
Hood River Basin Water Planning Study 
Meeting Minutes: January 16th, 2013
Call to Order
Niklas called to order the Hood River Water Planning Group Meeting at 2:00 pm on January 16th, 2013.
Attendees
The following were present:
	Name
	Organization

	1. Dan Church
	Bureau of Reclamation

	2. Chris Brun
	Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs

	3. Chuck Gehling
	Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs

	4. Hugh McMahan
	At Large Member

	5. John Buckley
	East Fork Irrigation District

	6. Niklas Christensen
	Herrera Environmental Consultants

	7. Les Perkins
	Hood River County

	8. Mike Benedict
	Hood River County

	9. Mattie Bossler
	Hood River County/ East Fork Irrigation District

	10. Steve Stampfli 
	Hood River Watershed Group

	11. Rachel Reagan
	U.S. Geologic Survey

	12. Gary Asbridge
	U.S. Forest Service

	13. Ed Salminen
	Watershed Professionals Network

	14. Jason Seals
	Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife

	15. Bob Wood
	Oregon Department of Water Resources



Planned Business
Niklas began the meeting with introductions.  The majority of the meeting was spent reviewing the status report.
Groundwater Modeling
1. Dan summarized the Bureau’s progress on Groundwater Modeling (see 1.16.13 Status Report).
2. Steve wondered if the groundwater model would be able to determine the impact on streamflows from increased groundwater use.  Niklas said this would be difficult to quantify because an interface between the Groundwater Model, MODFLOW, and the Water Resources Model would be required.
3. Hugh said the Groundwater Model should be able to incorporate new data as more groundwater data is collected. 
Climate Change Analysis
1. Dan summarized the Bureau’s progress on Climate Change Analysis (see 1.16.13 Status Report).  
2. Niklas also mentioned his concern with the Bureau’s use of a ten-year time series for the DHVSM Model and thought a 20-year time series was more appropriate.  
Water Storage Assessment
1. Dan summarized the Bureau’s progress on the Water Storage Assessment (see 1.16.13 Status Report).  
Water Resources Modeling
1. Dan summarized the Bureau’s progress in the water resources modeling portion of the study and reviewed different model options for them to use (see 1.16.13 Status Report).
2. Niklas thought MODSIM was a good alternative to both Riverware and Excel.  The software is free unlike Riverware and would not be cumbersome or complicated to use like Excel.
3. Niklas said in the next WPG meeting he could address how different components, such as MODFLOW and DHVSM, feed into the Water Resources Model (See Action Items).  Dan said a webinar could be set up as well which could focus on how MODSIM interacts with MODFLOW (See Action Items).
4. Niklas went over a Hood River Basin schematic (see 1.16.13 Status Report) he created, which symbolizes the rivers, pipelines, canals, and diversions in all of the Irrigation Districts in the County.  He also mentioned how he plans to aggregate certain diversions in each Irrigation District (shown in the Basin Schematic) to meet the data formatting requirements of the Water Resources Model.
In-Stream Flow Assessment
1. Niklas summarized Normandeau’s progress on the IFIM Study (see 1.16.13 Status Report).
2. Niklas also mentioned flows from the DHVSM model will be used in the study and Normandeau would like to use a 20-year time series, so as mentioned previously, Niklas is working with the Bureau to shift from the 10-year time series they plan to use.
Water Needs Assessment
1. Niklas summarized his progress on the Water Needs Assessment (see 1.16.13 Status Report).  He has reviewed a lot of data and passed around spreadsheets containing examples of what he has collected.  He plans on manipulating the raw data he collected and putting it in a more organized and condensed form.
2. He mentioned he had difficulty collecting water use information from smaller water users like Dee Irrigation District and Mt. Hood Irrigation District. He was also unable to get in contact with Parkdale Water Company and Oak Grove. He is not too concerned with contacting these smaller users and said they can be lumped together in the Water Resources Model.  
3. Niklas asked the group to examine Table 1 in the 1.16.13 Status Report and indicate the major industrial users in the Basin. (Unable to record responses, please email me if you remember what the responses were)
4. Chris wondered if hydropower use is not included in the water needs assessment because they are not considered consumptive. Niklas said there is some hydropower use that is consumptive and because all of the hydropower use in the Basin is within MFID and FID and he will include each irrigation district’s hydropower use as a portion of their total water use.
Water Conservation Assessment
Niklas said that conservation assessment will begin after the Water Needs Assessment.
HRC Update
1. Mattie reviewed her progress with developing a groundwater monitoring network for the Basin (see 1.16.2012 Status Update).  
2. Mattie mentioned her efforts in developing a list wells to consider for monitoring and was concerned that she would waste time developing a list of prospective wells but wouldn’t be able to monitor them because well owners could decline permission.  Les suggested she should double the list of prospective wells  by having two sets of wells with similar characteristics, so the second list of wells could provide an alternative for instances when landowners would not give permission to monitor their wells (See Action Items). 
3. When Mattie mentioned planning on writing a letter to request permission to access well owners’ land, Les suggested she should write letter that introduces the project and solicits interest rather than directly asking for permission to access property (See Action Items).  
4. Hugh mentioned he would be able to write an article for Hood River News introducing the groundwater monitoring program (See Action Items).  
5. Steve said he could also include the monitoring program in a press release he was preparing for Jason Keller’s presentation for the HRWG. He also thought she could introduce the program at the HRWG’s upcoming meeting and implore any well owners attending the meeting if they would like to participate.
6. Mattie also reviewed her progress and future plans with collecting irrigation system and crop type data with all the irrigation districts (see 1.16.12 Status Update). 
Next Steps
1. Niklas opened a discussion for how the group should proceed after the BOR and OWRD studies are completed and reviewed other short term and long term projects around the Basin (see 1.16.2012 Status Update).
2. Mike said there would be a lack of project management because he was retiring and Mattie and Niklas’s contracts would end before the completion of the BOR project and wondered if there were future BOR programs the group could pursue.
3. Dan responded and said the thought BOR may be in the planning stages of developing a Basin Feasibility Study program.  He also mentioned the WaterSMART System Optimization Review as a potential opportunity the HRWPG could pursue after completion of the current project. He said he would look into this program and send information to the group (See Action Items).
4. Mike thought the group should decide what role it would play in the future: a group providing data and support to new projects or a group playing an active role in pursuing new projects.  
5. Les mentioned the main intent of the HRWG was to pursue new projects for the Basin, so the HRWPG should play a supplementary role by providing data from the current BOR and OWRD projects to future projects.
6. Steve mentioned usually there wasn’t an issue with finding and acquiring new projects, but giving enough time to do them accurately was a problem.
7. Chris though the group should potentially consider hiring a grant writer to pursue projects related to water planning.
The meeting was adjourned at 4:00 pm.
[bookmark: _Ref342641697]Action Items
1. [bookmark: _Ref339531683]Address how the water resources model interfaces with DHVSM and MODFLOW in March meeting (Niklas).
2. Mention groundwater monitoring program in HRWG press release (Steve, already completed).
3. Write letter of inquiry presenting groundwater study to County residents owning wells and sent out to group for review (Mattie).
4. Develop list of prospective wells for the groundwater monitoring program (Mattie).
5. Coordinate webinar to introduce MODSIM for group (Dan).
6. Send information about System Optimization WaterSMART grant (Dan).
7. Draft article for Hood River News mentioning groundwater monitoring program (Hugh).
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