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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

CIVIL NO. W1-11-3317

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER

CONTESTED CASE NAME: Inre Lester 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 the claimant and
objectors.

NUMBER OF PAGES: 59

DATE OF FILING: February 8,2018

Pursuant to the minute entry dated November 8, 2011, counsel for the Salt River Project
Agricultural Improvement and Power District and Salt River Valley Water User’s Association
(collectively “SRP”) took the lead to resolve objections to Watershed File Report 115-04-

ADB-008. According to SRP’s report filed December 29, 2017, the objectors did not reach a
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settlement agreement that would resolve the pending objections. Copies of the objections are

attached as Appendix A.

Based on Watershed File Report 115-04-ADB-008, this contested case involves
approximately 1.1 acres of land on which claims for water rights are made for domestic use and
for irrigation of a citrus orchard and a garden. The report lists a Zone 1 Well as the source of
the domestic use, which Arizona Department of Water Resources defined as water for inside
household needs. See San Pedro Hydrographic Report, Volume 1, pp. 541, 563. Copies of
cited pages are attached as Appendix B. Instream pumps provide water for irrigation use.
Statements of Claimant 39-5845 and 39-5862 were signed by Lester Young and Thelma Lee
Young, the landowners identified in Watershed File Report 115-04-ADB-008. Thelma Lee
Young, a widow, subsequently sold the land to Aravaipa Ranch, LLC and by an assignment
filed January 2, 2018, assigned Statements of Claimant 39-5845, and 39-5862 to Aravaipa

Ranch, LLC.

The Rules for Proceedings Before the Special Master' require the Master to assign
contested cases to either Track 1 or Track 2. Given the relatively small amount of water
involved in this claim, 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 Report.  The meeting will be attended by the

! A copy of the Rules for Proceeding before the Special Master can be found on the website:
https://www.superiorcourt.maricopa.gov/SuperiorCourt/GeneralStream Adjudication/docs/pdfs-
RulesRev053105.pdf
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litigants and their attorneys, if any. In this case, the claimant has not filed an objection to the
Watershed file report. Accordingly, Rule 8.02[1][a] states:
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 claimant and the
objectors no later than April 5, 2018. At the conclusion of the meeting, DWR shall filed 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
Report.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Thelma Young will be removed from the court-

approved mailing list because she is no longer a party in this contested case.

oL Aho

~SUSAN WARD HARRIS
Special Master

On February 8, 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.

06744!&24{4& gg;ﬁga»u

Barbara Brown
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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: W111003315

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

Pleaso file a separate objection for each Watershed File Report, Zons 2 Wall Report or Catslogued Waell Report. Objections to
information contained in Votume 1 of the HSR can be stated on one objection form. Qbjections must be written, Use of this form, or
8 computer facsimile, is required. Objections must be reesived on or before May 18, 1882, Objections must be filed with the Clerk of
the Superior Court in and far Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex, 3346 W. Durango Street, Phoenix, AZ 865009.

This objection is directed to Watershed 115-04-ADB-006 or Catalogued Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Wall Report No.
{ploass insert na.) (pleage insort no.)
OBJECTOR INFORMATION
Objector's Name: Co-Oblector's Name: Co-Objector’'s Name:
United States of America Gila River Indian Community San Carlos Apache Tribe; Toato
¢/o Cox & Cox Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apache Indian

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

Objactor's Address: Co-Objector's Address: Co-0Objector's Address:

601 Pennsylvania Ave. Suite 300 Luhrs Tower 7503 First Street

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

Objector’e Telaphane No.: Co-Objsctor’s Talephone No.: Co-Objector's Telophone 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 Watershed):
111-19-009

Or Objector’s Catalogued Wall Number {if the Objector's claimed water rights appasr only in Volume @ of the HSR):

Or Objector's Statement of Claimant No. (it the Objector's claimed water rights aro located outside the San Padro River Watershed):

39-11-05478 39-05-41142 39-07-12652 39-07-12676 39-05-50058 3907-12169
39-U8-60083 39-L8-36340 39-1L8-37360 39-U8-63614 39-07-12675 39-05-50059
STATE OF ARIZONA

COUNTY OF MARICOPA VERIFICATION(must be completed by objector)

1 hereby make this Objection. | cortify that, if required, a copy of the | declare under penalty of perjury that | am a claimant in this proceading or the
foregoing Objaction was served upon the following Claimant(s) by duly-authorized representative of a claimant; that | have read the contents of
meiling true and comect copiss thereof on the 18* day of May, 1992, thie Qbjection (both sides and any attachments) and knaw the contents thareof;
postage prepaid and addressed as followe: and that the information containod in the Objectlon is true based on my own

personal knowledge, except those portions of the Objection which are indicated

' a8 baing known to me on information and bellaf and, ae to thoes portions, |
ball om to be tﬂ
115-04-ADB-006 °
Name: YOUNG, LEMUEL B.

& MARGARET Signeture of Objectar or Objector's Representative

Address: BOX 309
HAYDEN AZ 85235

(The above section must be completed if you object to another
claimant’'s Waterehed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, or
Catalogued Woll Report. it does not nesd to be completed If you
tile an objection to your gwn Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Wall
Report. Cataloguad Wall Report, or to information centained in su“mé?

day of May, 1802.

Volume 1 of the

OFFICIAL SEAL
. PAMELA L. SPARKS
|5 Notary ublic - State ol Arizona
T4y MARICOPA COUNTY
My Comm Exwums Aua. 25. 1995




WFR No.: 115-04-ADB-006
Contested Case File: W111003315
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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 chsok the categorylies) to which you object. and state the resson for the objection on the back of this form.

[0.94] 1. 1object to the description of Land Ownerehip.

[XX]I 2. 1 object to the description of Applicable Fllings and Decress.

[XX] a. | object to tha d. iption of DWR‘e Analysis of Fliings and Deorase.

[ 1 4, | abject to the description of Diversions for the claimed water right{s).

[ ) 6. | abject to the description of Uese (or the claimed watar right(s).

[ 1 6. | abject to the description of Ressrvolm used for the claimed water rightis).

[ 1 7. t abject to the description of Shared Uses & Diversions for the claimed water right(s).

IXX] 8. | object to the PWR (Patential Water Right) Summary of the claimed water right(s).

[XX] 9. | object to the description of Quantities of Use for the claimed water rightis).

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

E 1 . Other Objections {please state volume, page and line number for each objection).
REASON FOR OBJECTION

The reason for my objeotion le as follows {please number your objecti to pond to the b checked above; please attach aupporting information

and additionel pages as necessary):

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) (PO1;
P02)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the pre-filings. (SM 430) (OT001)

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

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 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; 3900056820000; 3900058450000)

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

The claimant and/or RDWR fail(s) to associate this claim with a
pre-adjudication water filing as required by Arizona statute. (SM 420) (P01;
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) (POl; P02; WO01)

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

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: W111003319

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

Please flle s separate objection for each Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Roport. Objections to
information contained In Volume 1 of the HSR can be stated on one abjection form. Objectlons must be wiitten. Use of this form, or
a computer facslmlle, Is required. Objections must be recelved on or before May 18, 1882, Objections must be filed with the Clerk of
the Superior Court In and for Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex, 3346 W. Durango Street, Phoenix, AZ 86009.

This objection is directed to Watershed 115-04-ADB-010 or Catalogusd Weil No.

File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No.

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

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objector’s Name: Co-Objector's Name: Co-Objector’'s Nams:
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.

Objector’s Addmes: Co-Objector’'s Addross: Co-0bjector'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-Objector’s Telephone No.: Co-Objector’s Telephone No.:

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

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

Or Objector’s 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 Objectar’s claimed water rights are located outsido the San Pedro River Watershed):

39-11-05478 390541142 39-07-12652 39-07-12676 39-05-50058 39-07-12169
39-U8-60083 39-18-36340 39-1.8-37360 39-U8-63614 39-07-12675 39-05-50059
STATE OF ARIZONA

COUNTY oF MARICOPA VERIFICATION(must be completed by objector)

| hereby maka this Objection. | cortify that, if required, a copy of the ) declare under penalty of psrjury that | am a claimant in this proceeding or the
foregoing Objection was served upon the following Claimantis) by duly-authorized represantative of a claimant; that | have read the contents of
malllng true and comect coples thereof on the 18™ day of May, 1892,  this Objection (both sides and any attachments) end know the contents thereof;
postage prepaid and addresead as follows: and that the Information contained in the Objection is true based on my own

personal knowledge, except those portions of the Objoction which are indicated
as being known to me on information and belief and, as to those portions, |
belisve them to be true.

115-04-ADB-010 5
or Objector's Representative

Name:  YOUNG, HAROLD D.
& NANCY L. Slgnature g Obje

Address: P.O. BOX 55
HAYDEN AZ 85235

{The above eectlon must be completed if you object to another i
clalmant’s Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, or s
Catalogued Well Report. It does not need to ba completed if you Signatura ﬁén-ﬂhiacwr or
file an objection to your gwn Watershed File Roport, Zone 2 Well

Report, Catalogusd Wall Report, or to Information contained in suBs AND SWORN to huforg me this 7 day of May, 1992,
Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Burvey Roport.] M@&

OFRACIAL SEM
S PAMELA L. SPARKS
(ISl Notasy Punic - Stato of Arizona
ARG  MARICOPA COUNTY
NG My Comm ixpres Aug. 25, 1985
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STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main categorisa of the typical Watershed File Report {Zone 2 Wall Reporte and some Watershed Flle Reports lack certain categories).
Please check the categorylies) to which you object, and state the reason for the objsction on the back of this form.

{XX] 1. |object to the description of Land Ownership.
XX} 2. 1 abject to the description of Appllcable Filings and Decrees.

[XXI] 3. | object to tho description of DWR’e Analysls of Filings and Deorees.

[ 4. | objact to the description of Diveralons for the claimed water right(s).

[ 1] 8. | object to the description ot Usee for the claimed water right(s).

[ 1 6.  |ohject to the description of Resarvalrs used for the claimed water right(s).

[ 1 7. | object to the description of Sharad Uses & Diversions for the claimed water right(s).
[XX] 8. | objeot to the PWR {Potential Water Right) Summary of the clsimed water rightis).
[XX) 9. | objact to the description of Quamntities of Use for the cisimed water rightis).

[ 1 10. 1object to the Explanation provided for the claimed water rightls).

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

REASON FOR OBJECTION
The for my objection is ae foll {plsace number your objecti to correspond to the b hacked above; pl attach supparting inf tion
and additional pages as nocessary):
L There is a digcrepancy 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)

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) (P02)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the pre-filings. (SM 430) (OT001)

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

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 missing a
place of use legal description. (SM 720) (3500058470000)

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

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

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



WEFR No.: 115-04-ADB-010
Contested Case File: W111003319

Page 3

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 S60)

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)



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

Pleage filo a soparate objection for aach Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Wall Report or Catalogued Well Report. Objections to
information contained in Volume 1 of the HER can bo atatad on one objeation form. Objactions must he written. Use of this form, or
s computar facaimile, Is required. Objections must be received on or bafore May 18, 1882, Objactions must be filed with the Clark of
the Superior Court in and far Maricopa County. Maricopa County Courthouse Annex. 3348 W. Durango Strest, Pheenix, AZ 86008,

Thie objection is directed to Watershad 115-04-ADB-007 or Cataloguad Well No.

Fila Report or Zone 2 Well Report No.

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

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Ohjsctor's Name: Co-Objaotor’'s Nama: Co-Objactor's Name:
United States of America Gila River Indian Community San Carlos Apache Tribe; Tonto
¢/o Cox & Cox Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apache Indian

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

Objector's Address: Ca-Objector’s Address: Co-Objector's Addresa:

601 Pennsylvania Ave. Suite 300 Luhrs Tower 7503 First Street

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

Objsctor’s Telephona No.: Co-Objector’s Telophone No.: Co-Qbjector’s Telephone No.:

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

Objector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Weli Report No. {if the Objector’s claimed water rights are within the San Pedro River Watershed):
111-15-009

Or Objector’s Catalagued Well Number (if the Objector’'s clsimed water rights appear only in Volums 8 of the HSR):

Or Objactor's Statamant af Claimant No, (if the Objector's claimod water rightes 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 39-1.8-37360 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 | declare under penalty of perjury that | am a claimant in this praceeding or the

toregoing Objection was served upon the following Claimant(s) by duly-authorizad represantative af a claimant; that | haves read the contents of

mailing true and comect coples thereof an the 16> day of May, 1982, this Objection (both sides and any attachments) and know the contents thereof;
and that the information contained in the Objection s true based on my own
personal knowledge, except those portions of the Objoction which are indicated
as being known to me on information and bellef and, as to those portions, |
hellave thg

postage prepaid and addressed as follows:

115-04-ADB-007
Name:  YOUNG, MARY LOUISE

Address: BOX 55
HAYDEN AZ 85235

{The above section muet be completed If you objsct to another
clalmant's Watershad File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, ar 7
Catalogued Well Report. It does nat need to be comploted if you slgmmm}ﬂ*ﬁo-omac!ur or Qo-Qifsctor’s Rapresentative

file an objection to your awn Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well
Report, Cstalogued Wall Report, or ta information contained in sues AND SWORN to iafare mo this day of May, 1982.
Vol 1 of the Hydrographic Su M

%

OFRCIAL SEAL
sLAL. SPARKS
PAM ?hﬁc L ot Miitea

pA GOUNTY
LRI . 25, 1885




WFR No.: 115-04-ADB-007
Contested Case File: W111003316
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STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main categories of the typical Watershed File Report (Zons 2 Well Reports and some Watershed Fils Reports lack certain categories).
Plesso check the categorylins) to which you object, and state the reason for the objection on the back of this form.

[XX] 1. | object to the dascription of Land Ownership.

[XX] 2. | object te the description of Appllcable Fllings and Decrees,

[XX] 3. |abject to the description of DWR's Analysls of Flings and Decrees.

[ 1 4, | object to the description of DI i for the claimed water rightle).

[ 1 5. | object to the deacription of Uses for the claimed water right(s).

[ 1 6. | objsct to the description of Reservolrs used for tha claimed water right(s).

[ 1 7. I object to the description of Shared Uses & Diverelons for the claimed water rightis].
[XX] 8. { abject to the PWR (Potential Water Right) Summary of the claimed water right(s).
[XX] 8. | objact to the description ot Quantitios of Use for the claimed water right(s).

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

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

REASON FOR OBJECTION

Tha reason for my objaction is as follows (please number your ohjections to correspond to the boxes checked above; pl 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)

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) (IR001)

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

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

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

There ig 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 contain inagcurate or incomplete
information. (SM 478)
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The claimant and/or ADWR fail(s) to associate this claim with a
pre-adjudication water filing as regquired by Arizona statute. (SM 420) (PO1;
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) (P0l; P02; WO0l)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the ADWR analysis of Apparent First Use Date. (SM 220) (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)

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)



In fHE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA o .
RECENEL i 11 1892
IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO
USE WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE No. WI,E§W3 & W4
W1-11-003315

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

Please file a separate objection for each Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Report. Objections to
information contained in 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 No.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No 115-04- ADB - 006
( please insert no. ) (please fnsert no.)

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objector's Name: Magma Copper Company (1267) ASARCO Incorporated (1263)
Objectar'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

* The names, addresses and telaphone numbars of Objsctors’ attorneys are on the back of this fom.

Objector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (if the Obfector's claimed waler rights are within the $an Pedro River Watershed):
Magma Copper Company: 113-08-XXXX-022, et al,
ASARCO Incorporated:  114-01-XXXX-005, et al.

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

NOT APPLICABLE

Or Objector's Statement of Claimant No, (1 the Objactor's claimad water rights are located outside the San Pedro River Watershed):
39 - NOT APPLICABLE

STATE OF _ARIZONA

VERIFICATION (must be completed by objactor)
COUNTY OF _MARICOPA

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

| hereby make this Objection. | certify that, if requlred, a copy of the proceeding or the duly-authorizad representative of a

forgoing Objection was sarved upon the foliowing Claimant(s) by malling claimarz;;:at cl' have ;m:l the n;;mte:tsk of th:: Ob]:t:tio‘:
. (both sides and any attachments) and know the conten

true and correot copies therect on the "—th day of thereaf; and that the information contained In the Objection

May 199 2 postage prepaid and addressed as toltows: Is true based on my own personal knowladge, except those
portions of the Objection which are indicated as baeing
Name YOUNG, LEMUEL B. known to me on information and belief and, as o those
and && MARGARET portions, | them to be true.
Address BOX 309 & % W ,,' ; ,
HAYDEN, AZ 85235 Signaty ry of Ghicrors/Aa -

Signature of Objector's Hapresentative )
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to bafore me this 11th day
(The above section must ba completed if you object to another ol M 002 . i
claimant's Watershed Flle Raport, Zone 2 Well Report, or Catalogued m&_‘/’m ’ﬂ‘”w
Well Raport. It does not need to be completed If you file an 7
objection 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) o

CFFICIAL SEAL

B\ MARIANNE DUNCAN SHIPPEE

| Notary Publie - State of Arizona
MARICOPA COUNTY

My Conm. Expres July 17, 1004

Objections must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Gourt in and for Maricopa County. Maricopa County Courthouse Annex,
3345 W. Duranao Street. Phoenbc AZ 85009. on or hefore Mav 18, 1992.




STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

mmmmmmdmwwmmwmzwmmewmmmmmn
categories). Please chack the category(las) to which you object, and state the reason for tha objection on the back of this form.

1. | object to the desciiption of Land Ownership

2. | object to the description of Appilcable Fllings and Decress

3. lobject to the description of DWR’s Analysis of Fllings and Decrees

4. 1 object to the description of Diversiens for the clalmed water right(s)

5. | object to the description of Uses for the claimed water right(s)

I object tn the description of Reservalrs usad for the claimed water right(s)

7. | object to the description of Shared Uses & Diversiona for the claimed water righti(s)
8. |mmmmnmmwmmaumm¢wdmeh|medwum}ngm(s)
9. | object o the description of Quantities of Use for the clalmed water right(s)

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

o

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

REASON FOR OBJECTION

TheroasonformyoblecﬂonbasHm%mw%mmmummm:mmchwmdm
information and additional pages as necessary):

Category Number: 4, 8 and 11

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

Magma and ASARCO abject to the inclusion of groundwater in this Adjudication because
groundwater is neither appropriable under Arizona law (Uniform Objection Code Nos, 500, §10, 1120 and
1132), nor is it subject to claims based on federal law (Uniform Objection Code Nos. 561, 562, 1120 and
1134). In addition, this objection is intended to preserve these issues until such time as each is resolved
by the Arizona Supreme Court. (Uniform Objection Code No. 1130)

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

With respect to this particular WFR, Magma and ASARCO presently believe that the subject well(s)
is/are taking nonappropriable groundwater not subject to the Gila Adjudication. However, should it be
determined that the well(s) is/are taking appropriable surface water, Magma and ASARCO object to such
use where such taking is a diversion of surface water without an appropriative right under state law and/or
is interfering with the water rights of Magma or ASARCO. (Uniform Objection Code Nos. 600, 610 and
1150)

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

Attomeys for Magma: Attomeys for ASARCO:;

" Robert B. Hoffman (004415)

Burton M. Apker (001258)

Carlos D. Ronstadt (006468) Gerrie Apker Kurtz (005637)

. 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



.~

IIn .HE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA
INANDFORTHECOUNTYOFMAR[COPA N TH N T B R
Woid Bl 11 14y
IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION OF ALL RIGHTS TO
USE WATER IN THE GILA RIVER SYSTEM AND SOURCE No. W1,W2, W3 & W4

[Wi1.11-003316 |

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

Please file a separate objection for each Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Report. Objections to
Information contained in 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 abjection 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
Oblactor's Name: Magma Copper Company (1 267) ASARCO Incorporated (1263)
Oblector'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

* The names, addresses and telephone numbers of Objectors’ attomays are on the back of this form,

Objactor's Watershed File Report or Zons 2 Wall Report No. (i the Objector'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-)X00(X-005, et al,

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

NOT APPLICABLE

Or Objecior's Statement of Clalmant No, (if the Objectar'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

{ declare under penalty of parjury that | am a claimant In this
| hereby make this Objection. | certity that, if required, a copy of the procaeding or the duly-avthorized representatve of a
forgoing Objection was served upon the fallowing Clalmant(s) by malling claimant; that | have read the contents of this Objection

(both sides and any attachments) and know the contents
rue and comect coples thereof on the _11th_ day of thereof; and that the information contalned In the Objection

May . 195_2 . postage prepald and addressed as lollows: Is true based on my own parsonal knowledge, except those
portions of the Objection which are indicatad as being

Name YOUNG, MARY LOUISE known to me _an Information and belief and, as to those

and BOX 55' portion va tham to be A

address HAYDEN, AZ 85235 %MQZ_QL&J
Signatufe of Objector's Rapresantafive (Magma)

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to befare me thia 11th day

(The abova section must be completed i you object to another 3 100 2 . ,
claimant's Watarshed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, or Catalogued ?ﬂm ” /AWU"
Well Raport. It does not need to be complated If you file an et 77

objection to your own Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Repor,
Calalogued Well Report; or to information contained in Volume 1 of
the Hydrographic Survey Report)

: CPFICIAL 8EAL
16\, MARIANNE DUNCAN SHIFPEE
i hickary Munlic - State of Arizona
) My Corem, Sxpres July 17, 1994
Objections must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa Lounty, Maricopa County Courthouse Annex,
3345 W. Duranao Street. Phoenix. AZ 85000. on or befora Mav 18 1ae2




STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

mummummdmmwmmmzwmwammmlaﬁmMn
catogorias). Please check the caisgory(les) to which you object, and state the reason for the objection on the back of this form.

1. 1 object to the description of Land Ownership

2 I object to the description of Appilcable Fliings and Decrees

1 object to the description of DWR's Analysis of Fliings and Decrees

4. | object to the deaciption of Diversions for the claimed water right(s)

5. 1 cbject to the description of Uses for the claimed watsr right(s)

 object to the description of Reservoirs used for the claimed watar right(s)

7. | object fo the description of Shared Uses & Diversions for the claimed water right(s)
8 |obmbmmmm|wmrmgmsuqumehlmedmémmm
9. 1object to the description of Quentities of Use for the claimed water right(s)

10. | cbject to the Explanation provided for the claimed water right(e)

1. Othar Objactions (please state volume, page and line number for each objection)

REASON FOR OBJECTION

ThomasonfurmyoblecﬁonhmmmmmnmmomeWhmmmwm:MMNMﬂg
information and additional pages ss necessary):

Category Number: 4, 8 and 11

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

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

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

With respect to this particular WFR, Magma and ASARCO presently believe that the subject well(s)
is/are taking nonappropriable groundwater not subject to the Gila Adjudication. However, should it be
determined that the well(s) isfare taking appropriable surface water, Magma and ASARCO object to such
use where such taking is a diversion of surface water without an appropriative right under state law and/or
is interfering with the water rights of Magma or ASARCO, (Uniform Objection Code Nos, 600, 610 and
1150)

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

“Attorneys for Magma: . Attorneys for ASARCO:
Robert B. Hotfman (004415) Burton M. Apker (001258)
Carlos D. Ronstadt (006468) Gerrie Apker Kurtz (005637)

. 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



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 No. W1,W2,W3 & W4

Contested Case No. W1-11-003316
MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO
The Hydrographic Burvey Report for the
Ban 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, ts required. Objections must be received on or before May 18, 1992.

This objection is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. 115-04-ADB -007
(please insert no.) (please insert no.)

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

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

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

Objector!s Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report Ho. (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 appear 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 Watershed):
39-07_01040, 01041, 01206, 01207, 01998
39-05_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 I am a claiment in this

I hereby make this Objection. I certify that, if proceeding or the duly-authorized representative of a claimant;
required, copy of the foregoing 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 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 fol lows: based on by own personal knowledge, except those portions

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

I believgythem to be true.
Address: BOX 55

HAYDEN, AZ 85235

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
heed to be completed if you file an objection to your
oun Watershed 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

lic for the Sta

i), S2AL
LINDA JE PPERSON
: TR Stale of Arizong
4 MARICORA COUNTY
My Comm, Expires March 24, 1905

Objections must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa €ounty, Maricope
County Courthouse Annex, 3345 W. Durange Street, Phoenix Az 85009, on or befare May 18, 1993.

My commission expires




Watershed File Report: 115-04-ADB ~-007 PAGE: 2
Vol-Tab~Pg 6-4-146
YOUNG, MARY LOUISE

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.

I) 1. 1 object to the description of LAND OWNERSHIP
[1 2. 1 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 right(s)
L1 5. I object to the description of the USES for the claimed water right(s)
L1 6. 1 object to the description of RESERVOIRS used for the claimed water right(s)
€3 7. 1 object to the description of SHARED USES & DIVERSIONS for the claimed water right(s)
X1 8. I object to the PWR (POTENTIAL WATER RIGHT) SUMMARY of the claimed water right(s)
[X] 9. 1 cbject 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. oOther Objections (please state volume number, page rumber and line number for each abjection)
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 end additional pages as necessary):
CATEGORY
NUMBER

SEE ATTACHMENT 1

In this attachment the uniform code designated by the

Special Master in accordance with Case Management

Order No. 1 is shown in parenthesis following each

objection statement.




Watershed File Report: 115-04-ADB =007 PAGE: 1
Vol-Tab-Pg 6-4-146
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: IR0O1.

% * * *

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.



Watershed File Report: 115-04-ADB =007 PAGB: 2
Vol-Tab=Pg 6-4-146
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
quantities of use for certain agricultural irrigation PWRs are
inconsistent with the Arizona doctrine of prior appropriation;
these methods are also technically inaccurate. The maximum
potential method used by DWR for determining quantities of use is
consistent with Arizona law; however, several technical
corrections are necessary. For an additional discussion of the
problems associated with DWR's methods of quantification for this
type of PWR, see the Salt River Project's Volume 1 objections to
these methods, a copy of which is attached to this objection and
incorporated herein by reference (1020). This objection applies
to: IRO0O1.

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: IR0O1l.



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. 1In the
absence of decreed rights, which must be accepted by the court in the
absence of abandonment, Arizona law requires that the extent of an
appropriative right be measured according to the quantity of water that
the appropriator diverted for beneficial use since the time of the
appropriation. A.R.S. § 45-141(B) ("Beneficial use shall be the basis,
measure and limit to the use of water"). Neither the "maximum
observed" or "regional" quantification methods employed by DWR
properly estimate maximum actual historical beneficial use as required
by law.

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

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

Third, although DWR has developed new terminology in reporting
regional water duties, DWR still uses the Arizona Groundwater Code
method of "areas of similar farming conditions" (ASFC) , now termed
"regional farming conditions" (RFC). The RFC method assigns a
weighted average consumptive use requirement to the water duty
equation based upon the types of crops recently grown by appropriators
in a designated area. Historical information or records evincing an
individual claimant's actual cropping patterns and the quantities of
water actually used to cultivate such crops since the time of
appropriation are not considered. 1In fact, the Court noted that
"[average efficient use) is not directly related to what is the
property's water right(s] . . . " (Entitlement Order at 6). Under
the prior appropriation doctrine, an appropriator who has grown alfalfa
on his property historically is entitled to a water duty that will
support alfalfa, regardless of the crops that he or his neighbors
are currently growing. Under DWR's "averaging" approach, an
appropriator in this situation would be assigned an apparent
entitlement inadequate to meet crop needs.



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

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

Five Year Crop History
pp. 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 gquantifications.
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
pPpP. .C=6_through C-19 S . : —

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, cC-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
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 FAO-24 and University of California
Leaflet 21427 specify interpolation.

Alfalfa stand Establishment
p. 0-37

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 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 No. W1,W2,W3 & W4

Contested Case No. W1~11-003315

@@PY MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO

The Hydrographic Survey Report for the
San Pedro River Watershed

Please file a separate objection for each Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Catalogued Well Report. Objections
to information contained in 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 recefved on or before May 18, 1992.

This objection is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. 115-04-ADB_-006

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

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

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

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

Objector's Watershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report Mo. (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 appear 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 Watershed):
39-07_01040, 01041, 031206, 01207, 01998
39-05_50053, 50054, 50055
39-L8_35212, 35213

STATE OF Arigona

VERIFICATION (nust be completed by objectar)
COUNTY OF Maricopa

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

1 hereby make this Objection. 1 certify that, if proceeding or the duly-authorized representative of a claimant;
required, copy of the foregoing Objection wes served that 1 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 thereof;
correct copies thereof an 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 known to me
Name: YOUNG, LEMUEL B. on information and belief and, as to those portions,

1 believepthem to be true,
Address: BOX 309 B ‘Q C
HAYDEN, AZ 85235 ande : [26(&":4./

Signature of Objector or Objector's Representative

{The sbove section must be completed if you object SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 1st day of
to another claimant's Watershed File Report, Zone 2 May, 1992.

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

/A

own Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, Notary Public for the Stai/o_ Atizona
Catalogued Well Report, or to information contained e
in Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report.) Residing at Maricopa County GFFISLM SEAL
R PPERSON

“1Yi)  Notary Publis - State of Arizona
3 MARICOPA COUNTY

57 My Gomim. Expires March 24, 1995

My commission expires

Objections must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricope County, Maricopa
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.

SBTATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main categories of the typicel 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 to the description of LAND OWNERSHIP

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

[) 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 right(s)

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

1 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)
[X] 8. 1 obJect to the PWR (POTENTIAL WATER RIGHT) SUMMARY of the claimed water right(s)

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

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

REASON FOR OBJECTION

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

CATEGORY
NUMBER

SEE ATTACHMENT 1

In this attachment the uniform code designated by the
Special Master in accordance with Case Management

Order No. 1 is shown in parenthesis following each
obijection statement.




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

ATTACHMENT 1

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, 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. 1In 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: 0T001.

* * * *

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: 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: 0OTOO1l.

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 (1020). This objection
applies to: 0TO001.



EXCERPT FROM
SALT 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 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 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 redquirements 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
PPe. c-9' 0-17, 0-25, 0-29, C-34, C=-92

The Salt River Project objects to DWR's failure to specify whether
it used ninimum 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.



BEffective 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
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 kec3 as a value for kc2, instead of
interpolation. Both FAO-24 and University of California Leaflet 21427
specify interpolation.

Alfalfa Sstand Establishment
po 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 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 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 No. W1,W2,W3 & W4

Contested Case No. W1~11-003319

MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO
The Hydrographic 8urvey Report for the
8an 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 No.

File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. 115-04-AD8 -010
(please insert no.) (please insert no.)

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objector's Name: Salt River Project

Objector's Address: Post Office Box 52025
Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2025

Objector's Telephone No: (602) 236-2210

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 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 Objector's claimed water rights are located outside the San Pedro Watershed):
39-07_01040, 01041, 01206, 01207, 01998
39-05_50053, 50054, 50055
39~1.8_35212, 35213

STATE OF Arizona

VERIFICATION (must be completed by objector)
COUNTY OF Maricopa

[ declare under penalty of perjury that I 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 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) and 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 knowledge, except those portions

of the Objection which are indicated as being known to me
Name: YOUNG, HAROLD D. on information and belief and, as to those portions,

1 believepthem to be true.
Address: P.0. BOX 55

HAYDEN, AZ 85235 fIN?/?Q C [ZB‘:Q‘LA’

Signature of Objector or Objector's Representative

(The above section must be completed if you object SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN 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 ié%" ‘2!

need to be completed if you file an objection to your

own Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report, Notary Piblic for the St;

Catalogued Well Report, or to information contained
in Volume 1 of the Hydrogrephic Survey Report.) Residing at Maricopa County

Bf lArizona

{52
L

Objections must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Maricopa
County Courthouse Annex, 3345 W. Durango Street, Phoenix Az B5009, on or before May 18, 1992.

QERGIAL SEAL

LINDA JEPPEHSON

Stala of Arizona
MARICOPA COUNTY

My Comm. Expirss March 24, 1995

My commission expires
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STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following ere 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.

r1 1.

object to the description of LAND OWNERSHIP

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

L1 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 right(s)

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

{1 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 weter right(s)
X1 8. 1 object to the PWR (POTENTIAL WATER RIGHT) SUMMARY of the claimed water right(s)

[X] 9. I 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 Gbjections (please state volume number, page number and (ine 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 pages as necessary):

CATEGORY
NUMBER

—SEE _ATTACHMENT 1
In this attachment the uniform code designated by the
Special Master in accordance with Case Management
Order No. 1 is shown in parenthesis following each

obijection statement.




Watershed File Report: 115-04~-ADB =010 PAGE: 1
Vol=-Tab-Pg 6-4-143
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. 1In 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: OTO001.

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: OTO001l.
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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: 0T001.



EXCERPT FROM
SALT 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 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. 1In 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 no crop
may be present during the period. Thus, historical cropping practices
or completion of a crop rotation are not reflected.

Adjusted Weather Data
PpP. 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. €-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 Beason
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.



Bffective Precipitation

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
po 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 FAO-24. and University of California Leaflet 21427
specify interpolation.

Alfalfa S8tand 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 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.



— o,

IN TH. »JUPERIOR 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 OB.JECTIONS TO No. W111003315
The Hydrographic Survey Report for
The San Pedro River Watershed

Ploase fiie & separale objection for each Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Woeil Report or Catalogued Well Reporl. Objections to informallon contained In Volume 1 of =
the HSR can be alated on one objection form. Qbjections must be writlen. Use of this form, or a computer facaimile, is required. Objeclions must be recelved on or
before May 18, 1092

This objection is directed to Walemhed or Catalogued Well No.
File Raport or Zone 2 Well Report No. 11504ADB 006
(please insert no.) {pleaae insert no.)

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objactor's Name: Glla River Indian Communily SanCarlos Apache Tribe; Tonto Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apache indianCommunlty, Camp Verde Reservation
C/O Cox & Cox C/O Sparks & Siler, P.C.

Objector's Address:  Suite 300 Luhrs Tower, P.O. Box 4245 7503 First Streel
Phoenix, AZ 85030 Scotisdale, AZ 85251

Objector's Telephone: (602) 254-7207 (602) 949-1988

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

Or Qbjector's Catalogued Well Number (if the Objactor's claimed waler righls appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

Or Objector's Staternent of Claimant No. (If the Objeclor's ciaimed waler rights are located aulside the San Pedro River Watershed):

30-11-05478 30-05-41142 39-07-12852 30-07-12676 30.05-50058 39-07-12169

39-U8-60083 30-L8-36340 30-L8-37360 30-U8-63614 38-07-12675 38-05-50058
STATE OF ARIZONA

VERIFICATION (must be complated by objector)
COUNTY OF MARICOPA
| deciare under perjury that 1 am a clalmant In this proceeding or the duly-authorized

| hereby make this Objection. | cetiify thal, i 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 fol tmant(s) by and any atischments) and know Lhe contents therecf: and that the information contained in the
mailing lrue and comect coples thereof on lhe~_day of Objection is true based on my own parsanal knowledge, except those portions of the Objection
May, 1992, postage prepeid and addressed affolliws: which are indicated as being known to me on information and bslief and, as to those portions,

| baliave them lo be true.

Neme:  YOUNG, LEMUELB. —
O«Eﬁ'—d )(? (\ -
U - /

Address: BOX 308

Signature of Objector or Objecior's Rapresentative
HAYDEN AZ 85235

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN lo before me this 8 day of

May 1982, R
(The above saction must be complated Hf you object to another v "“‘L__
" i

clalmant’s Walershed Flis Raport, Zone 2 Well Raport, or Notary Publ the State of Arizona
Catalogued Well Report. It does not need to be completedif

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

Waelt Report, Catalogued Wall report; or to information contained in

Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report.)

WARICOPA GO up one
Comm_Expires Jar, 8, 1994

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



STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

1@ following are the main calegories of the typical Walershed File Report (Zone 2 Well Reporls and some Watershed File Roports lack certain calegories). Plaase check the
llegory(iles) o which you object, and state the reason for the objeclion on the back of this form.

1. | object lo the description of Land Ownership
2. | object io the descriplion of Applicable Filings and Decvess )
3. 1 object lo the descriplion of DWR's Analysis of Filings and Decrees
4. | object lo the descriplion of Diversions for the claimed waler righl(s)

5. | object to the description of Uses for the claimed water right(s)

6. 1 object to the descriplion of Reservoirs used for Lhe claimed waler righi(s)

7. | object lo the descriplion of Shared Uses & Diversions for the claimed waler righi(s)

8. | object lo the PWR (Polential Water Right) Summary of the claimed waler righl(s)

. 9. | object to the aescriplion of Quandities of Use for the claimed water right(s)
10. 1abject to the Explanation provided for the unclaimed water righl(s)

11. Othar Objeclions (please stale volume, page and {ine numbar for aach objection)

REASON FOR OBJECTION _
“he reason for my cbjeciion is as follows (please number your objoclions lo corespond to the boxes checked above; please allached supporling information and additional pages
15 necessary. The following objection(s) are based upon information and bellef:

SATEGORY
NUMBER

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

q HSR does nol show a claimed waler usa rale (1000).

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

2 Quaniities from filing(s) andfor pre-fliing(s) are inconsistent (478)(430).




. —

N IF SUMERIUK COURT 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

Plaase file a separate objection for each Watershed Fie Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Calatogued Well Report. Objactions to Infonmation conlained in Volume 1 of
the HSR can be slated on one abjection form. Objections must be writlen. Uise of this form, or a computer facsimile, is required. Objections must be recsived on or
before May 18, 1092.

This objection is direcied to Walershed ’ or Calslogued Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. 11504ADB 007
{please insert no.) (please insert no.)

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objaclor's Name: Gila River Indian Community SanCarios Apache Tribe; Tonto Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apacheindian Community, Camp Verde Reservation
C/O Cox & Cox CIO Sparks & Sller, P.C.

Objector’s Address:  Suite 300 Luhrs Tower, P.O. Box 4245 7503 First Street
Phoenix, AZ 85030 Scoliadale, AZ 85251

Objeclor's Tolephone: (602) 254-7207 (602) 940-1988

Objector's Walershed Fie Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (i e Objector’s claimad waler rights are wilhin the San Pedro River Watershed):

Or Objector's Catalogued Well Number (if the Objector’s clalmed waler rights appear anly in Volume 6 of the HSR):

Or Objector’s Statement of Claimant No. (i the Objactor's claimed water rights are located oulside the San Padro River Watershed):

39-11-05478 380541142 38-07-12652 39-07-12676 36-05-50058 39-07-12169
39-U8-60083 36-18-38340 30-.8-37380 39-UB-63614 38-07-12675 39-05-50059
STATE OF ARIZONA
VERIFICATION (must be completed by objeclor)
COUNTY OF MARICOPA
1 declare under perjury that | am a claimant in this proceeding or the duly-authorized
I hereby make this Objection. | cerlify thal, if required, a copy of the representalive of a claimant; that | have read the contents of this Objoction (both sides
foregoing Objection was served upon the follou‘r imanl(s) by and any altachments) and know the contents thereof; and that the Information contained in the
maifing true and comect copies thereof an the _qu of Objection is true based on my own personal knowledgse, except those portions of the Objection
May, 1992, poslage prepaid and addsessed as follows: . which are indicated as being kmown to me on information and bellef and, as to those porlions,
| befieve tham (o be true.

Name:  YOUNG, MARY LOUISE QM ,4 ( 99{ %%A
Address: BOX 55 = ' yd

Signature of Objeclor or Objacior’s Representative

HAYDEN AZ 85245 _ .

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN Lo before me Ihhs_day of

May 1982. R
(The above section must be completed ¥ you object to another v
claimant's Watershed File Repost, Zone 2 Well Report, or Nolary Publ the Stale of Asizon: OFFiCy spy
Catalogued Well Report. It does not need to be comploted § \ JAVES ROBERT AITTE RMOUSE
you file an objection lo your own Watershed File Report, Zons 2 / m?’"ﬁc-m;}‘n
Well Report, Calalogusd Well report; of to information contained in My m:?:::gzﬂg\"
Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Report,) w4 ”_‘__

Objactions must be filed with the Clark of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa Counly, Maricopa Counly Courthouse Annex,
3345 W. Durango Street, Phoenix, AZ 85009, on or bafore May 18, 1992.



STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

*he following are the main categories of the typkal Walershed File Reporl (Zone 2 Well Reporis and some Walarshed File Raporis lack cerlain categories). Please check the
alegory(ies) to which you object, and stale the reason for lhe abjeclion on the back of this form. :

1. | objec lo the descriplion of Land Ownership
{ 2. labject to the description of Applicable Filings and Docroes
3. 1 object to the descriplion of DWR's Analysis of Filings and Decreas
¢ 4. 1object lo the desctiption of Diversions for the claimed waler righi(s)
5. 1object lo the description of Uses for the claimed waler righi(s)
6. 1 abject 1o the description of Reservolrs used for the claimed water righl(s) b
. 7. 1object (o the description of Shared Uses & Diversions for the claimed water righl(s)
. 8. | object lo the PWR (Polential Water Right) Summary of lhe claimed waler right(s)
X 9. 1 abject to the description of Quantities of Usa for the claimed waler righl(s)

- 10. I object lo the Explanation provided for the unclaimed water right(s)

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

REASON FOR OBJECTION
The reason for my ebjeclion is as follows (please number your objeclions lo comespond to the boxes checked above; ploase altached supporting information and addllional pages
as necessary. The following objection(s) are based upon informalion and bellef:

CATEGORY
NUMBER

4 The use of the water claimed deplates waler for senior {ederal and Indian waler rights (1150).
2 HSR does not show & well registralion filing (420).

9 MSR does not show a claimed waler use rale (1000).

2 Ctaim date from filing (s} and/or pra-filing(s) are Inconsistent {478)(430).

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




Ty —

IN Th.. SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE UF 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 separale objeclion for each Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Calalogued Well Report. Obijections o information conlained in Volume 1 of
the HSR can be stated on one abjection form. Objections must be wriiten. Use of this form, or a computer facsimlle, is required. Objeclions must be received on or
before May 18, 1992,

This objection is directed to Walershed or Calalogued Well No.
File Reporl or Zone 2 Well Report No. 11504ADB 010
(please insert no.) (please insert no.)
OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objaclor’s Name: Gila River Indian Community SanCarlos Apache Tribe; Tanto Apache Tribe; Yavapai-Apache IndianCommunity, Camp Verde Resavation

C/0 Cox & Cox CIO Sparks & Siler, P.C.
Objector's Address:  Suite 300 Luhrs Tower, P.Q. Box 4245 7503 First Streel

Phoenix, AZ 85030 Scollsdale, 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 water rights are within the San Pedro River Walershed):

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

Or Objector's Slatement of Claimant No. (if the Objector’s clalmed water rights are located outside the San Pedro River Watershed):
39-11-05478 39-0541142 39-07-12652 39-07-12676 39-05-50058 39-07-12169
39.18-60083 39-L8-36340 39-18-37360 39-U8-63614 39-07-12675 39-05-50059

STATE OF ARIZONA
VERIFICATION (must be completed by objeclor)

COUNTY OF MARICOPA

| declare under perjury that 1 am a claimant In this proceeding or the duly-authorized
I hereby make this Objection. | certify that, if required, a copy of the representative of a claimanl; thal | have read the contenis of this Objection {bolh sides
foregoing Objection was served upon the following Claimani(s) by and any altachments) and know the contents thereof; and that Lhe informalion contained in the
mailing true and comect copies thereof on the day of Objeclion is lrue based on my own personal knowledge, excepl those porlions of the Objeclion
May, 1992, poslage prepaid and addressed as follows: which are indicaled as being known 1o me on information and belief and, as lo those porlions,

| balieve them lo be true.

Name:  YOUNG, HAROLD D. O-w )J C % %&
. .'_f':r 2 / ;
U ’ y (_/

Address: P.0.BOX 55

Signalure of Objector or Objector’s Representalive
HAYDEN AZ 85235 -
SUBSCRIBEDAND SWORN lo before me this _B_ day of

e Qa”“ﬁ R Pt
(The above seclion musl be completed if you object to another v 4 ,a'g

claimant's Watershed Fite Reporl, Zone 2 Well Repori, or Notary Publigdor the State of Ari

Calaloguad Well Report. It doss not need to be completed i ., DFFICIAL SEAL

- JAVES ROBERT RITTERHOUSE
you file an objection to your own Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Notary Public - State o Anzong
Waell Report, Calalogued Well report; or Lo information contained in %\ﬁumoph COUNTY
Volume 1 of Ihe Hydrographic Survey Report.) My Comm. Expites Jan S. 1894

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




STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following are the main calegories of the ypical Watershed File Report (Zone 2 Wali Reports and soma Walershad'File Reports hck cortain-calegories). Please check the
category(les) lo which you object, and slale the reason for the objeclion on the back of this form.

- 1. iobjecl lo {he descriplion of Land Ownership

X 2. | objeci to the description of Applicable Fifings and Decrees

- 3. lobject lo the description of DWR's Analysis of Filings and Decrees

X 4. lobject lo the description of Diversions for the claimed waler righl(s)

- 5. | object lo the description of Uses for the claimed water righl(s)

- 6. | object to the descriplion of Reservolrs used for the claimed water right(s)

« 7. | object to the description of Shared Uses & Diversions lor the claimed waler righi(s)

8. | object to the PWR (Potenlial Waler Right) Summary of lhe claimed waler right(s)
X 9. | object lo the descriplion of Quantities of Use for the claimed waler right(s)
- 10. | cbject lo the Explanation provided for the unclaimed water righl(e)

- 11. Other Objections {please stale volume, page and fine number for each objaclion)

REASON FOR OBJECTION
The reason for my objeclion is as follows (please number your objections to comespond fo the boxes checked above; please atlached supporting information and addilional pages
as necessary. The following objection(s) are based upon information and belief:

CATEGORY
NUMBER

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

9 HSR does nol show a claimed waler use rate (1000).

2 Claim dale from filing(s) and’or pre-filing(s) are inconsistent (478){430).

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




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: W111003317

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

Pieass flle a separats objection for cach Watershed Fils Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Cataloguad Well Report. Objections to
information contalned in Volume 1 of the HSR can be etsted on one objaction form. Objections must be written, Use of this form, or
8 computer facsimile, is required. Objections must be received on or before May 18, 1992. Objections must bo flled with the Clerk of
the Superior Court In and for Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courthouss Annex, 3346 W. Durango Street, Phasnix, AZ 85008.

This objection Is directed to Watershad 115-04-ADB-008 or Catalogued 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-Objector’'s Nama:
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.

Objector's Address: Co-Objector’s Addrees: Co-Objector’es Address:

601 Pennsylvania Ave. Suite 300 Luhrs Tower 7503 First Street

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

Objector’s Telsphone No.: Co-Objector's Telaphons No.: Co-0Objector's Telaphons No.:

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

Objector's Watershad File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (if the Qbjector’s clalmad water rights are within the San Pedro River Watershed):
111-19-009

Or Objector's Cataloguaed Well Numbaer {if the Obiji r'e claimed water rights appear only in Volume 8 of the HSR):

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

39-11-05478 390541142 39-07-12652 39-07-12676 39-05-50058 39-07-12169
39-U8-60083 39-L8-36340 39-1.8-37360 39-U8-63614 39-07-12675 39-05-50059
STATE OF ARIZONA

COUNTY OF MARICOPA VERIFICATION(must be completed by objector)

| hereby make this Objaction. | certify that, If requirad, a copy of the | declars undar penalty of parjury that | am a claimant In this proceeding or the
foregoing Objection was sarved upon the following Claiment(s) by duly-authorized representative ot a claimant; that | hava read the contents of
malling true and comrect coples thersof on the 18" day of May, 1082,  this Objection {both sldee and any attachments) and know the contents thersof;
RPostago prepald and addressed as foilows: and that the Information contained in the Objection is true based on my own

personal knowledge, sxcept those portiona of the Objection which sre indicated
as baing known to me on Information and belief and, as to those portlons, |
bellevs them to be true.

115-04-ADB-008 1 ;
Neme:  YOUNG, LESTER t s NAMAAS

& THELMA LEE Slanature 4| 4 or Objector’s Represen
Address: BOX 61

HAYDEN AZ 85235

{The above saction musat be completed if you objoct to another

claimant’s Watershad Fils Report. Zons 2 Waell Repont, or
Catalogued Wall Report. It does not need to be completed it you  Signaturs& Co-Objector or Co:-Dijectar’s Ropresantative

flle an objection to yaur own Watershed Flle Report, Zone 2 Well
Report, Catalogued Well Report, or to information contained in suBs; AND SY/ORN tgsbatofe me thin ‘7 day of May, 1092,
Volume 1 _af f

4 i ,

QFRCIAL SEAL
5 PAMELA L. SPARKS
Bl totary 2uokc - Siate ol Adzena
MARIN0PA COUNTY
My Com:m xp Aup. 25, 1985




WFR No.: 115-04-ADB-008
Contested Case File: W111003317

Page 2

STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

The following ars the main categoriss of the typical Watershed File Report (Zone 2 Well Reports and some Watershed Flla Reports lack certain categories).
Please check tha category(ies) to which you objact, and state the reason for the objsction on the back of this form.

[XX]

1. | abject to the description of Land Ownership.
2. | object to the description of Applleable Filings and Decrees.

3. | abject to the description of DWR‘s Analyals of Filings and Decrooe.

4. { object to the description of Diversions for the cleimad water rightls}.
5. | object to the description of Usea for the clsimed water right(s).
8. | object to the description of Reservoim used for the claimed water right(e).

7. | object to the description of Shared Uses & Diversions for the claimed water rightis}.

8. | objact to the PWR (Potential Water Right) Summary aof the claimed water right(s}.
9. | object to the description of Quantites of Use for the claimed water rightls).
10. ) object to the Explanation provided for the claimed water right(s).

1. Other Objectlons {please state volume, page and line numbar for each objection).

REASON FOR OBJECTION

The reason {or my ohjection s as follows {please number your objections to carrespond to tha boxes checked above; please attach supparting information
and additional pages as necessary):

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 £iling. (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) (PO1;
P02)

The available historical record does not support the priority date listed in
the pre-filings. (SM 430) (OT001)

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

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 is challenged because
it interferes with downstream federal reserved rights and is contrary to state
and federal law. (SM S60)

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

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)

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



WFR No.: 115-04-ADB-008
Contested Case File: W111003317

Page 3

The claimant and/or ADWR fail (s) to associate this claim with a
pre-adjudication water filing as required by Arizoma statute. (SM 420) (DO1;
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)

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

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)

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)



IN THt SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE ur 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. W111003317

The Hydrographic Survey Report for
The San Pedro River Watershed

Please file a separate objection for each Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Report or Calalogued Well Report. Objections to information conlainad in Volume 1 of
Lhe HSR can be stated on one objection form. Objections must be written. Use of this form, or a computer facsimte, is required, Objections must be received on or
before May 18, 1892,

This objection is directed to Watershed or Catalogued Well No.
File Report or Zone 2 Wel Raport No. 11504ADB 008
(please nsert no.) (please insert no.)
OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objector's Name: Gila River Indian Community $San Carlos Apache Tribe; Tonto Apache Tribe; Yavapal-Apache IndianCommunity, Camp Verde Reservation

C/O Cox & Cox CiO Sparks & Siler, P.C.
Objeclor’s Address:  Sufte 300 Luhrs Tower, P.Q. Box 4245 7503 First Street

Phoenix, A2 85030 Scolisdale, AZ 85251
Objector's Telephone: (602) 254-7207 {602) 949-1088

Objeclor's Walershed File Report or Zone 2 Well Report No. (@ the Objector's claimed water righls are within the San Padro River Walershed):

Or Objector's Catalogued Well Number (f the Objeclor's claimad water righls appear only In Volume B of the HSR):

Or Objeclor’s Statemenl of Claimant No. (if the Objector's claimed water rights are localed oulaide the San Pedro River Watershed):

39-11-05478 36-05-41142 30-07-12652 30-07-12676 38-05-50058 30-07-12169

35-UB-60083 39-1.8-38340 35-L8-37360 32.U8-63514 30-07-12875 39-05-50059
STATE OF ARIZONA

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

I hereby make this Objaction. 1 cartify thal, i required, a copy of the representative of a claimant; thal | have read the contents of this Objection (both sides
foregoing Objection was served upon the following Claimant(s) by and any attachmants) and know the contents thereof; and thal the information conlained in the
malfing true and comract copies lhereof on the day of Objection is true based on my own personal knowledge, except those portions of the Objection
May, 1992, postage prepaid and addressed as follows: which are Indicated as baing known to me on information and beliaf and, as to those portions,

| belisve tham to be true.

Neme:  YOUNG, LESTER O_m Kf ( 9 XK %@sz
A=) - 7 7/ ! 7

Address: BOX 61

Signalure of Objecior or Objector's Representalive
HAYDEN AZ 85235 :
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to bafore me lhis a_ day of

May 1962, R M /

(The above saction musl be completed if you objecl to another Pr———

claimant's Walershed File Repori, Zons 2 Well Repot, ar OFFCIAL SEAL

Catalogued Well Report. Il doas not nead to be completed i ) MES;*EBEHT RITTERHOUSE
Notary Public - Sta

you flle an objaction to your own Watershed File Report, Zone 2 MARICOPA 16 0l Anzong

Well Report, Catalogued Well report; or lo informalion conlained in . My Comm. Explres Jan 5, 1804
Volume 1 of the Hydrographic Survey Reporl.) ——

Objections must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in and for Maricopa County, Maricopa County Courlhouse Annex,
3345 W. Durango Streat, Phoenlx, AZ 85008, on or before May 18, 1992,



STATEMENT OF THE OBJECTION

@ following are the main categories of the typical Walershed File Report (Zone 2 Well Reporis and some Watershed File Reports lack certain calegories). Pienase check lhe
legory(les) lo which you object, and slale the reason for lhe objeclion on the back of this form.

1. | object lo the descriplion of Land Ownership -

2. | object lo lhe descriplion of Applicable Filings and Decrees
3. | objoct to he deseription of DWR's Analysis of Fllings and Decrees

4. lobjec! to the description of Diversions for the claimed waler eight(s)
S. 1 object lo the description of Uses for lhe claimed waler right(s)
6. I object to the descriplion of Reservoirs used for the clalmed water right(s) S
7. 1 objec! lo the descriplion of Shared Uses & Diversions for the claimed waler righl(s)
8. | object lo the PWR (Polenlial Waler Right) Summary of the claimed water right(s)

9. | object lo the descriplion of Quaniilies of Use for the dlaimed water righl(s)

10. 1 object lo the Explanation provided for the unclaimed waler righi(s)

11. Other Objactions (please state volume, page and line number for each abjection)

REASON FOR OB.JECTION
he reason for my objeclion is as foliows (please number your objeclions lo correspond lo the boxes checked above; please allached supporting information and addllional pages
3 necessary. The following abjeclion(s) are based upon information and bellef:

ATEGORY
{UMBER

4 The use of lhe waler claimed depletes waler for senior lederal and Indian waler righls (1150).
2 HSR does nol show a well regisiralion filing (420).

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

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

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




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 No, W1,W2,W3 & W4

Contested Case No. W1-11-003317
MANDATORY FORM FOR OBJECTIONS TO
The Hydrographic Survey Report for the
8an Pedro River Watershed

Please file a separate abjection 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 muist 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 No. 115-04-A0B -008
(plesse insert no.) (please insert no.)

OBJECTOR INFORMATION

Objector's Name: Salt River Project

Objector's Address: Post Office Box 52025
Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2025

Objector's Telephone No: (602) 236-2210

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 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 Objector's claimed water rights are located outside the San Pedro Watershed):
39-07_01040, 01041, 01206, 01207, 01998
39-05_50053, 50054, 50055
39-1.8_35212, 35213

STATE OF Arizona

COUNTY OF Maricopa

VERIFICATION (must be completed by objector)

I declare under penalty of perjury that I am a claimant in thie

I hereby make this Objection, 1 certify that, if proceeding or the duly-authorized representative of a claimant;
required, copy of the foregoing 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 thereof;
correct copies thereof on the 14th day of May, 1992, and that the infermation contained in the Objection is true
postage prepaid and addressed as follows: based on by own personal knowledge, except those portiens

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

| believgythem to be true.
Address: BOX 61 ‘9 C
HAYDEN, A2 85235 B(M ; BL"\*I:«/

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 cleimant's Watershed File Report, Zone 2 May, 1992 5

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

L
onn Watershed File Report, Zone 2 Well Repart, Hotary Plblic for the Stgé [*f IArizona
Catalogued Well Report, or to information contained
in Volume 1 of the Hydregraphic Survey Report.) Residing at Maricopa County OFAICIAL SEAL

My commission expires

% MARICOFA COUNTY
My Comm. Expires March 24, 1935

Objections must be filed 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.
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Watershed File Report: 115-04-ADB =008 PAGE: 2
Vol-Tab-Pg 6-4-145
YOUNG, LESTER

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 to the description of LAND OWNERSHIP

[]1 2. 1 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 right(s)

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

[1 6. 1 object to the description of RESERVOIRS used for the claimed water right(s)

[) 7. 1 object to the description of SHARED USES & DIVERSIONS for the claimed weter right(s)
{X] 8. 1 object to the PWR (POTENTIAL WATER RIGHT) SUMMARY of the cleimed water right(s)

o 9.

cbject to the description of the QUANTITIES OF USE for the claimed water right(s)
[110. 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)

REASON FOR OBJECTION

The reason for my objection is as follous (please number your objections to correspond to the boxes checked above;
please attach supporting informetion and edditional pages as necessary):

CATEGORY
NUMBER
SEE ATTACHMENT 1 _
In this attachment the uniform code designated by the
Spec ster in accordance h Case Ma t

Order No. 1 is shown in parenthesis following each

obijection statement.




Watershed File Report: 115-04-ADB ~-008 PAGE: 1
Vol-Tab-Pg 6-4-145
YOUNG, LESTER

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. Tn 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 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: 0T001.
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Watershed File Report: 115-04-ADB -008 PAGE: 2
Vol-Tab-Pg 6-4-145
YOUNG, LESTER

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: 0OT001.

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
SALT RIVER PROJECT OBJECTIONS TO
VOLUME 1 OF THE SAN PEDRO RIVER KSR

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 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. 1In 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 Yyear, 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
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 Arizon i e, 1931-1972,
by Sellers and Hill, is 1974.

Growing Beason
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
pPp. 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
p. 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 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."

EBfficiency 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.
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8.2 GENERAL CRITERIA

The following sections describe the general criteria utilized by DWR in
its investigations. These criteria were established to evaluate the many
complex and varied water use situations that DWR encounters in the field. The
criteria were also developed to provide the information requested by the Court
in its applicable Pre-Trial Orders and Decisions.

WATER USE CLASSIFICATIONS

The different types of water uses reported and investigated are described
below with their abbreviations in parentheses. DWR devised the type of use
classification for reporting water uses for the adjudication; the
classification does not have any legal standing.

Agricultural Irrigation (IR) - water used to produce plants for human or
animal consumption or for sale such as nursery stock or pine trees.

Domestic (DM) - water used for household needs and small commercial
establishments including small businesses and restaurants. Trailer parks are
also included in the domestic use category. Associated irrigation of less
than two acres supplied by groundwater or less than 0.1 acres supplied by
surface water or less than 0.5 acres supplied by Zone 1 groundwater is
included in a domestic use.

Diversion (DV) - a surface water diversion or water export. This
classification is given primarily to irrigation water providers or large
surface water divertors and to divertors who export water out of a watershed.

Industrial (ID) - water used by a commercial operation or business such as
dairies, sand and gravel operations, and fish farming.

Mining (MI) - water used for mineral extraction or the processing of ore.
Dust control, drinking water, and other associated uses may be included in
this type of water use.

Municipal (MU) - water supplied by a city, town, or private water company
through its distribution system for any use. Cooperatives or joint ventures
involving four or more users are also included in this category.

541



IRRIGATION WITHIN THE ZONE 1

TABLE 8-6
CRITERIA TO ESTABLISH IRRIGATION PWRS

DOMESTIC| IRRIGATION
WATER TOTAL LAND AREA USE WATER USE
SOURCE _TYPE |UNDER IRRIGATION|PRESENT |TYPE CREATED|MAPPED COMMENT

Surface/ greater than or no IR, OT, RC | yes |Source is a direct surface water

Zone 1, equal fo 0.1 diversion not supplied by a water

Zone 2, or acres company or municipal distribution

Zone 3 Well system. PWR type depends upon

irrigation purpose.

Surface/ greater than or yes oT yes [Source is a direct surface water

Zone 1, equal to 0.1 diversion not supplied by a water

Zone 2, or acres, but less company or municipal distribution

Zone 3 Well than two acres system. When associated with a

domestic use, all outside irrigation
is reported as OT. DM PWR may be
created. '

Zone 1 Well less than 0.5 yes none no DM PWR created, if supplied by a
acres Zone 1 well. No separate irrigation

PWR is reported.

Zone 1 Well less than 0.5 no none no
acres

Zone 1 Well greater than or yes oT yes |DM PWR created for inside use if the
equal to 0.5 domestic use "is supplied by a Zone
acres, but less well. All outside irrigation
than two acres reported as OT.

Zone 1 Well greater than or yes IR, OT, RC | yes |DM PWR also created, if the domestic
equal to two use Is supplied by a Zone 1 well.
acres

Zone 1 Wel! |greater than or no IR, OT, RC | yes
equal to 0,5
acres

Effluent any size yes or none yes |Lands irrigated by effluent are not

no assigned a PWR unless the effluent is

563

mixed with a groundwater or surface
water source supplying a mapped PWR.
Lands irrigated solely by effluent
will be mapped on speclal water use
map and described in the Major Users
Reports or Unusual Circumstances
sections of Volume 1,
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