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Notes: November 19, 2010 Meeting
IN ATTENDANCE: 
Philip Bashaw, AZFB (by phone)
Rich Burtell, ADWR

Cliff Cauthen, Chair of Agricultural Sub Committee, HIDD

V.C. Danos, AMWUA

Ron Doba, Chair of Water Supply and Demand Committee, NAMWUA

Laura Grignano, ADWR

Leslie Myers, Chair of Water Supply and Demand Committee, BOR
Wade Noble
Jim Renthal, BLM
Tim Skarupa, SRP 
WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS
The meeting started with a welcome and introductions from Chair Cliff Cauthen with Hohokam Irrigation and Drainage District. 
REVIEW BASELINE DATA
The group began its review of baseline data by looking at data collected outside the AMAs. Two spreadsheets showing estimated annual groundwater demands and annual surface water diversions by basins outside of the AMAs were reviewed. It was pointed out that for years 2006 and 2007 newer data for some basins now existed and that was highlighted in yellow. The group discussed that water use data was important but that cropped acreage might capture trends more accurately.

Rich Burtell handed out total cropped acreage by basin, crop type by basin and the basis of the cropped acreage data for 2006-2009. This data had been queried by ADWR staff from the USGS source data per request by Cliff Cauthen. Rich explained that the Arizona data collected by the USGS was part of a “Summary of Estimated Water Use in the United States” published nationally every five years. 

Issues were raised about some of the total cropped acreage numbers. In particular ADWR staff was asked to review the cropped acreage data listed for the Lower Gila Basin. Wade Noble thought that the total cropped acres for that basin seemed very low. Also, there were several basins including Yuma Basin that did not show up on the total cropped acreage table. ADWR staff would look into these issues for the next meeting.
ADDITIONAL RESOURCES NEEDED
The group asked if five additional years of cropped acres (2001-2005) for outside the AMAs were available. ADWR staff will look into this for the next meeting. Philip Bashaw cautioned that if we limit our baseline cropped acreage data to only a few years, we might capture trends caused by explosive growth that may not be representative of what’s likely to happen in the near future. Cliff Cauthen mentioned that there may indeed be a reversal in some areas back to agricultural since urbanization has slowed so drastically. Philip Bashaw also thought it would be a good idea to identify major factors such as on-going litigation (Gila River Settlement) as well as cropping practices (more water efficient methods) that could significantly impact future agricultural water use throughout the state. 
ADWR staff mentioned that the historic baseline data for the AMAs did not include cropped acres by year but did include irrigation acreage data based on irrigation water rights.   

DISCUSSION OF PROJECTION METHODOLOGY  

The group discussed the possibility of using past water demand trends and/or cropped acreage trends as a basis to project future agricultural demand. The group decided that by using both water withdrawals and cropped acres, it might be possible to develop some sort of a water duty or application rate for each basin. This would allow for regional differences in soil conditions, availability of water supplies, climate, crop practices, etc. This application could then be applied to projected cropped acres to determine projected water demand by basin. 
The group also discussed the possibility of using the population data results, soon to be released by the Population committee, to look at which particular basins might become urbanized and if so, determine if there is an existing correlation between the urban growth and crop acres. 

It was agreed on that the Farm Bureau could provide the agricultural sub- committee good feedback on projected demand in outlying basins, i.e. the sub-committee would be looking for some type of affirmation of the projections by the agricultural experts in those basins.    

The group decided on a standard way to deal with baseline data depicted in the Water Atlas when ever a “<” symbol is used. It was agreed that when tallying the data, the number shown next to the less than symbol should be divided in half and that number will be used in the calculations. 

CALL TO THE PUBLIC 
NEXT MEETING – Tentatively scheduled for December 13th at 9:30 pm at ADWR if space available. Will review issues raised about cropped acreage baseline data and start discussing projection methodology. The group is hoping to have population data by then to work with.
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