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Water Resources Development Commission (HB 2661)

Water Supply and Demand Committee – Agricultural Sub Committee

Notes: February 28, 2011 Meeting

IN ATTENDANCE: 

Cliff Cauthen, Chair of Agricultural Sub Committee, HIDD 
V.C. Danos, AMWUA
Laura Grignano, ADWR

Jim Hartdegen, Maricopa Stanfield IDD
Amelia Homewytewa, GRIC

Leslie Meyers, USBR

Jade Neville, USGS (by phone)

Saeid Tadayon, USGS (by phone)
Joe Wilson, USBR

WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS

The meeting started with a welcome and introductions from Chair Cliff Cauthen with Hohokam Irrigation and Drainage District. 

REVIEW THE COMPILED PROJECTION NUMBERS AND ASSOCIATED WRITE-UP 

Laura Grignano reviewed the resulting numeric projections based on the subcommittees previously agreed to assumptions and asked the group to double check the spreadsheet for any errors.

-For Non-AMA Basins, with the exception of Yuma and the Lower Gila, flat line existing agricultural demand

-For the Yuma Basin, show a gradual 7% decline in agricultural demand over the next 50 years then flat line

-For the Lower Gila, show a gradual 7% decline in agricultural demand over the next 50 years then flat line

Laura or Cliff will add the excel formulas to the data cell. 

-For the Phoenix, Pinal and Tucson AMAs, use revised Basin Study numbers out to 2060 then flat line. The revised numbers, at least for Pinal, flat line use out to 2015 or later, before they start declining. The revised numbers also resulted from an attempt to match the basin agricultural demand projections closer to Scenario 2 of the AMA Water Assessments
The group reviewed the associated draft write-up developed by Cliff Cauthen. Val Danos asked that a prepared paragraph, stating in part that because the agricultural demand projections did not consider any factors, such as commodity prices, advances in water technology, demand for agricultural products, etc., they should be conditioned with this uncertainty. Laura Grignano stated that several industrial subsectors were adding similar caveats to their forecast write-ups.     
DISCUSS ANY OUTSTANDING DATA OR ISSUES (PRESCOTT AND SANTA CRUZ AMAs)
-For the Prescott and Santa Cruz AMAs, the group agreed to use the agricultural demand Scenario 2 projections from the AMA Water Assessments out to 2025 and then flat line for the remaining period. In the Prescott AMA, that agriculture water demand number is 1,329 AF per year and for Santa Cruz, the agriculture water demand number is 11,233 AF. The agricultural water demand in the Santa Cruz AMA is strongly influenced by users like Rio Rico Properties. Many users periodically demonstrate use consistent with their surface water right claims thereby causing large periodic fluctuations.

It was agreed that the dairy and feedlot projections would be forwarded on to the Industrial subcommittee. Cliff asked that comments on the Agricultural Subcommittee forecast and methodology write up be sent to him by Monday, March 7th.  
NEXT STEPS AND SCHEDULE
No meeting was scheduled at this time.
