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Population Working Group – Notes: October 26, 2010 Meeting
IN ATTENDANCE: 
Jason Baran, AWMUA

Jim Chang, Dept. of Commerce, by phone
Karen Collins, SRP, Chair

Norm DeWeaver, Inter Tribal Council of Arizona
Jeff Johnson, Town of Taylor

Adam Miller, City of Phoenix

Sharon Morris, ADWR

Shawn Murray, City of Mesa

Pam Nagel, ADWR

Jerry Stabley, Pinal County
Dean Trammel, Tucson Water, by phone
INTRODUCTIONS (All)
· The meeting started with around the room introductions.
REVIEW/APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES FROM 10/15/10 (All)
· Norm DeWeaver noted that the minutes referenced breaking the projections into urban/rural/Indian reservation population.  He expressed interest in whether the Population Working Group will be doing that.  Karen explained that the request to break the projections into these categories came from the Demand/Supply  Working Group, and that although this request has merit, it was decided by the Population Working Group that there insufficient time between now and the deadline of November 30, 2010 to respond to this request.
· There was general discussion of how Indian Reservation population projections were addressed in other studies.  For the AMA Assessments, on-reservation population was held constant from the year 2000.  Norm commented that the American Community Survey from the US Census website typically under reports Indian youth both on and off reservation by as much as 20 percent.  Sharon Morris commented that the DES projections do project Indian population as a separate line item, by County. 
· Norm commented that some of the CDPs are located completely within Indian Reservations.
UPDATED COMMITTEE ON ANY ITEMS THAT CAME UP IN WRDC MEETING ON 10/22/10 (Karen, staff)
· Karen summarized the WRDC meeting from 10/22/10.  At that meeting, Karen gave a report on the progress of the Population Working Group and the proposed methodology for developing a state projection to 2110.
· A suggestion was made at the WRDC that the Population Working Group review the projection assumptions used in the Basin Study.  The Population Working Group will compare projections and methodologies to the Basin Study to ensure that the Population Working Group’s projections and the Basin Study projections are in line with one another, but will not be benching the Population Working Group’s projections to the projections in the Basin Study.

· Karen was asked to have her powerpoint presentation from the WRDC meeting posted on the ADWR website.
REVIEW POPULATION PROJECTIONS FOR STATE AND COUNTY GENERATED BY ADWR (Pam Nagel)
· Pam referred to a spreadsheet where the three scenarios for projecting state population to 2110 are calculated.  
· DES projections have been adjusted for the economic downturn for the years 2010 through 2055, resulting in a state population projection in 2055 that is about 600,000 fewer people than the unadjusted projections show.  

· The basis for the projections from 2056 through 2110 is a US Census document that projects national population using a Zero Migration, High and Mid-Series set of assumptions to the year 2100.  For each scenario, the US Census gives a projection for the years 2025, 2050, and 2100.  The population projection for the years in between 2010, 2025, 2050 and 2100 are interpolated.  

· Arizona’s proportionate share of national population in the year 2055 (using the economic downturn adjusted DES projection for the state) is held constant and multiplied by the national population projection for that year, for each of the three US Census scenarios, to project Arizona’s population from 2056 to 2110.  This results in population projections in the year 2110 for the State of Arizona at 8,383,313 (Zero migration), 18,322,750 (Mid), and 39,661,920 (High).
· Pam will have this spreadsheet posted to the WRDC website under the Population Working Group.

· Norm commented that this method works at a state level, but does not consider local level variables.  He suggested that in the Population Working Group’s report to the Demand/Supply Working Group, it is clearly reported the number of different factors that could affect these projections at the local level, and that they were not considered in developing the projections at the state level.

· Sharon explained the approach she is taking to project population by basin.

· Projections will be broken into County, CCD, CDP

· Where CDPs are not located completely within one basin but are split by basin boundaries, a GIS script called “calculate demographics” will be used to divide the CDPs’ population proportionally between the corresponding basins 

· CCD remainder populations are initially split proportionately between basins (where applicable) using the “calculate demographics” script, but will then be “ground-truthed” using satellite imagery, county parcel information and other land use data to discern whether there is some physical, political or ownership barrier that would make this homogenous distribution of CCD population unlikely (such as a mountain, Forest Service land, or military installation).

· A suggestion was made to allow County planners to propose the split of CCD remainder population among basins within their County, as they have County land use plans and have a better understanding of where the projected population is likely to locate.  Pinal County is prepared to do this immediately.  The Population Working Group reached general consensus that all Counties should be offered the opportunity to provide ADWR with the manner in which they would split the CCD remainder population among basins within their Counties, understanding that the time frame for completion of the projections is November 30, 2010.  If a County does not respond, or does not wish to participate, Sharon will use her best professional judgment at dividing the CCD remainder population between basins within a County (or between Counties).

· As an alternative to using each County’s recommended split of CCD remainder population among basins within each County, Norm suggested that Pinal County could be a “test case” comparing the way that Pinal County would break out the CCD remainder population versus the manner in which ADWR staff have calculated the break out of population between basins in Pinal County.

· Sharon will email the ESRI “calculate demographics” script she is using to calculate the portion of each basin within each County to the Population Working Group members for them to review and comment on the methodology.

· Adam Miller asked if these projections had been compared to MAG’s projections to 2060.  ADWR does not have MAG projections to 2060.  MAG was contacted and ADWR staff was informed that MAG projections are only available through 2030.

· Jerry Stabley commented that CAAG has recently adopted new projections through 2040.  Jerry agreed to put ADWR staff in contact with CAAG staff to obtain the new projections.
DISCUSS HAND OFF OF POPULATION PROEJCTIONS TO WATER DEMAND SUBCOMMITTEE (All)

· Karen discussed the importance of explaining the population projection methodology in whatever document is created to transmit the population projections to the Demand/Supply Working Group.
· Karen hopes that the Demand/Supply Working Group will consider the effect of low, medium and high population growth on all water demand sectors and not only the municipal sector.
· There was discussion about the content of the document that will be transmitted to the Demand/Supply Working Group.  Items that were suggested for inclusion in that document are:
· A data table by State, County, CCD, CDP, and basin showing projected population for each scenario; low, medium, and high, for the years 2010, 2035, 2060 and 2110.
· A description of the methodology used to develop the projections for each type of geography.
· A list or table of the “bin” items; data, concerns, issues, and/or reports that the Population Working Group would like to have considered, evaluated, or included in the development of the population projections to 2110 but was not able to do so due to a number of reasons which might include timing of the availability of data, lack of staff to review the data, and the deadline for completion of the projections (November 30, 2010).
NEXT STEPS AND NEW MEETING DATE (All)
· The next meeting of the WRDC Population Working Group is tentatively scheduled for 9:00 – 11:00 am on Tuesday, November 9, 2010.  The primary agenda item for this meeting will be discussion and review of the progress of ADWR staff on the breakdown of the state projection to sub-geography within the state.
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