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Colorado River System

Reservoir Status

37% Fontenelle

WYOMING

67% Flaming Gorge

—— | UTAH
| Salt Lake ity
' z COLORADO
Storage 3,660 ft, WY 2022 \ Lake Powell / A
(MAF) Equalization ¢
Level c 3%2‘{;’6\': Do 36% Blue Mesa
Total System Storage 32 18.873 '
Total System Storage 36 21.129 NEVADA
(this time last year) ’
Lake Mead L4
28% ARIZONA
7.397 MAF

1,050-1,045 ft.,
Tier 2a
Shortage

Updated as of March 20, 2023

March 22, 2023

Cokbrda
Mdweduct

CALIFORNIA

'(I""\-xl



Colorado Basin River Forecast Center
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Comparison with History

Lake Powell Unregulated Inflow
Water Year 2023 Forecast (issued March 3)

Water Year 2023 Forecast

Mar Min Prob: 8.96 maf (93%)
Mar Most Prob: 10.87 maf (113%)
Jan Max Prob: 14.93 maf (155%)
Mar Max Prob: 14.46 maf (151%)
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Lake Powell End-of-Month Elevations’
CRMMS Projections from January and March 2023
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Pool Elevation (ft)

Lake Mead End-of-Month Elevations'
CRMMS Projections from January and March 2023
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! Projected Lake Mead end-of-month physical elevations from the latest CRMMS-ESP and 24-Month Study inflow scenarios.

CRMMS-ESP Projections Range
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End of CY 2023 Projections

Most Probable:
1,034.62 feet (22.84 % full)

Probable Min:
1,022.94 feet

End of CY 2024 Projections

Most Probable:
1,018.52 feet (19.25% full)

Probable Min:
1,005.30 feet

Lake Mead Dead Pool:
895 feet



End of Calendar Year 2023 Projections
March 2023 24-Month Study Most Probable Inflow Scenario
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Elevation

Lake Powell

Lake Mead
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Distinction between CBMA and CA Alternative

* Model results for Mead and Powell pool elevations are
comparable because overall protection volumes are at 2 MAF

 California’s contributions toward the additional protection
volumes are voluntary and not guaranteed

« California’s implementation of the protection volumes are
proposed to be managed pursuant to the 1968 Colorado River
Basin Project Act and Arizona v. California consolidated decree




Comparison of SEIS Alternatives

Consensus-Based Modeling Alternative
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Comparison of Alternatives

Consensus-Based Modeling

Alternative
Available as Compared to Apportionments
x 1,000 AF
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