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Water Conservation Office  
Monthly Overview of Scorecard Progress – March 2018  
 

Education Outreach: 

Education Initiative: 
• Mayor’s Youth Advisory Board tour of BDD and the WWTP on 3/6 (Lisa Noriega) 
• Scheduling beginning for final Passport Program tour to the WWTP 

General Outreach: 
• Restaurant audit on 3/1 at the Loyal Hound (Lisa Noriega and Patricio Pacheco) 
• Restaurant audit on 3/2 at Jinja (Mario Torres) 
• Restaurant audit on 3/6 at the Tea House (Caryn Grosse) 
• Restaurant audit on 3/7 at Coyote Café (Mario Torres) 
• Restaurant audit on 3/9 at the Compound (Patricio Pacheco and Lisa Noriega) 
• Restaurant audit on 3/13 at 2nd Street Taproom (Caryn Grosse) 
• Restaurant audit on 3/13 at Andiamo (Lisa Noriega) 
• Restaurant audit on 3/20 at the Pantry (Caryn Grosse and Patricio Pacheco) 
• Staff worked booth at the 2018 Home Show on 3/10 and 3/11 

Communication and Customer Service: 

Strategic Marketing Plan: 
• Save Water Santa Fe radio show guests (Andrew Erdman, Alan Hook, Jeff Dupew, Glenn 

Schiffbauer) 
• Finalized seasonal ad campaign strategy plan with timeline, digital, print, broadcast mix of ad 

spec requirements and due dates.   
• Developing 2 how-to videos for Laundry to Landscape and graywater; scheduling video shoot. 
• Rebate and Irrigation package design components drafted for final review 
• Designed bill insert promoting indoor and outdoor rebates 
• Scripted “how to” videos for irrigation including gray water.  Video shoot scheduled for 2/28 
• Paid boosts on social media to promote Restaurant Pilot Project 
• Drafted ads for outdoor irrigation rebate rollout and seasonal high demand 

Eye On Water Rollout: 
• 2,952 sign ups as of 3/20/2018 

Indoor Water Audits:  
• Carruthers Building water audit 3/8 

Enforcement Activity:  
• 150 continuous consumption letters sent this month 
• 3 water waste hotline calls 2/22/18-3/19/18 
• 2/28/18 Guadalupe St/Alcaldesa-Citation: Fugitive water/using water to clean hard surfaces/water 

waste/power washing 
• 3/6/18 Calle Lorca/Richards Ave/Rodeo Rd-Warning: Fugitive water/wasting water/power 

washing car 
• 3/15/18 St Francis/Zia Rd/Sawmill Rd-Warning: Fugitive water/wasting water/open end hose 
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Residential and Commercial Rebates: 
Remaining fund balance as of March 22, 2018: $262,881.50 
Water savings resulting from rebates: 2.44 acre-feet (795,076 gallons) 

 
Rebates awarded FY-to-date: 

• HET (all types) -157 
• Clothes Washers (all types) -72 
• Rain Water Harvesting (including rain barrels) -35 
• Water Free Urinals- 4 

Effective Program Management 

Organizational Development: 
• Christine attending Essentials for Supervisors Training on Friday mornings through April 
• Christine meeting with Richard Thompson of the Parks Division on 3/26 
• Meeting with customer service on 3/14 on continuous letters/ coordination on bill inserts 

(Patricio and Christine) 
• Meeting with customer service and T&D on water shut off processes on 3/27 

Water Conservation Committee: 
• Results based accountability subcommittee meeting on 3/8 and 3/21 
• Meeting with Scott Bunton on review of commercial and enforcement policies on 3/21 
• Christine and Caryn attended Sustainability Committee meeting on 3/21 

Integration with Water Resources: 
• Finalizing 2016 AWWA Audit, have collecting info for 2017 AWWA Audit  
• 2017 GPCD in final review 
• Christine attending monthly project status meetings with Water Resources 
• Christine working with Water Resources on a joint RFP for expansion of passport program 
• Caryn/ Christine working on coordinating water conservation pieces into the Long Range Water 

Supply Plan work 

Stewardship and Conservation: 

Regional Collaborations: 
• Patricio Pacheco is serving on the NMWCA board-attended 3/7/2018 meeting 
• 2018 Next Generation Water Summit-April (Christine)  

 

$9,659  

$18,756  

$6,184  

$2,520  

Rebate Amounts per Device 
Type 

Toilets
Clothes Washers
Rain Water Harvesting
Water Free Urinals
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City of Santa Fe, Source of Supply Section 
Water Production and Environment Office Update 

April 4, 2018 

Water Production Update for February, 2018 

Monthly Water Production for All Sources 

BDDWTP 
104.3 MG 

Total Production of System 

February, 2018 

Sum: 170 MG million gallons (MG) for 28 days 

Canyon Road WTP 
48.4 MG 

Buckman Wells 
7.SMG 

5% 

28% 

City Wells 

9.SMG 
6% 

Daily Average Production (to meet demand/maintain storage): 6.07 Million Gallons per Day (MGD). 

Current (03/26/2018) Reservoir Storage Levels: 

McClure: 
Nichols: 
Combined: 

32.6% or 355.5 MG 
49.3% or 106.3 MG 
35.4% or 461.8 MG 

Santa Fe River Flow (03/26/2018): 

Below Nichols (Living River Flows): 0.15 cubic feet per second (cfs) or 0.097 MGD 
Streamflow at Gage below Nichols: 0.16 cfs or 0.10 MGD (Actual including Living River Flows) 
Above McClure (Reservoir Inflow): 2.20 cfs or 1.40 MGD 

Santa Fe (aka, Baca Street) Well at the Former PNM Santa Fe Generating Station 

The City met with NMED Petroleum Storage Tank Bureau (PSTB) on December 1 i111 for review and discussion 
of a continued and revised work plan for investigation of the Santa Fe Well (aka, Baca Street Well) and former SF 
Generating Station site. Subsequent to that meeting, a new Investigation Work Plan and Cost Estimate for 
Additional Site Investigation and Groundwater Monitoring Activities was also submitted by INTERA, PNM's 
chosen contractor under the Petroleum Corrective Action Fund (CAF), on December 19t11

• This revised plan 
contained many of the revisions previously requested by the City and it was fully approved and funded on 
February 7, 2018. The Santa Fe Well is listed as A Priority I site under the New Mexico CAF and is currently 
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City of Santa Fe 
Public Utilities Committee Meeting 
April 4, 2018 

NMED's highest priority site for funding. This fiscal year's efforts will include soil borings, field screening for 
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs), soil and groundwater sampling/monitoring, and seven new monitoring 
well and is expected to cost approximately $750,000.00 in the remainder of FY 17/18. 

Work at the site was initiated on March 6111 with the drilling of four wells on PNM property within the footprint of 
the former PNM Santa Fe Generating Station. All wells are expected to be completed by the end of April upon 
completion of two wells next to the Acequia Trail and one additional well at the City's Santa Fe Well site. Upon 
completion of the well drilling, the contractor for PNM and the PSTB will be submitting a "Letter Report", which 
will include field soil boring lithologic Jogs; monitoring well construction diagrams; the results of field analyses; 
and photograph logs" for each well. Staff shall provide an update to the Committee after receipt of this report. 

Downtown Groundwater/Soil Investigations 

The City of Santa Fe is working with the New Mexico Environment to perform another round of monitoring at 
five groundwater monitoring sites io, and around the Plaza, and downtown area. This work is being performed to 
further investigate possible sources of formerly detected chlorinated solvents, provide insight into groundwater 
flow direction, and inform the development, if necessary, of strategies to remove and remediate the problem. 

The monitoring wells were first set in place in June, 2016 to analyze groundwater underlying the downtown area 
and they were sampled again in June 2017. Groundwater in the area under investigation is not currently used as 
part of Santa Fe's municipal drinking water supply, and there are no City production wells in the immediate area. 
However, the investigation will help to assess any potential future impacts to City Wells that could result from 
groundwater contamination in the study area and any possible migration towards city production wells over time. 
This work is being performed in addition to previous investigations performed along the Santa Fe River Corridor 
completed in the years 2014 and 2015, indicating the need for a broader area of investigation. The information 
which the City gathers with the NMED from these monitoring locations will help in the definition of the nature 
and extent of perchlorethylene contamination previously detected in the groundwater taken from a subset of these 
wells. Perchlorethylene (aka, Tetrachloroethylene) is widely used for dry-cleaning fabrics and metal degreasing 
operations and has become one of the most widely detected contaminants of ground water and drinking water 
sources found in the United States and other countries. The suspected source of the contaminant detected below 
the Downtown Area/Plaza was a former dry cleaning operation located at the corner of Washington and Palace 
where Santa Fe Dry Goods now occupies the building. 

The data and analytical results obtained through this monitoring effort will determine the need for a more 
intensive investigation and will help ensure that any clean up strategies, if and when we need to employ them, are 
as effective as possible. It is the most logical next step in the process of the investigation and delineation of any 
possible contamination of concern. Sites can be seen on the attached map, and include locations near the Plaza, 
the downtown Library, City Hall and others. The monitoring activities will start on March 28 with the measuring 
of groundwater levels and the placement of diffusion bag samplers in the existing wells. Two weeks after this 
placement, the samplers will be removed for laboratory analysis. NMED will also be conducting soil vapor 
sampling in the downtown area in several off-street locations as part of their investigation beginning on April 2"ct . 

Former Ortiz Landfill 

JNTERA' S Phase TI site investigation report for the former Frank Ortiz Landfill was submitted to the NMED 
Ground Water Quality Bureau on December 4, 2017. The City met with NMED on January 5, 2018 to discuss the 
report and its findings . The NMED accepted the findings and conclusions of the site investigation, as well as a 
proposed amendment of our Stage 1 Abatement Plan pursuant to the findings of the Phase II investigation. In that 
amendment the City has proposed the installation of two new monitoring wells, groundwater monitoring, and 
continued/additional soil-vapor monitoring at the Ortiz site. NMED approved the City's amendment contingent 
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City of Santa Fe 
Public Utilities Committee Meeting 
Apri l 4, 2018 

upon their request for two new vapor monitoring points. City staff tentatively agreed to this provision. The City is 
awaiting official NMED approval of the work plan, as amended. 

Los AlamosNational Laboratory Sitewide Monitoring Program 

Samples were taken in December at three Buckman wells closest to the Rio Grande for High Explosives, Volatile 
Organic Compounds, Sem-Volatile Organic Compounds, PCBs, Radionuclides, Tritium, Percchlorate, Hexavalent 
Chromium, Metals, and general inorganic chemicals by Los Alamos National Laboratory and the NMED 
Oversight Bureau in early December. Sampling results will be provided to the PUC as they become available and 
have undergone LANL's quality assurance checks. The City's Environmental Compliance Office is working with 
the NMED to trend and asssess all results obtained from this sampling program, and NMED duplicate samples, 
during the last 5 years. 

Public interest regarding this sampling program has been hightenened by recent media coverage of the Los 
Alamos Chromium plume and its possible migration toward Los Alamos County wells. The possible implications 
of this plume and other LANL related contamination to the Buckman Wellfield is not yet fully understood. 
However, sampling under this program has not yet detected the presence of LANL related contaminants since it 
was first implemented approxiamtely ten years ago. The City will be proposing to sample other wells within the 
Buckman Wellfield as part of its annual budget. It is also hoped that some additional funding might be obtained 
through the current sampling agreement with Los Alamos National Laboratory. 

Drought/Monsoon, Storage, and ESA Update 

NOAA has recently (03/08/18) updated ENSO (El Nino/La Nina) status to: "A transition from La Nina to 
ENSO-neutral is most likely (-55% chance) during the March-May season, with neutral conditions likely 
to continue into the second half of the year." Heron, Abiquiu, and El Vado reservoir levels on the Chama River 
are no longer rising. Runoff projections for this year are far below normal. Local Upper Santa Fe River reservoir 
storage volume is slowly decreasing, but that is normal for this time of year (about 35% full). Recent minor 
snows may help(?) when runoff season begins later this Spring. The City received 100% delivery (5,230 AF) 
from BoR of full firm-yield of San Juan-Chama Project (SJCP) water for year 20 17, and received a January, 20 18 
delivery of 2,290 AF. No new deliveries have been made since January but BoR is projecting a full 100% firm
yield delivery of SJCP water by the end of the year. There are no water-related Endangered Species Act (ESA) 
updates. Updates on ESA issues will be made as needed. Rio Grande Compact Article VU storage restrictions 
are not in effect, which means the City is allowed to impound "native" runoff into Nichols and McClure 
Reservoirs above the pre-Compact pool of 1,061 acre-feet (AF); however, Article VU is expected to go back into 
effect in June. Updates to this condition will be made as needed. 

Most Current City of Santa Fe SJCP Reservoir Storage Pools: 
Heron: 

El Vado: 

Abiquiu: 

5,230 AF. Year-2017 deliveries were 100% of annual total. 
2,290 AF. Year 2018 deliveries through January. 

0 AF. 

9,733 AF. SJCP cany-over from previous years plus 2017 deliveries. No time limit to vacate due to 
storage agreement with ABCWUA 

TOTAL SJCP RESERVOIR STORAGE: 
17,253 AF 
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2016 City of Santa Fe AWWA Water Audit

Amy Ewing, P.G.

April 10, 2018

Project Summary

• DBS&A is under contract with the City of 

Santa Fe to conduct up to 4 years of water 

audit analyses.

• The contract expires 6/30/2019.

• A water audit for calendar year 2016 has been 

completed using data compiled by City staff.
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Project Summary

• Water audits are designed to help utilities 

reduce water losses and associated revenue 

losses, thus improving the utility’s 

performance. 

Project Summary

• The project objective is to 

– Improve the City’s operational and financial 

sustainability by estimating revenue versus non-

revenue water. 

– Distinguish real and apparent losses using the 

water accounting technique based on the 

American Water Works Association (AWWA) water 

balance model.
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AWWA Water Audit Format

Project Summary

• Real water loss

– Physical water losses from the water system, up to 

the point of customer consumption.

– Examples include leakage from mains and service 

connections, and storage tank overflows.
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Project Summary

• Apparent water loss 

– Non-physical (paper) losses that result in 

uncaptured revenue for the water utility and 

distortion of customer consumption data.

– Examples include customer meter error, total low-

flow inaccuracies, illegal connections and theft, 

and database errors.

Project Summary

• The project report includes: 

– A water system summary

– An analysis of water billing data

– Results of the 2016 water audit

– Recommendations for how to minimize non-

revenue water



4/10/2018

5

Santa Fe 2016 AWWA Water Audit
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2016 Annual Water Use

City of Santa Fe Total = 
2,641,555,400 gallons or

8,107 acre-feet

Santa Fe 2016 AWWA Water Audit

• Revenue water = Billed water by sector.

• Total revenue water in 2016 (2,641.555 million 

gallons) was 94.3 percent of the total water 

supplied.

• The Santa Fe County sales were treated as 

exported water in the water audit and are not 

included in this total.
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Santa Fe 2016 AWWA Water Audit

• Non-revenue water 

– Amounted to 5.7 percent by volume of the water 

supplied.

– Cost the City $727,158 (annual costs of real and 

apparent losses).

– This is equivalent to 1.8 percent of the cost of 

operating the system, with the real losses being 

valued at the variable production cost.

Santa Fe 2016 AWWA Water Audit

• Revenue vs. non-

revenue water 

Revenue water
94.3%

Non-revenue water
5.7%



4/10/2018

7

Santa Fe 2016 AWWA Water Audit

• Non-revenue categories include: 

– Total authorized unbilled unmetered use 

(e.g., fire department) 

– Total apparent losses 

(estimated customer meter error, total low-flow 

inaccuracies, illegal connections and theft, and 

database errors) 

– Total potential real water loss 

(calculated by subtracting authorized consumption 

and apparent losses from adjusted production) 

Santa Fe 2016 AWWA Water Audit

• Breakout of non-revenue water

• Total non-revenue 

water:  

159,158,000 

gallons

Unbilled unmetered
22.0%

Unbilled metered
0%

Total potential 
real water losses

64.5%

Total apparent 
water losses

13.5%
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Santa Fe 2016 AWWA Water Audit

• The 2016 data suggest that the best target for 

further reducing the City’s non-revenue water is 

to minimize total potential real water loss, as 

this is estimated to be the largest component of 

non-revenue water. 

Santa Fe 2016 AWWA Water Audit

• Water loss is expected to be higher than 

estimated by the 2016 water audit analysis. 

• In 2016, the City was in the process of replacing 

all customer meters, and customer water use 

was estimated for a few months during the 

meter replacements.  

• A new billing system was also implemented in 

2016.
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Santa Fe 2016 AWWA Water Audit

• Meter error has been estimated for most of the 

sources of water supply.

– In 2016, the Buckman Direct Diversion meters and a 

subset of large commercial meters were tested.

– No production well or Canyon Road Treatment Plant 

meters were tested. 

Data Validity

• The AWWA water audit software calculates a 

data validity score based on grading scores for 

each of the volumetric and system data inputs.

• This overall score serves as a measure of the 

overall validity of the input data and can be 

used to recommend measures for improving 

the accuracy and comprehensiveness of the 

data.
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Data Validity

• Data grading scores were assigned by City 

customer service and utility billing, water 

conservation, transmission and distribution, 

and source of supply staff.

• The overall data validity score for 2016 is 

65 out of 100.

• For comparison, the 2011 average data validity 

score for water audits of 10 utilities with fewer 

than 50,000 connections was 70.44.

Recommendations

• Improved water accounting practices

– Continue and expand the annual meter testing 

program.

– Replace the BDD meters that are not performing 

well.

– Install the three new master meters needed to 

implement the BDD master meter agreements 

with Santa Fe County. 

– Complete the customer meter replacements.
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Recommendations

• Operational practices

– Develop more refined methods of estimating and 

recording unbilled, unmetered water use.

– Continue conducting annual water audits, refining 

the analyses as more data become available.

– Expand the leak detection program by adding staff 

to more fully address the daily “high/low report” 

that lists continuous flows, and consider 

implementing physical leak detection technologies.

Recommendations

• Operational practices (continued)

– Develop a backflow prevention program and 

designate staff to support it. This could be done by 

either expanding the existing program, or by 

implementing a new program. 

– Work collaboratively with the parks and recreation 

department to assess the current operational 

practices, and to identify any opportunities for 

improvement and/or conservation. 
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Recommendations

• Infrastructure improvements

– Continue implementing the water line 

replacement program.

– Continue implementing SCADA systems to monitor 

pressures and flows on pressure reducing valve 

sets.

– Isolation valve testing, especially in the older 

sections of town.

– Identify additional needs and opportunities for 

other system improvements.  

2017 Water Audit Timeline

• Data collection 

– April 2018

• Water audit analysis

– April-May 2018

• Draft report and presentations

– May-June 2018

• Final report

– June-July 2018
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Questions?



Action Items

Subcommitte: Meeting Date:

Item # Description Target Date Responsibility Status



Grade: C 

Water Efficiency and Conservation Long Form Scorecard: New Mexico 

The following Scorecard is an extended version of the Scorecard included in the 2017 Water Efficiency and Conservation 

State Scored: An Assessment of Laws. A total of 75 possible points could be earned from the  water efficiency and         

conservation questions. Another 14 points in extra credit could be earned for having particular additional requirements 

under certain questions. After each question was scored, the total was summed and states were assigned a grade based 

on the Grading Scale. Additional information about the rubric and scoring methodology is available in Section III of the 

report. 

Grading Scale 

A+ 67 to 75 

A 58 to 66 

A- 49 to 57 

B+ 40 to 48 

B 31 to 39 

B- 26 to 30 

C+ 21 to 25 

C 16 to 20 

C- 11 to 15 

D+ 6 to 10 

D 1 to 5 

*.5's round up 

Question Points Possible points 

1. What state agency or agencies are in charge of drinking water conservation/efficiency? 2 2 

2. Does the state have a water consumption regulation for toilets (that is more stringent than the federal standard)? 0 3 

Yes or no? 0 2 

Extra Credit #1: Yes and the fixture is subject to a replacement mandate in law 0 1 

3. Does the state have a water consumption regulation for showerheads (that is more stringent than the federal standard)? 0 3 

Yes or no? 0 2 

Extra Credit #2: Yes and the fixture is subject to a replacement mandate in law 0 1 

4. Does the state have a water consumption regulation for urinals (that is more stringent than the federal standard)? 0 3 

Yes or no? 0 2 

Extra Credit #3: Yes and the fixture is subject to a replacement mandate in law 0 1 

5. Does the state have a water consumption regulation for clothes washers (that is more stringent than the federal standard)? 0 3 

Yes or no? 0 2 

Extra Credit #4: Yes and the appliance is subject to a replacement mandate in law 0 1 

6. Does the state have a water consumption regulation for pre-rinse spray valves (that is more stringent than the federal stand- 0 
3 

Yes or no? 0 2 

Extra Credit #5: Yes and the fixture is subject to a replacement mandate in law 0 1 

7. Do state building codes or plumbing codes require use of water efficient products (that exceed the federal standard)? 0 3 



Question Points Possible points 

8. Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) limit water loss in utility distribution systems? 0 15 

(a) Yes or no? If yes, what is the requirement? 0 2 

Extra Credit #6: State is leveraging state-funding for M36-compliant technical assistance to water systems in support of an ex-
isting or potential mandate 

0 2 

(b) To what water suppliers do the laws apply? 0 2 

(c) If there is a numeric limit on leakage or a formula for calculating acceptable levels of leakage, what is it? 0 2 

(d) Is submitting audit information required? 0 1 

(d)(i) If yes, at what frequency must it be submitted? 0 2 

(d)(ii) If yes, is audit data validation required? 0 1 

Extra Credit #7: Audits are required to be conducted using the AWWA Free Water Audit Software 0 1 

(e) Is leak detection required? 0 1 

(f) Is leak correction required? 0 1 

9. Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require water suppliers to plan and/or implement conservation measures as a condition 
of a water right permit? 

3.5 15.5 

Yes or no? If yes, what is the requirement? 1.5 2.5 

(a) To what water suppliers do the laws apply? 2 2 

(b) Is preparing a water conservation plan a prerequisite to obtaining a water right permit? 0 1 

(c) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) identify required contents of that plan? 0 1 

(d) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require the water supplier to incorporate stakeholders in plan development? 0 1 

(e) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require the state to evaluate the sufficiency of that plan? 0 1 

(f) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) identify criteria for evaluating the sufficiency of that plan? 0 1 

Extra Credit #8: Especially detailed or pointed set of criteria 0 2 

(g) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require that plan to be incorporated into the permit as an enforceable condition? 0 2 

(h) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) condition approval of municipal water permits/licenses on adoption and/or implementa-
tion of water conservation measures? 

0 
2 

10. Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require water suppliers to develop a drought preparedness plan? 0 10.5 

(a) Yes or no? If yes, what is the requirement? 0 2.5 

(b) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) identify required content regarding drought in such a plan? 0 1 

(c) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require the water supplier to incorporate stakeholders in plan development? 0 1 

(d) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require the state to evaluate the sufficiency of that plan? 0 1 

(e) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) identify criteria for evaluating the sufficiency of that plan? 0 1 

(f) How often must a drought preparedness plan be updated? 0 2 

Extra Credit #9 & #10: For significantly promoting adaptive management and/or for an exceptionally robust framework of what a 
drought plan must contain and frequent update requirements 

0 
2 



Question Points Possible points 

11. Independent of a water right permitting process and drought plans, does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require water suppli-
ers to develop plans for water conservation and/or efficiency? 

3.5 14 

Yes or no? 1 1 

(a) To what water suppliers do the laws apply? 0 1.5 

(b) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) identify required contents of those plans? 1 1 

Extra Credit #11: Exceptionally robust framework of what a plan must contain 0 1 

(d) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require the state to draft guidelines to aid water suppliers in preparing the plans? 0 1 

(e) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require the water supplier to incorporate stakeholders in plan development? 0 1 

(f) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require the state to evaluate the sufficiency of those plans? 0 1 

(g) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) identify criteria for evaluating the sufficiency of those plans? 0 1 

(h) How often must those plans be updated? 0 2 

(i) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) explicitly require implementation of plans or other water conservation measures? 0 1 

(j) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) require water suppliers to: identify financial resources and/or legal authorities necessary 
for plan implementation, prepare implementation schedules, and/or submit progress reports to the state? 

0 1.5 

(k) Does a state statute(s)/regulation(s) allow the state to penalize, fine, revoke permits from, or withhold priveleges from a wa-
ter supplier for not implementing those plans? 

0 
1 

12. Does the state offer financial assistance other than DW SRFs to utilities, cities, or counties for urban water conservation? 5 5 

13. Does the state offer technical assistance for urban water conservation programs? 2 3 

Online resources 1 1 

Direct technical assistance 1 1 

Extra Credit #12: Other technical assistance 0 1 

14. Does a statute(s)/regulation(s) require water connections that are part of a public supply to be metered? 0 2 

15. Does a statute(s)/regulation(s) require water suppliers to implement volumetric billing? 0 2 

16. Does a statute(s)/regulation(s) require rate structures explicitly designed to encourage water conservation? 0 2 

  Total 16 89* 

*89 is the absolute maximum number of points available when the base point value of 75 and the additional 14 extra credit points are taken together. 



The following Scorecard is an extended version of the Scorecard included in the 2017 Water Efficiency and Conservation 

State Scored: An Assessment of Laws. The questions below establish an “either, or” structure wherein states could receive 

points either for having a plan, or for a legal framework that was comparable to a plan. States with plans could receive a 

maximum of 28 points and states without a plan could received a maximum of 25 points. These total possible points   

include points awarded for extra credit offered under select questions. After each question was scored, the total was 

summed and states were assigned a grade based on the Grading Scale. Additional information about the rubric and    

scoring methodology is available in Section III of the report. 

Grade: C+ 

Climate Resiliency Long Form Scorecard: New Mexico 

Grading Scale 

A+ 23 to 25 

A 20 to 22 

A- 18 to 19 

B+ 15 to 17 

B 13 to 14 

B- 11 to 12 

C+ 8 to 10 

C 5 to 7 

C- 3 to 5 

D+ 1 to 2 

D 0 

*.5's round up 

Question Points Possible Points 

1. Does the state have a climate action, adaptation, or resiliency plan? 2.5 5 

        If Yes: 6 15 

What water resource management goals does it include, if any? 2 5 

On what water supply-related impacts, if any, of climate change or changing weather patterns does the plan focus? 3 4 

What agencies, organizations, or stakeholders are responsible for implementing the water resources strategies in the plan? 0.5 1 

Extra credit #1: Well aligned strategies/plans among agencies, between agency and state plans, and/or between stakeholders 0 1 

How often is the plan updated? 0.5 2 

Extra credit #2: An especially robust combination of enforcement provisions and requirements 0 2 

        If No: 0 12 

What state statute(s)/regulation(s), if any, provide legal authority or requirements regarding climate action or resiliency? 0 1 

What water resource management goals does it include, if any? 0 5 

On what water supply-related impacts, if any, of climate change or changing weather patterns does the plan focus? 0 4 

Extra credit #3: An especially robust combination of enforcement provisions and requirements 0 2 

2. Does the state require any climate change-related actions of the water and/or wastewater industries in:  0 5 

Resiliency plans? 0 2.5 

Statutes/regulations? 0 2.5 

3. Does the state have specific benchmarks against which it measures progress toward increased water resource resiliency? 0 3 

  Total 8.5 28 


	04-10-18 SFWCC
	Item 05_meeting minutes 3-13-18
	Item 06_Monthly Update For March 2018
	Item 07_Irrigation Efficiency Rebates
	Item 08_Update_on_Current_Water_Supply_Status
	Item 09_Ewing_Santa Fe presentation_0410
	Item 13_Action Item Sheet
	Sheet1

	Item 13d_New Mexico AWE scorecard
	NM_Longform_Conserv
	NM_Longform_Resiliency




