Notes

SYTF 2010

January 24, 2011

Metro Water, 10:00 am

1.
Welcome & Introductions

2.
Old Business 



A. Vince's Draft Proposal to Facilitate Extinguishment of Groundwater Rights was briefly discussed.  Not sure that folks really understand it yet or rather maybe they just don't see it as a solution.



B. The groundwater allotment numbers supplied by Laura Grignano, ADWR, were looked at.  In 2009, pumping in the AMA equaled 48% of those allotments.

3.
EFFLUENT UTILIZATION
 

Before discussing infrastructure needs, we need to decide what we want to use effluent for?  Public perception will be critical to making that decision. 

 

Tucson Water is developing an effluent master plan.  They will be looking at how others have approached the public.  It was noted that while the study is for only Tucson Water, it will have an impact on the region and that the region needs to be involved in the public perception discussions.

 

Questions were asked about what “full utilization” of effluent meant.  Laura explained that in the TAMA Assessment the maximum scenario that got the TAMA close to safe-yield was by using 40% of the effluent generated in the TAMA.  Uses of effluent that actually offset groundwater pumping will get us closer to safe-yield.  Having effluent used in new developments does not get the TAMA closer to safe-yield. 

 

It was suggested that effluent be recovered in the Marana area and that the CAP canal be used to move it to the Green Valley area.

 

Ownership is a critical issue in the usage of effluent because it is complex and multiple entities are involved.

 

There was discussion about the pros and cons of having wastewater systems more evenly distributed throughout the region.  It was suggested that a centralized system, as Pima County now is, is actually cheaper and better for aquifer management.  On the other hand, it was contended that having water recharged and used in the area of influence was important for water management and that applied to effluent usage too.

 

The Bureau states that 23,000 acre-feet of effluent leaves Pima County.  Laura noted that 25% of effluent generated was used in 2006.  If each sector increased its usage of effluent by a small amount, the TAMA would not have effluent flowing out of the AMA.  Municipalities would need to increase from 8,000 AF to 11,000 AF; Industrial from 2,000 AF to 4,500 AF; and Agriculture from 0 to 4,000 AF.

 

The Bureau is working on a constructed recharge facility that would increase infiltration levels in the Santa Cruz River bed.  They are doing a demonstration project in the River itself, with a goal of determining the best method(s) to use for dramatically increasing recharge on the whole River. 

 

It was asked if effluent recharge is a good way to get to safe-yield.  It was decided recharge is good if it would stop 23,000 AF from leaving the TAMA every year.

 

Discussion was raised again about the goal of safe-yield itself and whether that is the best approach.  It was noted that safe-yield is the current regulatory goal and so reaching safe-yield needs to be measured against that regulatory goal.  If, after doing all we can, safe-yield is not reached, then changes in the regulations should be looked at.  It needs to be recognized that multiple paths need to be taken to make safe-yield work.  We need to stretch our vision beyond what’s currently underway. 

 

There was some discussion of HB 2457.

 

In addition to ownership issues, cost is a big factor for defining the highest and best use for effluent.

4.
Future or Additional Meetings:

 

February 28 - Other Safe Yield Solutions

Safe Yield definition/scope




Other Issues that come up during discussions



March 28



Items for Action

Recommendations moving forward to GUAC

5.
Other Business: 

NOTE - GUAC Meeting - February 14




Tres Rios del Norte presentations




ADWR Updating the Tucson Model?




CAP Decisions re Avra Project proceeds?

