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ocal Drought Impact Groups

S contributing:
" In Person and via Dial-In
= Current Conditions Including Vegetation
= Information on Local Impacts
= Precipitation Variability and Totals
= Verification of Drought Status
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MTC Highlights

Monthly Meetings Changed to Quarterly

Analyze Data on a Monthly Basis + Provide Status On Line
Quarterly Report More Comprehensive

LDIG Participation via Tele-conference

Solicit “Ground Truth” Input via AZDroughtWatch

Continued Distribution of Monthly and Quarterly Updates via:
— Press Release

— ADWR + AFWS Web sites
— Local Distribution by LDIGS
— Solicited Feedback on New Report Format

On Going Interactions with Established LDIGs (Cochise, Yavapai, Santa
Cruz, Pinal, Pima, Graham/Greenlee, and Mohave Counties)




The Drought

Perspective...




U.S. Drought Monitor 7L
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Intensity:
D0 Abnormally Dry

01 Drought - Moderate
D2 Drought - Severe

D3 Drought - Extreme
D4 Drought - Exceptional

EEECC

The Drought Maonitor focuses on broad-scale condifions.
Local conditions may vary. See accompanying text summary

for forecast sfafements.

http://drouaht.unl.edu/dm

Drought Impact Tyvpes:

r~' Delineates dominant impacts

A = Agricultural (crops, pastures,
grasslands)

H = Hydrological {water)
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Released Thursday, April 16, 2009
Author: Richard Heim, NOAA/NESDIS/NCDC
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KEY:

Drought to persist or
(- intensify

Drought ongoing, some
7/ improvement

Drought likely to improve,
— impacts ease

Drought development
likely

U.S. Seasonal Drnug!'lt Outlook
t

Drought Tendency During

S

Valid Period
Valid April 16, 2009 - July 2009

Released April 16, 2009

™

Some
Improvement

Dapicts large-scaks frends based on subjectively derrved probadbilies guided

by shod- and long-range stabshcal and dynamical forecasts, Shod-lgm avents

- guch as indradual storms — cannod be acourately forecast mone than a few days n advancs.
Use caubion for apphcations -- such as crops — that can be affected by such events.

“Ongoing” drowght areas are approcomated from the Drowght Momtoer (01 to D4 indenaity)

For weelkly drought updates, see the latest U5, Drought Monitor, MOTE: the grean improvemsant

areas mply at least a 1-category improvement in the Drough? Monior inbensity levels,
Fu i A ral s mas s b imarde dsrmusalbd sl oo



The Arizona Perspective...




Short Term Status Comparison
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Drought Status
Data Through February 28th, 2009

Arizona Drought Preparedness Plan
Monitoring Technical Committee

* Watershed merged due to limited data
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Long Term Status Maps
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Phoenix Precipitation

Precipitation Data for Phoenix Airport

Nornal 1996 1997 1998 1999 2888 2801 2883 2884 28685 2886 2087 2083




Tucson Precipitation

Precipitation Data for Tucson Airport

i@, 58 18.56

Nornal 1996 1997 1998 1999 2688 2881 26882 26883 268604 2885 2606 2687 2088 20089




Flagstaff Precipitation

Precipitation Data for Flagstaff Airport

Nornal 1996 1997 1998 1999 2688 2881 26882 26883 268604 2885 2606 2687 2088 20089




Prescott Precipitation

Precipitation Data for Prescott City

17.44 17.31

Nornal 1996 1997 1998 1999 2688 2881 26882 26883 268604 2885 2606 2687 2088 20089




Springerville Precipitation

Precipitation Data for Springerville

13,84 13,94

Nornal 1996 1997 1998 1999 2688 2881 26882 26883 268604 2885 2606 2687 2088 20089




Water-Year
Precipitation

Water Year — 2008 Water Year — 2009
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Last Three Water-Years

Precipitation
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Reservoir Status

Figure 6. Arizona reservoir levels for February 2009 as a percent of capacity. The map depicts the average level and last
ear's storage for each reservoir. The table alsa lists current and maximum storage levels, and change in storage since last month.

\

sioe of cups is
Last Years Leswel  mppepsentational of resereods

size, but not 1o scale
Current Level

Reservair Capacity Current Max Change in
MName Lewvel Storage® Storage®  Storage®

1. Lake Powell 53% 129340 243220 -213.0
2. Lake Mead 48% 12,5330 26,1590 -40.0
3, Lake Mohave 93% 16752 1.810.0 278
4. Lake Havasu 88% 1.8 619.0 -17.5
5.Lyman Reservoir 4% 14.6 30.0 0.4
&. San Carlos 26% 231.4 B75.0 30
7.Verde River System 727 206.5 287.4 50.6
8. Salt River System  100% 20173 20258 17.9

* thousands of acre-feat
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8 to 14 Day Outlook

Precipitation
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Precipitation Outlook




Water Awareness Month
The Monsoon Outlook

(June through August 2009)




A Closing Thought ...




P-L-E-A-S-E Remember...

What We Do,
Or Don’t Do In

Our Drought

WILL Affect







