Consistency/standardization of three regional plans*
There is a need to standardize certain elements of the three plans in order to be able to more readily articulate the water supply and demand planning projections at a basin-wide level. 

Time of condition:
The three plans have different planning horizons:  2040, 2050, 2060

Vocabulary:

Use consistent terminology. The plans use terms differently:

“Additional demand” 
“deficit/gaps”




“groundwater depletion/mining” 



 “impact on stream”




“consumptive use” 



“diversion”




“return flow”




 “recharge”

Handling of Shared Water Budget Elements:




Elephant Butte operation




Compact obligation

Technical Approach:
Supply/ Demand/Assumptions

The problem is that it takes a complicated presentation to explain the differences between the technical approaches among the three plans.  It is important to be able to get quickly to the point of being able to describe the critical water future the basin faces, and the importance of aggressively proceeding to implement the regional plans.  A concise document standardizing the important elements will be helpful in explaining the problem to policymakers and others.  
A common document is needed to allow the three regions to communicate with each other on implementation progress, identify where common activities can be undertaken and where conflicts between the plans must be addressed. It will be valuable in assessing the progress in each region and in the basin as a whole.   Illustrating the problem is important in order to obtain adequate funding for implementation of the plans.  This would be an early step in beginning to build a template for implementation and eventually a water budget which allows the participants to focus their work on areas where it will have the most effect.

*These items are based upon the SSPA recommendations made at the third Upstream-Downstream workshop in Sept. 06.

