IN ERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF '{)NA
AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICO

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO

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

[Wi-11-003422 |

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO

The Hydrographic Survey Report for
The San Pedro River Watershed

Please [ile a separate objection for each Watcrshed File Report, Zoae 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Eeport.  Objections to
information coptained in Volume ¥ of the HSR can be stated an one cbjsction form. Objections must be written. Use of this form,
or a compuler faczimile, is required. Objections must be recelved on or before May 18, 1992

‘This objection ia directed 1o Waterahed
File Beport or Zone 2 Well Report No

ar Catalogued Well No.

jease ipaert no. }

113 - 06 - CCA_-001
£

(piease insert po.)

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objecicr's Name: Magma Copper Comparny {1267) ASARCO incomporated (1263)
Objector's Address: 7400 North Oracle Rd P.O. Box 8 >
Suite 200 Hayden, Arizona 85235

Tucson, Arizona 85704
Objector's Telephone No.: (602) 575-5600 {602} 356-7811
* Tha names, eddresses and telephons numbars of Objectorn’ attormeye are on tha back of -hia fom.

td |1 A 26

eG5e !
§

43¢

‘03714

Objector's Wetershed File Raport or Zone 2 Well Repor No. fif the Objector's claimod watar rights are within the San Pedro River
Magma Copper Company: 113-08-000(-022, et al. /
ASARCO Incorporated:  114-01-00XX-005, et al

Or Objecior's Gmh!ogued Well Numbaf { the Chiector's cleimed wates righis appeay only in Voluma & of tha HSH):
NOT APPLICABLE

Or Chjector's St=lement of Claimart Ne. {f the Objector's claimed water rfights are located outside the 3an Pedro River Watershad):
39 - NOT APPLICABLE

STATE OF _ARIZONA

VERIFICATION {must ba completed by objector)

COUNTY OF _MARICOPA

I deciare under pamalty of perjury that | am a claimant in this
procesding or the duly-aurthorized epresentativa of &
clafment; that | have mad the conterts of thls Objection
{both sides and any attichments} and know the contents
theredl; and that the information contained in the Objettion
ls true based on my own parsonal knowtedge, except thosa
portions of the Objection which are indlcalad as baing

| heraby make this Objection. | cerdily that, i required, a copy of the
forgoing Objection was served upan the following Clatmant(s} by mailing
trus and comect coples thersol on the _1 18 day of

May | 189_2 , postege prepaid and addressad &9 follows:

nams LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN kmown to me on information and befief and, a3 lo those
and CLOUD, DANIEL T. portions, them io be
Address  && VIRGINIA ﬁ; AvTS

STEPHENS, ROBERT & SARAH
1300 N. 12TH STREET

SUITE 404

PHOENIX, AZ 85006

{The above section must be completed if you objee! to ancther
claiman's Watarshed Fia Report, Zone 2 Wel Report. or Catalogued
Well Repart A does not need 1o be tompiated i you fte an
objection to your gwn Watarshad Fita Raport, Zone 2 Well Report
Catalogued Welf Repor; or 1o informetion comtained in Volume 1 of
the Hydregraphic Survey Repart)

Wd%ﬁdﬁéﬂwwnﬁ' (Magrma)
j -é%é # ot
/ 4 <
Bignal Cbiector's Fldbresentative V\

BUBSCRISED AND SWORN to before me this 11th day
of May 80 2

mwﬁumj@w

1.

OFFICIAL STAL
HARISNE DUNCAN SHIPPEE
intary Public ~Szate_ of Arizona
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. STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION .

The iollowing are the main categories of the typical Watershaed File Raport (Zona 2 Well Reports and ssme Walarshed File Reports lack cariatn
categories). Please check the categoty{las) 1o which you object and state the reason for tha objection on the back ¢f this form.

1. 1object to tha description of Land Ownersiip

2 [object to the description of Applicable Fllings and Decrees

3. 1 object to the description of DWEr's Analysls of Fiings and Decreea

4. 1 object to the descriplion of Diverelone for the claimed water right(s}

S I object to the descrption of Usae for the claimed water rgtit(s)

1 ohject to the description ol Ressrvolm used for the claimed water dght{s)

7. | object to the descripion of Shared Uses & Diveralonae for the claimed walar rght(s)
8. 1objec! to the PWR [Polenilal Watar Right) Bummary of the claimed water right(s)
9. | obisct to tha description of Quantitiea &f Use jor the claimed water dght{s)

10. 1| ohiect {0 the Explanation providad for the claimed water right(s)

PFOoOOoOPOoOOCOFO DD
@

11. Other Objections (please state volume, paga and line numbes for mach objertion)

REASON FOR OBJECTION

The reason for my objection ks as follows {please number your objections lo comaspond o the boxes checked ebova; pleasa attach supporting
information and additional pagas as necessany):

Category Number: 4, 8 and 11

Magma Copper Company {"Magma®) and ASARCO Incorporated {*ASARCO"} submit this objection
as co-pbjectors,

Magma and ASARCO object to the inclusion of groundwater in this Adjudication because
groundwater is not subject to claims based on federal law (Unilorm 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 1o each Zone 2 Report that classities a well as a “Zone 2 Wsll*, 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 presenily beileve that
groundwater withdrawn from the subject well{s} does not significantly diminish water otherwise available
to a federal reservation and therefore is not subject to the Gila Adjudication. However, should it be
determined that groundwater withdrawn from the well{s} does significartly diminish water otherwise
available to a federal reservation, Magma and ASARCO object to such use where such groundwater
withdrawal imerferes with paramount water rights of Magma or ASARCO. (Uniform Objection Code Nos.
1135, 1136 and 1150)

Magma and ASARCO are also filing this objection 10 obtain notice and an opportunity to be heard

on all issues in the event that cla:ms 1o the groundwater referenced in claimant’s Zone 2 Report are
ad]udrcated T 3

- B

.
G e o e

Attorneys for Magma: AR Attornays for ASARCO:

Robert B. Hoffman {004415) Burton M, Apker (001258)

Car%os D. Ronstadt (005468) : Gemie Apker Kurtz {005637)
3 Sefirey W Crothkett (012672) © APKER, APKER, HAGGARD

SNELL & WILMER : & KURTZ, P.C.

..One Arizqna Center. « » - = = 2111 E. Highland, Suite 230

', Phoenix, Arizona 85004 0001 ) 1 P.O. Box 10280
(&02) 382 6000 RS * o Phoenix, Arizona 85064-0280
. L H

(602) 381 - 0085
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO USE
WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE Contested Case File: W111003422

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

Pluase fils a separate objection for each Watzrshed Fle Repor, Zone 2 Woll Repart or Catafogued Well Rapart, Objections to
information comlained in Volume 1 of the HSA can bs staled on one objection farm, Objections must ba wyitten. Use of this form, or
o computer facsimile, is requited. Objectiona muet ba mcelved on or bafors May 18, 1882, Ohjsctior s must ba filed with the Clerk of
the Superior Court 0 and for Maricops County, Maricopa County Courthouse Annax, 3345 W, Durango Street, Phoenix, AZ 85003,

S =
Thia objecticn is directed to Watershad 115-06-CCA-D01 or Catalagued Wel Ma, iy =
Fila Repart ar Zone 2 Well Report No., B b\ "'I"‘
{plagea insart no.} {plegw fmeert no,} ..-: - &‘ o
N\

= :
OBJECTOR INFORMATION = =
Objactor's Name: Co-Obfsctar's Name: Co-Objctar's Nama: — .
United States of America Gila River Indian Community San Carlos Apache Tribe; Thnto oy
¢/o Cox & Cox Apache: Tribe; Yavapai-Apiche Indjagr

Comuonmity; Camp Verde Reservatibn

cfo Sparks & Sjler, P.C.

Objoctor's Address: Co-Ohjector's Address: Co-Ghjactor's Addrass:

601 Pennsylvania Ave. Suite 300 Luhrs Tower 7503 First Street

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

Objsctor's Telophone MNao.: Co-Objactor's Telephona No.: Co-Chbjactor'e Telaphone No.:

(202) 272-4059 / 2726978 (602) 254-7207 (602) 949-199%

Objector's Watorehed File Roport or Zone 2 Well Reporl No. {if the Gbjector's claimed yrater rights are within the Sar Pedro River Watarshed):
111-19-009

Or Objactor's Catalogues Wael Number [if the Objector's claimed wetar rights appaar only i Valume 8 of the HBR:

Or Ohjector’s Statement of Claimant No. {if the Objactor’s claimed weler rights ame located outsida the San Pedio River Watashad]:
39-11-05478 39-05-41142 39.07-12652 39-07-12676 39-05-50058 39-07-12169

39-U8-60083 39-L8-36340 39-L8-37360 39-U8-63614 39-07-12675 39-05-50059

STATE OF ARIZONA

COUNTY OF MARICOPA VERIFICATION{must be completed by objectar)

1 hereby make thie Dbjection. | cortify that, if required. & copy of the | declars under penglty of perury thal | am 2 claimant in this procesding or the
foregoing Dbjection wes served upon tha following Claimant(s] by duly-authorized reapresentative of & clamant; that | have read the conmtents of
mailing true and comect copies thereof on the 15" day of May, 1802, this Objection {both sides and any atlzchments} and know the contermts thereof;
poetage prapaid and addrmesed s follows: and thst the information contamed in the Objection is true based an my own

porsonal knowledge, except thase porions of the Qbjection which are indicatad
as being known to me on informaton and belief and, e to those portions, |

balisve thanm to be true, ;
usa6Coron B. bmdatt -
Name: -

LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN -
CLOUD, DANIEL T. Signa‘l:uraf O or ar Objector’s Re jresontative
& VIRGINIA :

STEFAENS, ROBERT & SARAH

Address: 1300 N, 12TH STREET fi0n. ¢
FHOENIX AZ 85006 Signature of Co:Qhisighe of Co- Objsttur's Regfgentative
{Ths abave section must ba ¢ if you abject to another %&

clalmant’s Watershed Fle Repart, Zone 2 Well Report, or
Cstaloguad Well Report. It dose not nesd 1o be completad if you Siunamrqﬁf' Ca-Objector or Co-Qblach’s Reprasantative

fila 2n plojeotion-toyouraun\atesabad Sla Bapart, Fone 2 Well

Report] Catateeuad Well Reporiyorin iiprmation cohtained in D AND SWORN tsthefgra me this ,? day of May, i992.
R peer-RAMEBvhy BRRAKS j M
] Notery S - State of Arizona

Volumy
MABIOOFRA COUNTY
iy Coramn Expires Aup. 25, 1995




WFR Na.: 115-06-CCA-001

(Contested Case File: W111003422

Page 2

STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main cateterien of the typical Watershad Flle Report {Zone 2 Wall Raports and some Wete:shed Fila Reports lack certain categaries).
Plesse chack the categorylias) to which you abjsct, and state the reason for the objaction on tha back of this toirm.

i1 1. iobjact o the dageription of Land Ownermhip.

[XX) 2. 1 gbjpet 1o the description of Applicatde Filings srd Dagrass.

(XX} a. 1 object to the description of DWR's Analysis of FlEngs and Decraes.

POC) 4. 1 objact to the description of Diversions tor the cleimed water rightig].

P} B.  lobject to the description of Uses for the claimad water rightist.

[ 1 a. I abject to the description of Resarecira used for the cleimed water sightis}.

[ | 7. i object ta the description of Shared Unen & Diversl for the claimed water right{s).
XX 8. | ohjact to tha PWR {Potantial Water Right] Summary of the claimed water rightis).
XX g. | chjact ta the description of Quantdties of Lse for the claimed water rightis).

i 1 10 } object to the Explanstion provided for the claimed water rightis).

Xx] 11 nher Objections {plesse slate volume, page and line munber for each objactien).

REASON FOR OBJECTION

The reoeon for my objectlon ks as foltows {plassze number your oblections o pond 1o the boxes checked ebowe; ploase artach supparting information
and additional peges re necesaaryl:

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

Adjudication filinge aesociated with this WFR contain inaccurate or incomplete
information. (SM 478}

The amount claimed, as described by ADWR, exceeds a reasonable amount reguired
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 BOD legal descriptions listed in the WFR is too general. {(SM
623 (3900049780000; 3500049730000)

One or more of the POU legal descriptions listed in the WPFR ie too general., (SM
720) (3900049780000; 3500049790000}

Thera ie no type of use for a f£iling and/or pre-filing listed under this WFR.
{5M 820) (1005012411100; 1005012411200}

Applicable or potentially applicable filinge indigate a volume of actual or
claimed use lesg than the volums eptimated by ADWR (both maximum observed and
regicnal use for irrigation PWR’E). The claimant is not entitled to mcre 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 expansicn. {SM
1090}

3. Adjudication filinge apsociated with this WFR contain inaccurate or incomplete
information. {SM 478)



11.

WFR No.: 115-06-CCA-001

Contested Cese Filo; W111003422

Page 3

The diversgion is not associated with a POU. It may be wused, discontinued ox
not applicable and should not be assigned a water right. (SM §00)

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

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

One or more of the POD legal descriptions listed in the WFR ig too general. (SM
623} (3900049780000; 3900049790000}

One or more of the PQU legal descriptions listed in the WFR ie too general. (SM
720} (3900049780000; 3900049790000])

Applicable or potentially applicable filings indicate a volume of actual or
¢laimed use less than the volume estimated by ADWR (both maximum obeerved and
regicnal use for irrigation PWR's} . The claimant is not entitled to more than
actually used or claimed. {S5M 1000}

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

ADWR uses a methodclogy that over-egtimates crop water reguiremente. (SM 1020)

The claimant asscciated with this Watershed File Report has expanded the

claimed volume without providing documentation to support euch expansion. (SM
1090}

The Potential Water Rights for this Watershed File are rnot fully documented in
the HSR. A description of the claimantsg’ PWR ig not contained in any of the
watershed File Reports in Volumes 3 through 6. Alsa, applicable filinge are not
described and ammual volume uBed is over-estimated. (SM 204)



IN THE QER!OR COURT OF THE STATE A.R!ZONA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA

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

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

No. W111003422

Floas2 fs a saparate objection fer sach Watsrshed Filo Rapori, Zana 2 Wel Repor! or Calalogued WeE Reporl. Objaclions ‘e informatian contsinad in Volums 1 of

the HER man be stated on one objection form. Objections mus) be wiilken, Use of this Torm, or a compuler feceimile, & requirad, Objeclions musl ba reggived on or
befars May 18, 1082, Lt

A

o]
=
=
= .=
This abjaclion & direciad to Walemshed or Cataloguad Wl No. — . .& T‘_'_
File Reparl or Zora 2 Wail Reporl No, 11506C0A 0D1 w = 'rr;
{ploase Insed no.) {please insart na.) o 'S =z
= )
— B
OBJECTOR INFORMATION < M
-
= 3
Oactor's Name: Gia River Indian Commanity SanCarios Apache Tribe; Tonle Apacha Tribe; Yavapal-&pache IndianCommunity, Ca"l‘?p‘!erde yation
GO Cox & Cax

C/O Sparks & Siker, P.C.
Objector's Address:  Suile 300 Luhrs Tower, PLO. Box 4245

7503 First Strest
Phoenix, AZ 85030 Scoltsdale, AZ 85251
Objector’s Talaphone: {60Z) 2647207 {602) 549-1088

Obiodior's Watsrshad File Report ar Zone 2 Walt Reporl No. (f the Objeclar’s claimed walsr rights are within the $an Pedm |tiver Waierahad):

D1 Objeclor’s Calalogued Weli Number {if the Objeclor’s claimed water rights appear only in Yalurme 8 of ibe HSR):

Or Objecior's Stniu'rm'rltjc‘:la‘mant No. (if the Objector’s claimed water Aights are kacalad oul

b&y the San Pedro Rivar y"al-arslm']:
39-11-05478 350511142 90712652 N7 176 39-05-50058 36-07-12168
39-UB-60083 391 5-36340 35-18-237380 35 118-63614 80712675 39-05-50050

STATE OF ARIZONA

VERIFICATION mus! be complaled by objector)
COUNTY OF MARICOPA

| daclare under perjury that £ am a ctaiman| in this procseding or the duty-authorized
rapresentative of 4 ¢lagmant; that | have meid the cortenis of this Objection {(bolh sides

and any attachments} and know tha conter.bs thereof; and that the information contaimed in the
Objection 8 rue based on my own personal knowledge, except thosa porlions of the Objection

which are indicated &8 being known to me on information and beliel and, as lo these porlions,
| bal@ve them to be true.

1 heralxy meke Ikis Objection. | carfify that, i required, a copy of lhe
foregoing Objeclion was sarved upon b fallowi imarnl{s) by
mailing irse and cofted] copias thoreof on e _ ™ day of

May, 1992, posiage prepakl and addressed ag folows:

Marna: LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN; CLOUD, DANIEL T,

l }j&g‘x )J. G‘( /}8 % :d::,z_.
Address: 1300 N. 12TH STREET SUITE 404 ' 7~

Signatura of Objector or Objeclor's Repressntalive

PHOEMIX AZ 85006

SUBSCRIBEIAND SWORN 1o before me this ) _day of

e,

JAMES ROSENT MITTERMOUSE
Notary Bublic - State ot Adzona
MARICOPA COUNTY
My Comm, Exnims fon, 5. 1084

{The above section must be compleled if you object to analhor
claimank's Watershed Fie Report, Zone 2 Well Report, or
Calalogued Well Report. It ¢oos not need o be complated i

you file an objedlion bo your own Watershed File Reporl, Zons 2
Well Raport, Calalogued Well rapork; of W ikformation comtained i
Volurne 1 of tha Hydrograpteic Suney Raport.)

Objeclions rous! ba fled with Lha Clork of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Markeopa County Courthouse Annex,
3M5W.h Sireal, Ph

o

ix, A7 BS009, on or before May 18, 1992,
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The following are the main categories of Ihe typical Watershed Fiia Report {Zone 2 Well Repo : r#EWatemhed Fike Reports lack cerain cotegories}. Please check the
catefjoryfies) to which you objact, snd alate the reason for ihe objection on the back of lhts fnrrEn R e

« 1. ! object to the descriplion of Land Ownorship

X 2. 1 objed {0 the descriplion of Applicatie Fillings and Dacees

- 3. tobjesd fo the descriplion of DWR's Anatysls of Fings and Decrass

X 4. | obisel bo the description ol Bivarsions lor the ciaimed waler aghl{s) B L o -:* i“‘ ¢ — it .
© X 5. ! objed bo the description of Uses for the claimed waler right(s}

- &. 1 abjed) lo the deseription of Reserviirs yeed for the ciaimed waler dght{s}

- 7. tebjedd ta the descriplion of Shared Uses & Diversiorn for the claimed wates righlis)

- 8. fobjed to the PWR {Polenlial Waler Right} Summary of the daimed waler tight{s)

X 9, | objec o the description of Quantities of Lise for the claimed water righi(s)

- 10. | ohjed to the Explanalion provided for the unclaimed waler fight(s}

- 11, Dlher Objections (please stale volume, page and fne number for pach objection)

) REASON FOR OBJECTION
The raasen for my abjeclion & as follows (please number your objetions fo comespend Lo the bazes checked above, plaese allached sypporing information nd addilione pages
aa necasaary. Tihe fofiowing objeclionis} are based upan infarmabion end befef:

GATEGORY

NUMBER
4 The yse of the water claimed depletes water for senior federal ard indian waler rights {115().
2 HER does not show a well ragistration fiting (4207, ) N
2 HSR does not shaw a clamed water use tate (1000). - - '
4 This weil takes water directly from the flow of the tiver under state siandards (500) {532 (1132} (1137). '
q HER does nol show Lhe apparent anhual volume of waler vsed {1000). . :
2 Not ali welis have appiisatie slatement of daimants {475), ‘
3 Claimed uses were not found by DWR {830).




IN THEQJPERIDR COURT OF THE BTRTAF 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 SOQURCE No, W1, W2,W2 & W4
Contested Case No. W1-11-003422
u e
MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO ~ Qs
The Hydrographic SBurvey Report forxr the Eﬁ Q =
8an Pedro River Watershed — &' i
- % =

Plesse file & separate ob;ectmn for each Hatershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Rapgrt.:‘%‘jectiéi-\s
to information contained in Volume 1 of the HSR con he stated on one chjection form. Objections must be’writter.¢ Use of

this form, or a computer facsimile, is required. Objections must be received on or before May 1B, 1992. - o
'E] ¥
F—d i
. o T
This gbjection is directed to Uatershed or Catalogued Well Wo.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report Mo, 115-04-cca -001 ;
(please insert mo.) {please insert nn.)

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

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

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2025
Objector*s Telephone No: {602) 236=-27"1

Objector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report Mo. (If the Objectorfs claimed weter rights are within the San Pedro
River Waterched):

Or Objector’s Catalogued Well Rumber (if the Objectorts claimed water rights asppear only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

or Objector's Stotement of Claimant No. {if the Objector's claimed water rights are {ocated cutside the San Pedro Watershed):
39-07_01040% 01041, 01206, 01207, 01938
39-05_50¢53, )54, 7355
39-18_35212, 55213

STATE OF Arizona

VERIFICATION (must be completed by cbjector)
COUNTY OF Maricopa

I declere under penalty of perjury thet 1 em a cleiment in this

1 hereby make this Objection., 1 certify that, if proceeding or the duly-autherired representative of g claimant;
required, copy of the foregoing Objection was served thet [ have read the contents of this ObJection (both
upon the following Claiment{s) by mailing true and sides and any attachments) and know the contents thereof;
correct copies thereof on the 14th dey of May, 199, and that the information contained in the Objection is true
postage prepaid end addressed as follows: based oh by own personal knowledge, except those portions

of the Objection which are indicated as being known to me
Name: LEE, DAWID T. & MARILYN an mformatwn and belief and, as to those portions,

Address: 1300 N. 12TH STREEY

PROEKIX, A7 85004

Signature of Objector or Cbjector's Representative

{The above section must be completed if ymi object SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to beforw: me this lst day of
to another claimant's Watershed File Repart, Zone 2 May, 1992.
Hell Repart, or Catalogued Well Report. It does not
need to be completed if you file an objection to your
own Batershed File Report, Zone & Well Report,
Catalogued Weil Report, or to informatien contained

Notary P

in Volume } of the Hydrographic Survey Report.} Residing at Maricops County | N " PPERSON
My commission expires ] 375 Nuia :muig:lmk_gmna

My Comm Expm March 24, 1995

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

¢



Watershed File Report: 115-06-CCA -001 PAGE: 2

Vol=-Tab-Pg 7-1-444
LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN

STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The #ollowing are the main categories of the typical Watershed File Report {Zone 2 Weil Reports end some
Watershed File Reports tack certain categories). Flease check the category({ies) to which you object,
and stete the reascn for the objection on the back of this form.

{31 1. 1 object to the description of LAND OMNERSHIP

{1 2. ! chbjeet to the description of APPLICABLE FILINGS AND BECREES

I} 3. 1 object to the description of DURYs ANALYSES OF FILINGS AMD DECREES

{31 %4. 1 object to the description of the DIVERSIONS for the cleimed water rightis}

[1 5. 1 ohject to the deseription of the USES for the claimed water right(s)

[1 &. 7 object 1o the description of RESERVOIRS used for the cleimed water rightis)

[} 7. 1 cbject to the description of SHARED USES & DIVERSIONS for t  claimed water right(s)
XY 8. 1 chiect to the PUR (POTENTIAL WATER RIGHT) SUMMARY of the claimed water right(s)

M1 9. 1 object to the description of the QUANTITIES OF USE for the claimed water right{s)
L1 10. ) object to the EXPLANATION provided for the claimed water right{s)

D3 11. Other Ohjections (please state volume mumber, page number and line mumber for each objection)

REASON FOR OBJECTION

The reason for my objection is as follows {please number your ocbjections to correspond to the bodes checked above;
ptease attach supporting information and additionel pages B3 necessary):

CATEGORY
NUMBER

SEE ATTACHMENT 1

In_this attachment the uniform code desicnated by the

Special Master in accordance with Case Mzanagement

Order No. 1 is shown in parenthesis following each

obijection statement.




Watershed File Report: 115-06-CCA -001 PAGE: 1

Vol=-Tab-Pg 7-1-444
LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN

ATTACHMENT 1
WFR CATEGORY 11 = OTHER

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 decreeg, a Potential Water Right (PWR) summary
and a quantity or gquantities 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 unnecessary distinctions
between water uses supplied by Zone 2 wells and those supplied by
surface water or Zone 1 wells, DWR should report the same types
of information for all uses, regardless of their 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 positicn 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 bhelow. 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 filings 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 PAGE: 2

Vol=-Tab~Pg 7-1~444
LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN

WFR CATEGORY 8 = PWR BUMMARY

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 dzte 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: IRO002.

* * * *

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 matched to this PWR. 1In
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: IR0O1.

* * * *

The Salt River Project cbjects 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. 1In the absence
of such evidence, the apparent date of first uss should be the
date evidenced by the notice (0910). This objection applies
to: DMOO1.



Watershed File Report: 115-06-CCA =001

Vol-Tab~Pg 7-1-444
LEE, DAVID T. & MARILYN

PAGE: 3

WFR CATEGORY 8 ~ PWR SUMMARY (sontinued)

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 (FPWR). Where DWR 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 reflecting
occasional periods of nomuse over a fifty-year time span should
not be interpreted by DWR to refute the priority date or dates
evidenced by a claimant's previocus filings (0910). This objection
applies to: IR0Q1 and IR0O2.

WFR CATEGORY 9 - QUANTITIES OF UBE

The Salt River Project objects to the gquantity of use
assigned to this Potential Water Right (PWR). The regional
method used by DWR for determining gquantity 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: IRO01 and IR002.

The Salt River Project objects to the failure of DWR to
assign a guantity of use to this Potential Water Right (PWR).
All water rights subject to the court's jurisdiction must be
quantified in accordance with A.R.5. § 45-257(E). This PWR is no
exception {1010). This objection applies to: IMO0Ol.

* * * *

The Salt River Project objects to the failure of DWR to
calculate a diversion rate for this Potential wWater 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: DMOO1l, IR001 and IR002.



BECERPT FROM
SALT RIVER PROJECT OBJECTIONS TO
VOLUME 1 OF THE 8AN PEDRO RIVER Ha3R

REGIONAL IRRIGATION QUANTITY ESTIMATES

{page numbers refer to Velume 1)

INTRODUCTION

The Salt River Project objects to DWR'!'s estimaizion 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® guantification 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
nethod of "areas of similar farming conditions" (AS¥FC), now termed
"regional farming conditions™ (RFC). The RFC method assigns a
weighted average consumptive use reguirement to the water duty
egquation 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

propertyt*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 estzblishment, 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
reguirements for both maximum observed and regional guantifications.
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-& 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 curreni 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-%2

The Salt River Project objects to PWR's failure to specify whether
it used minimum relative humidity as specified in Food and Agricultural
Organization (FAQ) Paper 24. Minimum relative humidity is not
reported by Sellers and Hill. Purthermore, their € p.m. (1800 hours)
data must be adjusted downward to reflect lower humidity in mid-

afterncon. 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 o¢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 cver 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 scil moisture
conditions for each month. Published methods can b2 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
reguirement. This means that in years of below-average precipitation,
irrigation users would be unable to replace the lack of precipitation
with additional irrigation water. The amount of precipitation that is
available 80 percent of the time for field crops and 90 percent of the
time for orchards and vegetables is appropriate.

Crop Coefficients
p- C-33

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

interpolation. Both FA0O-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 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 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 SQURCE No. W1 W2, W3 & W4

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO "
The Hydrographic Survey Reportfar (/[ ~//— 3 o X
The San Pedro River Watershed
Piease file a separate objection tor each Watershed Fils Report, Zona 2 Woll Repon or Catalogued Well Beport  Objectiors to

infprmatien contained m Volume 1 of the HSR can be swated on one objection form. Objgclions must be writen. Use of this form,
or a cemputer facsimis, is required. Objectians must be recelved on or balore May 18, 1092,

This abjgcton is dirscted to Watershed or Catalogued Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. 115 - 06 - CCA - 001

{plaase insert no.) 1 pleasa insert no. )

Y

e om0 A A A A S DDA DI

OBJECTOR INFORMATION
Cloud, Daniel T. & Virginia;
sephens—Reobosr—E Sarab——-v

¥

.0, Box 07, cenix, Arizona 85067

o

Chjeciors Name:

T

N

A

WEMTE

+

Objectacs Telephone No.: '

bL-ED

w””ﬂﬂ.f:/:w”mwyxrﬂ#ﬂ#xfmﬂﬂ”ﬂmﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂmﬂﬂ:

=
Oiector's Watershed File Repoit or Zone 2 Well Repant Mo. {if the Objectors daimed waler rigts are within the San Pedro River Watershetp
115 -6 - CGA__ -0Q1

QOr Objectors Catalogued Well Number (i the Objecior's claimed waler rights appear only in Volume 8 of the HER):

QOr Cbjactor's Statement of Claimant Na. (if the Objectar's daimed water fights are located outside the San Pedyy River Watershed):

39 -
state oF _ARIZONA
. VERIFICATION  (musl be completad by objeciur} -
countyor Maricopa -~
| dedare under penalty of perfury that | am a claimant ia this procesding
| hereby maks this Objecton. 1 cerfy that, i required, a copy of the of the duly- authorized representative of a daimant; that | have read the
{oregoing Objection was sefved upon the foliowing Claimaniis) by contents of tis Objection {both sices and any anachments} and know the
mailing rue and comrect capies thareaf on the day of contents thareof; and that the information contained in the Chjection is
. 188 . pasiage prepaid and addressed as follows: tre basad on my gwn personal knowledge, excipt those portions of the
dicated as I:lemg known te me on information and
Nama:
Addrass:
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN 1o before me this AS  day of
. May 198 2 .
{The above section must bo complated it yay object io another *
claimant's Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, or Catalogued dm
Well Repart. it does not need I be completed if you file an )
objection to your own Walershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Repar, Notary Public for the Swate of _ART ZONA
Catalogued Wefl Report; or le information comained in Valume 1 of
the Hydrogeaphic Survey Peport ) Residing a1 _I hggn ix, Mari cha g :Qunty

Wy commission expires ! Comm __’Sﬂmm_sﬁb 13, 1588

Objactions must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa Counly, Maricora County Courthause Annex,
3345 W. Durango Street, Phoanix, AZ 85009, on or belore May 16, 1932,

|
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STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The fallowing the are main categories of tha typical Watershed Fila Raport (Zona 2 Well Reports and some Watershed Fite Raports lack cenain categories),
Please check he catogory{ies) t which you object, and siate the reasen for the objection on the back of this form.

1. | object 1o the description of Land Qunership -

2. | object 1o the dascription of Applicable Fliings and Decrona

3. | object to the description of DWR'a Analyala of Fillngs and Decrees

4. | abject to the description of Nversfons for the claimed water ight(s)

5. { objact to the description of Usea for e claimed water nghtfs)

6. iobject to tha description of Resesvoira used for the claimed water righi(s}

7. \object to the description of Shared Uses & Diversions hor the daimed water‘ﬁght(s}
6. | abject to the PWR [Potentla! Water Right} Summary of the cfaimed water right(s)
9. | object o the descripton of Quantiles o} Use for the claimed water right{s)

10. | objact to the Explanation provided for the claimed water ighi(s} .

o oo & o oo o Btk

11. Cther Objections {please state volume, page and line number for each abjection)

REASON FOR OBJECTION

The reasan for my objection is as follows {please number your cbjpctions to comespond to the boxes checked above: please attach supponting informaiion
and additional pages as necossary):

s 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 property ang’/are the holders of equitable title.

e
2 Add domestic & stockwater as a use to 39-0004978.
Add irrigation to 39-0004979

3. _Stockwater should be added to 39-0004078 & 39-000479
_ . _Domestic shogu = -_—
. DMOOL should be added ro. final colymn hy 39-0004978
8 Base - = 2
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