
IN ~ERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF .ONA 
• AND FOR THE COUN'IY OF MARICO 

IN RE 1HE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO 
USE WATER IN THE On.A RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE No. Wl,W2, W3 & W4 

IWl-11-003422 I 
MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO 

The Hydrographic Survey Report for 
The San Pedro River Watershed 

Please file a sepantc objection {or uch Watenhed File Report, Z.One 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Report. Objections to 

information contained in Yol111De 1 of the HSR can be staled on one objection form. Objections must be written. Use of this lorm, 
or a oomputu facsimile, is required. Objections musl be readved on or before May 18, 1992. 

This objection ill directed to Watershed 

File Report or Z.Onc: 2 Well Report No 115 - 06 - CCA - 001 
( please Wert DO. ) 

or Catalogued Well No. 

(please iAsert no.) 

OBJECTOR INFORMATION 

Magma Copper Company (1267) 
7400 North Oracle Rd 

Objector's Name: 

Objector's Address: 

Suite 200 . ..., 
Tucson, Arizona 85704 , 

Objector's Telephone No.: (602) 575-5600 (602) 356-781°1 "tJ ~ 
• The names, addresses and telephone numbers of Objectors' attomeys are on the back of ·(his form. ::?..: 

j. N 
Objector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (If the Objector's dalmed water rights are wht.i~Je San Pedro River ~rshed): 

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

Or Objector's Catalogued Well Number (rt the Objector's claimed water righ1B appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR): 

NOT APPLICABLE 

Or OblectoJ's statement of Claimant No. (If the Objector's claimed wa1er rights are located ou1s1de the :3afi Pedro River Watershed): 

39 - NOT APPLICABLE 

STATE OF ARIZONA 
VERIFICATION (must be completEd by objector) 

COUNlY OF MARICOP-A 

I hereby make this Obfectlon. I certify that, If required, a copy of the 
forgoing Obfection was 601Ved upon the following Clalmant{a) by mailing 

true and correct copies thereof on the 11th day of 

May • 199_g_. postage prepaid and addressed as follows: 

Name 
and 

Address 

LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN 
CLOUD, DANIEL T. 
&& VIRGINIA 
STEPHENS, ROBERT & SARAH 
1300 N. 12TH STREET 
SUITE 404 
PHOENIX, AZ. 85006 

(Tho above section must be completed if you object to another 
claimanfs Watershed File Report Zone 2 Well Report Of Catalogued 
Wen Report It does not need to be completed if you file an 
objection to your ~ Watershed Flle Report, Zone 2 Well Report. 
Catalogued Well Report; or to infommtlon contained in Volume 1 of 
the Hydrographie Survey Report) 

I deela1e uncle: penalty of perjury that I am a claimant in this 
proceeding or the dul~·authortzed representative of a 
claimant; that I have read the contents of this Objection 
(both sides and any atbtehments) and know the contents 
1hereof; and that the inlonnalion contained in the Objection 
Is true based on my own personal knowledge. except those 
portions of the Objection which are indicated as being 
known to me on information and befiel and, as to those 

pornons. hm:>T. ~ 

WJiW-.'NE OJNCAN Sli!PPEE 
Nctary Plibk ·State of Arizona ti 

crF!CIAl.S!.'Al 

Objections must be filed with the Cieri< of the Superior Court in and for Maricop~ cqR?e~-~ ~~~ 
3345 W. Durango Street Pnoenix, AZ. 85009. on or befote M •Y 10, • ' 



• STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION. 

The following are the main categories of the typical Watetshed File Report (Zone 2 Well Repof1s and some Wate!Med File ·Reports lack certain 
categories). Please chectc the categoryOes) 1o which you object, and 81ate 1he reason for the objec1ion on the back of this form. 

0 i . I object 1o the description of I.Mid owner1i1lp 

0 2. I object to the description of Applicable Allngs and Decren 

0 3. I object to the description of DWR'• Analysis of Filing• and Decrees 

~ 4. I object to the description of Diversions for the claimed water rlght (s) 

0 S. I object to the description of Uses for the elalmed water rlght(a) 

0 6. I object to 1toe description of Reaervclra used for 1tte claimed water right(&) 

0 7. I object to the· description of Shared Uees & Diversion• for the clalmed water rlght(s) 

@< 8. I object to the PWR (Potential Water Right} Summary of the claimed -ter right(s) 

0 9. I object to the description of Ouantltl88 of Uaa for the claimed water right(s} 

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

@< 11. Other Objections (please state YOlume, page and I i~ number for each objection) 

REASON FOR OBJECTION 

The reason for my objection Is as follows (please number your objections to correspand to the boxes checked above; please attach supporting 
informatiOn and additional pages as necessruy): 

Category Number: 4, 8 and 11 

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

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

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

With respect to this particular Zone 2 Report, Magma and ASARCO presently believe that 
groundwater withdrawn from the subject well(s} does not significantly diminish water otherwise available 
to a federal reservation and therefore is not subiect to the Gila Adjudication. However, should it be 
determined that groundwater withdrawn from the well(s) does significantly diminish water otherwise 
available to a federal reservation, Magma and ASARCO object to such use where such groundwater 
withdrawal interferes with param9u~ water rights of Magma or ASARCO. (Uniform Objection Code Nos. 
1135, 1136 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 Zone 2 Report are 
adjud~qa_ted., ·. · ·.. '\.) ' . ·,·-. ...... . · .. 

-.. ' • l • , . • I ~ .,,.• .. .,.' ~ .. . ""~•• ,... 

Attorneys for Magma: ·,.· Attorneys for ASARCO: 

Robert B. Hoffman (004415) 
Carlos D. Ronstadt (006468) ., • 

··'· ~ '\1effrky w: Crock~tt! (012672): ~ ~ '. 
SNELL & WILMER 

~_9n~..A~ll-QrJa_Cer.iter~ - • ·- ~ ·-i 
; Phoenix, Arizona 8q004:0001 . 1 

.. (so2) ·sa2 ~·-0000 · · . ·. , :·: ~ .. ~. ! 
~·;~·: . '·:''..: .. > : .... -~< __ ~.~--~ :\,~~~-~< l 
- -··-·-· ... . 

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

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



• • --.. 
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARJ:~ONA 

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: Wll 1003422 

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO 
The Hydrographic Survey Report for 

The San Pedro River Watershed 

Please file a separate objection for eech Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Woll Report. Objection• to 
information contained in Volume 1 of tho HSR can be stated on ono objoctiOf'I fonn. Objection• mwt l>e wittten. Use of this fonn, or 
a computer facsimile, is required. Objections must be received on or before May 18, 1992. Objectior c must bo filed with the Clerk of 
the Superior Court In and for Maricopa County. Maricopa County Courthouse Annex. 3345 w. Ouran,:o Stroot, Phoenix. AZ 85009. 

This objection is directed to Wetershod 
Filo Report or Zone 2 Woll Report No. 

115-06-CCA-001 

(please imort no.J 

or Catahgued Woll No. 

(plo01>0 lneert no.) 

rn 
~ :;:: 

Co-Objectot'e Name: =: : ~ 
OBJECTOR INFORMATION 

Objector'• Name: Co-Objector'• Nome: 

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

San Carlos Apache Tribe; '¥Onto ~).. ~ 
Apache• Tribe; Yavapai-ApiChe Ind\~;::io 
Community; Camp Verde Reservati~n ==-­

c/o Sp~\J'ks & Siler, P. C. 
Objoctor'e AddreH: Co·Objeotor'e Addree•: Co-Objector'• AddreH: 

601 Pennsylvania Ave. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 

Suite 300 Luhrs Tower 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

7503 First Street 
Scottsdale, AZ 85251 

Objector'e Telephone No.: Co-Objector'• Telephone No.: Co·Objector'e Tele.phoM No.: 

(202) 272-4059 / 272-6978 (602) 254-7207 (602) 949-1998 
Objoctor'e Watorahed Filo Report or Zono 2 Well Report No. Iii tho Objector's claimed /.ter rights are within the San Pedro River Watershed): 

11l-l9-009J 

Or Objeetor'c C4talogued Wall Number (if tho Objector's claimed water rights appear only in VolUtno 8 of the HS;\): 

Or Objector'• Statement of Claimant No. (if tho Objector's claimed water rights are located outside the San Pe<ho River Watershed): 

39-11-05478 39-05-41142 39-07-12652 39-07-12676 39-05-!iOOSS 39-07-12169 
39-US-60083 39-I..8-36340 39-LS-37360 39-US-63614 39-07-J.2675 39-05-50059 

STATE OF ARIZONA 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA 
I hereby make this Objection. I certify that. If required. a copy of tho 
foregoing Objection was served upon the following Claimant(•) by 
mai6ng true and correct copies thereof on the 1 B"' day of M!:£, 1992, 
poetage prepaid and addrnsad ea follows: 

Name: 
115.()6.(;CA-001 
LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN 
CLOUD, DANIEL T. 
& VIRGINIA 
STEl'llENS, ROBERT & SARAH 

Addroc$: 1300 N. 12TH STREET 
SUITE 404 
PHOENIX AZ 85006 

(Tha above section must be completed If you object to another 
claimant's Watershed Filo Report. Zeno 2 Well Report, or 
Catalogued Wall Report. It doe' not need to ba complotad if you 
file an one 2 Well 

Report C·· . d Woll Repo~. P'JIQ. •. rmation einod in 
Volu rdU.tJl\f.~ ~KS 

~ Nctary i>a;hlic - Stale of Arizona 
• :llARlCOPA COUNTY 

• My Con!m Cx;lil8& All9- 25, 1995 

VERIRCATION(muet be completed by objector) 

I doclare under penolty of perjury that I am e claimant In this proceeding or the 
duly·authorized representative of e cleimant; that I have read the contents of 
this Objection (both eides and any att1chmontwl and know the contents thereof: 
and that the infonnation contained in tho Objection is true basod on my own 
personal knowledge. e)(cept those pen ions of the Objection which are indicated 
as being known to mo on information :tnd belief and. ac to thoso portions, I 

believe them to bo truo.,B _ £,.~ 
or or Objootor's Re,>resentatlve 

Signatu Co-Objector or ct11r' s Roproscntativa 

SUuz;;;;;;~d.,ofM•'- 1992 



• 
STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION 

WFR No.: 115-06-CCA-001 
Contested Case File: Wl 11003422 

Page 2 

The following are the main categories of the typical Watan1hed File Report (Zone 2 WeR Reports and some Wete;shed File Reports lack certain categories) . 
Please check the category(iul to which you object, and state the reason for the objection on the beck of this foim. 

lX.Xl 

IX.XI 

[XX) 

IXXJ 

IXX] 

1. I object to the description of lend Ownerwhfp. 

2. I object to the de"ription of Appllcabla Fllinge and DecreH. 

3. I object to the de&erlptlon of DWR'• Anelyela of Allnga and Decrees. 

4. I object to the description of Dlvenlona for the claimed water right(s). 

6. I object to the description of u • .., for the claimed water right(s). 

6 . I object to the description of Reurvoln used for the claimed water right{&). 

7. I object to the description of Shared UH•&, Dlvenolon• for the claimed water right(s). 

8. I objact to the PWR !Potential Wa1er Right} Summary of the claimed watet" right(s) . 

9. I object to the de6criptlon of QuandUH of Uae for the claimed water right(s). 

10. I object to the E.xplanatlon provided for tho claimed water rightlsl. 

{XX) 1 t. Other Objections {please state volume, page and line number for each objection). 

REASON FOR OBJECTION 

'Tho mason for my objection is as follows (pleHe number your objections to correspond to the boxes checked above; please attach supporting information 
and additional p•ges u necesaeryl: 

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) 

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

The amount cla imed, as described by ADWR, exceeds a reasonable amount required 
for beneficial use. (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 POD legal descriptions listed in the WFR is too general. (SM 
623) (3900049780000; 3900049790000) 

One or mor e of the POU legal descriptions listed in the WFR is too general. (SM 
720) (3900049780000; 3900049790000) 

There is no type of use for a filing and/or pre-filing listed under this WFR. 
(SM 820) (1005012411100; 1005012411200) 

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) 

The claimant associated with this Watershed File Report has expanded the 
claimed volume without providing documentation to support such expansion. (SM 
1090) 

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



• • ... . . • WFR No.: 115-06-CCA-001 
Contested Case File: Wlll003422 

Page 3 

4 . The diversion is not associated with a POU. It may be unused, discontinued or 
not applicable and should not be assigned a water right. (SM 600) 

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

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 POD legal descriptions listed in the WFR is too general. (SM 
623) (3900049780000; 3900049790000) 

One or more of the POU legal descriptions listed in the WFR is too general. (SM 
720) {3900049780000; 3900049790000) 

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) 

9. 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) 

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

The claimant associated with this Watershed File Report has expanded the 
claimed volume without providing documentation to support such expansion. (SM 
1090) 

11. The Potential Water Rights for this Watershed File are not fully documented in 
the HSR. A description of the claimants' PWR is not conLained in any of the 
Watershed File Reports in Volumes 3 through 6. Also, applicable filings are not 
described and annual volume used is over-estimated. {SM 200) 



IN THE .ERIOR COURT OF THE STATE a .RIZONA 
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 T10 
The Hydrographlc Survey Report for 

The San Pedro River Watershed 

No. W111003422 

Please fde a separate objection for each Watershed File Report, Zone 2 WeQ Report or Clllalogued WeU Report. Objections ·'o information contained in Volumo 1 of 

lhe HSR can be slated on one objection form. Objections mual be wrillen. U&e d this rorm, or a computer facsimde, is requind. Obfedions must be ~ on or 

before May 18, 1992. N :x· 
!: 

or Catalogued Weil No. This objection is directe<l to Watershed 

File Report or Zone 2 Wen Report No. 11506CCA 001 

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

Objector' a Name: m a River Indian Community 

C/OCox&Cox 

Objector's Address: Suile 300 l..JJllrs Tower, P.O. Box4245 

Phoenix, AZ. 85030 

Objector's Telephone: (602) 254-7207 

OBJECTOR INFORMATION '?. ~o~ 
;- ::ii: 

SanCllrios Apache Tribe; Tonto Apache Tribe; Yavapai-1\pache Indian Community, Ca~ Verde 
1 
allon 

C10 Sparks & Siler, P.C. 

7503 First Street 

Scoll&dale, AZ. 85251 

(602) 949-1988 

Objector's Wa!ershed Fae Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (If the Objector's claimed water rights are within the San Pedro lwer Watershed): 

. - --- -- - ---
Or Objector's Calatogued WeU Nurnber {if the Objector's dairned water rights appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR}: 

Or Objector's Sllltement ot}Cwimant No. (if the Objector's claimed water rights are located outs' the San Pedro River 'atershed): 

39-11-05478J 3~5-4114~ 39-07-12652 39-07-12676 39-05-50058 39-07-12169/ 

~ 39-l.S..36340 39-1.8-37360 ~UB-63614 39-07-12675 39-05-50059 

STATE OF ARIZONA 
VERIFICATION (must be completed by objector) 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

I hereby make lhis Objeclion. I certify that, if required, a copy of the 

foregoing Objeclion was served upon the fol~lairnanl(s) by 

mai6ng true and correct copies thereof on Ille_ u_ ~day of 

May. 1992, postage prepaid and addressed as follow5: 

I declare under perjury that I am a claimant in this prcx:eeOing or the duly-authoriied 

rept9$611tative ot a claimant; that I have rend the c;ontenls ot this Objection (both sides 

and any attachments) and know tho conter.ts thereof; and that the information contained In tile 

Objection Is true t>Med on my own personal knowledge, except those portions of the Objection 

which are indicated as being known to me o>n information and belief and, as to those portions, 

I believe them to be true. 
Name: LEE.OAVIDT.&MARllYN; CLOUO,DANIEL T. 

Address: 1300 N. 12TH STREET SUITE404 
~.J.Ot~ fo~ 

PHOENIX AZ. 85006 

(The above section must ba completed if you object to another 

claimant's Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, or 

Catalogued wen Report. It does not need to be completed if 

you file an objection lo your own Watershed FUe Report. Zone 2 

Well Report, Catalogued WeU report; or lo information contained in 

Volume 1 of lhe Hydrographic Survey Report.) 

Signature of Objector or Objector's Repres 'ntatlve 

D SWORN to befoce me this~ day of 

R~ 124"""-ts'--

Objections musl be filed with the Cleril d the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex. 

3345 W. Durango Slreet, Phoenix, AZ. 85009, on or before May 18, 1992. 

Q 



·.: ~£,; • . ... 

-: . : .. : · . ... · 

---~:-;:-::::::-:-:~---~ 
STATEMENT oFf T~a1e_sJ'Ecjj0~,:·-£~.:-:/~:~: \ 

I ··~~ti· . ..,,,.,\ b""-"'"~•..i> (',~ . • ' 

\ 
.YAi ~ Vt""4• •' ,.~ "f'- l .~_,,,.,.. . '*· - ~'~i2f6lii'h~~l'!>t:. 

The following are the main categories of the typical Watenohed Fne Report (Zone 2 W~b R.~--"' d aoiC;Wa\e;r,iJ:ied File Reports la k certain categories). Please checlc the 

category\1es) lo which yo u ohjocl, and slate the reason for the objedion on the back of this fonn . • ·-· ~ 
.__.~-

- 1. I objoel to the desc:riplion or land Ownetsllip 

X 2. I object !o the descripijon of Appficable filings and Oeaees 

- 3. I objed lo the description or OWR•• Analysis of Filings and ~ 

X 4. I objec:l lo lhe description ol Oiv~s for the claimed waler righl(s) 

X 5. I object lo the description of Uses tot the daitned watar righl(s) 

6 . I object lo Iha description of Reservoirs used for the claimed water right(s) 

- 7 . I object lo the descriptron ol Shared Uses & Oivet'sions for the ciaimed waler righl(s) 

8. I object lo the PWR (Potential Waler Righi) SUmmaiy of the claimed watat right(s) 

X 9 . I object lo the description ol Quantities of Use for the claimed waler righl(s) 

- 10. I objccl to the Explanalion provided for the unclaimed water right(s) 

- 11. Other Objections (please stale volume. page end fine number for each objection} 

REASON FOR OBJECTION 

. . .. . . . -:.· i*'; ' 
,, .. ) .. ~{. - . :.. .·4:.< _ 
' --- -

... 
' " 

The reason for my objedion is as ronows (please number your objections lo oorrespond lo !he boxes ch&elced above; please attached suppottiog information and addilional pages 

as necessary. The fofiowing objeclion(s) are based upon information and befief: 

CATEGORY 

NUMBER 

4 The use of the water claimed depleles waler for senior federal and lndian-lef rights (1 150). 

2 HSR does not sho"N a well regist~ion Ring (420). 

2 HSR does not show a claimed water 11$8 rate (1000). 

4 This well takes water directly from lhe flow cl the river unde1 slate standards (500) (532) (1132) (1137). 

9 HSR does no! show lhe apparent annual volume of water used (1000). 

'2 Nol al welts have appfteable statement of claimants (475). 

5 Claimed uses were not found by OWR (830). 

• 

•. 

• 



. -- ·' 
IN TBE~BRIO~· CO~T OF 'l'HE STAT.F ARIZONA 

IN AND FOR THB COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATIOH OF All RIGHTS TO USE 
WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE No. Wl,W2,W3 & W4 

contested case No. Wl-11-003422 
(0 IJ. 

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS 'l'O ~ ~~~ 
The By4rographic S';1rvey Report for the ~ ~ ... 

San Pedro River Watershed .... - .:::: ~, ;~ 

Please file a separate objection for each Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well R~rt. ~1eeti~ns 
to information contained in Volune 1 of the HSR can be atated on one objection form. Objections n..ist be:wr:itten., Use :of 
this form, or a conpJter facsimile, is required. Objections nust be reeeived on or before May 18, 1992. - t , • 

-.--; ( " 
.c- f 

This objection Is directed to Uatershed 
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. 

Objector's Name: 
Objector's Address: 

Objector's Telephone No: 

1t5·06·CCA ·001 
(please insert no.) 

OBJECTOR INFORMATION 

Salt River Project 
Post Off ice aox 52025 

O"l 

or Catalogued Wel l No. 

<please insert no.) 

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2025 
(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 Objector's Catalogued Well Nunt>er Cif the,Objector•s claimed water rights appear only in Voll.Ille 8 of the HSR): 
{ 

or Objector's Statement of Claimant No. (if ~he Objector's claimed water rights are located outside the San ·Pedro Watershed): 
39-07 01040, 01041. 01206. 01207, 01998 
39-05 50053, 50054, 50055 
39-LS 35212. 35213 

STATE OF Arizona 
VERIFICATION CnJSt be c~le·ced by objector> 

COUNTY OF Maricopa 

1 hereby make this Objection. I certify that, if 
required, copy of the foregoing Objection was served 
upon t he fol lowing Clairaantcs> by mailing true and 
correct copies thereof on the ~th day of ~. 199i, 
postage prepaid and addressed as follows: 

Name: lEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN 

Address: 1300 N. 12TH STREET 

PHOENIX. AZ 85006 

(The above section rrust be c~leted if you object 
to another claimant's Watershed File Report, zone 2 
Well Report, or Catalogued Well Report. It does not 
need to be c~leted if you file an objection to your 
own watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, 
catalogued Well Report, or to information contained 
in Volune 1 of the Hydrograph ic survey Report.) 

I declare lnler penalty of perjury that I am a eleiniant in this 
proceeding or the duly-authori:!ed representative of a clai11111nt; 
that I have read the contents of this Objection (both 
sides and any attachments) and know the contents thereof; 
and that the information conta"ined in the Objection is true 
based on by own ,personal knowl1!dge, except those portions 
of the Objection which are ind'icated as being known to me 
on information and belief and, as to those portions, 
I boliov'\'Sm to bo •~. 

;~~C.~~ 
Signature of Objector or Objector's Representative 

SUBSCRIBED ANO SWORN to beforH me this !St day of 
!m'.. 1992. 

Objections rust be filed with the Clerk of the Superior court in and for Maric:opa County, Maricopa 
Col.Slty Courthouse Annex, 3345 w. Durango Street, Phoenix A~ 85009, on or tJE,fore May 18, 1992. 



• watershed File Report: 11s-06-CCA -001 
Vol-Tab-Pg 7-1-444 

PAGE: 2 

LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN 

STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION 

The following are the main categor ies of the typical Watershed File Report (Zone Z 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. 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

object to the description of LANO ~ERSHIP 

object to the description of APPLlCABLE FILINGS AND DECREES 

I object to the description of DWR 1 S ANALYSIS OF FILINGS ANO DECREES 

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

object to the description of the USES for the claimed water right<s> 

object to the description of RESERVOIRS used for the claimed water rightCs) 

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

I object to t he P\IR (POTENTIAL WATER RIGHT) SUMMARY of t he claimed i.ater right(s) 

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

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

Other Objections (please state voluoe nunber, page nurber and line nunber for each objection) 

REASON FOR OBJECTION 
The reason for my objection is as follows (please nllli>er your objections to correspond to the boxes checked above; 
please attach supporting information and additional pages as necessary): 

CATEGORY 
NUMBER 

SEE ATTACHMENT 1 

In this attachment the uniform code desiqnated by the 

Special Master in accordance with Case Mc:1nagement 

Order No. 1 is shown in parenthesis follciwing each 

objection statement. 



• Watershed File Report: 115-06-CCA -001 
Vol-Tab-Pq 7-1-444 
LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN 

ATTACHMENT 1 

WPR CATEGORY 11 - OTHER 

• PAGE: 1 

The Salt River Project objects to the reporting format 
and content of Zone 2 Well Reports. In Watershed File Reports 
(WFRs) for water uses supplied by surface water or Zone 1 wells, 
DWR regularly includes information pertaining to claims, 
applicable filings and decrees, an analysis of such claims, 
filings and decrees, a Potential Water Right (PWR) summary 
and a quantity or quantities of use. By contrast, Zone 2 Well 
Reports contain "Water Use Numbers" instead of PWRs, fail to 
include or analyze relevant information pertaining to applicable 
filings and decrees, and fail to report or analyze claimed uses, 
dates and quantities. 

In order to avoid premature and unneCE!Ssary distinctions 
between water uses supplied by Zone 2 wells and those supplied by 
surface water or Zone 1 wells, DWR should repo1t the same types 
of information for all uses, regardless of thei.r source of supply, 
until the application of state and federal law to groundwater 
is clearly and finally resolved. 

It is the Salt River Project's position that water use 
from a Zone 2 well should be adjudicated in the: same manner as 
other surface water diversions. Thus, a PWR or· PWRs should have 
been created for this use. Therefore, the term "Potential Water 
Right" (PWR) has been used in place of DWR's "Water Use Number" 
in the objections set forth below. Likewise, the term "Watershed 
File Report" (WFR) is used in place of "Zone 2 Well Report" in 
those objections. 

Although not reported in the HSR, the physical file 
at DWR contains previous f ilinqs that DWR matched to one or 

more water uses in this report. Those previous filings 
appear to provide important evidentiary foundation for one 
or more water right attributes. As such, those filings are 
referenced in the objections set forth below even though DWR 
has not reported them in the HSR (0200,0410). 



• Watershed File Report: 115-06-CCA -001 
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LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN 

WFR CATEGORY 8 - PWR SUMMARY 

PAGE: 2 

The Salt River Project objects to the apparent date of 
first use assigned to this Potential Water Right (PWR). Previous 
filings, particularly notices of appropriation, are the 
evidentiary foundation for the date of priority associated with a 
water right. The Watershed File Report fails to articulate 
sufficient historical evidence to refute the date of priority 
evidenced by the notice of appropriation matchE1d to this PWR. In 
the absence of such evidence, the apparent datE1 of first use for 
this PWR should be the date evidenced by the notice (0920) . 
This objection applies to: IR002. 

* * * * 

The Salt River Project objects to the apparent date of 
first use assigned to this Potential Water Righ.t (PWR). Previous 
filings, particularly notices of appropriation, are the 
evidentiary foundation for the date of priority· associated with a 
water right. The Watershed File Report fails to articulate 
sufficient historical evidence to refute the date of priority 
evidenced by the notice of appropriation matched to this PWR. In 
the absence of such evidence, the apparent date of first use for 
this PWR should be the date evidenced by the notice (0920). 
This objection applies to: IROOl . 

* * * * 

The Salt River Project objects to the absence of an 
apparent date of first use for this Potential Water Right (PWR). 
Previous filings are the evidentiary foundation for the date of 
priority associated with any water right. This PWR has been 
matched to a notice of appropriation and a certificate of water 
right . The date of priority evidenced by the notice 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 articulate sufficient 
historical evidence to refute the date of priority evidenced by 
the notice of appropriation matched to this PWR. In the absence 
of such evidence , the apparent date of first us•a should be the 
date evidenced by the notice (0910). This obje·~tion applies 
to: DMOOl. 

* * * * 
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• PAGB: 3 

WFR CATEGORY 8 - PWR SUMMARY (1:::ontinue4) 

The Salt River Project objects to the weight placed upon 
aerial photography in determining the apparent date of first use 
for this Potential Water Right (PWR). Where DNR concludes that 
no use exists on a parcel as of a given photo date, it does not 
follow that a claimant either had no water right to start with or 
abandoned that right by nonuse. scattered photos reflectinq 
occasional periods of nonuse over a fifty-year time span should 
not be interpreted by DWR to refute the priority date or dates 
evidenced by a claimant's previous filings (0910). This objection 
applies to: IROOl and IR002. 

WPR CATEGORY 9 - QUANTITIES OF usn 

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 disc:ussion 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: IROOl and IR002. 

* * * * 

The Salt River Project objects to the failure of DWR to 
assign a quantity of use to this Potential Wate:r Right (PWR). 
All water rights subject to the court's jurisdi.ction must be 
quantified in accordance with A.R.S. § 45-257(B). This PWR is no 
exception (1010). This objection applies to: rMOOl. 

* * * * 

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: DMOOl, IROOl and IR002. 



INTRODUCTION 

• • 
EXCERPT PROM 

SALT RIVBR PROJECT OBJECTIONS '1'1) 

VOLUME 1 OP THE SAN PEDRO RIVER Bl3R 

REGIONAL IRRIGATION QUANTITY ESTIM:~TES 

(page numbers refer to Volume 1) 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR • s estimai:ion methods and 
results for regional irrigation water quantities foic 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 measur•~d according to 
the quantity of water that the appropriator diverted for beneficial 
use since the time of the appropriation. A.R.S. § 45-14l(B) 
("Beneficial use shall be the basis, measure and liinit to the use of 
"water"). The "regional" quantification method empl<>yed by DWR does 
not properly estimate maximum actual historical ben•~f icial use as 
required by law. 

Second, although DWR has developed new termino1ogy in reporting 
regional water duties, DWR still uses the Arizona Groundwater Code 
method of "areas of similar farming conditions" (ASl!'C), now termed 
"regional farming conditions" (RFC). The RFC methocl assigns a 
weighted average consumptive use requirement to the water duty 
equation based upon the types of crops recently gro~m by appropriators 
in a designated area. Historical information or records evincing an 
individual claimant's actual cropping patterns and the quantities of 
water actually used to cultivate such crops since the time of 
appropriation are not considered. In fact, the Court noted that 
"(average efficient use] is not directly related to what is the 
property's water right [ s) • . • " (Entitlement OrdE~r 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" approacb, an appropriator in 
this situation would be assigned an apparent enti tlEiment 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 apprc1priator who does 
not have a system with above-average efficiency . 

Third, there are several technical errors in D~'R's calculation of 
crop consumptive use including the use of a five yea.r crop history, 
adjusted weather data, relative humidity, growing se:ason, effective 
precipitation, crop coefficients, alfalfa stand esta.blishment, 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 p1::>tential" method 
since, in the absence of sufficient historical reco:rds, this method 
properly estimates maximum actual historical benefi•~ial use. 

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

Pive Year Crop History 
pp. 146-151, C-18, C-19, C-68 throuqh C-78 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's use of its five year 
investigation period for computing acreages irrigat1~d for maximum 
observed quantification and for computing crop irri~Jation 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 throuqh C-19 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's adjustlllent of weather 
station temperatures from recorded values and relat:i.ve 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 relat:Lon to the extremely 
arid surrounding environment, it is extremely doubt1:u1 there is any 
moderating effect due to surrounding irrigated land or to the San Pedro 
River. 

Relative Humidity 
pp. C-9, C-17, c-2s, C-29, C-34, C-92 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's failurE~ to specify whether 
it used minimum relative humidity as specified in Fe>od 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. 

Growinq 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 oc:curs 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 reco1·d. 
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Effective Precipitation 
pp. C-38, C-40 throuqh C-49 

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's method of estimating non­
growing season effective precipitation. The proced·ure used neglects 
r~noff, uses soil constant values that are highly v.~riable and not well 
quantified, and is unclear about assumptions of ini·t.ial soil moisture 
conditions for each month. Published methods can b·a used to estimate 
non-growing season effective precipitation for the ,~inter months, the 
relevant period for most crops. Furthermore, the Salt River Project 
objects to DWR's use of a 50 percent probability of precipitation, which 
results in an inadequate supply in one-half of the years. A so percent 
probability indicates that average effective precip.itation is subtracted 
from crop consumptive use when DWR calculates the i :rrigation 
requirement. This means that in years of below-ave:cage precipitation, 
irrigation users would be unable to replace the lac]'{ of precipitation 
with additional irrigation water. The amount of pr1~cipitation that is 
available 80 percent of the time for field crops and. 90 percent of the 
time for orchards and vegetables is appropriate. 

crop Coefficients 
p. C-33 

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

Alfalfa stand Establishment 
p. C-37 

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

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

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's omissie>n of the effect of 
a rotation delivery system on on-Farm Irrigation Efi:iciency. 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 u~:e 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. 
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§ . ~ ~· ~ 
§ 
~ IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARl'ZONA 
§ IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 
§ 
§ IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO USE 

WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE No. W1,W2,W3 & W4 

~ S MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO /).._ 8 
~ The Hydrographic Survey Report for (JJ J - ( / _./ j l( ~ § 
§ The San Pedro River Watershed ~ 

§ ~ 
~ ~f~~~ea:i: ~:~~:ei:~:uti: ~o~~~hH~~t~=~~ :~t~e:~~°:~ti~:.1:o:~~~c~~~~~~1b~~~::~.0~se0!/~~:i:,~ § 
S or a computer lacsim~. is required. Objections must be received on or belorQ May 18. 11>92. § 
~ This objection is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well No. § 
o 115 . 06. CCA .001 ~ I ,,. .. .,,, ~ "''" w" "'""'No. ....,...., "''" "·' --- ~•uM "M"'•l ~ ~--~ 
tl OBJECTOR INFORMATION -.. ~ ~ 
§ Cloud. Daniel T. & Virginia; Ul ~8 
R Objectors Name: Stephens. Roecrt & Sarah ~ 

§ Objector's Address : .c '8 G IJa¥Qe McKell j PS I:t: · jE '~ 
R P •. Box 33907, Phoenix, Arizona 85067 ·8 
~ Objectors Telephone No.: ( 602 ) 264-2261 ~ r-8 
:\ .::- 0 r.is R Objeclor's Watershed File Repon or Zone 2 Wen Report No. {ii the Objector's claimed water rights are within lho San Pedro River Watershei!JI .:;] ~ § 
s . §· § 115 -QL- CCA -QQl_ ·§ 
§ Or Objectors Catalogued WeU Number (ii the Objector's claimed water rights appear only in Volume 8 ol lhll ~:R): § 
§ 8 
~ 8 § s ~ Or Objeetor's Statement of Claimant No. (if the Objector's clalmed water rights are located outside 1he San Pedo River Watershed): ~ 

* ~- I 
~ § § STATE OF ARIZONA ~ 
~ VERIFICATION (mus1 be completed by objeel<lr) . t· ~ 
~ COUNTY OF Maricopa 8 
~ I declare under penalty of perjvry thar I am a claimant in this proceeding 8 
:\ I hereby make this Objection. I certify that. if required. a copy of the or the duly- authorized represeniative of a claimant; that I have read the l) 8 foregoing Objecrion was served upon the following Claimant(s) by contents ot this Objection (both sic es and any anachments) and kll()W the ~ 8 mailing true and correct copies thereof on the ___ day of contents thereof: and that lhe information contained in !he Objection is S 
tl - - ---· 199_. postage prepaid and addressed as follows: true based on my own personal knowledge, except those portions of the 8 
~ Objection hieh are · icated as being known to me on inlOfmation and S 
8 belief I e pof1ion ~lieve ~ 
§ Name: ~ 

§ Address: b; § 
§ SUSSCRIBEO AND SWORN to before me this /S"day of § 
~ May 199 2 . S § (The above section must be completed it you object to another --t 1 ff'4 / ' 8 
S claimanrs Wa1ersned File Report, Zone 2 Well Report. or CatatOgued c>...., ,P.nvtA!Lc;~<t/~'11.- S 8 Well Report. II does nol need to be completed if you file an /t t) 

8 objection to your own Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report. Norary Public for the State of AR I ZONA (/ .. · 8 § Catalogued Well Report: or to inlormation contained in Volume 1 of 8 § the Hydrographic Survey Report.) Residing at Phoenix, Maricopa County § 
§ My commission expires My Commission. ExpjreS Feb. 13, 1ggs ~ 
~ ~ 
§ s 
~ ~ I Obi"''""' m"" be lUod w~;~•,;:•;~~;~• s~::'.~h~~=. ;~:";;~~~~:;";;•:,:;:;;:r,;,~~:';'J:2eo,mv eo""ho"'o "'"" ~ 

L~=~oC)o=~~C)l:l'C)~Cl""J"~~~~~~~.....-~_,...,.......o--.AC~oooQo'"~.r..--.r.r.r_,...r_,....co=-oec:J 



• STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION • 
The following the are main categories of the typical Watershed File Report (Zone 2 Well Reports and some WatefShed File Reports lack certain categories). 
Please eheck Iha category(ies) to which you ob~ and state the reason for the objection on the baek of this form. 

1f 1. I object to the description of Land Ownership · 

.& 2. I object to the description of Appllcable Allnga and Decrees 

l! 3. I object to the description of DWA's Analysis of FIUnga and Decrees 

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

D 5. I object to the description of Usff for the claimed water tight(s) 

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

0 7. I object to the description of Shared Uses & Diversions for the daimed water right(s) 

~ 8. I object to the PWR (Potential Water Right} Summary of the claimed water righl(s) 

O 9. I object to the description of Quantities of Use for lhe claimed water tight(s) 

D 10. I object to the Explanation provided IOI' the claimed water righl(s) 

0 11. Other Objections (please stata volume, page and line number tor eacn objec1ion) 

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

~~~::" ON INFORMATION AND BELIEF 
1 Lee, David T. & Marilyn are the holders of legal title as security. 

Cloud, Daniel T. & Virginia and Stephens, Robert & Sarah are purchasing 
<==== · .. 

the p~operty anpl are the holders of equitable title. 
··----?' 

2 Add domestic & stockwater as a use to 39-0004978. 

3 

Add irrigation to 39-0004979 

Stockwater should be added to 39-0004078 & 39-000479 

Domestic should be added to 39-0004978 

DMOOl should be added to fjnal column by 39-0QQ4978 

Based upon 10-0501241.1100 and Jo-0501?41 12000 

the apparent first use date is February 1888 

. ... . \ .... ~ 


