Notes from URGWOM Steering Committee Meeting; December 13, 2001;
10:00 AM; Corps of Engineers Conference Room, Albuquerque

In attendance:
Cyndie Abeyta, USFWS Carole Thomas, USGS, URGWOM
Roberta Ball, Corps Technical Team

Ellen Dietrich, SAIC/Corps Jack Veenhuis, USGS
Bill Miller, WJM Engineering, Inc. _?:;ri Wilkins, USGS, URGWOM Technical

Marc Sidlow, Corps Mark Y uska, USBR, URGWOM Technical
Nabil Shafike, NM1SC, URGWOM Team
Technica Team

+» Dave Wilkins opened the meeting and turned it over to Mark Y uskato review Technical
Team activities and model status. Questions and discussion are summarized below. His
handout is appended to these notes.

» Mark asked for Steering Committee approval to exclude the 2000 USBR accounting data
from the posting on the URGWOM web site until some problems are resolved. Other
discussion on URGWOM datato be posted on the web site is summarized below.

» Thelsletadiversion datawill be lumped at first, instead of posting individual data.

= MRGCD isnot ready to release the latest irrigated crop data, so Doug Strech
recommended reusing 1999 data because there would be little change.

»  MRGCD gage data from diversions has been provided for 2001, but they are still
evaluating the 2000 data. Roberta Ball suggested that only the 1998 and 1999
MRGCD diversion data be posted because that was used to calibrate and validate
URGWOM.

- = The Steering Committee decided to post only 1985-1999 data and discuss this
issue further at the January Steering Committee meeting.

= |ssues:

» Mark asked the group whether it istime to plan another Technical Review
Committee meeting. Possible topics for the meeting include presenting the rules,
the Planning Model, and seepage calculations in the physical model. The
meetings have been held in April for the past few years, but time may be too
short to plan one that soon.

» Elephant Butte operations are needed for the Planning Model in order to properly
characterize Compact releases and operation of El Vado. However, this conflicts
with the direction to model only flood control operations at Elephant Butte.

¢ Nabil Shafike recommended not modeling Compact releases.

¢ Bill Miller suggested using “normal” Compact rel ease data with a fixed
volume, prorated for each month.

¢ Roberta proposed obtaining operations data from downstream users, if
possible.
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¢ Bill, Nabil, and Marc will assemble a proposal for what would be needed
to model releases from Elephant Butte, including the minimum rules, for
further discussion by the Steering Committee. It was stressed that it is
essential to keep Colorado and Texas informed on any plans for modeling
Compact deliveries.

+ Robertaand Carole Thomas presented a proposed format for the metadata and data to be
accessed on the URGWOM web site for consideration and approval of the Steering
Committee.

>

Carole noted the need for apolicy statement on the first page, with adisclaimer on the
use of the data. Additional discussion pointed out the need for the disclaimer to be
accessible through alink from every page. It was suggested that it might be a good idea
for alawyer to review the statement.

The metadata and data are organized by category, not by agency. The agency that
supplied the original dataislisted in the metadata summary preceding the list of data.

The user selects a category, then selects the reaches of the data to be assembled. The
metadata are presented located at the top of the file, captured from the spreadsheets
developed by the Technical Team and presented to the Steering Committee previously.

The Steering Committee agreed that they liked the proposed layout and organization of
the information, with the metadata on top and the selected datalisted below.

It was agreed that the data subcommittee should meet to discuss some outstanding
issues on the data and metadata format, the disclaimer, and whether information should
be added to note how selected data were used in URGWOM. The subcommittee, Dave,
Carole, Roberta, and Bill, will meet on December 18 and present their decisions at
the next Steering Committee meeting.

MMS updatel Jack Veenhuis

>

>

>

>

>

Some of the MM S components are now running on the URGWOM computer The
calibrated model for the SIC is not calibrated yet.

The URGWOM DMIs (data management interface) to move data to and from MM S to
and from DSS and URGWOM are being devel oped.

The modeling for the upper watersheds will be completed in mid-January, with
calibration to follow. Historic data through 2000 are available for usein MMS.

Thereal-time climate stations (167) in the Rio Grande basin have been identified and the
list isunder review.

Draft documentation for the SIC part of the MM S model has been written.

The next Steering Committee meeting will be held on January 10 at 10:00 a.m. at the
Corps. Agendaitemsfor the meeting include the following.

>

>
>
>

Should water accounting data after 1999 be posted on the web site?
Modeling Compact rel eases from Elephant Butte
Schedule and topics for the next Technical Review Committee.

Report on decisions made by the data subcommittee on the format of data and metadata
posted on the URGWOM web site.
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STATUSOF URGWOM TECH TEAM ACTIVITIES MARK YUSKA

Activities

All datalisted in Metadata, except the following USBR accounting; 1975-1994, 1997-1999,
2001, and Idetaindividual diversions data, have been approved for WEB placement. (Isleta
total diversion OK.)

Verified San Juan Account datain database for Accounting model (1995, 1996 and 2000) is
correct and can be put on web with other data.

Checked middle valley leakage/ CU method gain/losses against rules version and they match.
Training USBR on using water operations model this month.

Coordinating URGWOM reaches with URGWOPS GI S — representing nodes and reaches.
Have afirst draft set of RG Compact accounting in atest model.

The 3 Compact states all would like to review our intended modeling of RG Compact rules &
accounting.

Received ET Toolbox data complete back to 1975.
Creating a simplified technique to predict Nambe Falls accounting.

We have a new method for apportioning losses and tracking storages between Incidental RG,
Locked-In Carryover RG, and the new Conservation RG, at Abiquiu and Jemez.

Rules Documentation is falling behind due to other activities.

Finished recalculating river leakage using USBR river elevations and MRGCD drain
elevations. Calibrated river |eakage from Cochiti to Bernardo using USBR river to drain
gradients and unit leakage values at 5 sites in the Albuquerque area. Horizontal hydraulic
conductivity values ranged from 250 to 60 feet/day.

Started developing MODFLOW river and drain elevations from USBR river elevations and
MRGCD drain elevations that will eventually go into a modified MODFLOW ground-water
flow model to estimate river leakage for changing ground-water surface-water conditions, ie
the planning model.

M esetings:

Presented Planning Model status to the URGWOPS Steering Committee 12/6/01

Meeting with USBR 12/6/01- Decided to model SJ-C Delivery Waivers as such:
Albuguerque —waiver delivery until 4/30 of next year, for al others, deliver by 12/31

Steve Markstrom (USGS) and Doug Boyle (DRI) were here working on MM S 11/28/01 —
11/30/01 — will be back in January to show MMS on Rio Chama and down to Otowi on the
Rio Grande

Presented Water Operations Modeling to AWRA in Albuquerque on 11/11/01 and 11/13/01

The Tech Team will present, demo, and poster-board at the July 28", 2002 Hydrologic
Modeling Conference, Las Vegas
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| ssues:

USBR is going forward with $100K to CADSWES for ’ 02 work.

FY 02 Funding is coming for Dave Wilkins and Carole Thomas (retiring July ’ 02) — thanks
much!

We will not get a stay-in-school, nor another USBR Hydraulic Engineer thisFY —to help
fund the above!

There are no plansin place yet for an April technica review meeting.

RG Compact Accounting requires approva from CO, NM, and TX, so planning model can
figure out how to deal with Compact situations on-the-fly.

The planning model really needs to understand release scheduling from Elephant Butte to
properly operate El Vado in all conditions. Do wetry to gain approval to model operations
total release (not individual diversions) scheduling, or do we ignore RG Compact in Planning
Model?



