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This is to advise you of the reason Idaho has protested 

Application . . . filed by Washington State University . . .

The model predicts that should withdrawals increase even

at a rate as low as one percent per year the aquifer will

not reach a recharge/discharge equilibrium and water

level declines will continue . . .



I propose . . . meet . . .  A memorandum of understanding between

the two agencies could be developed which would clearly identify

the conditions under which additional water use development

would be allowed, outline conservation programs which would be

enforced, and support the development of a long term

management plan for the region
The Department of Ecology has a great deal of interest . . . I concur 

that a meeting between the two agencies should take place to 

initiate the plan.

I would suggest that a representative from each of the two cities 

and universities . . . attend the meeting.



IDWR and WDE further agree to pursue the implementation

of a coordinated Washington - Idaho ground water management

Plan for the Pullman - Moscow basin in accordance with their

respective state law policies.

The Pullman - Moscow Water Resources Committee (PMWRC)

agrees to work with the state agencies and to serve as the

forum for input from local governments, interest groups and 

private citizens.



PMWRC will . . .

• pursue and administer funding to conduct and promote studies

• prepare a management plan for the basin . . which will address         

both water quantity and water quality issues

• facilitate the implementation of the ground water management 

plan in concert with the member entities
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PBAC Entities/Members:

 IDWR/WDOE (ex oficio)

 Moscow

 Pullman

 Latah County

 Whitman County

 UI

 WSU

PBAC Citizens Advisory Group (CAG) Representation:

 IDWR/WDOE (ex oficio)

 Petitioning Organizations and/or Other Environmental Groups

 Non-PBAC Community/Municipal Water Systems

 County/Rural Interests (WA, ID)

 Developer/Business Interests (WA, ID)

 Technical

 Others

 Colfax

 Palouse*



• PBAC Officers/Members/Administrators

• Officers: Chair / Vice-chair

• One year terms (July – June)

• (Generally) rotated between Idaho and Washington entities

• Members: Up to two voting members per entity

• Number of votes dependent upon entity administrative 

funding level

• For multiple-member entities, generally encourage mix of 

elected/technical backgrounds

• Administrator(s): Executive Manager / Technical Advisor

• Paid through entity administrative funding assessments



• Annual Entity Assessments

• Administrative Assessments (total $95K annually)

• Single member (one vote) - $5K 

• Two members (two votes) - $20K

• Funding applied toward: Executive Manager/Technical 

Advisor, water level monitoring program, annual water use 

report, administrative overhead

• Research Assessment (total $80K annually)

• Larger entities (Moscow, Pullman, UI, WSU) - $20K each

• Funding applied toward ground water research projects



PBAC Does PBAC Does Not

• Encourage Member Entities

to Implement GWMP

• Enforce Adherence to 

Goals/Targets in GWMP

• Recognize Importance of 

Ground/Surface Water Quality

• Actively Engage in Water

Quality Issues

• Consider (quantity) implications

of proposed development and 

provide recommendations to 

IDWR/DOE 

• Approve/disapprove 

water/land use proposals

• Encourage member entities

to conserve/reuse water

• Dictate specific programs

for conservation/reuse

• Promote public education

outreach and awareness efforts

• Directly fund public education

outreach and awareness efforts



• Broad Stakeholder Representation

• Mix of Elected / Technical Representation

• Advisory vs. Enforcement Charter

• Exclusion of Water Quality / Land Use Issues






