N THE SUPERI OR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARI ZONA
I N AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARI COPA

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDI CATI ON W1 (Salt)
OF ALL RI GHTS TO USE WATER I N THE W2 (Verde)
G LA R VER SYSTEM AND SOURCE W3 (Upper G la)

W 4 (San Pedro)
Consol i dat ed

City of Phoenix’s (bjection to Notice of Appearance

The City of Phoenix has asked the Court to reject the
Notice of Appearance filed by the City of Sedona and the Towns
of Cl arkdale and Canp Verde, and to require filing of a correct
noti ce of appearance by the Towns of Cottonwood and Jerone to
include their statenent of claimant nunbers.

The Cities of Cottonwood and Sedona and the Towns of Canp
Verde, Clarkdale, and Jerone filed objections to ADWR s Subfl ow
Technical Report, and in their objections they included their
statenment of claimnt nunbers for clains filed or pending
assignnent. The five communities identified their statenments of
claimant, sone of which were recently fil ed.

IT IS ORDERED that the Cities of Cottonwod and Sedona and
the Towns of Canp Verde, Carkdale, and Jerone wll not be
required to file an anended notice of appearance, but they shall
file all future pleadings in this adjudication in conpliance
wth Section 5(B)(4)(a)(3 and 4) of Pretrial Oder No. 1,
entered on My 29, 1986. The Cty of Phoenix’s notion is
ot herw se deened noot.

Comments Filed by Certain Gher Caimants or Parties to
ADWR s Subfl ow Techni cal Report

The Court has reviewed the coments and responses filed to
the Arizona Departnment of Water Resources’ Subflow Techni cal
Report, San Pedro River Watershed.

The City of Flagstaff; City of Safford; DYM Inc.; Painted
Rock Ranches; Pal oma  Ranch |Investnents, I nc.; Rio Rico
Properties, Inc.; Tonopah Irrigation District; City of Sierra
Vista; and Valory Strausser on behalf of a group naned “Lower



San Pedro River Landowners” filed coments to the Subflow
Techni cal Report. The comments did not identify the statenents

of claimant, if any, that these parties or individuals have
either filed or hold by assignnent or change of ownership.

Furthernore, there is no indication that M. Valory Strausser

sent a copy of the coments to the persons on the Gla R ver

Adj udi cati on Court-Approved Miling List.

Section 5(B)(4)(a) of Pretrial Oder No. 1 states as
fol | ows:

“A party to this action shall:

1. File the original of a docunent permtted or required
to be filed in this action with the C erk of Superior Court
for Maricopa County, provide one copy of the document to
the Court, two (2) copies to the DWR and one copy to each
party against whom the matter is addressed or from whom
relief is sought.

2. Mail a copy to each party on the Court’s approved
mailing |list of each document other than the Statenent of
Cl ai mant Form

3. For each document filed in this action, set forth
imedi ately after the caption a descriptive summary of the
docunent .

4. For each docunent filed set forth, imedi ately bel ow
t he descriptive sumary, t he part[y’ s] i dentifying
Statenent of d ai mant nunber.”

The Arizona Supreme Court upheld the pocedures set forth
in Pretrial Order No. 1 in Gla I, 171 Ariz. 230, 830 P.2d 442

(1992). The requirenents of Section 5(B)(4)(a) are necessary
for the efficient processing of pleadings, and they are in
ef fect. Pretrial Oder No. 1 is available online on the

Internet at http://ww. suprene.state.az.us/wn on the Gla R ver
Adj udi cati on page.

| T I'S ORDERED:

1. When filing pleadings in this matter and in contested
cases before the Special Master, all claimnts and
parties shall conply with the requirenments of Section
5(B)(4)(a) of Pretrial Oder No. 1. Recogni zi ng t hat
the United States and the State of Arizona have
hundreds of statenents of claimant, the Court wll
relieve them from conplying with this requirenent
except in pr oceedi ngs rel ated to specifically



identified clainms, and the nunber of claine is
reasonably limted.

2. The City of Flagstaff; Gty of Safford; DYM Inc.;
Pai nted Rock Ranches; Paloma Ranch Investnents, Inc.;
Rio Ri co Properti es, Inc.; Tonopah Irrigation
District; Cty of Sierra Vista; and the Lower San
Pedro River Landowners shall file on or before Friday,
Novenber 1, 2002, a notice identifying their
respective statements of claimant or their intended
steps to file clains.

3. A copy of this order shall be miled to Valory
Strausser, 16380 San Pedro River Road, Benson, Arizona
85602, so there is awareness of the order. By this
action, the Court is not placing either MVs.
Strausser’s nanme and address or that of the Lower San
Pedro River Landowners on the Gla River Adjudication
Court - Approved Miling List.

Request of the Lower San Pedro River Watershed Community to be
pl aced on the Gla R ver Adjudication Court-Approved
Mai | i ng Li st

A letter signed by Apryl K Brown, who is “a representative
of the Lower San Pedro River Watershed Comunity,” was filed
with the Cerk of the Court. The letter requests that this
“group” be placed on the Gla R ver Adjudication Court-Approved
Mai | i ng List.

It does not appear that a copy of the letter was sent to
all persons on the Court-approved mailing |ist. Section 6 of
Pretrial Order No. 1 states in pertinent part that:

“All parties desiring to...be placed on the Court’s
approved mailing list may do so by filing a witten
request with the Court...Copies of the request shall
be mailed to all persons then on the mailing list,
stating the intention to take an active part in the
l[itigation, its need to be on the approved muiling
l[ist and to receive all copies, and an agreenent to
serve on such steering commttees as shall hereafter
be forned.”

Furthernore, the Court does not know if this group is the
same one naned in Ms. Valory Strausser’s letter; if the entity
is a party or claimant in the Gla River Adjudication; or if the



group’s nenbers are parties or claimants, and if so, in what
capacity wll the group act on behalf of its nenbers.

IT IS ORDERED that Apryl K. Brown or a representative of
the Lower San Pedro River Watershed Comunity shall inform the
Court on or before Friday, Novenber 1, 2002, if the group is a
party or claimant in the Gla R ver Adjudication; or if its
menbers are parties or clainmants in the adjudication; and if so,
in what capacity will the group act on behalf of its nenbers;
and to identify the required statenment of claimnt nunbers in
accordance with Section 5(B)(4)(a) of Pretrial Oder No. 1. A
copy of the filing shall be served on all persons on the Gla
Ri ver Adjudication Court-Approved Miiling List. The Court wll
then consider the request to be placed on the mailing |ist.

Gla Steering Conmttee and Status Conference
Before the End of this Year

The Court would like to hold a status conference before the
end of the year to identify clains or issues that can or should
be addressed during the next two years and to di scuss scheduling
of those matters before this Court or the Special Mster. For
that purpose, the Court would like the Gla Steering Conmttee
to neet and di scuss possible courses of action and file a report
at | east ten days before the status conference.

The Court wi shes to hear from the Chair of the Steering
Committee as to when the Committee could submit a report giving
its coments as to which clains or issues can or should be
addressed during the next two years and to discuss scheduling of
those matters. After the report is filed, the Court will set a
date for a status conference before the end of this year

I T IS ORDERED that the Chair of the Gla Steering Commttee
shall inform the Court not l|ater than Friday, OCctober 18, 2002,
as to when the Steering Conmmttee could file a report in
accordance with the foregoing so that the Court can set a status
conference before the end of this year.

/s/ Eddward P. Ballinger, Jr.

The Honorabl e Eddward P. Ballinger, Jr.
Judge of the Superior Court

Sept enber 26, 2002




* * % %

A copy of this order is muiled to all parties on the Court-
approved mailing list for W1, W2, W3, and W4 dated July 16,
2002, to Valory Strausser at 16380 San Pedro River Road, Benson,
AZ 85602, and to Apryl K Brown at 38674 Redi ngton Road, Benson,
AZ 85602.



