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1. Abstract 3. Research Questions 6. Drought Plan Assessment

This study discusses the challenges encountered by Sio Paulo, Brazil in coping 1. Can the Cantareira system reliably meet the current demand and future needs? Performance metrics should be identified by all stakeholders to ensure the
with the 2013-2015 drought and explores the benefits of collaboratively 2. Could alternative, collaboratively developed drought plans have improved system performance broad range of management goals are addressed.
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downstream demand is 5 m3/s
« Supplies water to 15 million people

5. Drought Plan Development The identification of promising drought plans requires the engagement of
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*Drought plan components should be collaboratively developed with stakeholders. In their absence, the above performance with the consideration of climate change impacts.

components are used to illustrate what these may look like.



