ESHMC Meeting Notes from Wednesday January 17, 2007

Item 1 - 
The new and current ESHMC members were introduced, including the IDWR Interim Director.

Item 2 - 
Hal Anderson presented an overview of the committee protocols for collaborative modeling and the roles of ESHMC members.  The presentation included a new ESHMC mission statement [see Hal’s Power Point slides], and the value of the ESHMC to the Department was acknowledged.  Hal also discussed the role of the Idaho Water Resource Board (Board) in developing the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer (ESPA) Management Plan.  

· Chuck Brockway questioned whether there was an urgency to enhance ESPA Model, and Hal indicated that it was likely that enhancing the model would be a recommendation within the ESPA Management Plan process.

· Willem Schreuder and Chuck Brendecke stated that the Department should be proactive in determining the process for the ESHMC to interact with the Board.  Hal indicated that this would happen as the Framework Plan is developed.

· John Koreny asked a question regarding how individual members of the ESHMC should interact with the committee with respect to information or analyses developed.  Hal indicated that information developed by members should be sent to Rick Raymondi for evaluation prior to sending to the committee and that the Department must be equitable in this process.

· Allan Wylie indicated that during model development, Chuck Brendecke and Greg Sullivan provided the committee with their private analysis and impressions of most meetings.

· Chuck Brockway recommended that the committee have a scribe.  Hal said that IDWR (Sean Vincent and Rick Raymondi) will take notes, and the notes will be distributed.

· Rick Allen said that disagreement and dissention should be documented.  Donna Cosgrove recommended that we add dissenting points of view to scenario documents.  Bryce Contor reaffirmed that a record is important.  Dave Tuthill indicated that meeting notes would be kept similar to what is done for the Negotiated Rule Making for Well Construction Standards.

· Hal Anderson, Donna Cosgrove, and Chuck Brockway said that meetings should be held every 2 months plus special meetings should be held as needed.  Chuck Brockway added that we should schedule the meetings further in advance.  There was no disagreement with these points and IDWR will follow these recommendations.

· There was a long discussion regarding presentation of work products by ESHMC members at meetings.  John Koreny indicated that allowing members to present will provide more collaboration, the process will move faster with more resources being devoted, and that he wanted feedback on his results.  Chuck Brockway indicated that the ESPA Model is not an IDWR or IWRRI model.  He wanted the opportunity for stakeholders to provide alternative procedures and analyses and indicated the model will benefit from this.  Chuck also indicated that despite the Department not being able to afford certain analyses, it still has the responsibility for completeness.  Sean Vincent indicated that there is no distinction between IDWR and the State of Idaho with respect to ESPA Model.  Willem and John Boling indicated that members need a process to get out ideas and to bring results to the table.  Donna said that the process followed and the type of data and information submitted by John Koreny prior to this meeting was fine and would work with the process.  Greg Sullivan questioned stakeholders submitting independent analyses and preferred the current ad hoc method where the ESHMC sets goals and goes about achieving goals with priorities.  Hal said that the committee should be focused on the State model because we need it to implement our programs.  Chuck Brendecke said that we need to avoid getting into a situation of competing model versions and that there is value in an official version of the tool.  He added that the tool must be credible and collaborative.  Given that, Chuck said that we should bring ideas (work products) forth and that the Department should have standards for completeness.  

· There was a discussion of different subjects to be discussed during future meetings.  Donna said the overall subjects are how to do analyses with the current model [scenarios] and how to evolve the new model.  Chuck Brockway requested model enhancement on the agenda and that the committee start formulation of the conceptual model.    Donna recommended that everyone read the last chapter of the Final Report.

Item 3 - 
After a break, Rick Allen, who was appointed to the Landsat science team, requested that the ESHMC members sign a letter to Senators Crapo and Craig requesting support for continuation of the Landsat thermal band.   The draft letter was finalized and signed by 12 members of the committee.

Item 4 - 
Rick Raymondi provided an update on the Strawman monitoring program and the results of two meetings held in Chubbuck and Pocatello in November and December 2006.  It was recommended to the IDWR in the water district meetings that return flow measurements currently being taken by canal companies could be used in the monitoring program, and measurements (e.g., water levels, spring flows, etc.) should be taken in the Ft. Hall Reservation area.   Rick showed the ESHMC a map of the canal companies in the Idaho Falls to American Falls area that will be contacted to obtain information regarding return flows.  Members of the ESHMC recommended that canal managers be asked about trends in return flows, whether previous returns are now being used, and if there are spills or wastes of returns in the canal company areas.

Item 5 - 
Allan Wylie provided the ESHMC an overview of IDWR efforts to refine estimates of irrigated acreage on the ESPA and whether the acreage is irrigated by surface water, ground water, or by mixed source.  The purpose of the refinement is to update the ESPA model database.  Greg Sullivan recommended that canal companies should be asked about irrigated acreage when they are canvassed for return flow information.  Donna said that all CREP wells be located using GPS.  

Item 6 – The ESHMC was asked if there were comments regarding the White Paper.  Greg Sullivan asked for a review of the process in which comments were requested and received from ESHMC members and other contributors.  Hal indicated that he would relate any comments received from the Idaho Water Resource Board back to the committee.  Rick Allen asked if there would be a final statement from the committee, and Hal indicated that there would be if such a statement were requested by the IWRB.

Item 7 -
The ESHMC began discussion of the Current Water Use Practices scenario.  The minutes for this portion of the meeting are in a separate submittal from Bryce Contor.

DECISION POINT SUMMARY

The following was agreed upon:

1) The primary focus of ESHMC meetings is updating and improving the State of Idaho ESPA Model.

2) IDWR will develop a draft agenda for meetings.

3) ESHMC members will have the opportunity to review the agenda and request topics to be included the agenda, if time permits.

4) IDWR will set the final agenda.

5) There will be opportunities to present independent ideas and work products during ESHMC meetings.

6) Independent work will be submitted to IDWR for review before placement on the agenda.  IDWR staff will be available to discuss independent work.  IWRRI staff will be available with approval by IDWR.

7) Independent work in the context of agenda items will be integrated in the normal exchange or discussion process.

8) Independent work will be considered for incorporation into the work done by IWRRI based on agreement/approval by ESHMC.

9) IDWR does not expect complete agreement on every issue.  Dissenting points of view will be part of the record.

Note: HDR Engineering, Inc submitted a draft report titled “Analysis of Recent and Long-Term Natural Hydrology Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer and Upper Snake Basin” dated January 5, 2007 to the ESHMC on that same date for review prior to the meeting.
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