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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT 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 

 

 

W-1 (Salt) 
W-2 (Verde) 
W-3 (Upper Gila) 
W-4 (San Pedro) 
 
Contested Case No. W1-11-232 
 
 
CORRECTING ORDER 
 

CONTESTED CASE NAME: In re San Pedro Riparian National Conservation Area 

HSR INVOLVED:  San Pedro River Watershed Hydrographic Survey Report 

DESCRIPTIVE SUMMARY:  This Order clarifies deadlines and corrects the trial date 
associated with the March 3, 2025 Order issued by this Court.  

NUMBER OF PAGES: 2 

On March 3, 2025, the Court issued an Order Approving United States Proposed 

Schedule with Modifications (“Order”).  The descriptive summary of the Order incorrectly 

stated that Arizona Department of Water Resources (“ADWR”) was to file amended 

watershed file reports by April 28, 2025.  The correct deadline for ADWR to file amended 

Watershed File Reports is September 22, 2025, as stated on page two of the Order.  It is 

noted that April 28, 2025, is the correct deadline for the United States to file all necessary 

documentation with ADWR to revise or amend the Certificates of Water Right, as stated in 

the Order. 

Additionally, page two of the Order states that trial is set to begin on April 26, 2026.  

As April 26, 2026, is a Sunday, the correct date for trial to begin is April 27, 2026.   
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All other orders and deadlines associated with the March 3, 2025 Order remain in 

place. 

Signed this Gfl:.y of ___,__k!����,_,v,'"--t.

The original of the foregoing was delivered to the 
Clerk of the Maricopa County Superior Court on 

fv'\cA.rc.h lJ! , 1..C--Z..� , for filing and 
distributing a copy to all persons listed on the Court 

oved mai ing list for this contested case. 
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