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Water Supply and Demand Committee – Notes: October 19, 2010 Meeting
IN ATTENDANCE: 
Philip Bashaw, AZFB

Rich Burtell, ADWR

Luana Capponi, ASLD

Cliff Cauthen, HIDD

Tom Collazo, TNC

V.C. Danos, AMWUA

Tom Davis, YCWUA

Rebecca Davidson, SRP

Ron Doba, Chair, NAMWUA

Alan Dulaney, Peoria

Maureen George, MRGLaw

Jaclyn Gibbon, SSD

Tim Gibson (by phone), Freeport McMoran

Vivian Gonzales, USBR

Laura Grignano, ADWR

Gary Hix, Consultant

Mark Holmes, Mesa

David Iwanski, Goodyear

Dee Korich, Tucson Water

Brad Martin

Leslie Meyers, Chair, BOR

Adam Miller, Phoenix

Beth Miller, Scottsdale

Ed McGavock, Consultant

Christine Nunez, Surprise

Dennis Rule, CAP

Tim Skarupa, SRP

Stu Spaulding

Bill Victor, Consultant

Gerry Wildeman, ADWR

Wally Wilson, Tucson Water

Lynn White (by phone), Freeport McMoran

Dianne Yunker, ADWR

WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS
· The meeting started with a welcome from Chair Leslie Meyers with the Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) and Chair Ron Doba with the Northern Arizona Water Users Association (NAMWUA) as well as introductions around the room.
WRDC OVERVIEW, WORKPLAN AND SCHEDULE (See Handouts on WRDC Website)
· Leslie Meyers reviewed the objectives of the WRDC (H.B.2661), which includes compiling and projecting water needs of each county  25, 50 and 100 years into the future.
· ADWR staff will summarize meeting issues, topics, assignments and action items for each Water Demand and Supply Committee (Committee) meeting and sector subcommittee meetings.  Summaries will be posted on ADWR’s WRDC webpage. Meeting sign in sheets will also be posted to the Webpage. 

· Ron Doba reviewed the WRDC workplan and general timeline (See Handouts). 
· He emphasized the short time frame for the Commission process, with a deadline for a final report of findings and recommendations to the Governor and the Legislature by the end of October 2011. 


· He pointed out the deadline for the Water Supply and Demand Committee to develop projected water demands is the end of February.  He identified the need for three demand subcommittees: Municipal, Industrial and Agricultural and noted that there may be a need for a four subcommittee dealing with Indian demands.   He noted that a major obstacle with existing data is that it is compiled by groundwater basin and not by county.
· He added that many of the Committees, such as the Water Supply and Demand, Population and the Environmental Committee will need to coordinate efforts since their efforts are closely interrelated.  This is especially true of the Population committee that is currently meeting and has a November 30th deadline.
· He explained that each Committee had an ADWR staff contact. Rich Burtell was the ADWR contact for this Committee. Each subcommittee also has an ADWR contact/staff person. (See Handout) 

AVAILABLE RESOURCES
· Leslie Meyers explained that the Committee Chairs had held a pre-meeting with ADWR staff to discuss recent and ongoing studies/efforts of this type, with the hope that some of the projection methodologies used in these studies would be applicable. 
· There was discussion of four Reclamation Appraisal Studies: the Northern Central Arizona Water Supply Study, the San Pedro, Yavapai, and Mogollon Rim Study. Links to these studies will be posted on the WRDC website. Although data from these studies might not be directly transferable to the Commission due to level of detail, methodologies might be useful.
· Rich Burtell then passed out several handouts (see Handouts on WRDC website) that included proposed methodology to estimate baseline (current) and projected demand by county, pie charts of planning area water supply and demand from the Arizona Water Atlas, a map showing statewide planning areas (water basins), and select data tables from the Atlas (showing demand by planning areas for municipal, industrial and agriculture use). 
· He explained that baseline demands would be established by county for 2006.  He noted that 2006 is the most reasonable baseline year because the largest volume of data is already compiled for that year.  He reviewed the proposed baseline methodology and explained that the methodology will differ inside and outside the AMAs due to different data sets and available resources from which ADWR receives the water use information.
· There was a question about what assumptions would be made regarding the baseline and projected supplies. Mr. Burtell stated that establishing baseline supplies was addressed in Objective 2, and not the focus of this group. Linda Stitzer would be heading up that effort. 

· Someone else asked whether there would be an opportunity to review the baseline supply estimates once these were developed since these estimates will be crucial to objectives 3 and 4, identifying unmet demand and identifying potential water supplies that could meet those additional demands. It was agreed that there would need to be good communication and data sharing among the Committees.
· Another issue was raised that categories of water supplies in the Atlas might not be adequate for this study, i.e., it will be important to clearly distinguish CAP, Colorado river water, groundwater, effluent, etc. in this effort.
· A suggestion was made that Adequate Water Supply Determination data should be used in addition to Community Water System data for developing municipal demand numbers outside AMAs. Ms. Meyers noted that previous appraisal work did not find this data useful but that should be discussed in the appropriate subcommittee. 
· The issue of water quality and its impact on supply was raised. It will most likely be addressed in the projected future supplies but not baseline supplies.
· The issue of effluent delivery to industrial use was raised, particularly with respect to Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station.  The ADWR definition of industrial use was clarified. 
· There was a question regarding the level of review associated with the USGS agricultural data proposed as a baseline source and discussion regarding demand, diversion and consumptive use in the agricultural sector.  These are issues that need to be resolved by the Agriculture subcommittee.
· Mr. Burtell briefly explained that baseline Indian water use values would be based on data available to ADWR from a variety of sources including the Adjudications. 
· Mr. Burtell wrapped up the meeting by briefly discussing the proposed projection methodology. He mentioned the many studies concurrently underway, namely the Colorado River Basin Study as well as the AMA Assessments and the BOR Appraisal studies. 

· Questions the subcommittees will need to ask when developing projections are:

· Will water use decrease over time through conservation?

· Is Agricultural going to increase or decrease by county/basin through time?

· How many new power plants will be built, esp. solar power plants, and where?

· What is the future of Arizona mines, i.e. new mines, expansion of existing, closures?
· What is the future water use by the Indian Communities?      

NEXT STEPS/ACTION ITEMS
· Establish subcommittees.  Meeting attendees were asked to sign up for subcommittees. 
· Identify subcommittee chairs once subcommittees are formed (Ron, Leslie and Rich)
· Develop tasks for each subcommittee (Much subcommittee work can take place via conference call, if necessary)
· Review baseline demand methodology and data (when available) and quickly address major concerns
· Start developing future assumptions/methodology for demand and supply

· Develop a FTP site for sharing data among the subcommittee and committee members (ADWR)
· Post links to the available Reclamation Appraisal Studies, Colorado Basin Study and the AMA Assessments on the WRDC website.

· Brief the full WRDC on today’s meeting of the Water Supply and Demand Committee at their next meeting this coming Friday, October 22, 2010. (Ron and Leslie)
NEXT MEETING 
Ms. Meyers would like the subcommittee groups to meet at least once before the full committee reconvened for their next meeting (most likely in early November).  At that meeting, a regularly scheduled meeting date for the Committee will be established.
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