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• CAP:SAM and MODFLOW
• Results “handoff” and integration 

of the two models

• Group discussion about 
CAP:SAM results
• Do the results look realistic?

Goals of Today’s Supply and Demand Meeting
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• Contract awarded to Montgomery 
& Associates

• Currently compiling data and 
reviewing ADWR model

• “Hand-off” from CAP:SAM to 
occur after model calibration 
period

Groundwater Modeling Task
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Integration

CAP:SAM

Results: Supply 
& Demand By 

Entity

MODFLOW
(GW Flow Model)

Results: 
GW Levels

Distribution of 
Pumping,  

Recharge & Ag IR

Pumping & 
Recharge by Entity

By Cell
• Ag
• Industrial
• Institutional
• Water Providers
• Tribes
• …

Supply & Demand 
By Entity

Presenter
Presentation Notes
There are components that feed into CAP:SAM like the climate modeling and the CRSS runs…
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Non-irrigation water not supplied by a city, town or private water company
Industrial users withdraw from own wells
Associated with type 1 or type 2 rights as well as gw withdrawal permits
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Institutional Pumping DRAFT

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Interstate banking on behalf of Nevada
Firming of CAP M&I water users
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Interstate banking on behalf of Nevada
Firming of CAP M&I water users
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
1/3 to MSIDD, CAIDD and Hohokam 
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DRAFT

2018 2020 2024 2030 2052

• Dynamic simulation of 
incidental recharge
• Volume
• Distribution

No Irrigation
Irrigation Intensity

Low

High
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Draft Results

• September 24th – presented 
draft supply and demand results 
to the group

• October 25th – results sent to 
study participants and posted to 
the Pinal Partnership website

DRAFT
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DRAFT

Small Water Provider Demand
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DRAFT

F. Lowest Demand
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Group Discussion
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