
IN m6PERIOR COuRT OF Tim STATE OF .ONA . --lr"ANn FOR THE COUN1Y OF MARICOPA 

IN RE TIIE GENERAL ADnJDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO 
USE WATER IN Tiffi Gll..A RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE No. Wl,W2,W3 & W4 

lWl-11-001350 I 
MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO 

The Bydrograpbic Suney Report for 
The San Pedro River Watershed ~ ~<-

~ .6 
Please file a .separate objection for ucb WateDhed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Repon. Obj«tioos to ~ 
information oontained in Volume 1 of the HSR can be atated on one objeclioo form. Objections must be written. U.se of.4llis fOJJV, P.,.~ 
or a computer faaimile, is required. Objections must be~ on or before May 18, 1992. - ;=:~{~~ 

This objection is directed to Wat.eBhed or Catalogued Well No. ~ 0 
:?:: 

File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No 111 - 24 - CBC - 006 ~-
( please insert no. ) (pleuc insert no.) , .. .. , 

_,, ' .:o 
-o;iir; 

OBJECTOR INFORMATION 

Objector's Name: 

Objector's Address: 

Magma Copper Company (1267) 
7400 North Oracle Rd 
Suite 200 
Tucson, Arizona 85704 

ASARCO Incorporated (1263) 
P.O. Box 8 
Hayden, Ari2ona 85235 

Objeetof's Telephone No.: (602) 575-5600 (602) 356-7811 
• The names. addresses and telephone numbers of Objectors' attorneys are on the back of 1his form. 

Objector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 WeU Repon No. (If the Objec1or's clalmed water right& are within the San Pedro River Watershed}: 

Magma Copper Company: 113-08-XXXX-022, et al. 
ASARCO Incorporated: 114-01-XXXX-005, et al. 

Or Objector's Catalogued Well Number {rf the Objector's claimed water rights appear only In Volume 8 of the HSR): 

NOT APPLICABLE 

Or Objector's Slatement ot Claimant No. {if the Obfector's cialmed water rights are located outside the San Pedro Rivet' Watershed): 

39 - NOT APPLICABLE 

STATE OF ARIZONA 
VERIFICATION 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

I hereby make this Objection. I certify that. if required, a copy of the 
forgoing Objection was served upon the following Claimant(s) by mall Ing 

true and correct copies thereof on the 11th dtrf of 

May , 199_g_, postage prepaid and addressed as follows: 

Name 

and 
Address 

DINWIDDIE, EDGAR G. 
&& LORRAINE 
ROUTE 2 BOX 16 
HEREFORD, AZ. 85615 

{The above section must be completed ii you object to another 
claimant's Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, or Catalogued 
Well Report It does not need to be completed if you file an 
objection to your ~ Wstershed File Report. Zoo. 2 Well Report. 
Catalogued We!I Report; or to Information contained In Volume t of 
lhe Hydrographlc SUrvey Report) 

(mu&t be completed by objector) 

I declare under penalty of perjury that I am a claimant in this 
Pfoceeding or 1he duly-authorized represemative of a 
dalmant; that I tlave mad the contents of this Objection 
(both sides and any attachments) and know the conten1s 
thereof; and that the information contained in the Objection 
i8 true based on my own personal knowledge, except those 
pol'lions of 1he Objection which are indicated as being 
known to me on lnfofmatlon and beief and. as to those 

portions. them to r:r· ~ 

• 

t.l~IANr;~ SHl~E 
Nc.isrf ?~ · Smle oi A~zona 

:.WV.:M\ CCUiffl 
!;4\ ~<..'ff.tr.. ~1:P.sJ14Y 17. 1994 

Objections must be filed with the Cieri< of the Super1or Court In and for Maricopa Cou , · "· .. ,~ r.:~GY&...V.McilMr---' 
3345 W. Durango Stroot Phoenix, AZ 85009. on or before May 18. 1992. 



e STATEMENT OF THE'OBJECTIONe 

The followlng ate the main categories of the typical watershed File Report (Zone 2 WeQ Reports and som41 Watervhed File Reports lack certaln 
catagories). Please check the category(les) to whk:h you object, and slate the raason for the objection on the back ol 1hls tonn. 

0 1. I object to the description ot Land owner.hip 

0 2. I object to the description of Applicable F1Un99 and Deer ... 

D . 3. I object to the desorlptloo of DWR'• An8Jyal9 o1 Flllng• and DecrM9 

~ : 4. I object to the descliptiOn of DIYeralona for the claimed water rtght(s) 

0 6. I object to the description of U.. for the clalmed water rtght{s) 

0 6. I objeCt to the description of AeMrvolra used for the elalmed water rtght(s) 

0 ' 1. I object to the description of Shared U9" & Dlvwelone for the claimed water rlgtrt(s) 

~ 8. I object to the PWR (Potential Water Ri;ht) SWnmary cl the claimed water right($) 

0 9. I object to the description of Quantnl" o1 UM for the clalmed water rlght(s) 

0 10. I object to the ExplanatiOn provided fOf the c1aimed water rtght(s) 

~ 11 . Other Objections (please state volume. page and line number for each objection) 

REASON FOR OBJECTION 

The reason for my objection Is as follows (please number your objections to COITespond to the boxes checl<ed above; please attach supporting 
Information and additional pages as necessary): 

Categcwy Number: 4, 8 and 11 

Magma Copper Company ("Magma"} and ASARCO Incorporated ('ASARCO") submit this objection 
as co-objectors. 

Magma and ASARCO object to the inclusion of groundwater in this Adjudication because 
groundwater is not subject to claims based on federal law (Uniform Objection Code Nos. 561, 562 and 
1134). In addition, this objection is intended to preserve this issue until such time as it is resolved by the 
Arizona Supreme Court. (Uniform Objection Code No. 1130) 

While this objection pertains to a specific Zone 2 Well Report number C-Zone 2 Report"), Magma 
and ASARCO are objecting to each Zone 2 Report that classifies a well as a •zone 2 Well", that extends 
federal reserved rights to groundwater pumped from the Zone 2 Well(s), or that otherwise creates a 
presumption that groundwater withdrawals from the well(s) significantly affect federal reserved rights. 

With respect to this particular Zone 2 Report, Magma and ASARCO presently believe that 
groundwater withdrawn from the subject well(s) does not significantly diminish water otherwise available 
to a federal reservation and therefore is not subject to the Gila Adjudication. However, should it be 
determined that groundwater withdrawn from the well(s) does significantly diminish water otherwise 
available to a federal reservation, Magma and ASARCO object to such use where such groundwater 
withdrawal interferes with parafT1o_ynt water rights of Magma or ASARCO. (Uniform Objection Code Nos. 
1.~.35 •. 1.136 and'.1150) , . · \ · .. 

·- .. ·"Magma ar:id ASARCO ~re atso fil)ng this objection to obtain notice and an opportunity to be heard 
on all issues in the event that .claims to the groundwater referenced In claimant's Zone 2 Report are 
adjudicaled:'<· '> ~·, t..'\ · 

....... . ·" ,~.. • ' t . "\. '\ ... . \ ', 
. : '\, .. ;.. ··,:•. " ' ~~"'·:r~J ... ,, 
~ttorneys for Magf.'!'la: ,:-·· .... _ Attorneys for ASARCO: 

Robert B. Hoffman (004415) 
Carlos. 0. Ronstadt (006468) 

- · \Jetfrey)N.-Creekett:°CQ12672}.: •. 1.:, \ \ 

SNELL & WILMER 
r--·-o-ne-Aoi.ona Centei" ! 
: · . Phoenix; Arizona ssoo.4;.0001: 
: :· . ·. (602) 382 ~ 6000/ . :·, .· .. /.~:~; i 
h..:- . .. i·: .. . :: ... :. ·-· .: ._· . .'·y: -·- . . ....... ....... .. ... . . ... . 

Burton M. Apker (001258) 
Gerrie Apker Kurtz (005637) 
APKER, APKER, HAGGARD 

& KURTZ, P.C. 
2111 E. Highland, Suite 230 
P.O. Box 10280 
Phoenix, Arizona 85064-0280 
(602) 381 ~ 0085 



IN THlAJ>ERIOR couRt OF TiiE STATE OF AAoNA 
ftilllll'AND FOR ffiE COUN1Y OF MARICOPP' 

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO 
USE WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE 

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO 
The Hydrographic Survey Report for 

The San Pedro River Watershed 

No. Wl,W2,W3 & W4 
IWl-11-001350 I 

Pleau file a separate objection for each Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Repon. Objections to 
information contained in Volume 1 of the HSR can be statro on one objection form. Objections must be written. Use of thi.s form, 
or a computer facsimile, is required. Objections must be ftCftved on or before May 18, 1992. 

This objection is dirci:lcd to Watershed 

File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No 

or Catalogued Well No. 
\.0 
N 
:x 
:x- ~ 

Objector's Name: 

ill - 24 - CBC - 006 
( please insert DO. ) (please in.sert no.) 

OBJECTOR INFORMATION 

Magma Copper Company (1267) 
7400 Nonh Oracle Rd 

ASARCO Incorporated (1263) 
P.O. Box 8 

-c 

~~ " 
m rn 

::E: 

c ~~ -Objector's Address: .. 
c...> 
C) Suite 200 

Tucson, Arizona 85704 
Hayden, Arizona 85235 

Objector's Telephone No.: (602) 575-5600 (602) 356-7811 
• The names. addresses and telephone numben; of Objectors' attorneys ate on the back of this form. 

Objector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (if the Objector's claimed water rights are within the Sa!l-Pedro River Watershed): 

Magma Copper Company: 113-08-XXXX-022, et al. V 
ASARCO Incorporated: 114-01-XXXX-005, et aJ. V 

Or Objector's Catalogued Well Number (d the Objector's claimed water righls appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR}: 

NOT APPLICABLE 

Or Objector's Statement of Claimant No. (Jf the Objector'• claimed water rights are located oumide the San Pedro River Watershed) : 

39 - NOT APPLICABLE 

STA TE OF ARIZONA 
VERIFICATION 

COUNlY OF MARICOPA 

I hereby make this Objection. I certify that if required, a copy of th& 
forgoing Objection was served upon the following Claimant(s) by mailing 

true and correct copies thereof on the 11th day of 

May , 199_g_, postage prepaid and addressed as follows: 

Name 

and 

Address 

DINWIDDIE, EDGAR G. 
&& LORRAINE 
ROUTE 2 BOX 16 
HEREFORD, AZ 85615 

(The above section must be completed H you object to another 
claimant's Watershed Fite Report, Zone 2 Well Report, 01 Catalogued 
Well Report. It does not need to be completed If you file an 
objection to your own Watershed File Report, z.one 2 WeU Report, 
Catalogued Well Report; or to information containad in Volume 1 of 
the Hydl'ographlc Survey Report) 

(must be completed by objector) 

I declare under penalty of perjury that I am a claimant In this 
proceeding or the duly·autholized representative of a 
claimant; that I have read the contents of this Objection 
(both sides and any attachments) and know the contents 
thereof; and that the lnfonnation contalned in the Objection 
Is true based on my own personal knowledge, except those 
portions of the Objection Which are Indicated as being 
known to me on information and belief and, as to those 
portions, I them to be true. 

Signature of Objector's Representative {AS ) 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 11th day 

o~;;/i;;JJ9_L ~ ri,M,L vtU4'V .41 

Objec1lons mwrt be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court In and for Maricopa County. Maricopa County Courthouse Annex, 
334S W. Durango Sfreet. Phoenix. AZ. 85009. on or before May 18, 1992. 



: · , 

e STATEMENT OF THE· OBJEGTIONe 

The following are the main categories of the typical Watershed File Report (Zone 2 Well Reports and some Wa1ershed File Reports lack certain 
categories). Please check 1he categoryQes) to which you object, and state the reason for the objection on the back of this form. 

D 1. I object to the description of Land OWnaranlp 

0 2. I object to the description of Appllcoble Flllnge and Deereee 

0 3. I object to the description of OWR'a Analyala of Fifing• and Decrees 

~ 4. I object to the description of Olver11lona for the claimed waler right(s) 

0 5. I object to tho description of Uaes for the claimed water right(s) 

0 6. I object to the description of Re88rvolre used for the claimed water right(s) 

D 7. I object to the description of Shared Ueea & Olveralona for the claimed water right(s) 

el)< • S. I object 1o the PWR (Potential Water Right} summary of the claimed water right(s) 

0 • 9. I object to the description of Quanthlee of Uee for the claimed water right(s) 

D 10. I objoct to the EXplanatlon provided for the cialmed water righl(s) 

@c ·11. Other Objections (please state volume. page and line number for each objection) 

REASON FOR OBJECTION 

The reason for my objection ls as follows (please number your objections to correspond to the boxes checked above: please attach supporting 
information and additional pages as necessary): 

Category Number: 4, 8 and 11 

Magma Copper Company ('Magma") and ASARCO Incorporated ("ASARCO•) submit this objection 
as co-objectors. 

Magma and ASARCO object to the inclusion of groundwater in this Adjudication because 
groundwater is neither appropriable under Arizona law (Uniform Objection Code Nos. 500, 510, 1120 and 
1132), nor is it subject to claims based on federal law (Uniform Objection Code Nos. 561 , 562, 1120 and 
1134). In addition. this obJection is intended to preserve these issues until such time as each is resolved 
by the Arizona Supreme Court. (Uniform Objection Code No. 1130) 

While this objection pertains to a specific Watershed File Report ("WFR"), Magma and ASARCO 
are objecting to each WFR that classifies a well as a ·zone 1 Well• or otherwise employs the "50% - 90 
day standard" to create a presumption of a well's diversion of appropriable surface water. 

With respect to this particular WFR, Magma and ASARCO presently believe that the subject well(s) 
is/are taking nonappropriable groundwater not subject to the Gila Adjudication. However, should it be 
determined that the well(s) is/are taking appropriable surface water, Magma and ASARCO object to such 
use where such taking is a diversion of surface water without an appropriative right under state law and/or 
is interfering with the water rights of Magma or ASARCO. (Uniform Objection Code Nos. 600, 61 O and 
1150) . . . 

Magma and.ASARCO are~lso filing this objection to obtain notice and an opportunity to be heard 
'On all,issu~s ii) the event that, ~!aims to the groundwater referenced in claimant's WFR are adjudicated. 
'- •• ~ ..,'\ "!! ... , .. . ·-"' • • ~ • 

~~~~~~~ys t~r M~gma: ·~~ ~ . 
'-~_:-'' .J ": ~ ~ .... ~- ... ,'!...._ \ • ~,....,.,;~, --~' 

~ -- .. ' \ ., 

Robert B. Hoffman (004415) 
Carlos D. Ronstadt (006468} 

. Jeffrey W. Crockett: (012672) 
,_ '\1"\ '•'· I 

. S~Ell: &'Wit.MER·, . . ··~ :~ ·' i .: \ " 
One Arizona Center · 
phoenix;~ ~iz.orf~-asoo4:oqo~,. ,~ .. 1 
(602). 382 - .6000· " . ' t·~~ "•;...; \ 
~- J- • .. :. • 'r - • • ·-: • • l. .. - 'l:~~- ~., 

I 
J. ~·. ,:.~;·. . .-( · : ., • 4 '!.: . .. \· .,.. ':=- l1 ·l,; 

' ' • I ,. • • ~'·l "·>:-..··•.,'-J 
' .t .• ..., . .. • " · ".: --·'/ 
! :.ff". . ! ·. !.-i:,•' : - .;-· ·· -~- . ·:..!:. 
;.__ .. ____ ·--·· ......... .,,. __ ... -

Attorneys for ASARCO: 

Burton M. Apker (001258) 
Gerrie Apker Kurtz (005637) 
APKER, APKER.HAGGARD 

& KURTZ, P.C . 
2111 E. Highland, Suite 230 
P.O. Box 10280 
Phoenix, Arizona 85064-0280 
(602) 381 - 0085 



... · . e e 
IN THE SUPERIOR COU~T OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO USE 
WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE 

\.0 tD'-

Contested Case File: ~ 11001356< ~ 

~ ~,.:: 
- ....,~::::-

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO 
The Hydrographic Survey Report for 

The San Pedro River Watershed 

N - r-

~ ~i~ 
Pleace file a separate objection for Heh Watorsho<I File Ropott, Zono 2 Woll Report or Catalogued Woll Report. Objections to CJ1 ~ 
information contained in Volume 1 of tho HSR can be etatod on one objection form. Objections must be written. U&e of this fo~r ,iY :::;< 
a computer facsimile. is required. Objections must be iecalved on or before May 18. 1992. Objections must be filed with the Cleric of .~ 
the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex .• 3346 W. Durango Street. Phoenix. AZ 85009. 

This objection is directed to Watershed 
Filo Report or Zono 2 Well Roport No. 

111-24-CBC-()()6 or Catalogued Well No. 

(please iruiert no.) (please in5ert no. I 

OBJECTOR INFORMATION 
Objeetot'• Name: Co·Objecto~'• Name: Co·Ob)eotor'• Name: 

United States of America Gila River Indian Community 
c/o Cox & Cox 

San Carlos Apache Tribe; Tonto 
Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apache Indian 
Community; Camp Verde Reservation 
c/o Sparks & Siler, P.C. 

Objector'• AddreH: Co·Objector'a Addro .. : Co-Objector'• Addreu: 

601 Pennsylvania Ave. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
Objector'• Telephone No.: 

Suite 300 Luhrs Tower 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 
Co·Objector'• Telephone No.: 

7503 First Street 
Scottsdale, AZ 85251 
Co-Objector'• Telephone No.: 

(202) 272-40591272-6978 (602) 254-7207 (602) 949-1998 
Objector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (if the Objector's claj!Il?d water rights are within the San Pedro River Watershed): 

611-19-000 

Or Objector's Catalogued Woll Number (if tt.e Objector's claimed water rights appoor only In Volumo 8 of tt-.o HSRI: 

Or Objector's Statement of Claimant No. {if the Objector's claimed water rights are located outside the San Pedro River Watershed): 

39-11-05478 39-05-41142 39-07-12652 39-07-12676 39-05-50058 39-07-12169 
39-US-60083 39-LS-36340 39-LS-37360 39-US-63614 39-07-12675 39-05-50059 

STATE OF ARIZONA 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA 
I hereby make this Objection. I certify that. if required, a copy of the 
foregoing Objection was served upon the following Clalmant(s} by 
mailing true and correct copiee thereof on the 18" day of~ 1992, 
postage prepaid and addroseed es follows: 

Name: 
111·24-CBC..006 
DINWIDDIE, EDGAR G. 
&WRRAINE 

Address: ROUTE 2 BOX 16 
HEREFORD AZ 85615 

(The above eection muet be completed if you object to another 
claimant's Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, or 
Catalogued Well Report. It does not need to be completed if you 
file en objection to your~ Waten;hed File Report. Zone 2 Well 
Report, Catologued WeU Report, or to information contained in 
Volume 1 of the H_y_dlllllfanhic Sm c. .. ~'-

~l SEAL 
PAMELA L. SPARKS 
Nota!'/ ltub~c • State ol Arizona 

MA;;JCQPA COUNTY 
My CO!f!m ~res AUg. 25. 1995 

VERIFlCATION(must be completed by objector! 

I declare under penalty of perjury that I am a claimant in this proceeding or the 
duly-authorized representative of a claimant; thet I have read the contents of 
this Objection (both sides and any attachments} and kn<lw the content• thereof; 
and that tha Information contained in the Objection is true based on my own 
personal knowtadge, except those portions of the Objection which are indicated 
as being known to me on information and belief and, as to those portions. I 

befi11ve m to b11 trueE • ~ 

ctor's Representative 

BSCRIBED ANO $ ORN to before me this 1 ~ay of May, 1992. 

~i~ 



I ..... -9'°· ·i 

STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION 

WFR No.: 111-24-CBC-006 
Contested Case File: W 11100 J 350 

Page 2 

The following are the main categories of the typical Watershed File Report {Zane 2 Well Reports and some Watershed File Roparta lack certain categories). 
Please check the category(iesl to which you object . and state the moaan for the objection on the back of this form , 

[XX) 

lXXI 

IXXJ 

1 . I object to the deccription of lend Owne,.hlp. 

2. I object to the description of Applicable Alinge and Oecreee. 

3. I object to the description of DWR'• Analyels of FDlnge and Deereee. 

4. I object to the description of Dlven1lon• for the claimed water rightist. 

6. I object to the de~rlption of VtH for the claimed water right(sl. 

6 . I object to the description of RHervoln ut1ed for the claimed Watef right(a). 

7. I object to the description of Shared Uses & Dlvel'lllone for tho claimed water right(s). 

8. I object to the PWR !Potential Water Rlghtl Summary of the claimed water right(s). 

9. I object to the description of Quantities of Uae for the claimed water rlght(s). 

10. I object to the Explanation provided for the claimed water right(s). 

11 . Other Objections (please state volume. page and lino number for each objectionl. 

REASON FOR OBJECTION 

The reason for my objection is as follows (please number your objections to correspond to the boxes checked above: please attach sUJ)porting information 
and additional pages as necessary): 

2. The claimant and/or ADWR fail(s) to associate this claim with a 
pre-adjudication water filing as required by Arizona statute. (SM 420) 

The statement of claimant lists a use not verified by DWR. (SM 478) 

The use of water listed under this Watershed File Report is challenged because 
it interferes with downstream federal reserved rights and is contrary to state 
and federal law. (SM 560) 

One or more of the POU legal descriptions listed in the WFR is too general. (SM 
720) (3900053640000; 3900053650000) 

8. The claimant and/or ADWR fail(s) to associate this claim with a 
pre-adjudication water filing as required by Arizona statute. (SM 420) 

The use of water listed under thi s Watershed File Report is challenged because 
it interferes with downstream federal reserved rights and is contrary to state 
and federal law. (SM 560) 

The legal description for the point of diversion listed by ADWR is not fully 
supported by the applicable filings listed. (SM 623) (WOl) 

One or more of the POU legal descriptions l isted in the WFR is too general. (SM 
720) (3900053640000; 3900053650000) 

The maximum observed vol'l.lllle is less than both the regional and claimed volume 
of use for this PWR. A claimant is not entitled to more water than has been put 
to beneficial use. (SM 1000) 

9. The maximum observed volume is less than both the regional and claimed volume 
of use for this PWR. A claimant is not entitled to more water than has been put 
to beneficial use. (SM 1000) 

ADWR uses a methodology that overestimates crop water requirements. (SM 1020} 



IN THE sulRloR ~U~T ~THE STATE OFt.ZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO USE 
WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE 

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO 
The HydR>graphic Survey Report for 

The San Pedro River Watershed 

No. W111001350 

Please file a separate oblection for each Watershed i:ue Repoit, Zone 2 Woll Report or Celalogued Well Report. Objections to lnfomiation contained Jn Volume 1 of 

the HSR can be staled on one objedlon fonn. Objections must be written. Uae ot !his form, °'a compullll' fac6imie, is required. Objections must be received on °' 

before May 18, 1992. 

or Catalogued Well No. This objection ls directed to Wa!Gt&hed 

Fde Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. 11124C8C 006 

(please insert no.) (please insert no.) 

Objector's Name: Gila River lndlan Communlly 

C/OCox&Cox 

Objectors Addn=s: Suite 300 Luhrs Tower. P.O. Box 4245 

Phoenix .• AZ. 85030 

Objector's Telephone: (602) 254-7207 

OBJECTOR INFORMATION 

SanCarbsApac:beTribe;TonloApacheTribe;Yavapaj.,6.pachelndlanCommunlty,CampVerdeReseivatlon 

CIO Sl)adcs & Slier, P.C. 

7503 First Street 
Scottsdale. AZ. 85251 

(602) 949-1988 

Objector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 WeD Report No. (I the Objector's c:lalmed water ll!hls are withill the San Pedro River Wat81'8hed): 

. . --- ------
Or Objector's Catalogued Well Number (If the Objec:lor's clalmed wat« righlll appear only in Voklme 8 of the HSR): 

Or Objeclof's Slatement of Clalment No. (i the Objector's claimed water rights are located outside the San Pedro RIYer Watelllhed): 

39-11-05478 - 39-05-41142 39-07-12652 39-07-12576 - 39-0S-SOOss- 39-07-12169 

39-US-60083 39-1.3-36340 39-l.8-37360 39-Us.&614 39-07-12675 39-05-50059 

STATE OF ARIZONA 
VERIACA llON (must be completed by objector) 

COUNlY OF MARICOPA 

I hereby make this Objection. I oerttty lhal if required, a oopy of the 

foregoing Objection was served upon the fotj}Clalmant(s) by 

malRng true end correct oopies thereof on the day of 

May, 1992, po$1age prepaid and addressed as follows: 

Name: DINWIDDIE, EDGAR G. 

Address: ROUTE 2 BOX 16 

HEREFORD AZ 85615 

(The above sedion must be oompleled if you object to another 

claimant's Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Wall Report. or 

Catalogued Well Rapolt. I does not need to be oompleted I 

you fie an objection to your own Watmshed FUe Report. Zone 2 

WeU Report. Calalogued WeU repoit; or to infonnallon oontalned In 

Voklme 1 of the Hydrographlc Survey Report.) 

I declare under perjUry that I am a claimant In this proceeding Of the duiy-authortzed 

representaliv$ of a claimant; that I have read the conlenls of this Objection (both sides 

and any att.achmonlll) and know the oontenlll thereof; and that the lnfonnation contained In the 

Objection is true based on my own personal knowledge, except those portion a of the Objeclicn 

whidl are indicated as being known lo me on Information and belief and, as to those poftions, 

Ol>jectlons must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex. 

334SW. OurangoStreet, Phoenix, AZ 85009, on or before May 18, 1992. 



.·. 
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STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION 

• 
The followin9 are the main categories of the typical Watershed File Report (Zone 2 Well Reports and some Watershed File Reports lack certain calogone~). Please check the 

category(ies) lo which you object, and state the reason for lhe objection on the back of this form. ~ 

• 1. I Objeet lo the description of land Ownership 

X 2. I object to tho description of Applicable Filings and ~& 

- 3. I objed to the descripUon of DWR's Analysis of Filings and Oec:tees 

X 4. t object lo the dll$C:liption of Diversions for the claimed water right(s) 

\ .. -r .. -:. . 
.,,., • _:.£\. '··-. -.. .. .. 

- 5. I object to !he description of Uses for the claimed water righl(s) 

- 6. t object lo the deS(;riplion of Rwervoirs used for the claimed waler righl(s) 

- 7. I objecl lo tho description of Shared Uses & DiYersiom for the claimed water righl(s} 

• 8. I object lo the PWR (Potential Water Right) Summaiy of the claimed waler righ\(s) 

X 9. I objecl lo the description ot Quantities of Use for tho claimed waler right(s) 

• 10. I object to tho Explanation provided for the unclaimed water right(s) 

• 11 . Other Objections (please slate volume, page and line number for each objection) 

REASON FOR OBJECTION 
The reason tor my objection is as follows (please number your objections lo oorrespond to the boxes checked abo\le; please attached supporting infonnalion and additional pages 

as nocessary. The following objection(s) are based upon lnlormation and belief: 

CATEGORY 

NUMBER 

4 The use of the water claimed depletes water for senior federal and Indian waler rights (1150). 

2 HSR does not show a well registration filing (420). 

2 HSR does not show a claimed water use rate (1000) . 

4 This well takes waler directly from the flow of lhe river under state 1&\andards (500) (532) (1132) (1137). 

9 HSR aoes oot show the apparenl annual volume of waler used (1000). 

' .. . J 



IN THE SUf.IOR.COURT.OF T~E STATE OF.IZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO USE 
WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE 

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO 
The Hydrographic Survey Report for 

No. W111001350 

The San Pedro River Watershed 

Please file a separate objection for each Watershed File Report. Zone 2 WeU Report or Catalogued Wen Reporl. Objecijons lo information oonlained in Volume 1 of 

lhe HSR can be stated on one objection form. Objectio."ls must be written. Use oflhis form. OT a computer facsimffe, Is required. Objections must be -'ved on or 

before May 18, 1992. 

This objection is directed to Watershed 

File Report or Zona 2 WeU Report No. 11124CBC006 

(please insert no.) 

or Celalogued Well No. 

(please insert no.) 

OBJECTOR INFORMATION 

I'-> 
:lt 
:t::> 
-< 

:?:::. 
::!! 

Objector's Name: G~a River Indian Community 

C/OCox&Cox 

S8nCariosApacheTribe;TontoApacneTribe;Yavapai~pachelndianCommunily~pVer 

Objector's Address: Suite 300 Luhrs Tower. P.O. Box4245 

Phoenix. A2. 85030 

Objector's Telephone: {602) 254-7207 

C/O Sparks & Slier, P.C. <J1 

7503 First Street O'\ 

S<:otlsdale, A2. 85251 

{602) 949-1988 

Objectors Welorshed File Report or Zone 2 Wolf Report No. (If !he Objector's claimed waler rights are wilhin the San Pedro River Wele,,.hed): 

. . . - - ------
Or Objector's Catalogued Well Number (if the Objecior's claimed waler rights appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR): 

Or Objector's Statement or Claimant No. (Ir the Objector's claimed water rights are located ou side !he San Pedro River Watershed): 

G-11--054!D 39~1142 39-07-12652 39-07-12676 <i:::9-05-so05t:> 39-01.12159 

39-UB-60083 39-LS-36340 39-LB-37360 39-US-63614 39-07-12675 Q9-05-S00s9) 

ST ATE OF ARIZONA 
VERIFICATION (must be completed by objector) 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

r~_; '--
--: :.: 

~ 
0 

---
l•· 

:-
r1 
·~ 

I hereby make this Objection. I certify lhal. if required. a oopy of the 

foregoing Objection was served upon the folk>Wing Claimant{s) by 

mailing true and correct oopies thereof on Iha U, day of 

I declare under perjury that I am a claimant In this prooee<fmg or the duly-authorized 

representative of a claimant; that I have read the contents of this Objection (both sides 

May, 1992, postage prepaid and addressed es follows: 

Name: DINWIDDIE, EDGAR G. 

Address: ROUTE 2 BOX 16 

HEREFORD AZ. 85615 

(The above section must be oompleled if you objeci to another 

claimanrs Wetershe<i File Report. Zone 2 Well Report, or 

Catalogued Well Report. 11 does not nood to be completed if 

you me an objodion to your own Watershed F~e Report, Zone 2 

Well Reporl, Calalogued Well report; OT to information contained in 

Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report.) 

and any all.achmenls) and know the contents thereof; and that the information COl\lained in the 

Objection is true based on my own personal knowledge, except those portions of the Objection 

which are indicated as being known lo me on information and belief and, as to those portions. 

I believe them lo be true. 

~~.GfC~~~ 
Signature of Objector or Objector's Represent.alive 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this~ day of 

May 1992. 

3345 W. Durango Street, Phoenilr;, AZ 85009, on or before May 18, 1992. 



STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION _ ... ---:--: ·.~~-:;-:\;;1 
.... .,. •••. r . · ..)a.t ·'"; ~. • ;. -.-:!.!..\ \ 

· . . . ' 4!_;,· ·· ~\. v!''f "'\or .. • • . .. •"'J 
The fot~g are l~e mam ca.tegones of the typical Walorshed Fie Reporl (Zone 2 WeU Reporls and 60me W\lers,ll..:',\~Ue ~~~~ ~~. oe~~-~t~~t PFse checlt lho 

category(ies) to which you ob1cct, and slate the reason for the o!:>jection on lhe back of this form. \ {j ~/ri~Jj ~.-.•· ~ ·;·~~: '. ;!~°'·~1< j 
-;~.i.:_ .u.;. 11ni'- • .;-: • • • .. ,. . ~ _/':.·") .:;.:;··' .. _,. 

., -....~-:;;> __ .. ~------·-·-_... 
- 1. I object lo the doscriplion of Land Ownershlp 

1 
____ • -

X 2. I object lo the description ot Applicable Filing$ and Decrees 

• 3. I object lo the descriplion of OWR's Analysis of Filingi and Decrees 

X 4. t object to Ille descriplion of OiYen;lons for the claimed waler righl{5) 

5. I object to the de1>criplion of Uses for the claimed water righl(s) 

- 6. l oi>jocl lo the description of Reservoirs used for the claimed waler righl(s) 

· 7. I object lo the description of Shared Uses & Oivel'5ions for the claimed water right(s) 

• 8. I object to the PWR (Potential Water Righi) Summary of the daimed water righl(s) 

X 9. I objed to the desc:ti;>lion of Quantities of Uae for the daimed waler right(s) 

10. I object to the Explanation provided for the unclaimed water righl(s) 

11. Other Objections (please stale volume, page and line number for each objoclion) 

REASON FOR OBJECTION 

... ·r_ · .. ~ . ,.~ 

l'hn r~!ll>on for my objeclion is as follows (please n"mber :rour objeciions lo correspond lo the boxes checked above; plea~ attached supporting information and additional page!. 

as ne<:e~sary. The following objeclion(s) are based upon in1onnalion and belief: 

CATEGORY 

NUMBER 

4 Tho use of lne water claim~ depletes water for senior federal and Indian water rights (1150). 

2 HSR does not show a well registration fding (420). 

9 HSR does not show a claimed water use rate (1000). 



• IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

IN RE THE GENERAL AOOUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO USE 
WATER IN TBB GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE 

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO 
The Hydrographic Survey Report for 

The San Pedro River Watershed 

No. Wl,W2,W3 & W4 
Wl-11-1350 

Please file a separate objection for e.ach llatershed File Report, Zone 2 Well i.eP'Jtt or 1'.atalogued llell Report. Objections to infomation contained in 
VolUDe l o[ the 1!SR can be staud on 0112 objection fom. Objections 111.St be written. Use of this foIJ, or a CC9p1Jter facsiaile, is required. Objections 
llJSt be received on or before !lay 18, 1992. 

This objection is directed to ~atershed or Catalogtred Vell Ho. 
File Report or Zone 2 Vell Report No. lll-24·CSC-006 \.0 ~ 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~OBJECro~~i-IllFORX!T~~-IOB~~~~~~~~~~~~~==;...~"".1- .; 

r- r. 
fY1 m Objector's Name: Bella Vista Ltd. Partnership; !licksville !later Collpany; Bella Vista Water Crilpany; 

Bella Vista l.allChes Ltd. Partnership; Dan Craccb.i.olo; Plleblo Del Sol Vater l'.oopanJ 
c/o llilliu P. Sullivan, Martinez (i Qrrtis, P.C. 

Objector's Address: 2112 North Seventh Street 
Phoenix, Arizona &5006-1003 

Objector's Telephone Ko.: (602) 248-0372 

Objector's llatershed File Report or Zone 2 Well ieport No. (if the Objector's claimed water rights are vitbin the San Pedro iiver Vatersbed): 

Ci[i6]i)m.20.001; m-23.QJO; m-20.0&2; m-20-oJo; m.23--011; 111-23-064; m.23.011; m.23.034 

Or Objector's f:ataloted Well Nunber (if the ~jector's claiaed vater rights appear only in Volute S of the HSR): 

Or Objector's Statement of ClaiJDant llo. (if the Objector's claiaed rater tights are located outside the s.m Pedro River watershed): 

STATK OF ARIZOXA 

<Dm!TI OF &\RH1JPA 
VHRIFICA'lIOlf (a.1.sf be C\Ojlleted by objector) 

~ 0 . 

+-.. 

I hereby nah this Objection. I certify that, if required, a copy of the 
forgoing Objection vas served upon the f~l?.'3 Claimt(s) by aailing 
true and correct copies thereof 011 the .£:f;!?:day of llay, 19~, postage 
prepaid and addressed as follows: 

•: D.IM'lIOOIE, ~ C. & tmAIRE 

I declare wxler penalty of perjury that I an a claimt in this proceeding 
or the duly·authorizal representative Gf a dailant; that I have re.ad the 
contents of this Ob jectioo (botli sides and airy attachments) and knov the 
contents thereof; and that the inf oration contained in the Objectioo is true 
based on ay om persooal knovledge, eictpt those porti<llS of Ue Ci>jection 
vbich are umcated as . iD to le on infotEtion and belief and, as 

Address: Rotfl'E 2 BOX 16 
lmFliD AZ 85615 

{The above section 111St be c-01pleted if you ooject to another 
claimant's iatersbed File Report, Zone 2 Vell ieplrt, or Catalopl Ml 
ieport. It dces not need to be c01pleted if you file an obje(:tioo to your 
!!!!. i1tershed File Report, Zone 2 Ml Report, Catalogued !Jell Report; or 
to infot1atioo conui.nal in Volme l of the 11)-drograitic Sumy leport.} 

to tho t..,· .... , • ......._.._., 

Sip.nature o jec r or jector's Represeatative 

::::: ra:fH thll /'1"1;, of !;y, l!!J 

':!ftl~(). Uu fl.tJ 

!otary Puhl ic for the State of Arizona J 
Residing at Pboenil, llaricopa County, Arizona. 

lly ~ssioo expires Jsmiary 16, 1996. 

Objections 111St be filed vitk the Clerk of the ~rior r.oort in an! for l!ari.co~ f.oonty, l!oricopa County r.oorthouse Annei, 
3345 II. ~ango Street, Phoenix, Kl 85009, on or before !lay l8, 1991. 

: '' -.... . 

: 



.-· 
::'" .· 

• II , ' 
STmxERT OF THE OBJECTIOll 

The folloving are main catesories c;f the typical Vatershed file hport (Zone 2 Veil Reports aod s<ne iatersbed File Reports lack certsin categories). Please 
check the category(ies) to which you object, alJ! state the reason for the objection oo the back of this fem. 

l. I object to the description of lalrl llvmrship 

2. I object to the description of Awlicahle filings ml Decrees 

3. I object to the deseriptioo of M's &mlysls 11f Filings ml Decrees 

4. I object to the description of Diversions for the claiaed water right(s) 

..,L) 5. I object to the description of Uses for the clailed water rlght(s) 

6. I object to the descriptioo of iesemirs used for the clai.led vater right(s) 

7. I objeet to the description of~ Uses & Diversit11S for the claiaed vater right(s) 

8. I object to the Pd (Potential V!ter Right) Sumaty of the claimed water rigbt(s) 

9. I ·objeet to the descriptioo of ~ties of Ilse for the claiad water right(s) 

_ 10. I object to the ~anation provided for the clailed water right(s) 

~ ll. Other Objeeti~ (please state volUJ1e, page aod line nniler for each objection) 

WSOB POR OBJECTIOH 

Tue reasoa for my objection is as follows (please llUllber your objections to correspoill to the bo1es cbetked above; please attach supporting infomation alJ! 
additiOll8l pages as necessary): 

SEE ATTACHED 

~-~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

(. '-



Wl-11-1350 
111-24-CBC-006 

~ ·•. 

DINWIDDIE, EDGAR G. & LORRAINE 
ROUTE 2 BOX 16 
HEREFORD AZ 85615 

category 
Number 

The objectors protest the WFR for the following reasons: 

11 Pursuant to Section 6. 08 of the Rules for Proceedings 
before the Special Master, Objectors wish to preserve all 
objections which may arise from or otherwise are related to 
the five remaining issues on Interlocutory Appeal before the 
Arizona Supreme Court. Objectors reserve the right to amend 
or supplement this objection fallowing the issuance of an 
opinion and mandate by the supreme Court dealing with any of 
the issues pending before it (1130, 1132, 1133, 1134, 1135, 
and 1136). 

11 The procedures imposed by the trial court and Master to 
preserve an objection to this claim are inconsistent with 
A.R.S. § 45-256(8). The Legislature did not intend each party 
to be required to review each and every claim and file all 
potential objections within the 180 day period or be 
foreclosed from participating in a contested case. The 
Statute clearly permits a party who has filed an objection "to 
make objections to any other claims" (100). 

11 Zone 1 and Zone 2 wells, and the uses related thereto, 
are beyond the jurisdiction of the general adjudication and 
should not be included in the WFR. (510, 520, 1121) 

5 (IROOl, IR002, SPOOl and SP002) Objectors protest ADWR's 
failure to analyze whether the PWR significantly diminishes 
water available to federal reservations. (220, 562, 1010) 

5 (IR002, SPOOl and SP002) No filing exist for these PWR.s . 
(920) 

5 The assigned priori ties and volumes do not match the 
claimed priorities and volumes. (410, 910, 1010) 



IN THB.PERIO~ CO~T O~ THB STATB~F ARIZONA 
IB AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO USf 
WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SIXJRCE No. Wl,W2,W3 & W4 

Contested Case Bo. Wl-11-001350 

MANDATORY PORK POR OBJECTIONS TO 
The By4roqraphic survey Report for the 

San Pedro River watershed 

Please file a separate objection for each watershed File Report. Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Report. Objections 
to information contained in Volune 1 of the HSR can be stated on one objection form. Objections rwst be written. Use of 
this form, or a ~ter facsimile, is required. Objecttons PUSt be received on or before May 18, 1992. 

This objection is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well No. 
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. 11.!·24·£!£_·~ 

(please insert no.) 

OBJECTOR INFORMATION 

Objector's Name: 
Objector's Address: 

Objector's Telephone No: 
Objector's watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (If the Objector's claimed water 
River watershed): 

(please insert no.) 

N 

or Objector's Catalogued Well Nurber (if the Objector's clafmed water rights appear only in Volune 8 of the HSR): 

-c c.: 
0 

or Objector's Statement of Claimant No. i the Objector's claimed water rights are located outside the San Pedro Watershed): 
9-0 0104 01041 0 206 01207 01998 

39-05 50053. 50054. 50055 
39-LS 35212. 35213 

STATE OF Arizona 

COUNTY OF Maricopa 
VBRIPICATION CllllSt be c~leted by objector> 

I hereby make this Objection. I cert i fy that, if 
required, copy of the foregoing Objection was served 
upon the fol lowing Claimant(s) by mailing true end 
correct copies thereof on the 14th day of !!!:l, 199i, 
postage prepaid and addressed as follows: 

Name: DINWIDDIE. EDGAR G. 

Address: ROUTE 2 BOX 16 

HEREFORD, AZ 85615 

(The above section lllJSt be c~leted if you object 
to another claimant ' s Watershed Fi le Report, zone 2 
Well Report, or Catalogued Well Report. It does not 
need to be coq>leted if you file an objection to your 
own Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Uell Report, 
Catalogued well Report, or to infonnatfon contained 
in Volune 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report . ) 

J declare under pena lty of per jury that I am a claimant in this 
proceeding or the duly-authorized representative of a claimant; 
that r have read the contents of thf s Objection (both 
sides and any attachments) and know the contents thereof; 
end that the information contained in the Objection is true 
based on by own personal knowledge, except those portions 
of the Objection which are indicated as being known to me 
on information and belief and, as to those portions, 

I .. "lS::J'C. ~ 
Signature of Objector or Objector's Representative 

SUBSCRIBfD AND SWRN to before me this 1st day of 
~. 1992. 

Objections lllJSt be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in end for Maricopa County, Maricopa 
COll\ty Courthouse Annex. 3345 u. Durango Street, Phoenix Az 85009, on or before Mey 18, 1992. 



e -. 
Watershed Pile Report: 111-24-CBC -006 
Vol-Tab-P9 3-2-098 

PAGB: 2 

DIHWIDDIB, BOGAR G. 

STATEMENT OP TBB OBJECTION 

The following are the lll8in categories of the typical watershed file Report czooe 2 Well Reports and sane 
Uaterahed File Reports lack certain categories>. Please check the category(ies> to which you object, 
and state the reason for the objection on the back of this form. 

Cl 1. I object to the description of LAND OWNERSHIP 

c J 

( J 

[ J 

[ ) 

[ J 

[ ) 

[ J 

CXJ 

[ J 

( l 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

I object to the description of APPLICABLE FIUNCS AND DECREES 

I object to the description of DWR's ANALYSIS OF FILINGS AND DECREES 

I object to the description of the DIVERSIONS for the claimed water right(s) 

I object to the descrfptfon of the USES for the claimed water right(s) 

I object to the description of RESERVOIRS used for the claimed water right(s) 

I object to the description of SHARED USES & DIVERSIONS for the claimed water right(s) 

I object to the PWR (POTENTIAL WATER RIGHT) SUMMARY of the c laimed water right(s} 

I object to the description of the QUANTITIES OF USE for the claimed water right(s) 

I object to the EXPLANATION provided for the claimed water right(s) 

Other Objections (please state volune l'Uliler, page nuD!r and line nuii>er for each objection) 

REASON FOR OBJECTION 
The reason for lfff objection is as follows (please rurt>er your objections to correspond to the boxes checked above; 
please attac:h supporting information and additional pages as necessary>: 

CATEGORY 
NUMBER 

SEE ATTACHMENT 1 

In this attachment the uniform code designated by the 

Special Master in accordance with Case Management 

order No. 1 is shown in parenthesis following each 

obiection statement. 



Watershed Pile Report: 111-24-CBC -006 
Vol-Tab-P9 3-2-098 
DINWIDDIE, BOGAR G. 

ATTACHMENT 1 

1fPR CATEGORY 9 - QUA!rl'ITIES OF USE 

PAGB: 1 

The Salt River Project objects to the quantities of use 
assigned to this Potential Water Right (PWR). The maximum 
observed and regional methods used by DWR for determining 
quantities of use for certain agricultural irrigation PWRs are 
inconsistent with the Arizona doctrine of prior appropriation ; 
these methods are also technically inaccurate. The maximum 
potential method used by DWR for determining quantities of use is 
consistent with Arizona law; however, several technical 
corrections are necessary. For an additional discussion of the 
problems associated with DWR's methods of quantification for this 
type of PWR, see the Salt River Project's Volume 1 objections to 
these methods, a copy of which is attached to this objection and 
incorporated herein by reference (1020). This objection applies 
to: IROOl and IR002 . 

* * * * 

The Salt River Project objects to the failure of DWR to 
calculate a diversion rate for this Potential Water Right (PWR). 
All PWRs assigned a point or points of diversion should be 
assigned a separate diversion rate for each point of diversion. 
Diversion rates should be calculated at the point of diversion 
and should include conveyance losses (1010). This objection 
applies to: IROOl and IR002. 



INTRODtJCT:IOH 

.. 

BXCBRPT FROM 
SALT RrVBR PROJBCT OBJECTIONS 'l'O 

VOLUME 1 OF '1'BB &Alf PBDRO RIVER KSR 

IRRIGATION QUAlf'l'ITY ESTIMATES 

(paqe numbers refer to volume 1) 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's estimation methods and 
results for irrigation water quantities for the following reasons: 

First, the Salt River Project objects to DWR's estimation of water 
duty under both the "maximum observed" and "regional" methods. In the 
absence of decreed rights, which must be accepted by the court in the 
absence of abandonment, Arizona law requires that the extent of an 
appropriative right be measured according to the quantity of water that 
the appropriator diverted for beneficial use since the time of the 
appropriation. A.R.S. § 45-141(B) ("Beneficial use shall be the basis, 
measure and limit to the use of water"). Neither the "maximum 
observed" or "regional" quantification methods employed by DWR 
properly estimate maximum actual historical beneficial use as required 
by law. 

The Salt River Project supports DWR's estimation of water duty 
using the "maximum potential" method since, in the absence of 
sufficient historical records, this method properly estimates maximum 
actual historical beneficial use. 

Second, DWR's method to compute maximum observed water duty 
does not accurately estimate maximum actual historical beneficial use 
since it incorporates inaccurate crop irrigation requirements, deficit 
irrigation, five years or less of crop history, or overly high 
efficiency estimates. 

Third, although DWR has developed new terminology in reporting 
regional water duties, DWR still uses the Arizona Groundwater Code 
method of "areas of similar farming conditions" (ASFC), now termed 
"regional farming conditions" (RFC). The RFC method assigns a 
weighted average consumptive use requirement to the water duty 
equation based upon the types of crops recently grown by appropriators 
in a designated area. Historical information or records evincing an 
individual claimant's actual cropping patterns and the quantities of 
water actually used to cultivate such crops since the time of 
appropriation are not considered. In fact, the Court noted that 
"[average efficient use] is not directly related to what is the 
property's water right[s) ••• " (Entitlement Order at 6). Under 
the prior appropriation doctrine, an appropriator who has grown alfalfa 
on his property historically is entitled to a water duty that will 
support alfalfa, regardless of the crops that he or his neighbors 
are currently growing. Under DWR's "averaging" approach, an 
appropriator in this situation would be assigned an apparent 
entitlement inadequate to meet crop needs. 



·-

Additionally, under the RFC concept, the efficiency of various 
irrigation methods is averaged among appropriators, thus further 
exacerbating the inadequate water duty for the appropriator who does 
not have a system with above-average efficiency. 

Fourth, there are a number of technical errors in DWR's calculation 
of crop consumptive use including the use of a five year crop history, 
adjusted weather data, relative humidity, growing season, effective 
precipitation, crop coefficients, alfalfa stand establishment, deficit 
irrigation, and efficiency estimates. 

Five Year crop History 
PP• 141-151, C-18, C-19, C-68 throuqh C-78 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's use of its five year 
investigation period for computing acreages irrigated for maximum 
observed quantification and for computing crop irrigation water 
requirements for both maximum observed and regional quantifications. 
Indeed, it appears that DWR has relied heavily on a single year (1990) 
of crop survey data. The information developed from a single year, or 
five year period, cannot be used to properly estimate actual historical 
beneficial use since low consumptive use crops or no crop may be 
present during the period. Thus, historical cropping practices or 
completion of a crop rotation are not reflected. 

Adjusted Weather Data 
pp. c-6 through C-19 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's adjustment of weather 
station temperatures from recorded values and relative humidities from 
estimated values . The temperature and relative humidity adjustment 
procedure is intended for prediction of crop water requirements for 
large, new irrigation developments where the current observations are 
from a nearby non-irrigated area. Because of the "clothesline" 
configuration of San Pedro irrigated areas in relation to the extremely 
arid surrounding environment, it is extremely doubtful there is any 
moderating effect due to surrounding irrigated land or to the San Pedro 
River. 

Relative Humidity 
PP• C-9, c-11, c-2s, C-29, C-34, C-92 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's failure to specify whether 
it used minimum relative humidity as specified in Food and Agricultural 
Organization (FAO) Paper 24. Minimum relative humidity is not 
reported by Sellers and Hill. Furthermore, their 6 p.m. (1800 hours) 
data must be adjusted downward to reflect lower humidity in mid­
afternoon. The proper publication date for Arizona Climate, 1931-1972, 
by Sellers and Hill, is 1974. 

Growing Season 
pp. C-20, C-24 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's use of field observations 
during one or just a few years to estimate the length of growing season 
for pere.nnial crops. A few field observations of irrigation dates do 
not define the water use period because water use occurs both before and 
after irrigation and because growing seasons vary from year to year. 
Growing seasons can best be determined for perennial crops by a 
relationship between plant growth and mean temperature or mean date 
of low temperatures over an extended period of record. 



Effective Precipitation 
pp. C-38 1 C-40 through C-49 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's method of estimating non­
growing season effective precipitation. The procedure used neglects 
runoff, uses soil constant values that are highly variable and not well 
quantified, and is unclear about assumptions of initial soil moisture 
conditions for each month. Published methods can be used to estimate 
non-growing season effective precipitation for the winter months, the 
relevant period for most crops. Furthermore, the Salt River Project 
objects to DWR's use of a 50 percent probability of precipitation, which 
results in an inadequate supply in one-half of the years. A so percent 
probability indicates that average effective precipitation is subtracted 
from crop consumptive use when DWR calculates the irrigation 
requirement. This means that in years of below-average precipitation, 
irrigation users would be unable to replace the lack of precipitation 
with additional irrigation water. The amount of precipitation that is 
available 80 percent of the time for field crops and 90 percent of the 
time for orchards and vegetables is appropriate. 

Crop Coefficients 
p. C-33 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's use of 0.8 as the kc for 
Winter Pasture. Winter Pasture is a cool-season grass mixture that 
has a higher crop coefficient than a warm-season grass. SRP also 
objects to DWR's use of the mean of kcl and kc3 as a value for kc2, 
instead of interpolation. Both FA0-24 and University of California 
Leaflet 21427 specify interpolation. 

Alfalfa stan4 Establishment 
p. c-37 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's failure to include water 
for alfalfa stand establishment as an "Other Need." 

Deficit Irriqation 
pp. c-4, c-s, c-54 through c-68 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's use of deficit irrigation 
values for the maximum observed quantification for water right 
entitlements. As noted above, maximum actual historical beneficial use 
is the proper measure of a water right entitlement, not current practice. 

Bf f iciency Estimates 
pp. 138-140, c-51 through c-54 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's omission of the effect of a 
rotation delivery system on On-Farm Irrigation Efficiency. A rotation 
delivery system reduces on-Farm Irrigation Efficiency below that which 
can be achieved if irrigation water is available on demand. 

The Salt River Project also objects to DWR's use of average 
estimated values of irrigation efficiency for regional quantification. 
The use of average efficiencies understates entitlements for one-half 
of all irrigated acres on this basis alone. 


