is the maximum diversion when
river flows exceed 35,000 CFS or greater.

Up to 9,000 CFS Diverted
1,600-7,000 CFS Diverted
900-3,000 CFS Diverted
0-540 CFS Diverted
- No Diversions

35,000 CFS 20,000 CFs 5,000 CFs

64,000 CFs

15,000 CFS 9,000 CFS

4 Sacramento River Flows

&/

CALIFORNIA
WATER FIX

RELIABLE. CLEAN. WATER.

2006 2008-09  Future
San Smelt/
Joaquin Salmon
River BioOp

As part of the California WaterFix planning process, extensive modeling and analysis
has been done to evaluate the potential operational and water supply benefits and

to determine the preferred project alternative that will advance the coequal goals of
water supply reliability and protecting the Delta ecosystem. Creating a dual conveyance
system with additional points of diversion for water exports in the Delta will improve
river flow patterns, restore natural tidal fluctuations, reduce entrainment and improve

THE BAY-DELTA IS AN EVOLVING PLACE. UNCERTAINTY
FROM CLIMATE CHANGE AND OTHER FACTORS WILL
BE ADDRESSED BY CALIFORNIA WATERFIX THROUGH
AN ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT STRATEGY.

The most sensitive time of the year for Delta fisheries

is December to June. Operations criteria would require
a minimum Sacramento River flow before any water
could be diverted at the north Delta intakes. The criteria
also include biologically-based triggers to benefit fish
species. A maximum possible diversion of 9,000 cfs is
reached at river flows of 35,000 cfs or greater under
the proposed operations.

Source: California WaterFix, State of California
CFS=cubic feet per second

¥ THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
| OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
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Key Operational Benefits

California WaterFix is an environmentally responsible plan that
improves water supply reliability and operational flexibility. Many
supply and environmental benefits that have been incorporated
into the proposed project operations will:

IMPROVE WATER SUPPLY RELIABILITY

New intakes in the north Delta would provide greater flexibility and
reliability by capturing more water in wet and above-normal years.
Predicted future water supply for SWP and CVP with California
WaterFix would range from 4.7 to 5.3 million acre-feet.

PROTECT FLOWS IN THE DELTA

A more natural flow direction in the Delta during critical fish
protection periods will increase water supply reliability and minimize
reverse flows. North Delta diversions, fish screen designs, bypass flow
criteria and real time operations will be managed to limit effects on
listed fish species.

IMPROVE EXPORT AND IN-DELTA WATER QUALITY
With the new north Delta intakes, the quality of water for exports
would improve. The project will also protect in-Delta agricultural
water quality by maintaining standards and limiting north Delta
diversions when river flows are low.

REDUCE CLIMATE CHANGE RISKS

The SWP and CVP pumps in the south Delta are vulnerable to
increased salinity from rising sea levels. New northern intakes would
greatly improve water quality under future changing conditions.

ADHERE TO INTEGRATED WATER RESOURCE PLAN
Improved water supply reliability would advance Metropolitan’s
2015 Integrated Water Resources Plan Update strategy and leverage
investments made to the regional storage portfolio over the past
two decades.

MINIMIZE ADVERSE IMPACTS TO COMMUNITIES

The footprint, construction activities and proposed operations reflect
numerous efforts to minimize adverse impacts to Delta communities
and areas of sensitive habitat for fish and wildlife.

RELIABLE. CLEAN. WATER.

(& Warer i

OPERATIONAL AND
ENVIRONMENTAL BENEFITS

WATER DELIVERY FORECAST

PREDICTED FUTURE WATER SUPPLY FOR SWP/CVP
WITHOUT CALIFORNIA WATERFIX
3.5TO 3.9 MILLION ACRE-FEET/YEAR*

PREDICTED FUTURE WATER SUPPLY FOR SWP/CVP
WITH CALIFORNIA WATERFIX
4.7TO 5.3 MILLION ACRE-FEET/YEAR*

Total SWP and CVP water deliveries
* Proposed w/o northern intake (existing conditions high outflow scenario)
** California WaterFix preferred alternative 4A H3-H4

QX
XD

Reinstate a more natural direction
of river flows in the south Delta,
minimizing reverse flows.

0

N = PRy ~
SRV

Protect against saltwater intrusion.

AN
NZ

Safeguard against vulnerabilities that
threaten water reliability such as
earthquake risk and climate change.

THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
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Environmental Benefits

MITIGATION

The biological opinions and EIR/EIS for California WaterFix » Natural refuge from predators and changing climate conditions
outline mitigation measures related to the construction and
future operations of the project. Some of the benefits of the

fishery habitat that will be created and restored include: These measures will enhance other state-sponsored programs

to restore natural communities and ecological processes including
California EcoRestore and the Delta Smelt and Sacramento Valley
Salmon Resiliency Plans, both of which contain actions to improve
the status of the species. Metropolitan is a strong proponent and
active participant with the state on these programs.

- Improved connectivity between existing areas of natural habitat

» Improved habitat conditions along important juvenile
salmon migration routes

» Restored tidal and non-tidal wetlands, and native riparian
forest habitat

« Increased food production, spawning and rearing areas

CALIFORNIA ECORESTORE

California EcoRestore represents the state’s near-term effort to accelerate habitat restoration in the Delta. California EcoRestore
is being developed in parallel to California WaterFix, but separate from the mitigation requirements of the project, to improve the
long-term health of the Delta. EcoRestore seeks to advance at least 30,000 acres of habitat restoration including 3,500 acres of
managed wetlands, at least 17,500 acres of floodplain restoration, 9,000 acres of tidal and sub-tidal habitat restoration and at
least 1,000 acres of aquatic, riparian and upland habitat projects and multi-benefit flood management projects.

AFTER TWO YEARS IN OPERATION, CALIFORNIA ECORESTORE HAS MADE SIGNIFICANT PROGRESS:

RESTORATION PROJECTS STARTED
2 CONSTRUCTION IN 2016 4 FROJECTS IN 2017

R s || A~ ¢

600+ 2 2 over 1,300
Acres of tidal Fish passage Multi-benefit Tidal marsh Acres acquired from willing
restoration improvement in the floodplain projects restoration sellers for restoration
Yolo Bypass efforts projects

OUR MISSION

The mission of the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California is to provide its service For a full version of the Operations Policy
area with adequate and reliable supplies of high-quality water to meet present and future needs  Paper, visit mwdh2o.com/waterfix
in an environmentally and economically responsible way.

ABOUT METROPOLITAN BE INFORMED, BE INVOLVED

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California is a state-established cooperative of 26 www.mwdh2o.com

member agencies — cities and public water agencies — that serve nearly 19 million people in six o O @
counties. Metropolitan imports water from the Colorado River and Northern California to sup-

plement local supplies and helps its members develop increased water conservation, recycling, @mwdh2o

storage and other resource management programs.
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Modernizing the System: California WaterFix Operations
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Modernizing the System: California WaterFix Operations

Introduction

This is the second of three policy white papers prepared for the Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California’s Board of Directors on the proposed California WaterFix. The overall objective of these papers is to
provide relevant information in preparation for the Board’s decisions on the project.

This paper focuses on the proposed operations and performance of California WaterFix to advance the state’s
coequal goals of improving water supply reliability and the Delta ecosystem. It describes how the planned
operations of California WaterFix’s proposed three new intakes in the northern Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta
(Delta) are to be operated in conjunction with existing State Water Project (SWP) and Central Valley Project (CVP)
facilities in the south Delta. The paper also describes elements of the proposed project that aim to reduce risks
and uncertainties regarding operations and ecological processes and to improve environmental conditions. The
other two white papers focus on the project’s infrastructure improvements and the financing/cost allocation.

The objectives of this white paper are:

A. Describe the regulatory requirements and the challenges and issues that are imposed on the operation of
existing SWP and CVP facilities;

B. Describe the new features and the proposed operation of California WaterFix under the requirements of
current and projected state and federal regulations;

C. Describe the impact of operating California WaterFix on overall SWP and CVP performance and identify
the major risk elements and risk management approaches;

D. Describe California WaterFix and its relationship to ongoing efforts to restore the Delta ecosystem, to
preserve the Delta as an evolving place, and to prepare California for an evolving Delta future.

Summary

The Sacramento River and San Joaquin River meet in the Delta, which is the hub of the state’s water distribution
system. Both of California’s two largest water projects — SWP and CVP — operate within the Delta and deliver
water to about two-thirds of all Californians and millions of acres of irrigated farmland.

The Delta is a vitally important ecosystem that supports hundreds of aquatic and terrestrial species, some of
which are protected under federal and state endangered species laws. To protect listed species, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS), National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), and the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (CDFW) have issued biological opinions and incidental take permits requiring the state Department of
Water Resources (DWR) and federal Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) to substantially alter the way the
agencies operate the SWP and CVP facilities. These operational changes have reduced SWP and CVP deliveries and
water supply reliability south of the Delta. In addition, the Delta is at risk from earthquake damage, persistent
land subsidence, floods and rising sea levels.

The existing Delta water conveyance system needs to be improved and modernized to address these issues. For
example, the current system has diversions in the south Delta. Many of the operational and environmental
challenges with the current system would be addressed by the California WaterFix, which proposes three new
diversion structures in the north Delta. The structures would have state-of-the-art fish screens that would be
operated in coordination with the existing south Delta SWP and CVP diversion facilities. These infrastructure and
operational improvements would help restore and protect ecosystem health, improve the reliability of SWP and
CVP deliveries, and protect water quality consistent with statutory and contractual obligations.

The SWP supplies from Northern California account for about 30 percent of the water used in Southern California.
Recognizing the need to modernize the state’s conveyance system, Metropolitan’s Board of Directors adopted the
Delta Action Plan and Delta Conveyance Criteria in 2007 (Conveyance Criteria). The following Conveyance Criteria
serve as benchmarks for evaluating the effectiveness of the proposed California WaterFix:
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e Provide water supply reliability;

o Allow flexible pumping operations in a dynamic fishery environment;
e Improve export water quality;

e Reduce seismic risks;

e Reduce climate change risks;

e Enhance ecosystem fishery habitat throughout the Delta.

Underlying all these benchmarks is the principle that they would be achieved in an environmentally responsible
manner.

California WaterFix would improve system operational capability to support more reliable Delta water exports,
and greater assurances to guard against risks. Increased flexibility to strategically move water from either the
north or south Delta and better real-time management of export operations in response to actual conditions
would better protect fish. The proposed dual conveyance system would improve river flow patterns with a more
natural upstream to downstream flow pattern during periods important for fishery protection and less fish
entrainment in the south Delta diversion facilities. Having flexibility to divert in the north or the south Delta will
help native fish species migrate to and from the ocean and better utilize Delta habitat. It also would ensure
greater water supply certainty for the 25 million Californians and millions of acres of agriculture receiving water
from the Delta, and offer greater resiliency to climate change and seismic events. With these physical and
operational changes, California WaterFix would help advance and achieve the state’s co-equal goals of ecosystem
restoration and water supply reliability.

The potential impacts of the proposed system facilities and operations have been carefully and thoroughly
reviewed. Appropriate risk management measures have been incorporated into the project to restore and protect
ecosystem health, water supplies, and water quality within a stable regulatory framework, consistent with
statutory and contractual obligations. An Adaptive Management Program would be implemented through a
collaborative process with regulatory agencies, project operators, and water contractors. This would provide a
structured science process to develop adaptive means of improving conditions for both the ecosystem and water
supply. Project operations that respond to real-time Delta conditions would also advance these objectives and
provide greater certainty for water deliveries.

With the proposed conveyance improvements, management actions, and framework for operation, the project
would have a significant positive impact on water supplies and water quality when compared to current
conditions. Without California WaterFix, it is estimated that combined future SWP and CVP average annual
exports could potentially decrease to 3.5 to 3.9 million acre-feet (MAF) from the current average annual supply of
4.9 MAF. With California WaterFix, the range of combined annual exports in future years is projected to be 4.7 to
5.3 MAF.

California WaterFix has undergone an unprecedented level of public outreach, review, and comment, along with
extensive scientific analysis as part of the environmental planning process. Significant refinements to both the
physical configuration and operational characteristics were made to address issues raised during the
environmental review to reduce impacts and to better protect species. These refinements have accomplished that
while maintaining the underlying core capabilities of the proposed system.

DWR and Reclamation have completed the environmental review documents under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). In addition, USFWS and NMFS have issued
biological opinions on the project. These biological opinions determined that California WaterFix as proposed
would neither jeopardize the continued existence of species listed under the federal Endangered Species Act
(ESA) nor destroy or adversely modify critical habitat for those species.
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Based on the information available to date, it is staff’s assessment that California WaterFix operation, system
capabilities and adaptive management would meet Metropolitan’s adopted policy direction and achieve greater
supply reliability.

Challenges and Issues with the Existing System

The location of the existing SWP and CVP diversion facilities in the south Delta, within habitat for protected fish
species, leads to a significant problem: unreliable water supplies. This is because the rules to protect beneficial
uses in the Delta and the listed species greatly restrict operations.

The Bay-Delta Water Quality Control Plan (WQCP) identifies the beneficial uses of water in the Delta and
establishes the water quality objectives necessary to protect those uses. The current WQCP, as implemented
through Water Rights Decision-1641 (D-1641), requires the SWP and CVP to meet the protective standards
established by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB).

In addition, DWR and Reclamation operate their respective projects pursuant to biological opinions issued by
USFWS and NMFS under the federal Endangered Species Act. DWR operates the SWP pursuant to an incidental
take permit for longfin smelt issued by the CDFW under the state Endangered Species Act, California Fish and
Game Code section 2081(b), and consistency determinations under California Fish and Game Code, section
2080.1.

The SWP and CVP facilities have long been impacted by changing regulations governing both projects’ diversion
facilities in the south Delta. On average, D-1641 has reduced SWP and CVP diversions and increased Delta
outflows to the San Francisco Bay by about 300,000 acre-feet a year as compared to the SWRCB’s prior
requirements. Compounding the impacts, the biological opinions have decreased diversions and increased
outflows by about another 1 MAF a year (Source: MBK Engineers and HDR “Retrospective Analysis of Changed
Central Valley Project and State Water Project Conditions Due to Changes in Delta Regulations,” January 2013).

The increased Delta requirements and export constraints have further affected SWP and CVP operations by
decreasing operational flexibility and increasing water supply vulnerabilities during dry conditions. This, in turn,
reduces project reservoir storage, water deliveries, and supply reliability. Figure 1 illustrates the decrease in
average SWP and CVP delivery capability over time due to additional regulatory requirements. As shown in the
figure, over a period of a little more than 25 years, the export capability of the two projects has been reduced by
over 3 MAF per year. California WaterFix is intended to reverse this downward trend.

Combined SWP and CVP Export Capabilities (MAF)
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California WaterFix Components

DESCRIPTION OF CALIFORNIA WATERFIX PHYSICAL COMPONENTS

The proposed infrastructure improvements are described in the first policy white paper (“Modernizing the
System: California WaterFix Infrastructure”). The proposed facilities include three intake facilities along the east
bank of the Sacramento River between the communities of Clarksburg and Courtland in the north Delta and dual
tunnels that would carry water from the intakes to a pumping plant at Clifton Court Forebay. From there, water
moved through these proposed facilities would connect with the SWP’s existing California Aqueduct and the CVP’s
Delta-Mendota Canal for downstream deliveries (see Figure 2). Under California WaterFix, DWR and Reclamation
would continue to use the existing south Delta facilities as appropriate in coordination with the north Delta
facilities.

ADDITIONAL CALIFORNIA WATERFIX COMPONENTS

In addition to the physical facilities, California WaterFix includes a number of operational elements and
environmental commitments to protect the Delta ecosystem. These include:

e A collaborative science and adaptive management program to address uncertainties and make
adjustments over time;

e Continued real-time operation that makes adjustments to limit effects on listed species while maximizing
water supply benefits;

e Environmental commitments to mitigate potential construction and operational impacts and to protect
the Delta environment.

Each of these elements is described in more detail in the following sections of this paper.

Regulations and California WaterFix Proposed Operations

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CALIFORNIA WATERFIX OPERATIONS

In the future, the SWP and CVP would continue to operate under regulatory conditions imposed for water quality
and fisheries protection.

Operating criteria for California WaterFix would include both existing regulatory requirements and new criteria
and requirements associated with the proposed new facilities.

California WaterFix facilities would not become operational for many years. Because evolving science and
changing conditions may lead to changes in the criteria during this time, a robust collaborative science and
adaptive management program to respond to such changes is a prominent feature of the overall operations
strategy. In summary, the strategy involves the following steps:

A. A set of criteria that would govern California WaterFix when it initially becomes operational was assumed
to evaluate project effects for the environmental documents and biological opinions.

B. A robust collaborative science and adaptive management program that includes water contractor
representatives would evaluate initial operating criteria in light of additional focused studies and evolving
science and propose appropriate changes in the criteria before and after California WaterFix becomes
operational.

C. Flexible real-time operations would respond to day-to-day conditions to maximize water supply and fish
protection within the bounds of existing criteria.
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Initial Operating Criteria for California WaterFix

The initial operating criteria for California WaterFix includes regulatory requirements that were established
through D-1641, the 2008 and 2009 biological opinions for existing water project operations, and new criteria
developed through California WaterFix’s environmental permitting process.

Existing regulatory requirements in the assumed initial operating criteria include:

e Salinity standards;

e Spring and fall outflow to manage the overall salinity gradient (known as “X2”);

e Cross Channel Gate, Suisun Marsh Gate, and temporary agricultural barrier operations;

e Limits on SWP and CVP diversions to manage flows in Old and Middle Rivers and entrainment;

e Rio Vista flow.

New regulatory requirements in the assumed initial operation include additional limits on SWP and CVP diversions
(i.e., Old and Middle River flow reversals) and flow (i.e., spring outflow, North Delta Diversion Bypass flow).
California WaterFix also includes a permanent operable gate at the Head of Old River for fish migration protection
and criteria for its operation.

Range of Potential Operations for Environmental Review

The California WaterFix preferred alternative is identified in the final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) as Alternative 4A. The proposed initial operations scenario, known as H3+, falls within
a range of initial Delta outflows known as H3 to H4. Before California WaterFix begins operation, specific initial
operating criteria would be established as set forth in the related biological opinions. These criteria may change
based on adaptive management.

To support the potential changes, an analysis was adopted during SWRCB water rights proceedings to identify
potential effects of California WaterFix over a broad range of operating criteria. As presented to the SWRCB, this
range is defined as Boundary 1 and Boundary 2. Boundary 1’s operational scenario has most of the existing
regulatory constraints but does not include the additional Old and Middle River criteria and spring outflows that
are included with in the H3-H4 range. Boundary 2’s operational scenario assumes a significant increase in Delta
outflows, similar to a scenario presented in the EIR/EIS that was developed in coordination with SWRCB staff.

The final state-federal environmental documents also evaluated other alternatives, including alternatives outside
of Boundary 1 and Boundary 2.

These different assumed initial operating alternatives and each boundary are illustrated in Figure 3. Figure 4
presents a summary comparison of the key assumptions for these different scenarios.
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SWP and CVP Operations and Performance with California WaterFix

The facilities and operational features of California WaterFix would have a positive impact on water supply and
water quality and provide significant capability to adapt to climate change and seismic concerns.

SWP AND CVP SUPPLY RELIABILITY

Extensive modeling and analysis has evaluated the potential operational and water supply benefits of California
WaterFix. This work involved developing forecasts of SWP and CVP deliveries for a number of scenarios involving
climate change, both with and without California WaterFix. The total water supply from the SWP and CVP under
current conditions averages about 4.9 MAF of water per year. The No Action Alternative evaluated in the
California WaterFix EIR/EIS is estimated to average about 4.7 MAF per year in year 2025 with climate change
effects considered. The No Action Alternative incorporates an estimate of climate change and sea level rise that is
consistent with the future cases with and without California WaterFix. In this way, the No Action Alternative
isolates the impact of California WaterFix from the impact of climate change, and allows for direct comparisons
between future cases.

The estimated future supply without California WaterFix assumes increasing future regulatory constraints. Since
the long-term trend has been toward increased regulation and reduced supply of the SWP and CVP, it is assumed
that this trend would continue into the future. For example, the SWRCB is reviewing its Water Quality Control
Plan (WQCP), which includes analysis of several new outflow scenarios as part of that process. The USFWS and
NMFS also are reviewing the existing 2008 and 2009 biological opinions for existing SWP and CVP operations,
which could lead to new operational restrictions. Next year, COFW will review its Fish and Game Code Section
2081 permit regarding ongoing SWP operations, which could impose further restrictions on exports.

More specifically, it is assumed that future regulatory restrictions could include further reductions in direct
diversions, as regulated using Old and Middle River flow, as well as increased outflow, as measured by outflow or
X2. To approximate a future without California WaterFix, Alternative 4A without the proposed north Delta
diversions was used in this report. This approach is consistent with DWR’s planning activities, as evidenced by its
2015 DWR Delivery Capability Report (Capability Report), which used the same approach to estimate future
regulatory constraints on SWP and CVP pumping for its Existing Conveyance High Outflow (ECHO) and Existing
Conveyance Low Outflow (ECLO) scenarios. The predicted future water supply without California WaterFix under
the ECHO Scenario is estimated to be 3.5 MAF per year on average, and 3.9 MAF under the ECLO Scenario.

Total deliveries with California WaterFix are estimated to range from 4.7 MAF under Alternative 4A-H4 to 5.3 MAF
under Alternative 4A-H3 per year on average.

California WaterFix and Metropolitan’s Integrated Water Resource Plan

Southern California’s plan for a reliable water supply future depends on a reliable SWP supply and conveyance
system, which requires much greater capability to move water into storage in wet periods and more flexibly to
manage around fishery needs. Metropolitan’s 1996 Integrated Water Resources Plan (IRP) identified the risk and
variability associated with future SWP supplies, accurately projecting declines in water supplies because of
projected future regulatory restrictions on SWP operations. As a result, Metropolitan embarked on a diversified
strategy of local supply development, conservation, storage, and transfers to reduce future reliance on imported
supplies, particularly reduced SWP deliveries in dry years. Much of the long-term investments in local supply
development, conservation, storage, and transfers identified in the 1996 IRP have been made. Metropolitan today
has more than 5.5 MAF of total storage capacity to help manage the highly variable imported supplies, particularly
SWP deliveries. Reliable SWP supplies and flexibility of project operations remain key elements in the 2015 IRP
Update.
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FIGURE 5: TOTAL DELIVERIES WITH AND WITHOUT CALIFORNIA WATERFIX

The 2015 IRP Update was grounded with a “Do Nothing” or “No New Investment” case for the SWP to identify the
resource development needed to secure supply reliability to 2040. Under a “Do Nothing” or no new investment
forecast for the SWP, notable changes would occur over time that would affect deliveries under the current
system configuration.

The most notable change was the projected decline of SWP supply reliability that would take place because of
climate change and the probability of more restrictive regulatory and operating conditions. Under current
conditions, in 2016, total projected SWP and CVP water deliveries of 4.9 MAF on average translate to estimated
SWP deliveries to Metropolitan of 1.2 MAF on average. Consistent with the prior discussion regarding increasing
regulation and Delta flow restrictions, that projection was assumed to decline over time.

To reflect a future with no new actions or investments in the SWP, conservative approach was taken by estimating
the decline using the Existing Conveyance High Outflow (ECHO) Scenario from the 2015 DWR Delivery Capability
Report (Capability Report). Under this scenario, with total SWP and CVP water deliveries projected to be 3.5 MAF
on average, SWP deliveries available to Metropolitan would drop to 837,000 acre-feet on average.

The 2015 IRP Update found that California WaterFix would improve the long-term reliability of Metropolitan’s
water supplies, comparing projected supplies in Table 1 with Table 2. One of the key reliability goals of the 2015
IRP Update is to stabilize SWP supplies. The IRP describes an approach for achieving this goal that includes
adaptive management of flow and export regulations in the near-term and attainment of a long-term Delta
solution through California WaterFix.
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TABLE 1: SUMMARY OF SWP SUPPLIES AVAILABLE TO METROPOLITAN WITHOUT ADDITIONAL INVESTMENTS
(ACRE-FEET)

Minimum 210,000 154,000 154,000 154,000 154,000 154,000
Average 1,202,000 837,000 837,000 837,000 837,000 837,000
Maximum 2,022,000 1,695,000 1,695,000 1,695,000 1,695,000 1,695,000

The 2015 IRP Update developed assumptions for SWP supplies with California WaterFix and evaluated the
resulting reliability improvements in comparison to the “Do Nothing” case. In a manner similar to the “Do
Nothing” case, SWP supplies were also estimated to decline in the near-term, but assumed to be less severe than
in the “Do Nothing” scenario. The declines were assumed to be less due to the commitment to California WaterFix
near-term adaptive management efforts. In this scenario, Metropolitan used the Existing Conveyance Low
Outflow (ECLO) Scenario from the Capability Report as a proxy for near-term SWP supplies under less restrictive
conditions. Under the ECLO Scenario, total SWP and CVP water deliveries were projected to be 3.9 MAF per year
on average. Under this scenario, SWP deliveries to Metropolitan drop to 984,000 acre-feet on average (Table 2,
Year 2025).

At the time of the 2015 IRP Update, Alternative 4A provided the best available estimate of total SWP and CVP
yield, based on long-term land-use and climate change and assumed operating and regulatory conditions. It also
factored in a change in project facilities to include conveyance consistent with California WaterFix. The IRP update
analyses used Alternative 4A-H4 as the estimated deliveries with California WaterFix. It was estimated that the
flexible operations from California WaterFix facility improvements would provide total average SWP and CVP
deliveries of 4.9 MAF, with average SWP deliveries available to Metropolitan of 1.2 MAF starting in 2030 (Table 2).

TABLE 2: SUMMARY OF SWP SUPPLIES AVAILABLE TO METROPOLITAN WITH CALIFORNIA WATERFIX
(ACRE-FEET)

SWP 2016 2020 2025 ‘ 2030 2035 2040
Minimum 210,000 229,000 229,000 314,000 314,000 314,000
Average 1,202,000 984,000 984,000 1,213,000 1,213,000 1,213,000
Maximum 2,022,000 1,695,000 1,695,000 1,863,000 1,863,000 1,863,000

The IRP analyses showed that California WaterFix would have a significant positive impact on the total supply
reliability for Metropolitan’s service area. Under the “Do Nothing” case, IRP analyses showed that Metropolitan’s
service area would experience water shortages 33 percent of the time in 2035 and 58 percent of the time in 2040.
In addition, the region’s dry-year storage reserves would be drawn down to critical levels (less than 1 MAF dry
year supplies) 55 percent of the time in 2035 and 80 percent of the time in 2040.

Under Alternative 4A-H4, the likelihood of water shortages would be reduced to 4 percent in 2035 and 10 percent
in 2040. Storage reserves also improved under the proposed plan, with reserves being drawn down to critical
levels 9 percent of the time in 2035 and 8 percent of the time in 2040. These findings were the primary driver in
the development of the 2015 IRP Update’s target to stabilize the reliability of SWP supplies through California
WaterFix.

California WaterFix advances the overall 2015 IRP Update strategy, leveraging the investments Metropolitan has
made in regional storage capacity over the past two decades to provide supply reliability into the future. The data
and estimates for available water supply from the SWP and the impacts of increased regulation used in the 2015
IRP Update analyses were based on the best available information and modeling at the time. Updated modeling
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results of water deliveries that incorporate the latest information on future regulations and project facilities,
shown in this paper, are consistent with (and improved over) those used in the 2015 IRP Update analyses. These
findings confirm that California WaterFix remains an important part of the overall portfolio of water resource
development strategy that is key to Southern California’s water supply future.

OPERATIONAL FLEXIBILITY WITH CALIFORNIA WATERFIX

There are two ways that the operational flexibility provided by California WaterFix can increase water supply
reliability within a given year. The first is through the increased ability to manage intermittent high-flow events in
the Delta watershed. The second is through the increased conveyance capacity that could facilitate voluntary
water transfers between north and south Delta interests.

Management of High Flow Events

The California WaterFix is intended to capture additional flow during wetter periods when unregulated flow is
available. Metropolitan has analyzed the ability of California WaterFix to divert during such high flow events.

Using the winter of 2012/2013 as an example, Figure 6 shows that major storm flows produced significant
volumes of water flowing through the Sacramento River past the location of the new intakes, through the Delta,
and out to the San Francisco Bay. One 14-day storm event in December 2012 resulted in about 880,000 acre-feet
of water flowing out to the Pacific Ocean. A second 14-day storm event resulted in about 1.1 MAF of Sacramento
River outflow. As shown in Figure 6, state and federal water project exports were relatively minor in comparison
to the outflows of the two storms. With the additional flexibility of California WaterFix’s proposed north Delta
intakes, Metropolitan’s analysis estimates that several hundred thousand acre-feet of additional water could have
been captured in these two storm events (as shown by the difference between the green and white lines on
Figure 6). These results suggest that periodic high flow events could potentially provide reoperation benefits
consistent with existing delivery contracts while at the same time meeting all criteria intended to protect fish,
water quality, and existing water rights.
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FIGURE 6: WINTER 2013 REOPERATION ANALYSIS WITH CALIFORNIA WATERFIX

As part of SWCRB’s California WaterFix petition process, DWR presented a similar analysis illustrating the
flexibility of the proposed project using water year 2016 as an example. DWR’s analysis showed that an additional
1.2 MAF could have been diverted if California WaterFix had been operational in 2016. (Source: J. Leahigh
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testimony, SWRCB Hearing Proceedings Regarding Changes in Water Rights for the California WaterFix Project,
DWR Exhibit 61.)

This analysis is consistent with the average annual analysis presented in the environmental documents. All of the
existing and new operating criteria for California WaterFix that are intended to protect fish and water quality
would be maintained. Consequently, any diversions during high flow events would take place consistent with
criteria intended to protect fish, water quality, and existing water rights. The analysis did not account for available
south Delta storage or demand, so the actual quantity that may be diverted under similar circumstances in the
future could be less than predicted.

Increased Capacity for Water Transfer Agreements

The flexibility provided by California WaterFix also improves the capability of moving water transfer supplies
across the Delta. The increased conveyance and operational flexibility would significantly increase the amount of
available capacity to accommodate the movement of water transfers across the Delta and the SWP and CVP
system. Figure 7 shows the estimated increase in available transfer capacity with and without California WaterFix.
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FIGURE 7: POTENTIAL WATER TRANSFER CAPABILITY, SWP AND CVP TOTAL

It is important to note that California WaterFix only serves to improve the available capacity and capability to
accommodate water transfer agreements. Future water transfers or particular quantities of transfers are not
components of California WaterFix. Because specific, future transactions for water transfers and other non-
project voluntary water market transactions depend on future water supply, market, and other conditions, any
amounts and locations of future water transfers are speculative. Future transactions and water transfer
agreements would be subject to regulatory approvals and environmental review. Even with these considerations,
California WaterFix would provide much greater capability to manage transfers.

COMPLIANCE WITH D-1641 WATER QUALITY STANDARDS WITH CALIFORNIA WATERFIX

California WaterFix would provide added flexibility to comply with flow and salinity criteria required by the
SWRCB and other regulatory obligations, including for the protection of fish species. The additional location for
SWP and CVP diversion in the north Delta enhances the flexibility of the water management system, allowing
state and federal water system operators to balance flows for more optimal and precise salinity management.
With California WaterFix, pursuant to D-1641, the SWP and CVP would still be required to meet all salinity and
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flow objectives regardless of which diversion location is being used. However, the variable split between north
and south diversions would allow a flexible and improved approach toward compliance with flow and salinity
standards. For example, if salinity increased on the lower Sacramento River, the SWP and CVP could opt to
increase diversions in the south Delta and thereby allow greater flow down the lower Sacramento River. In
contrast, if salinity increased on the lower San Joaquin River, the SWP and CVP could decrease water diverted in
the south Delta and increase diversions in the north Delta, thereby increasing flow in the lower San Joaquin River
and south Delta. The flexibility offered by this example would limit reverse flows in the central Delta near Jersey
Point, which in the past have drawn saltier water from the San Francisco Bay into the central Delta.

With California WaterFix, the SWP and CVP would continue to meet existing Delta water quality, fishery
objectives, and any future regulatory requirements. Increased diversion flexibility afforded through the approval
of California WaterFix would only enhance the capabilities of SWP and CVP projects to meet existing Bay-Delta
requirements. Because California WaterFix can take advantage of opportunities to divert and store wet-period
storm flows and allow for south Delta diversions in drier periods, in-Delta water quality can be better managed. As
a result, the proposed California WaterFix operations would continue to be as protective, if not more, of existing
beneficial uses.

EXPORT WATER QUALITY

California WaterFix would improve SWP and CVP export water quality. Urban water users, including Metropolitan,
are concerned with the levels of salinity (electrical conductivity (EC), bromide, and total dissolved solids (TDS)),
organic carbon, and nutrients in their imported supplies. The concern is related to meeting state and federal
drinking water regulations to protect human health, preventing taste and odor complaints, and enhancing local
water management programs.

California WaterFix would improve SWP and CVP export water quality through the use of the dual intake system.
This is because water quality on the Sacramento River at the proposed intakes is generally lower in salinity,
organic carbon, and nitrates as compared to the San Joaquin River and south Delta. As shown in Table 3, modeling
of Alternative 4A compared to no action shows lower levels of EC (18-22% improvement), TDS (17-22%
improvement), bromide (31-43% improvement), organic carbon (2-11% improvement), and nitrates (5-27%
improvement).

With these improvements, source water quality would be improved both for human health protection as well as
regional water management.

ALLOW FLEXIBLE PUMPING OPERATIONS IN A DYNAMIC FISHERY ENVIRONMENT

The proposed north Delta diversion would allow SWP water exports, consistent with applicable criteria, during
high-flow periods. Accordingly, north Delta diversions would be greatest in wetter years and lowest in drier years.
North Delta bypass flow criteria and the south Delta initial operations were developed with fishery agency
involvement and are based on the scientific information available at the time of document preparation. These
criteria are intended minimize project effects on listed fish species while providing water supply reliability gains,
with the following considerations:

e Proposed initial operations would include a preference for south Delta facility pumping from July through
September to manage water quality conditions in the south Delta. Additionally, real-time operations
would be used to adjust operations and further protect listed species, while maximizing water supply
benefits.

e The objectives of the north Delta diversion bypass flow criteria include regulation of flows to maintain fish
screen sweeping velocities; minimize potential increase in upstream transport of productivity in the
channels downstream of the intakes; support salmonid and pelagic fish movements to regions of suitable
habitat; reduce losses to predation downstream of the diversions; and maintain or improve rearing
habitat conditions in the north Delta.
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TABLE 3: WATER QUALITY CONSTITUENTS

Banks Pumping Plant No Action (Early Long-Term) Alternative 4A (Early Long-Term)

Electrical Conductivity (umohs/cm)*

All 505 395

Drought 632 518

Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) (mg/L)**

All 286 228

Drought 354 293

Bromide (pg/L)*

All 391 223

Drought 482 334

Dissolved Organic Carbon (mg/L)®

All 3.8 3.4

Drought 4.1 4.0

Nitrate (mg/L-N)’

All 0.70 0.51

Drought 0.55 0.52

'Source: Final EIR/S at Appendix 8H, p. 8H-32.

%Source: Conversion from EC using conversion formula: (TDS (mg/L) = 19.2 + (0.529 * EC).
*EC data from Final EIR/S at Appendix 8H, p. 8H-32.

*Source: Final EIR/S, Appendix 8E, p. 8E-23.

*Mass-balance approach.

®Source: Final EIR/S, Appendix 8K, p. 8K-12.

’Source: Final EIR/S, Appendix 8J, p. 8J-43.

e To meet bypass flow objectives, diversions must be restricted at certain times of the year that support the
main juvenile salmon migration period (mostly from December through June).

e The proposed operational north Delta bypass criteria also protect water quality and flow for downstream
water users. The north Delta diversion would not be operated during low-flow periods on the Sacramento
River. Generally, during the period from December through June, as illustrated in Figure 8, the full 9,000
cfs diversion rate would not occur until Sacramento River flows are approximately 35,000 cfs. Compliance
with D-1641 standards further restricts the north Delta diversion rate.

As a result of the limitation on north Delta diversion, there would be sufficient water downstream for both
the fishery and water quality requirements. Overall, the flexibility provided by California WaterFix would
better respond to the needs of the fishery.
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Up to 9,000 CFS Diverted
Wet year example

CALIFORNIA WATERFIX EXPORTS

9,000 CFS is the maximum diversion when
river flows exceed 35,000 CFS or greater.

Up to 9,000 CFS Diverted
1,600-7,000 CFS Diverted
900-3,000 CFS Diverted
0-540 CFS Diverted
- No Diversions Source: California WaterFix,

State of California
64,000 CFS 35,000 CFS 20,000 CFS  15,000CFS 9,000CFS 5,000 CFS CFS=cubic feet per second

¢ Sacramento River Flows

FIGURE 8: NORTH DELTA DIVERSION BYPASS CRITERIA

REDUCING CLIMATE CHANGE RISKS

Climate change will affect Northern California watersheds and the Delta region in a number of ways. Questions
remain about the exact timing, magnitude, and regional impacts of temperature and precipitation changes, but
climate researchers have identified several areas that could affect water supply availability and the future
operation of SWP and CVP facilities. These areas include:

e Reduction in Sierra Nevada snowpack and loss of natural storage from snowpack;
e Increased intensity and frequency of extreme precipitation events;

e Rising sea levels and seawater intrusion into the Bay-Delta.

The past 10 years have heightened the concerns and associated challenges that future climate change may bring.
The Northern California watershed in the Sierra and the Delta have already experienced the range of higher
temperatures and reduced snowpack that was predicted by climate change scientists. The hot and dry records
experienced in the recent drought, followed by the extreme wet conditions in 2016/17, highlighted the challenges
that SWP and CVP storage and conveyance facilities face in managing increasingly variable water supplies and
conditions.

Current SWP and CVP pumping plant locations in the south Delta are vulnerable to the increased salinity levels
that rising sea levels could bring. For example, rising sea levels could increase the pressure on the existing levee
system, making the levees more vulnerable to failure. Because of their age and general methods of original
construction, many Delta levees are at risk of failure as a result of continued land subsidence, flood conditions,
sea level rise, and seismic events. Failure of the Delta levee system would inundate the surrounding islands,
allowing saline water from San Francisco Bay to intrude into the Delta and contaminate freshwater supplies that
are delivered by the SWP and CVP. If climate change and rising sea levels lead to such a levee failure in the future,
California WaterFix would allow continued diversions at the north Delta intakes.

The new northern Delta intakes provided by California WaterFix would greatly improve the reliability of SWP and
CVP deliveries under future climate change conditions. California WaterFix would allow for additional water
diversions during extreme wet periods or rapid snowmelt events, both of which are predicted to increase in
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frequency with climate change. Additionally, the location of the north Delta diversion intakes is less vulnerable to
the effects of saltwater intrusion.

REDUCING SEISMIC RISKS

In 2009, DWR released the final Delta Risk Management Strategy (DRMS) Phase 1 Report. The report evaluated
the risk and consequences to California and the Delta associated with the failure of Delta levees and concluded
that a seismic event is the single greatest risk to levee integrity. The US Geological Survey found a 62 percent
probability of a magnitude 6.7 or greater earthquake occurring in the San Francisco Bay Area between 2003 and
2032. The DRMS Phase 1 Report estimated that a major earthquake could result in multiple levee failures that
would simultaneously flood 20 or more Delta islands. Under such a scenario, SWP and CVP exports could be
interrupted for up to one and a half years.

Implementing California WaterFix would help reduce the risks from a catastrophic seismic event in the Delta. With
the uncertainty of where a seismic event might occur, the addition of the new north Delta diversion and
conveyance facilities provides redundancy in critical water supply infrastructure. Additionally, all California
WaterFix infrastructure would be built to meet current seismic standards, as applicable.

ENHANCE ECOSYSTEM FISHERY HABITAT THROUGHOUT DELTA

The environmental benefits of California WaterFix include reduced south Delta pumping, providing a more natural
upstream-to-downstream flow pattern during periods important for fishery protection and less direct fish
entrainment in the south Delta diversion facilities. The proposed project also offers mitigation measures that
would improve the existing environmental conditions as well as mitigate the effects of the proposed project.

Improved Flow Patterns in the Delta

Current pumping in the south Delta causes water from the Sacramento, Feather and American rivers to be pulled
across the Delta into the south Delta. This cross-Delta water movement can confuse migrating salmon heading for
the ocean or trying to return to their natal streams. As a result, migrating salmon may take longer to reach the sea
or have difficulty finding their spawning grounds. With California WaterFix, south Delta water diversions would be
reduced, improving flow and habitat conditions for salmonids.

Reduced south Delta pumping also could lessen direct entrainment in existing south Delta water facilities. For
example, when a high turbidity pulse flow comes down the Sacramento River, diversions could be switched to the
north Delta. This operational flexibility would help avoid drawing that turbidity, and potentially Delta smelt,
toward the south Delta pumping facilities. Conversely, when salmon are migrating out of the upper tributaries
and into the Sacramento River, diversions could be switched to the south Delta, away from the main migratory
routes. The flexibility of having diversion facilities in the north and the south would provide opportunities to
preferentially operate the facilities to minimize effects to sensitive fish species.

Physical Habitat Actions

The California WaterFix biological opinions and the EIR/EIS incorporate a variety of measures designed to mitigate
potential construction and operation impacts and to enhance environmental conditions in the Delta.

With the State-directed pivot from the Bay-Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) to California WaterFix in April 2015,
many of the previously proposed BDCP Conservation Measures were no longer applicable to the newly proposed
preferred alternative. However, some actions were adopted as part of the California WaterFix alternative. These
actions, identified in the Table 4, below, consist primarily of habitat restoration, protection, enhancement, and
management activities.
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TABLE 4: ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS UNDER CALIFORNIA WATERFIX

Environmental Commitment 3: Natural Communities Protection and Restoration

Valley/Foothill Riparian Up to 103 acres
Grassland Up to 1,060 acres
Vernal Pool Complex and Alkali Seasonal Wetland Complex Up to 188 acres
Nontidal Marsh Up to 119 acres
Cultivated Lands Up to 11,870 acres
Total: Up to 13,340 acres
Environmental Commitment 4: Up to 295 acres
Tidal Natural Communities Restoration

Environmental Commitment 6: Up to 4.6 levee miles
Channel Margin Enhancement

Environmental Commitment 7: Up to 251 acres
Riparian Natural Community Restoration

Environmental Commitment 8: Up to 1,070 acres
Grassland Natural Community

Environmental Commitment 9: Up to 48 acres

Vernal Pool and Alkali Seasonal Wetland Complex
Restoration

Environmental Commitment 10: Up to 832 acres

Nontidal Marsh Restoration

Environmental Commitment 11: At sites protected or restored under
Natural Communities Enhancement and Management Environmental Commitments 3—10
Environmental Commitment 12: At sites restored under Environmental
Methylmercury Management Commitment 4

Environmental Commitment 15: At north Delta intakes and at Clifton
Localized Reduction of Predatory Fishes Court Forebay

Environmental Commitment 16: At Georgiana Slough

Nonphysical Fish Barrier

[Source: Final EIR/EIS (2016), Table 3-9, Page 3-55)

The final biological opinions add 80 acres of rearing habitat upstream on the Sacramento River and an additional
1,800 acres of tidal habitat restoration in the Delta.

In addition to the enhancement actions identified above, a variety of construction-related environmental
commitments, best management practices, and avoidance and minimization measures have been incorporated
that would be implemented as part of the construction activities. These actions have been designed to lessen or
eliminate potential effects to environmental resources during construction of the new conveyance infrastructure
and ancillary facilities. Some measures have been specifically developed to provide enhanced protection to
sensitive species and their habitats. These include measures for the following resources: vernal pool crustaceans,
California tiger salamander, California red-legged frog, valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Swainson’s hawk,
California clapper rail, Greater sandhill crane, tricolored blackbird, Suisun song sparrow, yellow-breasted chat,
least Bell’s vireo, western yellow-billed cuckoo, western burrowing owl, San Joaquin kit fix, riparian woodrat and
riparian bush rabbit, salt marsh harvest mouse, and Suisun shrew.

The benefits of the fishery habitat created and restored through California WaterFix include:

e Improved habitat conditions along important juvenile salmon migration routes;
e Restored tidal and non-tidal wetlands;

e Restored native riparian forest habitat;
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e Increased food production;

e Increase spawning and rearing areas;

e Natural refuge from predators and changing climate conditions;

e Improved connectivity between existing areas of natural habitat.
These environmental benefits combined with other State-sponsored programs currently underway to restore
natural communities and ecological processes throughout the Delta. Three such programs include California

EcoRestore, Delta Smelt Resiliency Strategy, and Sacramento Valley Salmon Resiliency Strategy. Highlights of the
restoration goals of these programs are outlined below.

In addition to the mitigation activities above, California EcoRestore represents the state’s near-term effort to
accelerate habitat restoration in the Delta. California EcoRestore is being developed in parallel to California
WaterFix, but separate from the mitigation requirements related to the construction and operation of the project.
EcoRestore includes the restoration necessary to achieve regulatory requirements of the 2008 and 2009 biological
opinions for existing SWP and CVP operations as well as additional projects to help improve the long-term health
of the Delta unrelated to the operations of the water projects. In total, EcoRestore seeks to advance at least
30,000 acres of habitat restoration. Those 30,000 acres include:

e 3,500 acres of managed wetlands;

e Atleast 17,500 acres of floodplain restoration;

e 9,000 acres of tidal and sub-tidal habitat restoration;

e At least 1,000 acres of aquatic, riparian and upland habitat projects and multi-benefit flood management

projects.

The state of California also has committed to improving conditions for species through the Delta Smelt Resiliency
Strategy and the Sacramento Valley Salmon Resiliency Strategy. These plans contain actions that can be achieved
in the near-term to improve the status of the species.

The Delta Smelt Resiliency Strategy was developed by the State in 2016 to voluntarily address the immediate and
near-term needs of Delta smelt to promote their resiliency to drought and variable habitat conditions. The
primary objective of the Delta smelt strategy is to improve the status of the species through management actions
meant to address many of the environmental and habitat stressor of the species. Although specific
implementation details are still under development, the actions included in the Delta Smelt Resiliency Strategy
include:

e Aquatic weed control;

e North Delta food web adaptive management projects;

e QOutflow augmentation;

e Reoperation of the Suisun Marsh salinity control gates;

e Sediment supplementation in the low salinity zone;

e Spawning habitat augmentation;

e Roaring River distribution system food production;

e Coordinated and managed wetland food and drain operations in Suisun Marsh;

e Franks Tract Restoration Feasibility Study;

e Adult fish salvage operation during summer and fall;

e Stormwater discharge management;

e Rio Vista Research Station and Fish Technology Center;

e Near-term Delta smelt habitat restoration.
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The Sacramento Valley Salmon Resiliency Strategy has been prepared by the State to voluntarily address the
needs of sensitive Chinook and steelhead salmon. The actions included in this strategy represent a variety of
habitat restoration management actions necessary to improve the immediate and long-term resiliency of
Sacramento Valley salmonids. Although not all known stressors affecting salmonids can be addressed, this
strategy is intended to focus on habitat restoration actions critical to improving population resiliency to known
and future stressors associated with spawning and rearing habitat, through-Delta survival, and adult fish passage.
The actions contained in the Sacramento Valley Salmon Resiliency Strategy include:
e Multiple actions on Battle Creek;

e Provide instream flows to protect Chinook salmon and steelhead on Deer Creek, Mill Creek, Antelope
Creek and Butte Creek;

e Restore fish passage and habitat in Upper Sacramento tributaries;
e Implement McCloud reintroduction plan;
e Improve fish habitat by removing Sunset Pumps Rock Dam on Feather River;

e Restore off-channel rearing, streambank, and riparian habitats and migratory conditions along Upper,
Middle, and Lower Reaches of the Sacramento River;

e Complete fish screen construction on major diversions along the Sacramento River;

e Improve Sutter Bypass and associated infrastructure to facilitate adult fish passage and improved
stream flow monitoring;

e Improve Yolo Bypass adult fish passage;

e Increase juvenile salmonid access to Yolo Bypass, and increase duration and frequency of Yolo Bypass
floodplain inundation;

e Construct permanent Georgiana Slough non-physical barrier;
e Restore tidal habitat in the Delta.

California WaterFix would include implementation of portions of both of the resiliency plans.

Consistency with Delta Conveyance Criteria

Recognizing the significance of the supply, and the need to modernize the state’s conveyance system,
Metropolitan’s Board of Directors adopted the Delta Action Plan and Delta Conveyance Criteria (“Conveyance
Criteria”) in June 2007 and September 2007, respectively. As described in earlier sections of this white paper, and
summarized in Table 5, the operational aspects of California WaterFix meet the Board’s adopted Delta
Conveyance Criteria by providing water supply reliability and improved water quality in an environmentally
responsible manner.
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TABLE 5: DELTA CONVEYANCE CRITERIA

EEREHAC S California WaterFix

Delta Conveyance Criteria

Enhance Ecosystem Fishery | * Provides extensive restoration of tidal marshes and channel margin
Habitat Throughout Delta habitat.

Allow Flexible Pumping * Three new intakes in the northern Delta, along with the existing State
Operations in a Dynamic Water Project intake in southern Delta, create the necessary flexibility to
Fishery Environment avoid conflicts between different fishery needs.

* The ability to manage the system using north and south Delta diversion
locations, allow for improved flow patterns in the Delta to benefit fish
during fish sensitive times.

Provide Water Supply * The California WaterFix proposal is consistent with Metropolitan’s IRP.

Reliability

Improve Export Water * Water quality from new northern Delta intakes is improved; salinity, for

Quality example, is improved approximately 20 percent.

Reduce Seismic Risks ¢ Twin tunnels to convey water from northern Delta would protect future
critical supply needs from natural disasters.

Reduce Climate Change * Intakes in northern Delta are upstream of predicted long-term salinity

Risks intrusion due to climate change.

Considering Delta Communities and Environment

CALIFORNIA WATERFIX IS SIZED TO PROTECT THE DELTA ENVIRONMENT

The proposed California WaterFix was originally planned as a 15,000 cfs diversion facility. In response to
consideration by the fishery agencies regarding intake size, and issues raised in the environmental review process
that included Delta community concerns, the project was reduced to a 9,000 cfs diversion facility. A 9,000 cfs
facility was selected over a smaller facility (i.e., 3,000 cfs) because the smaller facility would not serve the project
purposes of a more reliable water supply and protection of the environment. A copy of the letter from the
California Natural Resources Agency dated February 19, 2014 and memorandum providing analysis and the need
for the importance of a 9,000 cfs facility is available at the following link:

http://baydeltaconservationplan.com/Libraries/Dynamic_Document Library/Natural Resources Agency
Response Re NRDC Portfolio 2-19-14.sflb.ashx

According to the agency, a 3,000 cfs facility would not meet the project purposes because a facility of that
reduced size would lack redundancy and would not provide sufficient benefits to justify the cost. A 3,000 cfs
facility would also fail to provide fishery benefits because pumping would continue to be predominantly in the
south Delta. Operational flexibility to better manage water quality and species concerns would also be largely
non-existent with a smaller facility.

CALIFORNIA WATERFIX IS DESIGNED TO AVOID IMPACTS TO DELTA COMMUNITIES

As detailed in the first white paper, numerous refinements over the years have dramatically reduced the short-
and long-term project impacts. Switching from a canal to tunnel conveyance design was the largest such
modification, which preserves Delta farms, avoids every Delta community, maximizes the use of public lands, and
minimizes the need to acquire private property.

California WaterFix was refined to include other important modifications to reduce or avoid impacts to the Delta
area:
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e Reducing visual impacts near the community of Hood;
e Increase the use of state-owned property;

e Eliminating all pumping plant facilities adjacent to the three proposed intakes and consolidating all
necessary pumping at the existing SWP site at Clifton Court Forebay;

e Eliminating numerous permanent power lines in the Delta and reduce power requirements;

e Eliminating tunnel launch facilities on Staten Island, a popular destination for Sandhill Cranes and bird
watchers, to protect wildlife habitat;

e Removing planned power transmission lines near the Stone Lakes Wildlife Refuge.

The construction footprint of California WaterFix — less than 2,000 acres — represents about one-third of 1 percent
of the acreage in the Delta region. Significant changes to the proposed California WaterFix facilities and
operations made throughout the planning process reduced the overall project footprint by one-half of its original
size, greatly minimizing community impacts.

California WaterFix Would Protect In-Delta Agricultural and Municipal Water Quality

California WaterFix must adhere to the in-Delta water quality objectives and criteria set by the State Water Board
for the protection of urban, agricultural, and fishery beneficial uses. DWR and Reclamation constantly monitor
Delta water quality conditions. Their water system operational decisions take into account real-time conditions as
well as regulatory requirements.

The state and federal water projects have been in compliance with SWRCB water quality standards in the Delta
98.9 percent of the time over the past 37 years. (Source: J. Leahigh Power Point, SWRCB Hearing Proceedings
Regarding Changes in Water Rights for the California WaterFix Project, DWR-4, errata, p. 18). The SWP and CVP
exceed water quality standards from time-to-time because of extreme and sometimes uncontrollable
circumstances or unforeseen weather conditions. There are some D-1641 standards that are currently met 100
percent of the time, while some are met less often. For example, the agricultural salinity standard at the Old River
at Tracy is met less often because of local sources of salinity and because the SWP and CVP are generally unable
to control salinity at that location.

With California WaterFix, the SWP would continue to provide fresh water to in-Delta agricultural and municipal
diverters by continuing to satisfy the water quality requirements contained in D-1641 to protect each of the
beneficial uses defined by the SWRCB.

Modeling of future water quality under California WaterFix generally shows that compliance with D-1641 water
quality standards is the same under California WaterFix as compared to the future without the project. The only
potential exception is agricultural water quality at the Emmaton compliance location. Under certain limited
conditions, modeling shows water quality at Emmaton is somewhat more saline with the project than without.
However, as DWR testified before the SWCRB, real-time actions that project operators take to avoid water quality
exceedances cannot be modeled. Thus the modeled Emmaton results are modeling anomalies that would not
actually occur in the future under actual operations.

Managing Uncertainties

Given the uncertainties involving the effects of water operations on listed species and the ecological benefits from
enhanced outflow and habitat restoration, California WaterFix incorporates processes designed to address
uncertainty in scientific understanding and reduce risks to sensitive resources and critical water supplies.

Table 6 highlights some of the key uncertainties and mitigation measures associated with the operations of
California WaterFix. The addition of north Delta diversions, and the operational flexibility provided by dual
conveyance facilities would help to mitigate some of these uncertainties directly. In addition, a commitment to
continue collaborative science efforts and a robust Adaptive Management Program would play an essential role in
managing many of these future uncertainties.
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TABLE 6: KEY UNCERTAINTIES AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Key Uncertainties ‘ Mitigation Measures
Regulatory e Adaptive Management Program would inform SWP and CVP operations under existing
Uncertainties regulations, inform implementation of California WaterFix initial operational criteria,

and inform SWP and CVP operations under future regulations with California WaterFix.
e North Delta diversions would allow flexibility to minimize fish and water quality impacts.
e Real-time operations would adjust to observed conditions to limit effects on fisheries.

Fisheries and e Adaptive Management Program would inform habitat restoration and other mitigation
Ecosystem measures.
Uncertainties e Collaborative science efforts would continue to advance the field of knowledge

surrounding project operations and fisheries.

e Efforts to restore habitat and decrease other stressors would help improve the health of
the Delta ecosystem and fisheries.

e Real-time operations would adjust to observed conditions to limit effects on fisheries.

Seismic Risks e North Delta diversions would be physically isolated from the water quality impacts of a
catastrophic levee failure event.

e Infrastructure would be built to a high seismic resiliency level.

e Additional conveyance would be available following seismic events to restore supplies
to project users.

Climate Change e North Delta Diversions would be physically isolated from the impacts of salinity

Risks intrusion due to sea-level rise.

e Additional diversion capacity and operational flexibility would allow for increased
diversion to reduce impacts of lost natural storage from snowpack.

e Additional operational flexibility would allow for increased diversions during high-flow
storm events.

e Increased diversion and storage of high river-flow events would help protect against
more frequent and extreme dry conditions.

ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT

Scientific uncertainty exists regarding the Delta ecosystem, including the needs of protected fish species, the
effects of SWP and CVP operations on those species and their habitats, and the related operating criteria and
other actions intended to minimize or mitigate those effects. To address these uncertainties, California WaterFix
proposes a structured program for conducting collaborative science and adaptive management.

The Adaptive Management Program would be implemented consistent with an agreement between DWR,
Reclamation, USFWS, NMFS, CDFW, and water contractors. The Adaptive Management Program would be
implemented to enhance application of science to support decision making related to the operations of the SWP
and CVP. The California WaterFix Adaptive Management Program includes a collaborative process for decision-
making that would be essential to the success of the overall program. Key to this is the establishment of the
Interagency Implementation and Coordination Group (lICG). Convened by Reclamation and DWR, the 1ICG would
have primary responsibility for coordinating and implementing the Adaptive Management Program. The IICG
would be composed of one representative from each of the “Five Agencies” (DWR, Reclamation, USFWS, NMFS,
and CDFW) as well as one each from the participating SWP and participating CVP contractors. Metropolitan would
participate in the Adaptive Management Program through its representation by the water contractors.

The Adaptive Management Program’s broad purposes include the ability to (1) undertake collaborative science,
(2) guide the development and implementation of scientific investigations and monitoring for both compliance
and adaptive management, and (3) apply new information and insights to management decisions and actions.
Adaptive management would determine the effectiveness and necessity of the operational criteria based on the

best scientific and commercial data available when California WaterFix becomes operational.
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The Adaptive Management Program includes monitoring and studies to determine the effectiveness and necessity
for the initial operating criteria that would be enacted as part of the federal and state Endangered Species Act
authorizations. These scientific investigations may lead to changes in the initial operating criteria prior to or after
California WaterFix becomes operational. This approach would help address scientific uncertainty and identify
opportunities to better refine operations of the new water conveyance facility to further species needs while
improving water supply.

The adaptive management approach for the California WaterFix describes the interrelationship between the
identification of uncertainties, development of management questions, objectives, management alternatives,
monitoring and research design, synthesis, and decision making. The four-phase process diagram shown in
Figure 9 illustrates the major components of the proposed adaptive management process.

Phase 1 Phase 2

Plan facilties, operations, Assess outcomesof planned

restoration, monitoring, actionsto generate new
and research knowledge

Phase 4
Adapt by implementing
management changes
using thenew
knowledge.

Phase 3
Integrate new knowledge
into management
framework

FIGURE 9: ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PROCESS

REAL-TIME OPERATIONS

As part of California WaterFix, real-time operations for existing Delta facilities and the new north Delta diversion
facilities would be a part of the California WaterFix operating criteria. Real-time operations are meant to provide
short-term adjustment to operations in response to observed environmental conditions to enhance endangered
species protections while maximizing water supply benefits.

UPDATING SCIENCE TO SUPPORT DELTA FISH

In addition to the efforts of the Adaptive Management Program to advance science associated with operation of
the SWP and CVP, Metropolitan would continue its independent science efforts for the Delta. Metropolitan’s
proactive science efforts supports water supply reliability and ecosystem restoration by reducing scientific
uncertainty, driving better management decisions and project operations, and fostering effective policies and
regulations.

An example of how such science efforts has resulted in real and meaningful change in the Delta is with respect to
nutrients. Nutrient discharges to the Bay-Delta Estuary can affect phytoplankton growth and the composition of
the phytoplankton community. Scientific studies addressing nutrient effects on phytoplankton and the food web
that supports Delta fish led to more stringent water quality regulatory requirements and to investments to
upgrade the Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District wastewater treatment plant.
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As another example, Metropolitan participates in the Delta Condition Team process coordinated by the state and
federal agencies to closely monitor trawl and turbidity data and evaluate turbidity forecast information as it
relates to spawning conditions for Delta smelt. As part of its participation, staff collaborated with other technical
scientists and experts to identify water project measures to reduce movement of turbidity toward the export
pumps during the first significant storm of the wet season. Taking such measures to reduce the intrusion of
turbidity into the south Delta reduced the number of adult Delta smelt spawning near the water project pumps
and greatly reduced the need to reduce exports later in the season. This management action allowed more
effective operations that protected the fish while at the same time preventing unnecessary restrictions on the
SWP and CVP projects.

Conclusion

The reliable delivery of high-quality water through the Delta faces many challenges and risks, including fishery
declines, earthquakes, floods, and rising sea levels. Despite previous actions and efforts by local, state, and federal
agencies to address these issues, the region’s ecosystem has continued to decline. California WaterFix addresses
these long-standing issues with increased operational flexibility, new system capacity that provides more
assurances, and adaptive management strategies to ensure improved water supply reliability while protecting
habitat, species, and the Delta ecosystem. The project has undergone an unprecedented level of public review,
comment, and scientific input. Extensive analyses and risk assessments have been conducted to better
understand and address risks commonly associated with infrastructure projects of this size. For California
WaterFix, the key risk areas have been identified, and tools to mitigate these risks have been incorporated into
the project’s risk management process and operating criteria.

In addition to meeting the needs of the state, California WaterFix as proposed meets all of the Delta Conveyance
Criteria adopted by Metropolitan’s Board in 2007. Metropolitan’s 2015 Integrated Resources Plan Update, as
adopted by Metropolitan’s Board in 2016, includes a goal to stabilize SWP supplies, to pursue a successful
outcome in California WaterFix, and to establish efforts for long-term average supplies of about 1.2 million
acre-feet. The proposed project would achieve this goal. The physical project and the operational criteria meet
the attributes of a successful project based on staff analysis, Metropolitan’s long-term objectives, and the state’s
coequal goals.

Note: For additional information on Metropolitan’s policies related to California WaterFix, including a policy
white paper on infrastructure improvements that would modernize the state’s water system, see
http://mwdh2o0.com/ or http://www.mwdh2o.com/DocSvcsPubs/WaterFix/
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Attachment to
Modernizing the System: California WaterFix Operations

ACRONYM/TERMINOLOGY LIST

ITEM DESCRIPTION

AMMs Avoidance and minimization measures

BDCP Bay Delta Conservation Plan

BiOps B.iolog.ical Opi.nions from the Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine
Fisheries Service

BMPs Best management practices

CALSIM DWR modeling tool used to simulate SWP and CVP operations

CDFW California Department of Fish and Wildlife

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act

CFS Cubic feet per second

CvP Central Valley Project

CVPIA Central Valley Project Improvement Act

D-1641 Water Rights Decision-1641, implements the Bay-Delta Water Quality Control
Plan (WQCP)

DRMS Delta Risk Management Strategy

DWR Department of Water Resources

EC Electrical Conductivity

ECHO 2015 Delivery Capability Report Existing Conveyance High Outflow scenario

ECLO 2015 Delivery Capability Report Existing Conveyance Low Outflow scenario

EIR Environmental Impact Report

EIS Environmental Impact Statement

ESA Endangered Species Act

I1CG Interagency Implementation and Coordination Group

IRP Integrated Water Resources Plan, Metropolitan's blueprint for long-term water
supply reliability

MAF Million Acre-Feet

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service

OMR Old and Middle River

RDEIR Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
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ITEM DESCRIPTION

Reclamation Federal Bureau of Reclamation

SDEIS Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement

SWP State Water Project

SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board

TDS Total Dissolved Solids

USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

WwQCP Bay-Delta Water Quality Control Plan

X2 Indicator of the location of the low salinity zone, thought to be biologically
important to Delta species
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MUNICIPAL

WATER Item No. 3

DISTRICT

DISCUSSION ITEM
August 2, 2017

TO: Board of Directors
FROM: Robert Hunter, General Manager
Staff Contact: Damon Micalizzi
SUBJECT: CALIFORNIA WATERFIX - MWDOC MEMBER AGENCY UPDATE

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Board of Directors review and discuss this information

REPORT

Recognizing the importance of the California WaterFix to Southern California's water
reliability, the MWDOC Board unanimously approved a resolution of support for the
proposed project, on December 5, 2016. The following illustration identifies those of
MWDOC’s member agencies which have also taken support positions on the California
WaterFix thus far.

Budgeted (Y/N): N Budgeted amount: None Core _X_ Choice __

Action item amount: N/A Line item:

Fiscal Impact (explain if unbudgeted):
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Figure 1. MWDOC member agency California WaterFix position update
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Item No. 4

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

DISCUSSION ITEM
August 2, 2017

Board of Directors

Robert Hunter,
General Manager

Staff Contact: Karl Seckel

Harvey De La Torre
Melissa Baum-Haley

Metropolitan Water District (MET) Items Critical To Orange County

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Board of Directors to review and discuss this information.

DETAILED REPORT

This report provides a brief update on the current status of the following key MET issues
that may affect Orange County:

a) MET’s Water Supply Conditions

b) MET’s Finance and Rate Issues

C) Colorado River Issues

d) Bay Delta/State Water Project Issues

e) MET’s Ocean Desalination Policy and Potential Participation in the Doheny

and Huntington Beach Ocean (Poseidon) Desalination Projects

f) Orange County Reliability Projects

g) East Orange County Feeder No. 2

h) South Orange County Projects
Budgeted (Y/N): N Budgeted amount: None Core _X_ Choice __
Action item amount: N/A Line item:

Fiscal Impact (explain if unbudgeted):
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ISSUE BRIEF # A
SUBJECT: MET’s Water Supply Conditions

RECENT ACTIVITY

2017 Water Supply Balance

With the Department of Water Resources (DWR) setting the State Water Project (SWP)
“Table A” allocation at 85%), Metropolitan will have approximately 1.624 million acre-feet
(MAF) in SWP deliveries this water year. So far, Metropolitan has received approximately
124 TAF of Article 21 supplies through May. On the Colorado River system, there is an
estimated 960 TAF.

Metropolitan is projecting that supplies will exceed demand levels in CY 2017. With a
current demand trend of 1.47 MAF, Metropolitan in expected to increase their dry-year by
1.28 MAF. Based on this estimated recovery and a beginning dry-year storage balance of
1.3 MAF, this will bring Metropolitan’s total dry year storage to 2.5 MAF.

Limitations with recharging groundwater basins due to the “suspect” of quagga mussels and
in order to secure all of the available imported water supplies for 2017 the Metropoilitan
Board approved last month a one year In-Lieu storage program. The purpose of the
program is to store additional imported water locally that would have been lost if no action
was taken.

Water Balance Uncertainties

-

Put Capacities

Management actions % SWP groundwater
not yet secured storage programs

Storage programs Operat|9n8|
Identified/secured Constraints

Demands

Supplies
2016 EOY Dry-Year . )
Storage * Colorado River

adjustment for
higher priority use

Emergency Storage
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ISSUE BRIEF # B

SUBJECT: MET’s Finance and Rate Issues

RECENT ACTIVITY

MET Financial Report

The financial portfolio performance report through the June 30, 2017 resulted in a short-
term portfolio with a market value of $973.7 million or an increase of $15.5 million. For the
FY 2016-17, the year to date return of the short-term portfolio has outperformed the
benchmark by 0.41%, and since inception it has outperformed the benchmark by 0.58%.

The long-term portfolio ended the fiscal year with a market value of $345.3 million or a
decrease of $0.6 million. For the FY 2016-17, while the long-term portfolio year to date
return was -0.13%, it did outperform the benchmark by 0.04%, and since inception it has
outperformed the benchmark by 0.48%.
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ISSUE BRIEF # C

SUBJECT: Colorado River Issues

RECENT ACTIVITY

Mexican Water Treaty Minute 32X

In 2012, the United States and the Republic of Mexico signed Minute 319 which included:

e Establishment of reservoir triggers for sharing both shortage and surplus;

e Establishment of a program of Intentionally Created Mexican Allocation (ICMA)
whereby Mexico could temporarily reduce its order of Colorado River water, allowing
that water to be delivered to Mexico in the future;

e Infrastructure and water conservation funding; and

¢ A one-time pulse flow in the Colorado River Delta.

Minute 319 is set to expire December 31, 2017. In anticipation of that expiration, the United
States and Mexico have been negotiating a successor minute (Minute 32X). The United
States’ negotiations have included the State Department, the Bureau of Reclamation,
representatives of the seven basin states, and Colorado River contractors, including
Metropolitan.

As with Minute 319, the implementation of Minute 32X will require a number of domestic
implementing agreements to be executed by various parties within the United States,
including Metropolitan. On June 21, representatives of the domestic contracting parties met
to continue development and negotiation of the implementing agreements. The
implementing agreements include matters regarding funding, forbearance and delivery, as
well as an agreement that would address additional reductions in water deliveries to Mexico
in drought conditions in order to protect Lake Mead provided that the United States
agencies agree to similar drought contingency reductions in a subsequent agreement.

Salinity Control Forum Meeting

The Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Forum (Forum) held its semiannual meeting in
Wyoming June 8 and 9. The Forum is an organization of the seven Colorado River Basin
states that guides state and federal agency work to implement the Colorado River Basin
Salinity Control Program (Program). Currently, the Program controls 1.33 million tons of salt
in places that would otherwise enter the Colorado River annually. Metropolitan holds one of
the three Governor-appointed positions representing California on the Forum. At the June
meeting, the Forum reviewed proposed changes to the Program’s Triennial Review report
and considered funding recommendations for 2017 Program-related salinity studies. The
Triennial Review documents the Forum’s work plan and salinity control goals for the next
three years. The meeting included a status update on the Program activity, including the
Paradox Valley Unit operated by the Bureau of Reclamation. The Paradox Valley injection
well is the largest single salinity control project in the Program, but has been operating at a
reduced capacity due to problems at the facility. The Forum is working with the Bureau of
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Reclamation to evaluate long-term options to replace the aging well. At the June meeting,
the Forum appointed Metropolitan’s Manager, Colorado River Resources Bill Hasencamp to
be its next Vice Chair.

Study Shows Impacts of Warmer Temperatures on Colorado River Supplies

The results of a recent study by Professor Brad Udall and Professor Jonathan Overpeck
find that one third of the reduction in flows into the Colorado River since the current drought
began in 2000 was caused by increased temperatures in the Upper Basin. The remaining
two thirds of the reduction in flows was the result of low precipitation. The study found that
the drought in the Colorado River basin since 2000 has been in part a temperature caused
drought, rather than the common precipitation caused drought. In 2017, warm temperatures
in the spring significantly reduced the forecast annual runoff into Lake Powell — from 145
percent of average in March 2017 down to 116 percent of average in June.
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ISSUE BRIEF # D

SUBJECT: Bay Delta/State Water Project Issues

RECENT ACTIVITY

California WaterFix

On July 21 the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) certified of the Final EIR,
adopted Findings and a Statement of Overriding Considerations, adopted the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program, approved the California WaterFix (alternative 4a), and
filed the Notice of Determination (NOD) with the Governor's Office of Planning and
Research for the California WaterFix project. The announcement followed the release of the
federal biological opinions on June 26, that confirm the project is consistent with
environmental and wildlife protection standards.

The NOD and decision documents signed by Acting Director Messer approve WaterFix as
the proposed project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The project
helps ensure stable water supplies for millions of Californians. CEQA requires state and
local agencies to identify the significant environmental impacts of their actions and to avoid
or mitigate those impacts, if feasible.

DWR, which operates the State Water Project, screened more than 100 different proposals
before analyzing 18 alternatives in depth in the final 50,000-page Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) under CEQA. The combined public comment period on these environmental
analyses lasted nearly a year. The project was refined several times to shrink its footprint,
minimize impacts to Delta landowners, and make other changes.

The CEQA certification, NOD, and decision documents put WaterFix a step closer to
construction, which could begin as early as 2018. As both a modern and ambitious
infrastructure project, WaterFix will require world-class engineering, efficient construction
management, aggressive cost containment, and transparent business operations.

In addition to the certification, DWR also filed a “validation action” today with the
Sacramento County Superior Court to affirm the department’s authority to, among other
things, issue revenue bonds to finance the planning, design, construction and other capital
costs of California WaterFix. A validation action is necessary to provide assurances to the
financial community for the sale of the California WaterFix revenue bonds.

Meantime, DWR and the federal Bureau of Reclamation have completed a substantial
portion of the proceedings before the State Water Resources Control Board to change the
point of diversion for the state and federal water projects to allow operation of the WaterFix.

The CEQA certification, NOD, and decision documents are available at
http://baydeltaconservationplan.com/NoticeofDetermination.aspx.
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Next Steps

Issuance of the California WaterFix NOD by DWR completes DWR’s compliance with the
CEQA and clears a major milestone in planning the project. Several regulatory and
permitting actions, as well as funding-related decisions still need to be completed before
construction can begin. Initial Requests for Qualifications seeking prospective contractors
will be publicized later this year.

REGULATORY PROCESSES AND PERMITS STATUS

-

ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT (ESA) SECTION 7 CONSULTATION

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT / CEQA

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE (CDFW) 2081(B) PERMIT

4 CDFW LAKE AND STREAMBED ALTERATION AGREEMENT, SECTION 1602

SECTION 401 OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT - WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATION

6 U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS (USACE) SECTION 404 PERMIT

NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT (NHPA) SECTION 106 COMPLIANCE

DELTA STEWARDSHIP COUNCIL

9 STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD (SWRCB) CHANGE PETITION

(o] DESIGN & ENGINEERING

n USACE SECTION 408 PERMIT

@ Complete

In Process

9
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ISSUE BRIEF # E

SUBJECT: MET’s Ocean Desalination Policy and Potential Participation in the
Doheny and Huntington Beach Ocean (Poseidon) Desalination Projects

RECENT ACTIVITY

Doheny Desal

The details of this have been moved to briefing Issue H as it pertains only to South Orange
County.

Poseidon Huntington Beach

Poseidon is still working on the permitting process. The public review period for the Draft
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was extended to July 27, 2017. Poseidon
anticipates a decision by the State Lands Commission on October 19 and then will continue
working their way towards the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control permit and then
on to the California Coastal Commission, likely in the first half of 2018. OCWD is still
working on the system integration concepts.
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ISSUE BRIEF # F

SUBJECT: Orange County Reliability Projects

RECENT ACTIVITY

Central Pool Augmentation Program

There are no updates to report.

Orange County Water Reliability Study

CDM-Smith and MWDOC staff are in the process of completing follow-up work to the 2016
study. The work includes modeling of more recently available information, updating
Colorado River assumptions, assessment of additional scenarios for the Huntington Beach
Desalination Plant, and assessment of the value of new storage. MWDOC staff met with
CDM Smith on July 10, 2017 to discuss technical details of the climate modeling work. The
update is expected to be completed in the next few months.
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ISSUE BRIEF # G

SUBJECT: East Orange County Feeder No. 2

RECENT ACTIVITY

Use of East Orange County Feeder No. 2 for Conveyance of Groundwater and
Poseidon Water

Nothing new to Report.

Page 53 of 66



ISSUE BRIEF # H

SUBJECT: South Orange County Projects

RECENT ACTIVITY

Page 12

UPDATED - Doheny Desal Project

South Coast WD is continuing to move the project forward, as follows:

STATUS INFORMATION BY TASK ORDER

Task Order # 1 — Program Management

o DWR Water Desalination Grant Application is due September 1, 2017.

e Work has commenced on the MWD LRP Application.
Task Order # 5A — Public Outreach Phase 2

e The SCWD Water Reliability Public Working Group first meeting was on July 11th.
Task Order # 7 — Project Delivery Analysis Project Delivery Workshop 5

e To Be Determined.
Task Order # 8B— Environmental Impact Report

e Mid-August, 2017: 2nd NOP Scoping Meeting to discuss latest offshore geophysics
and slant well implications

e November 13, 2017: Draft EIR Released for Public Comments
e April 30, 2018: SCWD Board of Directors Final EIR Certification
e June 4, 2018: End of NOD 30-day Period
Task Order # 10— Geophysical Survey
¢ Final Offshore Geophysical Report by July 21, 2017
Task Order # 12 — Desal Plant Site Hydrology Study
¢ Final Report upon receipt of SCWD comments
Task Order # 13 — Value for Money Analysis (VM)
¢ Final Value for Money (VfM) Report is due on July 31, 2017.
Task Order # 14 — Updated Slant Well Modeling
e Draft Report — August 4.
e Final Report — August 18.
Task Order # 15 — Alternative Power Supply Analysis
¢ Final Alternative Power Supply Analysis by August 15th
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UPDATED - SMWD Trampas Canyon Recycled Water Reservoir

The Trampas Dam and Reservoir Construction Project was advertised for bids on June 19,
2017. Bids are due in August and a recommendation for project award is scheduled for the
September 2017 SMWD Board meeting. Permits from Regional Board, Army Corps of
Engineers, and Department of Fish and Wildlife for the project are complete.

UPDATED - Advanced Purified Water (APW) Facility at Lake Mission Viejo

The Lake Mission Viejo Association (LMVA) requested water flow to the Lake in May 2017.

May flow was approximately 195 gallons per minute (gpm) with one treatment train. In June,
LMVA requested increased flows using both treatment trains resulting an average 390 gpm
delivery.

Other Information on South County Projects:

San Juan Watershed Project

(Nothing New to Report) Santa Margarita WD continues working on the San Juan
Watershed Project. Phase 1, which is being designed to capture wet and dry weather
runoff, with subsequent phases looking to introduce recycled water into San Juan Creek for
Indirect Potable Reuse. The relatively recent discovery of a geological rock formation
(ancient landslide) near Stonehill Drive appears to be a partial barrier to sub-surface flow.
This impacts the proposed location of the rubber dams and the ability for Phase | to capture
and percolate water into the basin resulting in the estimated water capture for Phase | being
reduced from 1,700 AFY to 500-600 AFY. 14 additional borings are needed to better define
the formation at a cost of $330,000 to understand how it might impact the rubber dam
locations. The budget for Phase | has therefore increased to $1.7 million. The Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) is now scheduled for public review in August 2017.

Camp Pendleton Seawater Desalination Project

(Nothing New to Report) San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA) is studying a
desalination project to be located at the southwest corner of Camp Pendleton Marine Corps
Base adjacent to the Santa Margarita River. The project is currently in the feasibility study
stage and SDCWA is conducting geological surveys, analyzing intake options, and studying
the effect on ocean life and routes to bring desalinated water to SDCWA's delivery system.
MWDOC and the Doheny Desal Participants are working to lease the Doheny Mobile Test
Facility to Michael Baker International for use at the SDCWA intake study testing site.

Expansion of the Irvine Interconnection Project to South Orange County

(Nothing New to Report) An agreement completed in 2006 resulted in an investment by
South Orange County (SOC) agencies in the Irvine Ranch Water District (IRWD) system to
allow exchanges of water to be delivered by IRWD into SOC under emergency situations.
Project capacity was committed by IRWD to move up to 30 cfs of emergency supplies
whereas the agreement allows moving up to 50 cfs, not to exceed 3,000 AF per emergency
event. In accordance with the Agreement with IRWD, the emergency capacity committed to
the SOC agencies declines over time and goes to zero by 2030. IRWD is examining their
ability to increase the exchange and conveyance of water under this arrangement or extend
to extend the end date of the agreement and the capacity thereunder. MWDOC is working
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on other options with OCWD and MET to move groundwater via the EOCF#2 to SOC during
emergency events.

Laguna Beach County Water District Groundwater Project with Newport Beach

(Nothing New to Report) - MWDOC, MET, Laguna Beach County Water District and
Newport Beach have been working to activate Laguna Beach County’s access to 2,025 AF
of groundwater from within the Orange County Water District Basin. Deliveries began in
September 2016.

If any agencies would like to have updates included herein on any projects within your
service area, please email the updates to Karl Seckel at kseckel@mwdoc.com
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Item b5a

Summary Report for
The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
Board Meeting
July 11, 2017

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS

None (Agenda Item 5C)

ORGANIZATION, PERSONNEL AND TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE

Appropriated $1.9 million; and awarded a $1.45 million contract to HBR Consulting, LLC for
software and professional services for design of an Enterprise Content Management application
and for the optimization of digital assets on Metropolitan’s file shares. (Agenda Item 8-1)

INTEGRATED RESOURCES PLANNING COMMITTEE

Adopted the revised proposed policy principles guiding Metropolitan’s role in regional
implementation of Integrated Water Resources Plan targets for local resources and conservation.
(Agenda Item 8-2)

ENGINEERING AND OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

Appropriated $2 million; awarded $13,856,000 contract to Kiewit Infrastructure West Co. to
construct an advanced water treatment demonstration plant; and authorized increase of $300,000
to an agreement with Stantec Consulting, Inc., for a new not-to-exceed total of $1.5 million, to
provide specialized technical support. (Appropriation No. 15493) (Agenda Item 8-3)

Authorized membership in the Arizona Electric Power Cooperative; and authorized the General
Manager to execute the Scheduling and Trading and Power System Operation Services
Agreements with the Arizona Electric Power Cooperative. (Agenda Item 8-4)

Authorized the removal of Plant 2 (Modules 4, 5, and 6) and associated equipment from service
at the Robert A. Skinner Water Treatment Plant. (Agenda Item 8-5)

Appropriated $3.3 million; and authorized increase of $2.3 million in change order authority for
the rehabilitation of Palos Verdes Reservoir, up to an aggregate amount not to exceed $3,778,000
(Appropriation No. 15417) (Agenda Item 8-6)

WATER PLANNING AND STEWARDSHIP COMMITTEE

Authorized the General Manager to enter into cyclic agreements providing a credit of up to $225
per acre-foot for in-lieu deliveries in FY 2017/2018, consistent with the terms as set forth in the
board letter. (Agenda Item 8-7)
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FINANCE AND INSURANCE COMMITTEE

Approved the corrected resolution fixing and adopting a Readiness-to-Serve Charge for calendar
year 2018, as set forth in the board letter. (Agenda Item 8-8)

LEGAL AND CLAIMS COMMITTEE

Authorized amendment of the contract with: Hunt Ortmann Palffy Nieves Darling & Mabh, Inc.
for legal services by $400,000 for an amount not to exceed $1,000,000; Pacific Consultants
Construction, Inc. for consulting services by $100,000 for an amount not to exceed $600,000;
and Driven, Inc. for electronic discovery services by $50,000 for an amount not to exceed
$150,000. (Agenda Item 8-9 no closed session)

CONSENT CALENDAR

In other action, the Board:

Adopted the resolution granting approval for the 51st Fringe Area Annexation concurrently
to Western and Metropolitan and establish Metropolitan’s terms and conditions for the
annexation, as set forth in the board letter, conditioned upon approval by Riverside County’s
Local Agency Formation Commission, and upon receipt of annexation fee of $439,576.
(Agenda Item 7-1)

Authorized the General Manager to execute an agreement with ICF under CDFW Grant
Agreement No. P1696028 for the implementation of the Proposition 1 Delta Water Quality
and Ecosystem Restoration Grant Program for an amount not to exceed $330,811.
(Agenda Item 7-2)

Appropriated $1.85 million; authorized the General Manager to make offers and acquire
permanent and temporary property rights in nine properties for planned construction within
the Orange County Operating Region, and to approve and obtain all acquisition-related
documentation; and authorized field investigations to address erosion-related issues
throughout the distribution system. (Approp. 15474) (Agenda Item 7-3)

Appropriated $840,000; authorized upgrades to the computerized maintenance management
system. (Approp. 15501) (Agenda Item 7-4)

Appropriated $580,000; and authorized increase of $580,000 in change order authority for
the construction contract to build houses at Iron Mountain Pumping Plant, up to an aggregate
amount not to exceed $830,000, for the addition of two new houses. (Approp. 15495)
(Agenda Item 7-5)
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Authorized the General Manager to enter into the following skilled craft labor agreement
amendments; authorized an agreement amendment with Elite Craftsmen Services to include
an additional annual renewal option, through the year 2020, and to increase the maximum
amount payable from $249,000 to $500,000 per year; authorized an agreement amendment
with Johnson Services Group to increase the maximum amount payable from $325,000 to
$500,000 per year; and authorized an agreement amendment with Grafton, Inc. to increase
the maximum amount payable from $325,000 to $500,000 per year. (Agenda Item 7-6)

OTHER MATTERS:

In other action, the Board:

Presented a 10-year Service Pin to Robert Wunderlich, representing the City of Beverly Hills.
(Agenda Item 5E)

Discussed Department Head Evaluation Process Guidelines and Department Head Evaluation
Presentations and extended the evaluation process for at least one month for all Department
Heads. (Agenda Item 10a discussion in closed session; voted in open session)

THIS INFORMATION SHOULD NOT BE CONSIDERED THE OFFICIAL MINUTES
OF THE MEETING.

Board letters related to the items in this summary are generally posted in the Board Letter
Archive approximately one week after the board meeting. In order to view them and their
attachments, please copy and paste the following into your browser
http://edmsidm.mwdh20.com/idmweb/home.asp.
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THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT

OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
Item 5b
0 August15,2017
DRAFT AGENDA SRR Meeting Schedule
9:00 a.m. Rm. 2-145 L&C
10:00a.m. || Rm.2-456 | RP&AM
Adjourned Board Meeting 10:30 am. | Rm.2-145 OP&T
::1'2:00'p-'r'h.' | Board Rooin * : : '-Board'l\n'ééti'nt_:.l. R

August 15, 2017

12:00 p.m. — Board Room

MWD Headquarters Building . 700 N. Alameda Street . Los Angeles, CA 90012

1. Call to Order

(a) Invocation:

(b) Pledge of Allegiance: Director Larry D. Dick,
Municipal Water District of Orange
County

2. Roll Call

3. Determination of a Quorum

4, Opportunity for members of the public to address the Board on matters
within the Board’s jurisdiction. (As required by Gov. Code § 54954.3(a)

5. OTHER MATTERS

A. Report on list of certified assessed valuations for fiscal year
2017/18 and tabulation of assessed valuations, percentage
participation, and vote entitlement of member agencies as of
August 15, 2017 (To be mailed separately)

B. Approval of the Minutes of the Mesting for July 11, 2017.

(A copy has been mailed to each Director)
Any additions, corrections, or omissions

C. Report on Directors’ events attended at Metropolitan expense for
month of June
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D. Approve committee assignments

E. Chairman's Monthly Activity Report

6. DEPARTMENT HEADS' REPORTS

A. General Manager's summary of Metropolitan's activities for the
month of July

B. General Counsel’'s summary of Legal Department activities for
the month of July

C. General Auditor's summary of activities for the month of July

D. Ethics Officer's summary of activities for the month of July

7. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS — ACTION

7-1 Adopt CEQA determination and appropriate $1.95 million; and
award $767,201 contract to Environmental Construction, Inc. for
installation of valves at the Lakeview Pipeline/Inland Feeder
Intertie (Appropriation No. 15488). (E&QO)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...

7-2 Adopt CEQA determination and award $280,238 contract to
PK Construction for erosion control improvements at Garvey
Reservoir (Appropriation No. 15480). (E&O)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...
7-3 Adopt CEQA determination and authorize granting a permanent
easement amendment for gas pipelines to Southern California

Gas Company (SCGC) on Metropolitan-owned property located
in the county of Los Angeles. (RP&AM)
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Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...

7-4 Adopt CEQA determination and authorize Metropolitan to
continue its agreement with Southern California Edison and
Blythe Energy, Inc. that gives them the right to access their
facilities on Metropolitan fee owned land via license agreements,
subject to payment of annual market rent. (RP&AM)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...

END OF CONSENT CALENDAR

8. OTHER BOARD ITEMS — ACTION

8-1 Adopt CEQA determination and resolution establishing the tax
rate for fiscal year 2017/18. (F&l) (To be mailed separately)

Recommendation:

Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination

8-2 Adopt CEQA determination and appropriate $3.3 million; award
$1,296,091 contract to PCL Construction, Inc. to replace an
expansion joint on the Upper Feeder at the Santa Ana River
Bridge; and authorize agreement with Rincon Consultants, Inc.
in an amount not to exceed $400,000 (Appropriation No. 15441).
(E&O)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that...
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8-3 Adopt CEQA determination and appropriate $4.9 million; and
authorize: (1) final design of the initial stage of building
improvements for Metropolitan’s Headquarters Building; and
(2) increase of $2.3 million to an agreement with ABSG
Consulting, Inc., for a new not-to-exceed total of $7.6 million
(Appropriation No. 15473). (E&O)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...

8-4 Adopt CEQA determination and appropriate $5.6 million; award
$3,097,927 contract to Stronghold Engineering, Inc. for electrical
upgrades at the Henry J. Mills Water Treatment Plant; and
authorize increase of $374,000 to an agreement with Lee & Ro,
Inc., for a new not-to-exceed total of $1,097,000 (Appropriation
No. 15452). (E&O)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...

8-5 Adopt CEQA determination and appropriate $39.8 million; award
$19,362,000 construction contract to Kiewit Infrastructure West
Co. to line a portion of the Second Lower Feeder; award
$2,375,513 procurement contract to Southwest Valve and
Equipment, Inc. for plug valves; and authorize: (1) agreement
with Pure Technologies US, Inc. for electromagnetic pipeline
inspections; (2) agreement with GeoPentech, Inc. for
geotechnical support; (3) agreement with Helix Environmental
Planning, Inc. for environmental support; (4) lease agreement
with Hooman Enterprises, Inc.; and (5) lease agreement with
Sares-Regis Group (Appropriation Nos. 15471 and 15497).
(E&O)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...
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8-6 Adopt CEQA determination and authorize a five-year
reimbursable agreement with the California Department of Water
Resources to provide services for State Water Project
operations and maintenance activities for an amount not to

- exceed $25 million (including expenditures for subcontracts not
to exceed $1.5 million per year). (E&O)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...

8-7 Adopt CEQA determination and authorize transmission and
facility interconnection agreements with Southern California
Edison for the Colorado River Aqueduct electric system. (E&O)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...

8-8 Adopt CEQA determination and authorize increase of $
to an amount not to exceed $ for contract with
GeoPentech, Inc. for consulting services; and report on Nevada
Environmental Response Trust Site (former Tronox Site) in
Henderson, Nevada. (L&C)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ..,

8-9 Adopt CEQA determination and adopt Legislative Policy
Principles on Stormwater. (C&L)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...

8-10  Adopt CEQA determination and express opposition unless
amended to HR 23 (Valadao, R-CA): Gaining Responsibility on
Water Act of 2017. (C&L)
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Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...

8-11 Adopt CEQA determination and express oppaosition, unless
amended, to SB 623 (Monning, D-Carmel): Water Quality: Safe
and Affordable Drinking Water Fund. (C&L)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...

8-12  Adopt CEQA determination and express opposition, unless
amended, to SB 49 (De Ledn, D-Los Angeles): California
Environmental, Public Health, and Workers Defense Act of 2017.
(C&L)

Recommendation:
Option #1:

Adopt the CEQA determination that ...

9. BOARD INFORMATION ITEMS

941 Mid-cycle Biennial Budget Review. (F&l}

10. FOLLOW-UP ITEMS

11. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

12. ADJOURNMENT
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NOTE: At the discretion of the Board, all items appearing on this agenda and all committee agendas, whether or not expressly listed
for action, may be deliberated and may be subiect to action by the Board.

Each agenda item with a committee designation will be considered and a recommendation may be made by one or more
committees prior to consideration and final action by the full Board of Directors. The committee designation appears in
parentheses at the end of the description of the agenda item e.g., (E&O, F&l). Committee agendas may be obtained from
the Board Executive Secretary.

Writings relating to open session agenda items distributed to Directors less than 72 hours prior to a regular meeting are
available for public inspection at Metropolitan's Headquarters Building and on Metropolitan's Web site
http://iwww. mwdh2o0.com.

Requests for a disability related modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or services, in order to attend or
participate in a meeting should be made to the Board Executive Secretary in advance of the meeting to ensure availability of
the requested service or accommodation.
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