O 0 9 & i b WO e

NN N NN NN N = e e e e e e el e e
g\lc\m#wt\)»—oom\l@m&wwwo

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

CIVIL NO. W1-11-3315

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER

CONTESTED CASE NAME: Inre Young

HSR INVOLVED: San Pedro River Watershed Hydrographic Survey Report.

DESCRIPTIVE SUMMARY: Designation of case as subject to Track 1 Procedures and
directing Arizona Department of Water Resources to set a meeting with claimants and

objectors.
NUMBER OF PAGES: 45.

DATE OF FILING: February 13, 2018

This contested case will adjudicate potential water rights and resolve objections to

Watershed File Reports 115-04-ADB-006, 115-04-ADB-007, and 115-04-ADB-010.
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Landowners

The landowners identified in each of the Watershed File Reports have transferred title
to the properties. The Court has approved a form of Assignment of Statement of Claimant to
effectuate an assignment of a claim for a water right when ownership of property is transferred.
Assignments have been filed for: Statements of Claimant 39-5682 and 39-5683 to the Lemuel
B. Young Trust dated October 18, 2016 and Statements of Claimant 39-5846 and 39-5847 to
Harold D. Young and Nancy L. Young as Trustees of the Young Living Trust, dated March 2,

2012.

Statements of Claimant 39-5848 and 39-5849 pertain to land owned by the Louise
Young Living Trust which was conveyed by Lemuel Young as trustee by Trustee’s Deed dated
August 6, 2007 to: Arthur Young, Pauline Young Barney, Lester Young, Harold Young,
Lemuel Young, Nathan Young, Sandra Verdugo, Jeffrey Young and Stephen Young. On
December 1, 2017, an assignment was filed to assign the above listed statements of claimant
from the Louise Young Living Trust Agreement by Lemuel Young, assignor, to the
beneficiaries of the trust who had been deeded a fractional interest in the property pursuant to
the Trustee’s Deed. Attached to the assignment were the notarized signatures of the following
seven assignees: Arthur Young, Pauline Young Barney, Harold Young, Lemuel B. Young,
Nathan Young, Sandra (Verdugo) Waltz, and Jeffrey Young.! Further assignments of their
respective interests in the Statements of Claimant 39-5848 and 39-5849 were executed by
Lemuel B. Young to the Lemuel B. Young Trust, Harold Young and Nancy Young to the

Young Living Trust, dated March 2, 2012, Pauline Y. Barney to the Pauline Y. Barney Family

A Also attached to the assignment was a list of property owners and their respective fractional interests.
Two original property owners, Lester Young and Stephen Young, were listed as having no fractional interest.
Included in the extensive documentation submitted to the Arizona Department of Water Resources, were copies of
a deed from Stephen Young to Lemuel Young, recorded September 18, 2009, conveying land in Pinal County and
a deed from Lester Young to Arthur Young recorded Jun; 18, 2010, conveying land in Pinal County.




O 00 N N W B W N e

N N T e O L O N T S o " GOy G VAU iy

Trust and by Sandra D. (Verdugo) Waltz to the Verdugo Living Trust. Thus, the only
claimants under Statements of Claimant 39-5848 and 39-5849 for water rights are now: Arthur
Young, Nathan Young, Jeffrey Young, Lemuel B. Young Trust, Young Living Trust, Pauline

Y. Barney Family Trust, and the Verdugo Living Trust.

Procedures to Adjudicate Water Rights

Each of the watershed file reports lists potential water right for a well for domestic
use. Watershed File Reports 115-04-ADB-006 and 115-04-ADB-010 also include a potential
water right for irrigation use which is characterized as water for irrigation for less than two
acres associated with domestic use. Watershed File Report 115-04-ADB-007 classified the
additional potential water right, IR001, as one for irrigation. The Rules for Proceedings
Before the Special Master? requires the Master to assign contested cases to either Track 1 or
Track 2. Given the relatively small amounts of water involved Watershed File Reports 115-
04-ADB-006 and 115-04-ADB-010 and the fact that the landowners involved in those claims
also have an ownership interest in the land in Watershed File Reports 115-04-ADB-007, this
contested case will initially be assigned to Track 1. At any time, any litigant may file a
motion requesting that the contested case be transferred to Track 2.

The first step required by Track 1 is a meeting with Arizona Department of Water
Resources (DWR) to clarify the objections and determine whether the objections can be
resolved by amendment to the Statements of Claimant, by an agreement between the litigants,

or by an amendment of the Watershed File Reports. Copies of the objections are attached as

2 A copy of the Rules for Proceeding before the Special Master can be found on the website:
https://www.superiorcourt.maricopa.gov/SuperiorCourt/GeneralStreamAdjudication/docs/pdfs—
RulesRev053105.pdf
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Appendix A. The meeting will be attended by the litigants or their representatives and their
attorneys, if any. Rule 8.02[1][a] provides that when none of the claimants has filed an
objection to the Watershed File Report:
In cases where one or more objectors have filed an objection to the claimant’s
Watershed File Report, DWR will convene the meeting and will explain the basis of
its findings. DWR will thereafter facilitate the discussion between the litigants and
inform the litigants that, unless an agreement on the objection is reached, the matter
will be heard by the Master.
Accordingly,
IT IS ORDERED that DWR shall schedule a meeting with the claimants and the
objectors no later than April 5, 2018. At the conclusion of the meeting, DWR shall file a
Meeting Report pursuant to Rule 8.02[1][c], which shall include a statement identifying

whether the wells that are the source of the domestic water use are located within the subflow

zone. No discovery deadline or readiness conference shall be set until receipt of the Meeting

A‘Z%

“SUSXN WARD HARRIS
Special Master

Report.

On February 13, 2018, the original of the foregoing was
delivered to the Clerk of the Maricopa County Superior
Court for filing and distributing a copy to all persons
listed on the Court-approved mailing list for this
contested case.




APPENDIX A

Lan IR o T o . B B - T



— i

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF AhlZDNA
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 Contested Case File: W111003315

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO
The Hydrographic Survey Report for
The San Pedro River Watershed

Plaase file a separate objection for each W hed File Report, Zons 2 Woell Report or Catalogued Well Report. Objections to
information contained in Volume 1 of the HSR can be steted on one objection form. Objactions muet be written. Uses of this form, or
=2 computer facsimile, is required. Objsctions must be recelved on of before May 18, 1982, Objections must be filed with the Clark of
the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex, 3348 W. Durango Strest, Phoonix, AZ 85008,

This objection is directed to Watershed 115-04-ADB-008 or Catalegusd Well No.
Fils Report or Zone 2 Wall Report No.

{plaase insert no.) {please insert no.}

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objecter’s Name: Co-Objector's Name: Co-Cbjector'e Name:
United States of America Gila River Indian Community San Carlos Apache Tribe; Tonto
c/o Cox & Cox Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apache Indian

Community; Camp Verde Reservation
¢/o Sparks & Siler, P.C.

Obfector's Address: Co-Objector's Addrass: Co-0bjactor’s Addrese:

601 Pennsylvania Ave. Suite 300 Luhrs Tower 7503 First Street

Washington, D.C. 20004 Phoenix, AZ 85003 Scottsdale, AZ 85251

Objector’s Telaphone No.: Co-Objector’s Talephone No,: Co-Objector’s Telephone No.:

(202) 2724059 / 272-6978 (602) 254-7207 (602) 949-1998

Objector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No, {if the Objectaer’s claimed water rights are within the San Pedro River Watershed):
111-19-009

Or Objector's Catalogusd Well Number {if the Qbjector’s claimed water rights appear only in Volums 8 of the HSR):

Or Objector’s Statemsnt of Claimant Ne. {if the Objector’s claimed water rights are located outside the San Pedro River Watershadij:

39-11-05478 39-05-41142 39-07-12652 39-07-12676 39-05-50058 39-07-12169
39-U8-60083 39-1.8-36340 39-18-37360 39-U8-63614 39-07-12675 39-05-50059

STATE oF ARIZONA

COUNTY OF MARICOPA VERIFICATION{must be completed by objector)

f hareby make this Ohjection, | certify that, if required, a copy of the I declare under penatty of parjury that 1 am a claimant in this procseding or the
foregoing Objection was served upon the following Claimantis} by duly-authorized representative of a claimant: that | have read the contents of
mailing trus and correct eopies thereof on the 18" day of May, 1902, this Objection (both sides and any attachments} and know ths sontents thersof;
postag, paid and add d as foll and that the infermation contained in the Objection is true based on my own

parzonal knowladge, excapt these portions of the Objsction which are indicated
28 baing known to me on information and belief and, as to thoss pertions, |

bsli em to be
115-04-ADB-806
Name: YOUNG, LEMUEL B,
& MARGARET
Address: BOX 309 A & v
HAYDEN AZ 85235 P49 ey

Objsctor’s Repf@sentative
{The above section must be completed if you object to another
claimant’s Watershed File Repors, Zons 2 Wall Repoart, or
Catalogued Wsli Report. It does not need to bs complsted if vou
file an objection o your guwn Watershed File Roport, Zone 2 Wall
Report, Catalogued Well Report, or to information contained in
Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report.)

OFRICIAL SEAL
1 PAMELAL. SPARKS
¢ Notary Puitlic - State of Arizona
&/ MARICOPA COUNTY
My Comm Exmres Aug. 251088

AND SWORM to day of May, 1992.

suss%
7/




WFR No.: 115-04-ADB-008
Contssted Case File: W111003315

Page 2

STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main categories of the typical Watershed File Report {Zone 2 Well Reports and some Watershed File Reports lack certain categories).
Please check the categorylies) to which ¥ou object, and state the ressen for the objaction on the back of this form.

[Xx1 1. | object to the description of Land Ownership.

{XX1 2. labject to the description of Applicable Fllings and Decraes.

EXXI 3. 1object to the deseription of BWR's Analysls of Bllings and Desraas.

[ 1 4. | object to the description of Dlversicns for the claimed water right{s).

I} 5. | abject to the description of Uses for the claimed water rightis).

[ 1 6. ! abject to the description of Resarvoirs used for the claimed water rightis).

[ 7. { abject to the description of Shered Uses & Divarslons for the claimed water rightis).

X 8. ! object to the PWR {Potential Water Right} Summary of the claimed water right{s].

[Xxa 8. 1 objset to the description of Quantitios of Use for the claimed water rightis).

[ 1 o | object to the Explanation provided for the claimed water rightis).

i1 11 Other Objsctions {please state volume, page and line number for each objection}.
REASON FOR OBJECTION

The reason for my objection is as follows {pleass number your objections to pond to the b checked above; please attach supporting information

and additional pages as necessary}:

1.

There is a discrepancy between the name of owner/lessee listed by ADWR for this
Watershed File Report and the name of the owner/lessee identified in the
adjudication filing. (SM 320)

The claimant and/or ADWR fail({s) to associate this elaim with a

pre-adjudication water filing as required by Arizona statute. {SM 420) (pO1;
P02)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the pre-filings. (SM 430) (0T001)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the adjudication filings. (SM 478) (0T001)

Adjudication filings associated with this WFR contain inaccurate or incomplete
information. (SM 478)

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

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

There is no gquantity amount listed for a pre-filing and/or filing under this
WFR. (SM 1000) (3600465700000; 3900056820000; 3500058450000)

Adjudication filings associated with this WFR contain inaccurate or incomplete
information. (SM 478)

The claimant and/or ADWR fail(s) to associate this claim with a
pre-adjudication water f£iling as required by Arizona statute. (SM 420} (PO1;
P02)
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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)

The legal description for the point of diversion listed by ADWR is not fully
supported by the applicable filings listed. (SM 623) (PO1; P02; WO1)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the ADWR analysis of Apparent First Use Date. (SM 920} (0T001)

The regional volume of use is less than both the claimed and maximum observed
volume of use. This indicates that the water is being used inefficiently. The
claimant is not entitled to the water that will be wasted. (SM 1000)

The regional volume of use is less than both the claimed and maximum observed
volume of use. This indicates that the water is being used inefficiently. The
claimant is not entitled to the water that will be wasted. (SM 1000)

ADWR uses a methodology that over-estimates crop water requirements. (SM 1020)



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 Contested Case File: W111003316

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO
The Hydrographic Survey Report for
The San Pedro River Watershed

Plaasa txta a separata objaction for each Watarshed Fils Report. Zone 2 Wsll Report or Catalogued Well Report. Objections to

f d in Vol 1 of the HSR can be statad on cne ahisction form. Object must be written. Use of this form, or
8 computsr facsimile, is required. Objections must bs racalved on or bafors May 18, 1882, Objections must be filed with the Clerk of
the Suparior Court in and for Mari Caunty, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex, 3346 W. Durange Streat, Phoenix, AZ 85009,

This abjection s directed to Watershed 115-04-ADB-007 or Catalagued Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No.

{please insert no.) {please insert no.}

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objector's Namea: Co-Chjactor's Name: Co-Objector's Name:
United States of America Gila River Indian Community San Carlos Apache Tribe; Tonto
c/o Cox & Cox Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apache Indian

Community; Camp Verde Reservation
c/o Sparks & Siler, P.C.

OCbjector’s Addrass: Go-Objector's Addrass: Co-Objsctor's Address:

601 Pennsylvania Ave. Suite 300 Luhrs Tower 7503 First Street

Washington, D.C. 20004 Phoenix, AZ 85003 Scottsdale, AZ 85251

Objector’s Telephone No.: Co-Objsetor’s Telaphone No.: Co-Objactor’s Telephona No.:

(202) 272-4059 / 272-6978 (602) 254-7207 (602) 949-1998

Objector’s Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report Ne. {if the Objector’s claimed water rfights ars within the San Padro River Watershad):
111-19-009

Or Objector's Catalogued Well Number (if the Objector’s claimed water rights appesr only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

Or Objector's Statemsnt af Claimant No. {if the Objectar's clagimed water rights are located outside the San Padro River Watershed):

39-11-05478 39-05-41142 39-07-12652 39-07-12676 39-05-50058 39-07-12169
39-U8-60083 39-1.8-36340 39-L8-37360 39-U8-63614 39-07-12675 39-05-50059
STATE OF ARIZONA

COUNTY OF MARICOPA VERIFICATION(must be completed by objector)

{ hereby make this Objection. | certify that, if required, a copy of the i declare under penaity of perjury that | am a claimant in this precseding or the
faregoing Objection was served upon the following Claimant(s) by duly-authorized representative of a claimant; that | have read the contents of
mailing true and comect copies thersof on the 18" day of May, 1882,  this Objaction {both sides and any attachments) and know the contents theraofs
postage prepaid and addressed as follows: and that the information contained in the Objection is true based on my own

personal knowladge, except those portions of the Objection which are indicated
as being known to me on information and balief and, as to those portions, |
belisve the
115-04-ADB-007
Name:  YOUNG, MARY LOUISE

Address: BOX §5 ’
HAYDEN AZ 85235 Ko Ai,
Signaturs of bjec W Obxactor’s Ra entanve
{The sbove section must be completed if you objset to another Q = ‘,
claimant's Watsrshed File Rsport, Zone 2 Well Report, or

Catalogued Well Report. it does not need to be completed if you S!gnature}éfmotjmcr or Qo-Qk ector‘s Rapresentative

file an objection to your awn Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well !
Report, Catalogued Wall Repert, or to information contained in suss AND SWORN to Seforp ma this day of May, 1922.
Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Surve M

> SiAL. SPARKS
A PAM ;:;;Nc S1alo of Afzona

- NTY
. -"?:“'?335,&“ 1995
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STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main categories of the typical Watershed File Report {Zone 2 Well Reports and some Watershed Fils Reports lack certain categoriss),

Please check the categorylies) to which vou objact, and stats the ¢ 1 for the objection on the back of this form.
[XX] 1. | object to the dascription of Land Ownesship,
19.0.4} 2. | ehject to the description of Applicabls Fllings and Decress.

[XX] 3, | ebject to the description of DWR"s Analysis of Filings and Decreas.

[ 1 4, | ebject to the dascription of Diversiona for the claimsd water rightls).

[ 1 S. 1 object to the dascription of Usas for the claimed water right(s).

[ 1 &, | object to the description of Reservoirs used for the claimed water rightis}.

[ 1 7. I abject ta the description of Shared Uses & Divarsions for the claimed water rightis).

{XX] 8. | abjsct to the PWR (Potential Water Right) S y of the claimed water right(s}.

{XX1 8. | object to the deseription of Quantities of Use for the claimed water right(s}.

I 1 10 | object to the Explanation pravided for the claimed water rightis).

[ 1 11 Qther Objections {pleass state volume, page and line number for each objection).
REASON FOR OBJECTION

I,

The reason for my objection is as follows (please number your objections to correspond to the b
and additional pages as necessary):

ked abovs; please attach supporting information

7 There is a diserepancy between the name of owner/lessee listed by ADWR for this
Watershed File Report and the name of the owner/lessee identified in the
adjudication f£iling. (SM 320)

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) (PO1;:
P02)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the pre-filings. (SM 430) (IR001)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the adjudication filings. (SM 478) (IR0QO1)

Adjudication filings associated with this WFR contain inaccurate or incomplete
information. (SM 478)

The statement of claimant lists a use not verified by DWR. (8M 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)

There is no quantity amount listed for a pre-filing and/or filing under this
WFR. (SM 1000) (3600465700000; 3900058450000; 3900058620000; 3900058630000)

Applicable or potentially applicable filings indicate a volume of actual or
claimed use less than the volume estimated by ADWR (both maximum observed and
regional use for irrigation PWR’'s). The claimant is not entitled to more than
actually used or claimed. (SM 1000)

3. Adjudication filings associated with this WFR centain inaccurate or incomplete
information. (SM 478)



WFR No.: 115-04-ADB-007
Contested Case File: W111003316

Page 3

The claimant and/or ADWR fail (s) to associate this claim with a
pre-adjudication water filing as required by Arizona statute. (SM 420) (P01 ;
P02}

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)

The legal description for the point of diversion listed by ADWR is not fully
supported by the applicable filings listed. (SM 623) (P01; P02; WO01)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the ADWR analysis of Apparent First Use Date. (SM 920) (IR001)

Applicable or potentially applicable filings indicate a volume of actual or
claimed use less than the volume estimated by ADWR (both maximum observed and
regional use for irrigation PWR’s). The claimant is not entitled to more than
actually used or claimed. (SM 1000)

Bpplicable or potentially applicable filings indicate a volume of actual or
claimed use less than the volume estimated by ADWR (both maximum observed and
regional use for irrigation PWR’s). The claimant is not entitled to more than
actually used or claimed. (SM 1000)

ADWR uses a methodology that over-estimates crop water requirements. (SM 1020)



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 Contested Case File: W111003319

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO
The Hydrographic Survey Report for
The San Pedro River Watershed

Please file 8 separate ohjection for each Watershed File Report. Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Wall Report, Objections to

inf til inod in Vol 1 of the HSR can be stated on one objection form. Objections must be written. Use of this form, or
a computer facsimile, is required, Objections must be recelved on or before May 18, 1992, Objections must be filed with the Clerk of
the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Maricapa County Courthouse Annex, 3345 W, Durango Street, Phoenix, AZ 85008.

This objection is directed to Watershad 115-04-ADB-010 or Catalogusd Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No.
{please insert no.} {please insert no.)
OBJECTOR INFORMATION
Objector's Name: Co-Objector's Name: Co-Objactor's Name:
United States of America Gila River Indian Community San Carlos Apache Tribe; Tonto
c/o Cox & Cox Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apache Indian

Community; Camp Verde Reservation
¢/o Sparks & Siler, P.C.

Objector’s Addrase: Co-Objector's Address: Co-Objector's Address:

601 Pennsylvania Ave. Suite 300 Luhrs Tower 7503 First Street

Washington, D.C. 20004 Phoenix, AZ 85003 Scottsdale, AZ 85251

Objector’s Telephona No.: Co-Objector's Telephone No.: Co-Objector’s Telephone No.;

(202) 272-4059 / 272-6978 (602) 254-7207 (602) 949-1998

Objector's Watershed Fils Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (if the Objector’s claimed water rights are within the San Pedro River Wastershed}):
111-19-009

Or Objector's Catalogued Well Number {if the Objector’s claimad water rights appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

Or Obj t's S of Clail No. (if the Objector’s claimed water tights 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-U8-60083 39-1.8-36340 39-18-37360 39-U8-63614 39-07-12675 39-05-50059
STATE OF ARIZONA

COUNTY OF MARICOPA VERIFICATION{must be completed by objector)

| heraby make this Objection. | certify that. if required, a copy of the | declare under penalty of perjury that | am a claimant in this procasding or the
forsgoing Objection was sarved upon the following Claimantis} by duly-authorized representative of a claimant; that | have read the contents of

mailing true and correct copies thersof on the 18% day of May. 1892, this Objection {both sides and any attachments) and know the contents theraof;

postage prepaid and add d as foll and that the information contained in the Objection is true based on my own
personal knowledgs, except those portions of the Objection which are indicated
as being known to me on information and belief and, as to those portions, |
believe them to be true.

£

115-04-ADB-010
Name: YOUNG, HAROLD D. -

& NANCY L. Signature g§/Obj or Objector’s Representative
Address: P.0. BOX 88

HAYDEN AZ 85235

{The above section must be pleted if you object to anoth
claimant’s Watershed Fils Report, Zone 2 Wel! Report, or
Catalogued Weil Report. it does not nsed to be completed if you
file an chjection to your own Watershed Flls Report, Zone 2 Well

Repart, Catalogued Wall Report, or to information contained in sSuBs AND SWORN to peforg me this “7__ day of May. 1982.
Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report.) W

OFRGIAL SEML
PAMELA L. SPARKS
=1 Notasy Punkic - State of Asizona
S MARISOPA COUNTY

S5 My Gomm e Avg, 25, 1095




WFR No.: 115-04-ADB-010
Contasted Case File: W111003319

Page 2

STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main categories of the typical Watershed File Report {Zone 2 Well Reports and some Watershed File Reports lack certain categories).

Please check the category(iee} to which you object, and state the for the objection on the back of this form.
XX} 1. !aobject to the description of Land Ownership.

IXXI 2. 1object to the description of Applicable Filings and Decrees.

XX] 3. | object to the description of DWR’s Analysis of Filings and Decrees.

[ 1 4. lobject to the deseription of Dlversione for the claimed water right(s).

[ 1 8. | object to the description of Uses for the claimed water right(s}.

[ 1 6. lobject to the description of Reservaiss used for the claimed water right(s}.

{1 7. | object to the description of Shared Uses & Diversione for the claimed water right{s).
[XX] 8. | object to the PWR (Potential Water Right) Summary of the claimed water rightis).
[XX] 9. | object to the description of Quantites of Use for the claimed water right{s}.

[ 1 1o | object to the Explanation provided for the claimed water rightis].

LA Other Objections (please state volums, page and line number for each objection).

REASON FOR OBJECTION

The reason for my abjection is as follows (please number your objections to comespond to the boxas checked above; please attach supporting information
and additional pages ss necessary}):

" A

There is a discrepancy between the name of owner/lessee listed by ADWR for this
Watershed File Report and the name of the owner/lessee identified in the
adjudication filing. (SM 320)

The claimant and/or ADWR fail(s) to associate this claim with a
pre-adjudication water filing as required by Arizona statute. (SM 420) (P02)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the pre-filings. (SM 430) (0T001)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the adjudication filings. (SM 478) (0OT001)

Adjudication filings associated with this WFR contain inaccurate or incomplete
information. (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 filings or pre-filings as reported in this WFR is missging a
place of use legal description. (SM 720) (3900058470000)

There is no quantity amount listed for a pre-filing and/or filing under this
WFR. (S5M 1000) (3900058470000)

Adjudication filings associated with this WFR contain inaccurate or incomplete
information. (SM 478)

The claimant and/or BDWR fail(s) to associate this claim with a
pre-adjudication water filing as required by Arizona statute. (SM 420) (P02)
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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)

The legal description for the point of diversion listed by ADWR is not fully
supported by the applicable filings listed. (SM 623) (P02)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the ADWR analysis of Apparent First Use Date. (SM 920) (OT001)

ADWR uses a methodology that over-estimates crop water requirements. (SM 1020)



™ X7 A TTNTY 1ot ey g e Y GTILALIUN UR ALL RIGHTS TQ

USE WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE No. W1,W2,W3 & w4
(W1-11.003315 |

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO
The Hydrographic Survey Report for
The San Pedro River Watershed

Please file a separate objeciion for each Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Report. Objections to
information contained in Volume 1 of the HSR can be stated on one objection form. Objections must be written. Use of this form,
or a computer facsimile, is required. Objections must be recelved on or before May 18, 1992,

This objection is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well No,
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No 113-04 - ADB - 006
( please insert no. ) (please fbsert no.)
OBJECTOR INFORMATION
Objector’s Name: Magma Copper Company (1267) ASARCO incorporated (1263)
Objector's Address: 7400 North Oracle Ad P.O. Box 8
Suite 200 Hayden, Arizona 85235
Tucson, Arizona 85704
Objector’s Telephone No.:  (602) 575-5600 (602) 356-7811

* The names, addressas and telaphone numbers of Objectors’ attomeys are on the back of this form,

Objector's Watershed File Report or Zane 2 Well Report No. (i the Objestor's claimed water rights are within the San Pedro River Watershed):
Magma Copper Company: 1 13-08-XXXX-022, et al.
ASARCO Incorporated: ~ 114-01 -XXXX-005, et al.

Or Objestor's Catalogued Well Number {if the Objector’s claimed water rights appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR):
NOT APPLICABLE

Or Objector's Statement of Claimant No. (it the Objector's clalmed water rights are located outside the San Pedro River Watershed):

39 - NOT APPLICABLE

STATE OF _ARIZONA

VERIFICATION {must ba completed by objector)
COUNTY OF _MARICOPA

| declare under penalty of petjury that | am a claimant in this

! hereby make this Objection. 1 certify that, if required, a copy of the proceeding or the duly-authorized fopresentative of a

forgoing Objection was served upon ths following Claimant(s) by mailing g‘::ﬁ":a"; that; have '&f‘;‘;’e ;;mtegti of mt’hs Objection

i sides and any attachments) an now the contents

true and correct copies thereof on “‘e J1th day of thereof; and that the informatien contained In the Objection

May . 199 2 . postage prepaid and addressed as follows: is true basad on my ewn personal knowledge, except those

portions of the Objection which are indicated as being

Name YOUNG, LEMUEL B. known to me on information and belief and, as to thoss
il & M ARGARET portions, 1 them 1o be true,

Address BOX 309 CZ%{,YW /. / v

HAYDEN, AZ 85235 S o i L foet

Signature of Objector’s Meprasentative (A )
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 11th day

(The above section must be completed if you object to another o M 02 . .
claimant's Watershed Fls Raport, Zone 2 Well Report o Catalogued '}'ﬂm@ ’d%wu,
Well Report. It does not need to be completed if you fils an 7

objection to your own Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report,

Catalogued Well Report; or to information contained in Volume 1 of Po—
the Hydrographic Survey Report) ) MARIANNE DUNCAN SHIgPER
S Notary Public - State of Arizons
MARIZOPA COUNTY
iy Corm, Zxpres July 17, 1094

Objections must ba filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex,
8345 W. Duranao Street. Phosnix. AZ 85009, on or before Mav 18, 1992,



STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

mmmmmmdmwwmmmmawmmmumwmmmmm
categorsies). mmmw«wmwhbhywobmmmmmhmmmnmmm&mbm

1. lobject to the description of Land Ownership

2 iobject to the description of Applicable Filings and Decress

3. 1object to the description of DWR'e Analysls of Fillngs and Decrees

4. !&Mbhdmmamgmummwwmm

5. 1 object to the description of Uses for the claimed water right(s)
iob;ecimmedawdpﬂondﬂmmhtsedformeddmmﬂght(s)

7. lobject o the description of Shared Uscs & Diversions for the claimed water right(s)
8. 30b§oc‘ltcﬂ1e?\‘!ﬂ(?¢hﬂﬁalwm%l’ﬂ)Summalvdhedalmedwate;ﬁght(a)
8. l&bﬁmhdﬂﬂmd%d%hhdﬂuﬁmmﬂ

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

11.  Gther Objections {please state volurne, page and line number for sach objection)

PFOOPOOOoORP O OO
o

REASON FOR OBJECTION

memasonf«myobiecﬁonhasfdbm@bmnmbwyommmmmmdbmmmwabove:pteaseamchw;:pocﬁng
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 inciusion 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 issuss 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 ASARGO
are objecting to each WFR that classifies a well as a *Zone 1 Well* or otherwise employs the "50% - 80
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. 800, 610 and

1150)
Magma and ASARCO are also filing 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 WFR are adjudicated.

. Attomneys for Magma: Attomneys for ASARCO:
.Robert B. Hoffman (004415) Burton M. Apker (001258)
Carlos D. Ronstadt (006468) Gerrie Apker Kurtz 7)

. . Jeffrey W. Crockett (012672) APKER, APKER, HAGGARD
SNELL & WILMER & KURTZ, P.C.

One Arizona Center 2111 E. Highland, Suite 230
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-0001 P.O, Box 10280
(602) 382 - 6000 . Phoenix, Arizona 85064-0280

(602) 381 - 0085



-
sty

Ii» .HE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA

INANDFORTHECOUNTYOFMARICOPA REL‘WLL} RV R

1

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO
USE WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE No. W1,W2,W3 & w4
‘ W1-11-003316

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO
The Hydrographic Survey Report for
The San Pedro River Watershed

This objection is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No 115-04 - ADB - 007
( please insert no, ) (please insert no.)
OBJECTOR INFORMATION
Objestor's Name: Magma Copper Company (1267) ASARCO Incorporated (1263)
Oblector's Address: 7400 North Oracle Rd P.O. Box 8
Suite 200 Hayden, Arizona 85235
Tucson, Arizona 85704
Objector's Telephane No.: (602) 575-5600 (602) 356-7811

* The narnes, addresses and telephene numbers of Objactors’ attomeys are on the back of this form,
Objector’s Watershed File Report or Zons 2 Well Report No. {if the Objector's claimed water rights are within the San Pedro River Watershed):
Magma Copper Company: 113-08-X00(X-022, et al.
ASARCO Incorporated:  114-01 -XOXXX-0085, et al.

Or Objector’s Catalogued Well Numbear (# the Objector’s claimed water rights appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

NOT APPLICABLE
Or Objector's Statement of Claimant No. (if the Objector's claimed water rights are located outside the San Pedro River Watershed):
39 - NOT APPLICABLE
STATE OF _ARIZONA
: VERIFICATION {must be completed by objector)

COUNTY OF _MARICOPA __

{ declars under penalty of perjury that | am a claimant in this
{ hereby make this Objection. 1 certity that, if required, a copy of the procesding or the duly-authorized fepresentative of a
forgoing Objection was served upan the following Claimant(s) by mailing c(ti;igasr:j that é have azf‘c;-' the ;)ome:‘sknd th: Oblgfmﬂ

) es and any ments) and know the contents

rue and correct copies thereof on the 11t day of thereof; and that the information contained in the Objection
May 198_2 . postage prepaid and addressed as follows: is frue based on my own parsonal knowledge, except those

portions of the Objection which are indicated as being
Name  YOUNG, MARY LOUISE knewn to me_on information and belief and, as to those

and BOX 858 portion: them to be frue.
Address HAYDEN, AZ 85235 %,\A/N

Signatufe of Objector's Representative (Magma)

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 11th day

{The above section must be completed if you objsct to another a 199 2 o
claimant’s Watarshed File Report, Zona 2 Well Report, or Catalogusd Wwﬁl /AW
Well Report. it does not need to be completed if you file an X 77

objection to your own Watershed Fils Report, Zone 2 Well Report,

Catalogued Well Report; or to information eontained in Volume 1 of ey
hic S Repo
S e e ES\ MARIANNE DUNCAN SHIFPEE
€2 Nedary Punlic - Stzte of Arizona
X i MARICCPA COUNTY
Ry Conm. Sxprres Judy 17, 1904
Objections must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa . Maricopa County Courthouse Annex,

3345 W. Duranao Strest. Phosnix. AZ 85009. on or befora Mav 18 1a0e



STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

mmmmmmamwwmwmam mmmwmm%mmmn
categories). mmmwmwaw)mmwuommmmemhmmﬂmmmamm

1. Tobject to the description of Land Ownership

2 i object to the description of Appilcable Fllings and Decrees

3. !obmmmdmfpﬁondb\'lﬁ’lmmmlmmboefm

4 |cb§ocxmumdesufpuondm«mmfmmedmmwmmgm(s)

S. loﬂmmmmwmduulhrhdﬂmmrﬁgm(s)
lobbﬁbhedmfpﬂmdﬁ“.ndnuaedfoﬂhedﬂmedmdghﬁs)

7 |omhmmmdmm&mmmmmmmw
8. IobiecthlhoPWR(Pmamhlwmmgmmmwdmeddn»dwm;rnQM(s)
9. lmmmwmdmmammmmmmm&)

10, lmwmmmmmmammmmmm

1. OherOb}eeﬁm(phmmmm.pageamﬂm number for each objection)

FOoOO®OoOoOo®ooo
®

REASON FOR OBJECTION

ThefeasonlcrmyMon&subm@lmemmwmr&mmmmdbhmmwm;mmwm
information and additional pages as necessary):

Catagory Number: 4, 8 and 11

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

While this objection pertains to a specific Watershed File Report (WFRY), 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. v

With respect to this particular WFR, Magma and ASARCO presently believe that the subject weli(s)

use where such taking is a diversion of surface water without an appropriative right under state law andy/or

is interfering with the water rights of Magma or ASARCO. (Uniform Objection Code Nos, 600, 610 and
1150)

Magma and ASARCO are also filing this objection to obtain notice and an apportunity to be heard
on all issues inithe event that claims to the groundwater referenced in ciaimant's WFR are adjudicated.

“Attorngys for Magma; . Attorneys for ASARCO:
Robert B. Hoffman (00441 5) Burton M. Apker (001 258)
Carlos D. Ronstacit (006468) Gerrie Apker Kurtz (005637)

. Jeffrey W, Crockstt (012672) APKER, APKER, HAGGARD
SNELL & WILMER " - & KURTZ, P.C.
...One Arizona Center 2111 E. Highland, Suite 230

" Phoenix, Arizona 85004-0001 P.O. Box 10280
(802) 382 - 6000 ~ Phoenix, Arizona 85064-0280

e

(602) 381 - 0085



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

IN RE THE GEWERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO USE
WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE No. W1,W2,W3 & W4

Contested Case No. W1-11-003315

@@P y MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO

The Hydrographic Survey Report for the
8an Pedro River Watershed

Please file a separate objection for each Watershed Eile Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Report. Objections
to information contained in Volume 1 of the HSR can be stated on one objection form. Objections must be written. Use of
this form, or & computer facsimile, is required. Objections must be received on or before Hay 18, 1992.

This objection is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well Ho.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report ¥o. 115-04-ADB -006

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

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objector's Name: Salt River Proiject
Objector's Address: Post Office Box 52025

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2025
Objector's Telephone No: (602) 236=-2210

Objector*s Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report Ro. (If the Objector’s claimed water rights are within the San Pedro
River Watershed):

Or Objector’s Catalogued Well Humber (if the Cbjector®s claimed water rights appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

Or Objector's Statement of Claimant Ho. {if the Objector's claimed water rights are located outside the $an Pedro Watershed):
39-07_01040, 01041, 01206, 01207, 01998 ‘
39-05_50053, 50054, 50055
39-18_35212, 35213

STATE OF Arizona

VERIFLICATION (must be completed by cbjector)
COUNTY OF Maricopa

I declare under penalty of perjury that I am = claimant in this

! hereby make this Objection. I certify that, if praceeding or the duly-authorized representative of s claimant;
required, copy of the foregeing Objection was served that 1 have read the contents of this Objection {both
upon the following Claimant(s) by mailing true and sides ‘and any attachments) snd know the contents thereof;
correct copies thereof on the 14th day of May, 1992, and that the information contained in the Objection is true
postage prepaid and addressed as follows: based on by own personal knosledge, except those portions

of the Objection which are indicated as being knoun to me
Name: YOUNG, LEMUEL B. on information and belief and, as to those portions,

1 believepthem to be _trus,
Addrese: BOY 309

HAYDEN, A7 85235 {Nﬂg O Eétf"fkw

Signature of Objector or Objector's Representative

(The above section must be completed if you object SUBSCRIBED AND SWORM to before me this 1st day of
to another claimant's Watershed File Report, Zone 2 May, 1992.
Well Report, or Catalogued Well Report. It does not
need to be completed if you file an abjection to your
own Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report,
Catalogued ¥Well Report, or to information contained

in Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report.} Residing at Maricopa Count CEFIUAL SEAL
Py T PPERSON
My commission expires X551 T Nowry Public - State of Adzona
N MARICOPA COUNTY

My Comm. Expirss March 24, 1995

e Prry

Objections must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Haricopa County, Maricope
County Courthouse Annex, 3345 W. Durango Street, Phoenix Az 85009, on or before May 18, 1992.



Watershed File Report: 115-04-ADB -006 PAGE: 2

Vol-Tab-Pg

6—-4-144

YOUNG, LEMUEL B.

STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main categories of the typical Watershed File Report (Zone 2 Well Reports and some
Watershed 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.

£1 1. 1 object
£1 2. 1 object
{1 3. 1 objeet
E1 4. 1 object
{1 5. 1 object
[1 6. 1 object
£1 7. 1 object
] 8. I object
1 9. 1 object
1 10. I object

to the description of LAND OWNERSHIP

to the description of APPLICABLE FILINGS AND DECREES

to the description of DMR's AMALYSIS OF FILINGS AND DECREES

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

to the description of the USES for the claimed water right(s)

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

to the description of SHARED USES & DIVERSIONS for the claimed water right(s)
to the PHR (POTENTIAL WATER RIGHT) SUMMARY of the claimed water right(s)

to the description of the QUANTITIES OF USE for the claimed water right¢s)
to the EXPLANATION provided for the claimed water right(s)

£ 1 11. Other Objections {please state volume number, page rumber and line number for each objection)

REASON FOR OBJECTION

The reason for my objection is as folless (please number your objections to correspond to the boxes checked above;
please attach supporting information and sdditional peges 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

objection statement.




L}

Watershed File Report: 115-04-ADB -006¢ PAGE: 1
Vol-Tab-Pg 6-4-144
YOUNG, LEMUBL B.

ATTACHMENT 1

WFR CATEGORY 8 - PWR SUMMARY

The Salt River Project objects to the apparent date of
first use assigned to this Potential Water Right (PWR). Previous
filings, in this case, filings made pursuant to the Water Rights
Registration Act (WRRA), are the evidentiary foundation for the
priority date associated with a water right. Where two or more
WRRA filings have been matched to the same PWR but claim
different dates of priority, the WRRA filing claiming the
earliest date should form the basis for the apparent date of
first use, unless sufficient historical evidence indicates a
contrary date.

The Watershed File Report fails to set forth sufficient
historical evidence to refute the earliest date of priority
claimed in the WRRA filings matched to this PWR. In the absence
of such evidence, the apparent date of first use for this PWR
should be the earliest date claimed in the WRRA filing (0920).
This objection applies to: OT001.

%* ¥* & *

The Salt River Project objects to the use of "statement
of claimant" as the basis for the apparent date of first use
assigned to this Potential Water Right (PWR). Mere allegations
made in a Statement of Claimant are insufficient to refute the
date of priority evidenced by one or more applicable previous
filings. The Watershed File Report fails to set forth historicail
evidence sufficient to refute the priority date evidenced by the
previous filings matched to this PWR. In the absence of such
evidence, the apparent date of first use assigned to this PWR
should be the date evidenced by those filings (0910). This

objection applies to: 0T001.



Watershed File Report: 115-04-ADB -006 PAGE: 2
Vol-Tab-Pg 6-4-144
YOUNG, LEMUEL B.

WFR CATEGORY 9 - QUANTITIES OF USE

The Salt River Project objects to the quantity of use
assigned to this Potential Water Right (PWR). The regional
method used by DWR for determining quantity of use for certain
agricultural and other irrigation PWRs is inconsistent with the
Arizona doctrine of prior appropriation; this method is also
technically inaccurate. For an additional discussion of the
problems associated with DWR's method of quantification for these
types of PWRs, see the Salt River Project's Volume 1 objections
to this method, a copy of which is attached to this objection and
incorporated herein by reference (1020). This objection applies
to: OTO0O1.

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: 0T001.



EXCERPT FROM
BALT RIVER PROJECT OBJECTIONS TO
VOLUME 1 OF THE SAN PEDRO RIVER HSR

REGIONAL IRRIGATION QUANTITY ESTIMATES

{(page numbers refer to Volume 1)

INTRODUCTION

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

First, 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"). The "regional" quantification method employed by DWR does
not properly estimate maximum actual historical beneficial use as
required by law. _

Second, 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 recentlv grown by appropriators:
in a designated area. Historical information or records evincing an
individual claimant's actual cropping patterns and the guantities 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.

Third, there are several 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.



In place of regional water duties, 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.

These objections are more fully set forth in the following
sections.

Five Year Crop History
pp. 146-151, C-18, C=19, C=68 through 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 Rumidity
pPp. C=8, C=-17, C=25, 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 perennial 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, 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 50 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
pc 0-33

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 ke2, instead of
interpolation. Both FAO-24 and University of California Leaflet 21427
specify interpolation.

Alfalfa stand Establishment
P. C=37

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

Efficiency Estimates
Pp. 138~140, C-51 through C-54
The Salt River Project cbjects 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 gquantification.
The use of average efficiencies understates entitlements for one-half
of all irrigated acres on this basis alone.



IN THE BUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONZ
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPZ

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO USE
WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE - No., W1,W2,W3 & W4

Contested Case No. W1-11-003316

7 MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO
The Hydrographic SBurvey 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 Volume 1 of the HSR can be stated on one objection form. Objections must be written. Use of
this form, or a computer facsimile, fs required. Objections must be received on or before Hay 18, 1992.

This objection is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well #o.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report Ho.. 115-04-AD8 -007

{please insert no.) {please insert no.)

OBIJECTOR INFORMATION

Objector's Name: Salt River Proiject
Objector'!s Address: Post Office Box 52025

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2025
Objector's Telephone No: (602) 236-2210

Objectorts Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report Wo. (If the Objector's claimed water rights are within the San Pedro
River Watershed):

Or Objector's Catalogued Well Number (if the Objector!s claimed water rights appesar only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

Or Objector’s Statement of Claimant No. (if the Objector's claimed water rights are located outside the San Pedro Watershedy:
39-07_01040, 010431, 01206, 01207, 01998
32-05_50053, 50054, 50055
39-L8_35212, 35213

STATE OF Arizona

VERIFICATION (must be completed by objector)
COUNTY OF Maricopa

I declare under penalty of perjury that 1 am a claiment in this

I hereby make this Objection. 1 certify that, if proceeding or the duly-authorized representative of a claimant;
required, copy of the foregeing Objection was served that I have read the contents of this Objection {both
upon the following Claimant(s) by mailing true and sides and any attachments) and know the contents thersof;
correct copies thereof on the 14th day of May, 1992, and that the information contained in the Objection is true
postage-prepaid and addressed as follows: based on by oun personal knowledge, except those portions

of the Objection which are indicated as being known to me
Name: YOUNG, HARY LOUISE on information and belief and, as te those portions,

I believeythem to be_true.
Address: BOX 55 B ZQ C
HAYDEN, AZ 85235 and i {%(ﬁ‘h/

Signature of Objeetor or Dbjector's Representative

{The above section must be completed if you object SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this st day of
to another claimant's Watershed File Report, Zone 2 May, 1992.

Hell Report, or Catalogued Well Report. It does not /
need to be completed if you file an objection to yeur
oun Hatershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report,
Catalogued Well Report, or to information contained

in Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report.) Residing at Maricops County i
’éﬁ\?\ i V-AE-ALS:AL
Hy commission expires ST : ~UA JEPPERSON

i ‘Tf‘eovy%m—... ti=State of Adzona
%\\;/ 24/ MARIcoPA counTy
My Comm, Expires March 24, 1885

Objections must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa Caounty, Maricopas
County Courthouse Annex, 3345 Y. Durango Street, Phoenix Az 85009, on or before May 18, 1992.




Watershed Pile Report: 115-04=ADB =007 PAGE: 2
Vol=Tab=Pg 6-4-146
YOUNG, MARY LOUIBE

STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main categories of the typical Wstershed File Report (Zone 2 Well Reports and seme
Watershed 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.

£1 1. I object to the description of LAND OWNERSHIP

{1 2. 1 object to the description of APPLICABLE FILINGS AND DECREES

£1 3. I object to the description of DWR's ANALYSIS OF FILINGS AND DECREES

{1 4. 1 object to the description of the DIVERSIONS for the claimed water right(s)

I3 5. 1 object to the description of the USES for the claimed water right(s)

[3 &. 1 object to the description of RESERVOIRS used for the claimed water right(s)

£31 7. 1 object to the deseription of SHARED USES & DIVERSIONS for the claimed water right(s)
X1 8. [ object to the PWR (POTENTIAL WATER RIGHT) SUMMARY of the claimed water right(s)

3 9. 1 object to the description of the QUANTITIES OF USE for the claimed water right(s)
{1 10. 1 object to the EXPLANATION provided for the claimed water right(s)

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

REASBON FOR OBJECTION

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

CATEGORY
HUMBER

SEE ATTACHMENT 1

Svecial Master in accordance with Case Management

In this attachment the uniform code designated by the

Order No. 1 is shown in parenthesis following each

ocbijection statement.
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YOUNG, MARY LOUISE

ATTACHMENT 1

WFR CATEGORY 8 - PWR SUMMARY

The Salt River Project objects to the apparent date of
first use assigned to this Potential Water Right (PWR). Previous
filings, in this case, filings made pursuant to the Water Rights
Registration Act (WRRA), are the evidentiary foundation for the
priority date associated with a water right. Where two or more
WRRA filings have been matched to the same PWR but claim
different dates of priority, the WRRA filing claiming the
earliest date should form the basis for the apparent date of
first use, unless sufficient historical evidence indicates a
contrary date.

The Watershed File Report fails to set forth sufficient
historical evidence to refute the earliest date of priority
claimed in the WRRA filings matched to this PWR. In the absence
of such evidence, the apparent date of first use for this PWR
should be the earliest date claimed in the WRRA filing (0920).
This objection applies to: IR001.

* * * *

The Salt River Project objects to the use of "statement
of claimant" as the basis for the apparent date of first use
assigned to this Potential Water Right (PWR). Mere allegations
made in a Statement of Claimant are insufficient to refute the
date of priority evidenced by one or more applicable previous
filings. The Watershed File Report fails to set forth historical
evidence sufficient to refute the priority date evidenced by the
previous filings matched to this PWR. In the absence of such
evidence, the apparent date of first use assigned to this PWR
should be the date evidenced by those filings (0910). This

objection applies to: IR001.
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YOUNG, MARY LOUISE

WFR CATEGORY 9 = QUANTITIES OF USE

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
guantities 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: IRO0OO1.

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 diversien
and should include conveyance losses (1010). This objection
applies to: IR0O1.



EXCERPT FROM
SALT RIVER PROJECT OBJECTIONS TO
VOLUME 1 OF THE SAN PEDRO RIVER HSR

IRRIGATION QUANTITY ESTIMATES

(page numbers refer to Volume 1)

INTRODUCTION

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.

Y 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 gquantities of
water actually used to cultivate such crops since the time of
appropriation are not considered. In fact, the Court noted that
"l[average efficient use] is not directly related to what is the
property's water right{s] . . . " (Entitlement Order at 8). 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 inadecuate 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
pPp. 146-181, C-18, C-19, C-68 through 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 - , R , o -

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
ppn c-gp C—l?, C-ZS, c-29' C—34, C=82

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 cbservations
during one or just a few years to estimate the length of growing season
for perennial 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.
Crowing 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, 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 50 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
pa 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 kel and ke3 as a value for kc2,
instead of interpolation. Both FAO-24 and University of California
Leaflet 21427 specify interpolation.

Alfalfa sStand 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 Irrigation
pp. C=4, C=5, 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.

Efficiency 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.



IN THE SUPERIOCR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA

I8 RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO USE
WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE No. W1,W2,W3 & W4

Contested Case No. W1-11-003319

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONE TO
The Hydrographic Survey Report for the
S8an 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 Volume 1 of the HSR can be stated on one objection form. Objections must be written. Use of
this form, or a computer facsimile, is required. Objections must be received on or before May 18, 1992.

This objection is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well Mo.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report Ho. 115-04-4DB -010

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

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objector's Name: Salt River Proiject
Objector's Address: Post Office Box 52025

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2025
Objector's Telephone No: (602) 236-2210

Objector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (If the Objector's claimed water rights are within the San Pedro
River Watershed):

Or Objectorts Catalogued Well Number (if the Objector!s claimed water rights appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

Or Objector's Statement of Claimant No. (if the Objectoris claimed water rights are located outside the San Pedro Watershed):
39~-07_01040, 031041, 01206, 01207, 01998
39-05_50053, 50054, 50055
39-1.8_35212, 35213

STATE OF Arizona

VERIFICATION (must be completed by objector)
COUNTY OF Maricopa

I declare under penalty of perjury that 1 am a claimant in this

I hereby make this Objection. 1 certify that, if proceeding or the duly-authorized representative of a claimant:
required, copy of the foregoing Ubjection was served that 1 have read the contents of this Objection (both
upon the fellowing Claimant{s) by mailing true and sides and any attachments) and know the contents thersof;
correct copies thereof on the 14th day of May, 1992, and that the information contained in the Objection is true
postage prepaid and addressed as follows: based on by own personal knowledge, except those portions
of the Objection which are indicated as being knoun to me
Name: YOUNG, HAROLD D. on information and belief and, as to those portions,
1 believepthem to be true.
kddress: P.0. BOX 55 BB C
HAYDEN, AZ 85235 fb\{{’/ [Zﬁ‘:(‘%w
Signature of Objector or Objectoris Representative
(The above section must be completed if you object SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 1st day of
to another claimant's Yatershed File Report, Zone 2 Hay, 1992

Well Report, or Catalogued Well Report. 1t does not
need to be completed if you file an objection to your

oun Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, Notary Piblic for the St Bf {Arizona
Catalogued Hell Report, or to information contained
in Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report,) Residing at Maricopa County csme st
£ e Lh’\ ﬁf' P
My commission expires Hioss “?E F‘ERSON

MAFH s~ State of Arizona
NS 4: COPA COUNTY
NI iy Gomm, Expires March 24, 1095

Objections must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Maricopa
County Courthouse Annex, 3345 W. Durange Street, Phoenix Az 85009, on or before May 18, 1992.
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YOUNG, HAROLD D.

STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main categories of the typical Watershed File Report (Zone 2 Well Reports and some
Hatershed 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.

f1 1. 1 object to the description of LAND OWNERSHIP
[ 1 2. I object to the description of APPLICABLE FILINGS AND DECREES
[1 3. 1 object to the description of DWR's ANALYSIS OF FILINGS AND DECREES
[1 4. 1 object to the description of the DIVERSIONS for the claimed water rightis)
[3 5. 1 object to the description of the USES for the claimed water right(s)
€31 6. I object to the description of RESERVOIRS used for the claimed water right(s)
[1 7. 1 object to the description of SHARED USES & DIVERSIONS for the claimed water right(s)
[X1 8. 1 object to the PWR (POTENTIAL WATER RIGHT) SUMMARY of the claimed water right{s)
X1 9. 1 object to the description of the QUANTITIES OF USE for the claimed water right(s)
[310. 1 object to the EXPLAMATION provided for the claimed water right(s)
[} 11. Other Objections (please state volume number, page number and line number for each objection)
REASON FOR OBJECTION
The reason for my objection is as follows {please number your objections to correspond to the boxes checked above;
please attach supporting information and additional psges as necessary):
CATEGORY
NUHBER

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 parenthesig following each

objection statement.
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YOUNG, HAROLD D.

ATTACHMENT 1

WFR CATEGORY 8 - PWR SUMMARY

The Salt River Project objects to the apparent date of
first use assigned to this Potential Water Right (PWR). Previous
filings, in this case, filings made pursuant to the Water Rights
Registration Act (WRRA), are the evidentiary foundation for the
priority date associated with a water right. The Watershed File
Report fails to set forth sufficient historical evidence to
refute the date of priority claimed in the WRRA filing matched to
this PWR. In the absence of such evidence, the apparent date of
first use for this PWR should be the date claimed in the WRRA
filing (0920). This objection applies to: 0OTO001.

* % * *

The Salt River Project objects to the use of "statement
of claimant" as the basis for the apparent date of first use
assigned to this Potential Water Right (PWR). Mere allegations
made in a Statement of Claimant are insufficient to refute the
date of priority evidenced by one or more applicable previous
filings. The Watershed File Report fails to set forth historical
evidence sufficient to refute the priority date evidenced by the
previous filings matched to this PWR. In the absence of such
evidence, the apparent date of first use assigned to this PWR
should be the date evidenced by those filings (0910). This
objection applies to: OT001.

WFR CATEGORY 9 = QUANTITIES OF USE

The Salt River Project objects to the quantity of use
assigned to this Potential Water Right (PWR). The regional
method used by DWR for determining quantity of use for certain
agricultural and other irrigation PWRs is inconsistent with the
Arizona doctrine of prior appropriation; this method is also
technically inaccurate. For an additional discussion of the
problems associated with DWR's method of quantification for these
types of PWRs, see the Salt River Project's Volume 1 objections
to this method, a copy of which is attached to this objection and
incorporated herein by reference (1020). This objection applies
to: OTO0O1.
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YOUNG, HAROLD D.

WFR CATEGORY 9 - QUANTITIES OF USE (continued)

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: 0TO001.



EXCERPT FROM
SALT RIVER PROJECT OBJECTIONE TO
VOLUME 1 OF THE SAN PEDRO RIVER HSR

REGIONAL IRRIGATION QUANTITY ESTIMATES

(page numbers refer to Volume 1)

INTRODUCTION

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

First, 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 guantity 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"). The "regional" quantification method employed by DWR does
not properly estimate maximum actual historical beneficial use as
required by law.

Second, 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
"laverage 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.

Third, there are several 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.



In place of regional water duties, 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.

These objections are more fully set forth in the following
sections.

Five Year Crop History
pp. 146-151, C-18, C-19, C-68 through 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 noc 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-17, C-25, 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
Ppo C=20 2 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 perennial 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, 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 50 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
pP. 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 ke3 as a value for kc2, instead of
interpolation. Both FAO-24 and University of California Leaflet 21427
specify interpolation.

Alfalfa Stand Establishment
p. C=37

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

Efficiency Estimates
pPp. 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.



IN TH. ;:’UPERiOR COURT OF THE STATE‘ & 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

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO No. W111003315
The Hydrographic Survey Report for
The San Pedro River Watershed

Please file a separale objeciion for each Walershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Calalogued Well Report. Objections to information contained in Volume 1 of =
the HSR can be slaled on one objection form. Objections must be weilten. Use of this form, or o campuler faesimlle, ls required. Objestions must be recsived on or
before May 18, 1892.

This objection is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. 11504ADB 006
{please lnsert no.) {please insert no.)
OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Qbijector's Name: Gila River indian Communily SanCarlos Apache Tribe; Tonto Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apache indianCommunity, Camp Verde Reservation

€10 Cox & Cox C/0 Sparks & Siler, P.C.
Objactor's Address:  Suile 300 Luhes Tower, P.O. Box 4245 7503 First Strest

Phoenix, AZ 85030 Seotisdale, AZ 85251
Objector's Telephone: {602) 254-7207 {602) 849-1988

Obijector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. {f the Objeclor's claimed water rights are within the San Petro River Watershed):

Or Objeclor’s Catalogued Well Number (if the Objaclor’s claimed watar righls appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

Or Objactor's Statement of Claimant No. (f the Objector's claimed water rights ara localed oulside the San Pedro Rivar Watershed):

38-11-05478 38-05-41142 38.07-12852 30-07-12676 39-08-50058 35.07-12168

38-U8-60083 38-1.8-36340 39-18-37360 30.U8-63614 39-07-12675 38-05-50058
STATE OF ARIZONA

VERIFICATION (must bs comploted by ebjector)
COUNTY OF MARICOPA
) I declare under perjury thal | am a claimant in this procaeding or the duly-authorized

| hareby make this Objection. | certify that, ¥ required, a copy of the representalive of a claimant; that | have read the contents of this Objection (both sides
foregoing Objection was served upon the fnibﬁhhmnt{s} by and any altachments) and know the contents thereof; and that the information conlained in the
mailing frue and comact coples thereof on the %= day of Objection is true based on my own persanal knowledgs, excapt those portions of the Objection
May, 1992, postage prepaid and addressed a?.folﬁws: which are indicated as being known lo me on information and belief and, as to those portions,

i balieve them o be trua.

Name:  YOUNG, LEMUELB. X(} —
e -
(8] - 7

Address: BOX 308

Signature of Objector or Objector’s Rapresentative
HAYDEN AZ 85235

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this_ day of

May 1982, ( ’ R
{The above section must be completed i you object 1o another ¢ "‘L‘*—

claimant's Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, or Notary Pubﬁ#r the State of Arizona

Catalogued Weli Report. It does not nesd to be compleled § JAMES pgg;'?‘ﬂﬁmw

you file an objeclion to your own Watershed File Report, Zone 2 u M_:lbﬁc - State of An;onsf
Well Report, Catalogued Woll report; or to information contained in Mycomm?,:,-,‘ ef?a‘i“”
Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Reporl) .5, ‘95‘;_

Objections must be fled with the Clerk of the Superior Court In and for Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex,
3345 W. Durango Street, Phoenix, AZ 85009, on or before May 18, 1992.



STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

1 following are the main calegories of the typical Watershed Flle Report {Zone 2 Well Reporis and some Walershed File Reporls lack cerlain calegories). Please check the
itegory(ies) to which you object. and state the reason for the objection on the back of this form. L i -

1. | object to the descriplion of Land Cwnership |
2. faobjest to the description of Applicable Fiings and Decrees
3. 1 object io the descriplion of DWR's Analysis of Filings and Decrees
4. | object lo the descriplion of Diversions for the claimed waler righl(s)
5. 1 object lo the description of Uses for the claimed water righi{s)
6. 1 object lo the deseription of Reserveirs used for the claimed water righl(s)
7. 1 objact lo the descriplion of Shared Uses & Diversions for the claimed waler righl{s)
8. iobjsct to the PWR (Potential Water Right) Summary of the claimed waler righl(s)
. 9. tobject lo the cescriplion of Quantilies of Use for the claimed water tighi(s)
10. 1obiect fo the Explanation provided for the unclaimed water righi(s)

11. Other Objeciions (please siate volume, page and fine number for each objeclion)

REASON FOR OBJECTION

“he reason for my objection is as follows (please number your objections to pond to the boxes checked above; pl tlached supporting infi tion and addilional pages
15 necessary. The following objection(s) are based upon information and batief:

CATEGORY
NUMBER
4 The use of lhe waler claimed depletes waler for senior federal and Indian waler rights (1150).
2 HSR does not show a well regisiration filing (420).
a HSR does not show a claimed waler use rate (1000).
RN
2 Claim date from filing(s) andfor pre-filing(s) are inconsislent (478)(430).

2 Quantities from filing(s) and/or pre-filing(s) are inconsislent (478)(430).




" Ir SUFERIUK GOURT OF THE STATE F 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

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO No. W111003316

The Hydrographic Survey Report for
The San Pedro River Watershed

before May 18, 1002,

This objection is directed to Walsrshed . or Catalogusd Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. 11504ADB 067
{please inseri no.) {please inserl no.)
OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objector’'s Name: Gila River Indian Community SanCarios Apachs Tribe; Tenlo Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apache IndianCommunity, Camp Verde Resewvation

10 Cox & Cox C/O Sparks & Siler, P.C.
Qbjector's Address:  Sufle 300 Luhrs Tower, P.0O. Box 4245 7503 First Streat

Phoenix, AZ 85030 Scolisdale, AZ 85251
Objector's Telaphone: (802) 254-7207 {602) 949-1988

Objector's Watershad Eile Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (i the Objector’s claimed water rights are wilhin the San Pedro River Walershed):

Or Objsctor’s Catalogued Well Number {if the Objector's claimed water righls appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

Or Objector’s Statement of Claimant No. (# the Objector's daimed waier rights are located oulside the San Pedro River Watershed):

39-11-05478 38-05-41142 39-07-12652 39-07-12878 39-05-50088 38-07-12169

38-U8-80083 38-18-36340 38-18-37380 38-UB-63614 38-07-12675 39-05-50059
STATE OF ARIZONA

VERIFICATION (mustbe comploled by ebjectar)
COUNTY OF MARICOPA
! deciare under perjury thal ! am a claimant in this procesding of the duly-authorized

! hereby make this Objection. 1 cartify thal, if required, a copy of the reprasentalive of a claimant; that 1 have read the contents of this Objestion {both sides
foregeing Objection was served upon the fo!lawﬁig laimani(s) by and any altachmants) and know the contents Iherest:; and that the informalion contained in the
mailing true and comract copies thereof on the __goay of Objestion &s true based on my own personal knowladge, excapl these porfions of the Objsction
May, 1892, postage prepaid and addrassed as follows: . which are indicated as being known lo me on information and befief and, as to these portions,

| belisve them to be true.

Name:  YOUNG, MARY LOUISE O’W f’ (§ ., % ‘
A %4 - 7 £
Address: BOX S5 /

Signature of Objector or Objector's Representative

HAYDEN AZ 85235 . §

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN Io bafors me this _8_ day of
May 1003,

(The above saction musi bs completed if you object to ancther

claimant's Walershed File Repert, Zone 2 Wall Report, or Notary Publ

Catalogued Well Repont. it does noi need to be complated i

you file an objection to your own Watershed File Report, Zone 2

Well Reporl, Calalogusd Well raport; or to Information conleined in

Volums 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report,)

Objections must be filed with the Clask of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex,
3345 W. Durango Streel, Phoenix, Az 85008, on or bafora May 18, 1992,



STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

“he following are the main categories of the typical Walershed File Report (Zone 2 Well Reporis and soms Watershed File Reporls lack cerain calegories). Please check the
alegory(ies) to which you object, and slala the reasen for the objection on the back of this form.

1. 1 objeci lo the description of Land Ownership
{ 2. lobjsctto the deseripion of Applicable Filings and Decrees
3. 1 object lo the description of DWR's Analysis of Fillings and Decreas
< 4. |object to the description of Diversions for the claimed waler righi(s)
5. lobject to the description of Uses for the claimed waler righl{s)
6. tobject fo the description of Reservoirs used for the claimed waler right(s} M
- 7. icbject o the description of Shared Uses & Diversions for the claimed water righl(s)
- 8, lobjest lo the PWR {Polential Waler Righl) Summary of the claimed waler righi(s)
X 9. |objsct to the description of Quantities of Use for the claimed waler right{s)

- 10. 1object to the Explanation provided for the unclsimed water righl(s)

- 11. Other Objections {please slate volume, page and line number for each ohjection)

REASON FOR OBJECTION
The reason for my objeclion is as follows (please number your objeclions to corespond lo the b hecked above; pk tiached supporling information and addilional pages
as necessary. The following objection(s) are based upon informalion and belief:

CATEGORY
NUMBER

4 The use of the waler claimed depleles water for senior federal and Indian water rights {1150).
2 HSR does not show a well registralion filing {420).

9 SR goes not show 8 claimed waler use rale {1000).

2 Claim date from fling(s) and/or pre-filing(s) are inconsistent (478)(430).

2 Quantities from filing{s) anc/or pre-filing(s) are inconsistent (478){430).




IN Th.. SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE JF 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

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO No. W111003319
The Hydrographic Survey Report for
The San Pedro River Watershed

Please file a separate objection for each Watershed File Reporl, Zone 2 Well Reporl or Catalogued Wsll Report. Objections lo informalion contained in Volume 1 of

the HSR can be slated on one abjection form. Objections must be written. Use of this form, or a compuler facsimile, is required. Objections must be received on or
before May 18, 1992.

This objeclion is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. 11504ADB 010
{please insert no.) {please inseri no.)
OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objeclor's Nama: Gila River Indian Community SanCarlos Apache Triba; Tonto Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apache indian Community, Camp Verde Reservalion

C/O Cox & Cox C/O Sparks & Siler, P.C.
Objector's Address:  Suite 300 Luhrs Tower, P.O. Box 4245 7503 First Street

Phoenix, AZ 85030 Scotisdale, AZ 85251
Objector's Telephone: {602) 254-7207 {602) 849-1988

Objector's Walershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (if the Objector’s claimed waler rights are within the San Pedro River Walershed):

Or Objector’s Calalogued Well Number {if the Objector’s claimed water righls appeat only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

Or Objector’s Statement of Claimant Mo. (if the Objector's claimed water rights are located oulside the San Padro River Walershed):

39-11-05478 39-05-41142 39-07-12652 39-07-12676 - 38-05-50058 39-07-12169

39-U8-60083 39-1.8-36340 39-1.8-37360 39-U8-83614 39.07-12675 38-05-50058
STATE OF ARIZONA

VERIFICATION (must be completed by objector)
COUNTY OF MARICOPA
| declare under perjury that | am a claimant in this proceeding or the duly-authorized

I hereby make this Objection. | cerlify that, if required, a copy of the representative of a claimant; that | have read the contents of this Objection {both sides
foregoing Objection was served upon the following Claimani(s) by and any attachments) and know the conlents thereof; and that the information contained in the
mailing true and correct copies thereof on the day of Objection is true based on my own personal knowledge, except those portions of the Objection
May, 1992, posiage prepaid and addressed as follows: which are indicaled as being ¥ to me on information and belief and, as lo lhose portions,

I believe them lo be frue.

Name:  YOUNG, HAROLD D. ngﬁu’i )<O (.‘z % —
5 1. : ] ///

Address: P.0.BOX35

Signature of Objeclor or Objeclor's Represantative

HAYDENAZ 85235 —
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN lo before me this _6_ day of
May 1992. ;?
{The above seclion must be complated if you object lo anolher e A -4:‘-/
claimant’s Walershed File Repori, Zone 2 Well Report, or Notary Publigdor the Stale of Ari
Catalogued Waell Report. It does not need to be completed if OFFICIAL SEAL -
you file an objection to your own Walershed File Report, Zone 2 JAMES 593?3’“ RITTERHOUSE
; : Notary Public - Slale of Anzonz
Well Report, Catalogued Well repori; or to information contained in MARICOPA COUNTY
Valumne 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report.) My Comm_ Expises Jan 5. 1994

Objections must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex,
3345 W. Durango Stresl, Phoenix, AZ 85009, on or before May 18, 1992



STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main calegories of the typical Walershed File R;port {Zone 2 Well Reports and some Walershed File Reporis lack cerigin-calegosies). Please check the
calegory(ies) to which you objed!, and state the reason for the objeclion on the back of this form.

- 1. lobject lo the description of Land Ownership

X 2. lobject lo the description of Applicable Filings and Decrees

- 3. lobject lo the descriplion of DWR's Analysis of Filings and Decroes

X 4. iobject to the description of Diversions for the claimed water right(s)

- 5. lobject io the description of Uses for {he claimed water fight(s)

- 6. | object fo the description of Reservoirs used for the claimed water righl(s)

« 7. lobject io the description of Shared Uses & Diversions for the claimed waler righi{s)
- 8. | object lo the PWR ({Potential Water Right) Summary of the claimed water righ{s)
X 8. lobject lo the descriplion of Quantiies of Use for the claimed waler righi(s)

- 10. 1 object to the Explanation provided for the unclaimed water right(s)

= 11. Other Objeclions (please stale volume, page and line number for each objection)

REASON FOR OBJECTION
The reason for my objeclion is as follows (plaase number your ohjections to comespond lo the boxes cheeked above; ploase allached supporting inf tion and additional pages
as necessary. The following objeclion(s} are based upon informalion and belief:

CATEGORY
NUMBER

4 The use of the waler claimed depletes waler for senior federal and Indian waler righls {1150).
2 HSR does nol show a well registration filing (420).

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

2 Claim date from Rling(s) and/or pre-filing(s) are inconsistent {478){430).

2 Quantities from filing(s) and/or pre-filing(s) are inconsisient (478}(430).
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