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Water Resources Development Commission (HB 2661)
 Meeting Summary 
 April 13, 2012 

IN ATTENDANCE: 

Bas Aja, Bill Plummer, Brad Hill, Chris Avery, Chris Udall, Cliff Cauthen, Dave Weedman, David Brown, Supervisor-David Snider, Doug Kupel, Frank Corkhill, Gerry Walker, Jim Hartdegen, Jocelyn Gibbon, Joe Singleton, John Lewis, John Sullivan, Kathy Ferris, Leslie Meyers, Lyn White, Maureen George, Mike Lacey, Molly Mills, Norm DeWeaver, Supervisor-Pat Call, Pat Graham, Phillip Bashaw, Robert Anderson, Ron Doba, Sandy Fabritz-Whitney, Steve Olson, Summer Waters, Tom Buschatzke, Tom McCann, Tom Whitmer, Val Danos, Vanessa Hickman, Wade Noble, Warren Tenney

Note:  This list may not be all-inclusive.   

1. Welcome and Introductions
· All attendees introduced themselves.
· Ms. Fabritz-Whitney noted that she wanted to thank the Legislative Recommendations Committee (Committee) and that the goal of the meeting was to provide guidance to the Committee and determine the next steps in the on-going process. She noted that the Commission members should have received the Interim Memorandum from the Committee co-chairs.
· Mike Lacey gave a brief update on the new ADWR phone conference system.  

2. Update on ADWR Draft Statewide Hydrologic Monitoring Report (Frank Corkhill)
· Ms. Fabritz-Whitney included this agenda item as an update and informed the audience that ADWR is currently taking public comments on this report. This project is very relevant to what the Commission is doing and based, in part, on work previously done by the Commission.

Last month, ADWR posted on the website a public comment draft of the new Statewide Hydrologic Monitoring Report that builds on work done for the Water Supply and Demand Committee of the Commission last year. Mr. Corkhill reviewed the types of information contained in the report. He noted that it also includes discussion regarding what is occurring in different parts of the state. He identified that the public comment period ends April 20, 2012 and asked that reviewers provide feedback on both content and presentation of the information. All comments should be sent to Frank Corkhill at: efcorkhill@azwater.gov 

Mr. Corkhill also informed the Commission that ADWR completed an on-line survey to determine groundwater data needs are. Due to budget cuts, ADWR’s data collection program has been reduced but there is the recognition that there is hydrologic data that is being collected by non-ADWR sources. The agency is attempting to determine if that data can be provided to ADWR through a data portal so it can be used as a supplement to agency data collection efforts. Information regarding the data portal is available on the ADWR web site. In conjunction with this project, an analysis was done of self-reporting activity in other states and within the agency.  

Ms. Fabritz-Whitney noted that this report is a follow-up to one of the recommendations made by the Commission that data be made more accessible and compiled in one location. The report can be accessed at http://www.azwater.gov/azdwr/Hydrology/WaterResources/StatewideHydrologicMonitoringReport.htm


3. Report from Legislative Recommendations Committee (Supervisor Call and Brad Hill)
· Supervisor Call noted that in September of 2011, the Commission tasked the Legislative Recommendations Committee (Committee) to continue meeting and bring back to the Commission additional thoughts and recommendations. 
· To meet that mandate, the Committee has been meeting almost monthly.
A Legal Sub-Committee was formed to make a more in-depth analysis of a number of things. Supervisor Call commended the Sub-Committee for their work efforts associated with funding sources, types of projects that have been envisioned, the statutory framework for a regional authority, and potential changes to the revolving fund to permit new authorities (See Appendices A through C).
· Supervisor Call noted the recommendations from the Committee to the Commission are as follows:  (1) to support legislation that would allow for the establishment of a regional water augmentation authority. Mr. Call then reviewed some of the authorities of such an authority (See Appendix A); (2) to support amendments to the WSDRF statutes to allow the regional authority to be eligible to receive funding from this fund (See Appendix C) ; (3) to continue the discussion for the potential equitable funding mechanism for the revolving fund which may include developing legislation; and (4) to pursue discussions with legislative leadership to determine if there is still support for moving these concepts forward. Mr. Call noted that all four of these recommendations had some amount of consensus, but that some had more, or less, agreement than others.
· Brad Hill discussed why the Committee believed that a regional augmentation authority was determined to be more appropriate than a statewide augmentation authority. This discussion included a brief historical review.
· Mr. Call noted that the Committee also developed a projects list to be a general list of the projects that would be needed in the state over the next 50 years with a rough estimate of what the costs might be. He noted that this list of projects and cost could be used to provide more realistic information to legislators. The total cost of the projects on the list was more than $3 billion. This cost illustrates that there is a significant financial need within the state over the next 50 years in order to meet water demand. He also wanted to note that the projects were in no priority order and had not been vetted in any way. 
· Kathy Ferris provided an update of the activities of the Legal Sub-committee including:  (1) a review of A.R.S. 11-952.02 to determine if it would be a suitable vehicle to be utilized however it was determined to not be; (2) review of other statutes for other authorities to determine if they would be suitable however it was determined that there were none; (3) examination of a new statutory framework for a regional water augmentation authority including five general concepts for the authority (See Appendix A); (4) examination of funding sources (See Appendix B); and (5) identification of amendments to the existing WSDRF statutes (See Appendix C).
· There was extensive discussion regarding the recommendations made by the Committee to the Commission. The conclusion was that the Commission should begin meeting more frequently and make the commitment to further examine the concept of a regional water augmentation authority.  

4. Presentation and Discussion of Interim Memorandum (Supervisor Call and Brad Hill)
· The memorandum from the Committee to the Commission was previously discussed in item number 3.
· There was a discussion regarding removal of recommendation number 4 from the memorandum. It was noted in the meeting that this memo was from the Committee to the Commission only. It was also noted that there was a full discussion regarding recommendation number 4 and there was no consensus on the part of the Commission itself to move forward with that recommendation.

5. Discussion Regarding Infrastructure Project List
· This agenda item was not discussed further because the information was covered under other agenda items. Ms. Fabritz-Whitney extended her thanks to WIFA staff for their hard work going through the list and identifying whether projects qualified for WIFA funding.
· It was reiterated that the project list is just an illustrative list and is not inclusive or prioritized in any way.

6. Additional Direction to Legislative Recommendations Committee
· It was determined that the Committee meet to provide additional research and assistance as needed/directed by the Commission throughout the summer.  David Snider noted that formation of a Drafting Committee may be warranted.

7. Next Steps for WRDC
· It was requested that the Committee co-chairs be prepared to discuss the five concepts associated with the regional augmentation authority in depth at the next Commission meeting.
· It was suggested that the Commission identify items of concern in Appendix A and submit written comments by Friday, April 20 to Gerry Walker at glwalker@azwater.gov. 

8. Schedule Future Meetings/Agenda Items
· The next WRDC meeting will be scheduled sometime in the first week of May.  The next meeting will be scheduled for a longer time period to allow sufficient time to discuss details. The meeting will focus on the general concepts regarding a regional water augmentation authority as described in Appendix A.
· A draft work plan/schedule of meetings will also be prepared.

9. Call to Public
· Jocelyn Gibbon inquired as to the opportunity to talk about the other recommendations that were in the Final Report of the Commission.  In response, Ms. Fabritz-Whitney identified some of the ways that the data recommendations are currently being addressed and noted that the recommendations will be addressed by the Commission at a later time. 
· There was no other public comment.

10. Adjourn
· The meeting adjourned at 11:56 a.m.
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