INDIAN FIRMING TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Date:  November 3, 2003

I.
Recommendation of Firming Volume
Sandy Fabritz stated that staff’s recommended firming volume was between 508 and 601 thousand acre feet based on the numerous modeling runs completed by ADWR staff.   The recommendation and the rationale behind it were presented in a white paper that was handed out at the meeting.  Ms. Fabritz reviewed each of the model parameters that were utilized to develop the firming number range.

There was a question regarding the use of lake elevation 1050’ in the shortage sharing component of the model.  The question centered on  that level being the level of the Southern Nevada Water Authority’s (SNWA) intake and whether SNWA had any plans to alter intake to a lower level.   Tim Henley stated that 1050’ is currently the only level at which SNWA has full pumping capability, however, they can pump a reduced amount at 1000’.  Jim Davenport of the Colorado River Commission of Nevada asked whether this number had been reviewed by the Bureau of Reclamation for concurrence about what is shortage. Tom Carr responded that these elevation numbers are assumptions that have been used by Arizona for long term planning purposes.  Typically, the Bureau has protected to 1083’ (the power head protection level) and it has been difficult, thus far, to get them to commit to what operating strategy would be used during a shortage.  Herb Dishlip stated that the Bureau has not yet adopted a shortage strategy and that when they do, it will be incorporated into the model.  It was noted that the minimum Mead level is 915’.  It was questioned what the operation would be at this level.  At that level, inflow must be equal to outflow and the end result could actually be no water for Arizona diversion from the river system. 

Ms. Fabritz noted that the Upper Basin demand (UBD) level selected had the most impact on the water available to the CAP.   To obtain the firming range, the UBD was limited to 4.8 million acre feet.  This is consistent with what the AWBA Study Commission used and is 4.6 million acre feet for funded projects plus an additional 200,000 acre feet for additional buildup.  There was a question regarding whether this buildup is important at all in light of the decree requirements to deliver 75 million acre feet to the Lower Basin over any 10 year period.  Mr. Dishlip replied that it is important because, to date, the Upper Basin has delivered much more than that amount.  Consequently, if they ever deliver just the decree amount there will be insufficient supply to meet all of the Lower Basin demand.

Ms. Fabritz also noted that another model parameter that impacted water available to the CAP was the reservoir levels used.   With all of the other parameters being held constant, the final firming range was bounded based on reservoir levels.  For example, at 2000 reservoir levels, the firming number is 508 thousand acre feet and at projected 2005 reservoir levels the firming number is 601 thousand acre feet.  At this time, the committee agreed that the assumptions utilized in the model runs to reach the firming range were reasonable and that the range of 508-601 thousand acre feet would be utilized in further planning and discusssion.

There was additional discussion on whether or not the MSCP water was included anywhere in the model, what assumptions the Bureau made to reach the projected 2005 reservoir levels, and what information on cost had been obtained by staff.

II.
Replenishment Potential for Southside Replenishment Program 

Ms. Fabritz reviewed the handout sheet provided by Randy Edmonds who was unable to attend the meeting.  There was discussion regarding getting more up to date information on demand and use projections for the new developments in Pinal County and possible legislative considerations regarding effluent re-use requirements.  Ms. Fabritz noted that staff will continue refining this information and will keep the committee updated.   

III.
Other

The first item discussed was Funding.  Ms. Fabritz noted that she had asked Rita Maguire and Kathy Knox to examine the potential for other funding options.  Currently, the AWBA funds available for use are the withdrawal fees and general fund appropriation revenues.  Ms. Fabritz stated that the information Ms. Maguire and Ms. Know gather will be used as a basis for further discussion at the committee level.  There was a question regarding whether an option would be to extend the funding life of the AWBA.  This was identified as a potential option.

Water Supply was the other item discussed.  Ms. Fabritz noted that she is working with Cliff Neal of the CAGRD as they are currently undertaking a similar evaluation and that she anticipates getting additional information from Mr. Neal in the next couple of weeks.  This subject will be an agenda item for the next committee meeting.

� This document was prepared as a summary of the meeting for informational purposes only.  Official minutes will not be prepared.  All handouts provided at the meeting are available upon request or can be accessed on the AWBA web page.





