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Upper San Pedro Water District

Summary of Public Meetings held January — March 2010

This document contains a summary of information gathered at the first five public
meetings held to provide information to the communities within the proposed
Upper San Pedro Water District and to receive comments on the District’s Draft
Plan. This first part of the summary focuses on the process, the second part
focuses on the public input received and the Appendix contains copies of the
materials.

Public Participation Purpose and Process

The purpose of the public meetings was to inform the public about the proposed
District, Draft Plan, financial plan, background and process; to present
information about past and current water conditions in the proposed District area;
and to encourage participants to ask questions, express concerns, comment and
give additional ideas and recommendations for the Organizing Board to hear,
review and consider.

When planning the public participation process, this round of public meetings
was designed to fulfill the involve level of public participation, as defined by the
International Association for Public Participation (IAP2) spectrum for public
participation. The goal of the involve level is “To work directly with the public
throughout the process to ensure that public concerns and aspirations are
consistently understood and considered.” The promise of the involve level is “We
will work with you to ensure that your concerns and aspirations are directly
reflected in the alternatives developed and provide feedback on how public input
influenced the decision.”

The purpose of the first round of public meetings was an exchange of
information. To fulfill the promise of involve, it was explained that the second
round of meetings would bring back what the team heard from the public in the
first round of meetings. Methods employed during the first round of meetings to
address the goal of the involve level were diverse and inclusive. Both oral and
written exchanges occurred, and discussion groups were employed to allow
District representatives to have as much exchange of information with the public
as possible.

During the public meeting process, it was referenced that the ultimate level of
participation, empower, would be what voters would experience in the planned
November ballot measures. The goal of the empower level is “To place final
decision-making in the hands of the public,” and the promise is “We will
implement what you decide.”

(A copy of the IAP2 Public Participation Spectrum is included in the Appendix.)
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Public Meetings Notification

Personalized letters announcing the meetings were sent to local, county, state
and federal elected officials and staff members in advance of the meetings.
Advertisements were placed in local newspapers to notify the public about the

meetings and ran as follows:

Meeting
Publication Run Date Locations Meeting Dates
Tombstone News Fri., Jan 15 Tombstone Thur., Jan. 28
Sierra Vista Tues., Feb. 2
Bisbee Wed. Feb. 10
Tombstone News Fri, Jan 22 Tombstone Thur., Jan. 28
Sierra Vista Tues., Feb. 2
Bisbee Wed. Feb. 10
Sierra Vista Herald/
Bisbee Review Tues. Jan. 19 Tombstone Thur., Jan. 28
Sierra Vista Tues., Feb. 2
Bisbee Wed. Feb. 10
Sierra Vista Herald/
Bisbee Review Tues. Jan, 26 Tombstone Thur., Jan. 28
Sierra Vista Tues., Feb. 2
Bisbee Wed. Feb. 10
Sierra Vista Herald/
Bisbee Review Tues. Feb 9 Huachuca City Tues. Feb. 23
Bisbee
(reschedule) Wed. Feb. 24
Palominas Mon. March 1
Sierra Vista Herald/
Bisbee Review Tues., Feb 23 Huachuca City Mon. March 1
Bisbee
(reschedule) Wed. Feb. 24
Palominas Mon. March 1
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In addition to the paid-media announcements, a news release sent to the local
media was helpful in garnering news coverage of the meetings. Meetings were
also listed on the www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org Web site.

Upper San Pedro Water District Public Outreach Meetings

Date Time Location Where
Thursday, Jan. 28 5:30 p.m. Tombstone American Legion

225 E. Allen St.

Tombstone, AZ 85638
Tuesday, Feb. 2 5:30 p.m. Sierra Vista Windemere Hotel Ballroom

2047 South Highway 92
Sierra Vista, AZ

Tuesday, Feb. 23 5:30 p.m. Huachuca City Huachuca City Community
Center
201 Yuma Street
Huachuca City, AZ 85616

Wednesday, Feb. 24 5:30 p.m. Bisbee Bisbee Senior Center
300 Collins Rd.
Bisbee, AZ 85603

Monday, March 1 5:30 p.m. Hereford Hereford/Palominas

Palominas Elementary School
10385 E. Highway 92
Hereford, AZ 85615

Public Meetings Format

Upon arriving, participants were asked to sign in. Each meeting started at
approximately 5:15 p.m. and began in an interactive open house format where
participants could view fact sheet-based displays and ask questions directly to
individual project team members until 5:45 p.m. A 15 to 25 minute PowerPoint
presentation followed and was delivered to the attendees at each event by an
Organizing Board Member.

Upon arriving, participants were provided with comment forms plus fact sheets
focused on the following topics:

* Building on Science

* Economic Implications

* Finding Funding to Get the Job Done

* Our Plans for the Future

* The Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

* What Is It (The District)?

The fact sheets were augmented slightly after the first meeting to address

information that the team decided needed clarification after hearing and
considering public input at the first meeting. The design of the fact sheets was
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also modified slightly to provide more clarity. The fact sheets are included in the
Appendix.

Additional information available at each meeting for reference and available in
limited quantities for distribution while supplies lasted included:
* The Comprehensive Water Resources Draft Plan
* Copies of House Bill 2300, the legislation allowing for the establishment of
a Water District
* The Draft Organizational and Financial Plan
* A hard copy of the PowerPoint presentation

Following the presentation, the attendees were invited to join discussion groups
focusing on the topics covered in the fact sheets to voice their concerns and
provide input. The discussion groups were divided into three stations at all the
meetings, except for the Sierra Vista meeting, which required a fourth station due
to the large number of attendees. Each discussion group was led by a member of
the Organizing Board or Arizona Department of Water Resources staff and
assisted by a member of the public outreach team. Transcripts of the notes taken
at each meeting are included in this summary.

Written Public Comments

At each public meeting, attendees were provided with comment forms soliciting
input on the topics defined in the fact sheets, the public process or any other
topics or concerns. Attendees could either fill out forms at the meeting and return
them before leaving or take forms with them to fill out and return later or to share
with other members of the public. In order to accommodate that process, the
public comment period ends March 15, two weeks after the last public meeting. A
total of 53 comment forms have been received as of March 10 and are included
in the Appendix.

Categorization of Public Input Received

Comments received at the public meetings were from self-selected participants.
It is generally recognized that only about 10 percent of a given group may
actively respond to an invitation for participation. Those who do respond are not
necessarily representative of the entire general population; rather, they are those
who are most interested and concerned. These comments are qualitative and
should be viewed as such, understanding that the majority of comments are
representative of those who have feelings on either end of the spectrum of views.
Qualitative data was gathered via public meetings where approximately 315 self-
selected participants gave verbal and written comments.

Additional input gathered as part of the public process was quantitative and came
from a third-person, statistically valid telephone survey of 303 randomly selected
participants. The surveys were designed and conducted in the area of the
proposed District with a random selection of geographically balanced,
representative citizens to provide statistically valid, quantitative information
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meant to offer a comparison of the percentages of people holding different views
and levels of concern. The data gathered from the survey was previously
submitted as a separate report.

Common Themes

As is generally anticipated in groups of individuals who are self-selected based
on their level of interest and concern, public meeting participants voiced many
questions, strong feelings and concerns in the focus groups and in the comment
forms. Concerns addressed both the possibility of the District being formed, and
the possibility of it not being formed, with the associated impacts and outcomes
for the future. Both perspectives generally related the outcomes to sustaining
what they value about their lives and the area encompassed in the proposed
district. In other words, they took the topics very seriously and their expressions
were often very passionate.

Many of the questions asked during the focus group conversations and in the
comment forms related to how water use is controlled and how it could be
controlled in the future. There was not a consistent understanding of the current
roles and responsibilities for controlling or regulating water by organizations or
jurisdictions. That compounded the challenge of explaining how the proposed
District would fit in and relate to regulation and control of water use. Many of
those participating were asking for clarification on those points.

Available funding was another focus of general concern. The current economic
climate, with many indications of cutbacks in government spending, was cited as
a concern. The complexities of what sources of funding remain and will be
available in the future is a source of confusion and concern. Compounding that
was some initial misunderstanding of what funding would be necessary at the
beginning of the District’s formation versus what would need ultimately to be
raised by the Board for their future operations. A number of questions regarding
the District’s ability to impose taxes were posed. Even when the provisions in the
current law providing for the District’'s formation were read, some participants
cited past experiences with government bodies as reason for skepticism.

There was general agreement that conservation efforts were important, but much
discussion and debate about specific methods to conserve, augment and
measure current conditions and results.

In summary, the following major issues, among others, need further clarification:
* Current federal, state, county and city roles and responsibilities for
controlling or regulating water and how they differ from the District’s.
* Possible sources of funding and a schedule of the District’s funding needs.
* District’s ability to impose taxes or charges.
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Detailed summaries of each meeting are included later in this report in the
individual meeting sections.

Comment Forms

An analysis of the 53 comment forms received through March 10, 2010 revealed
the following:

A large majority (36) stated concern about new development and
controlling growth issues.

A large majority (35) of the commenters were in favor of conservation and
sustainability measures to help reduce water consumption or to help the
San Pedro River remain viable.

Nineteen commenters stated support of the District.

Eighteen commenters were concerned with additional levels of
government and bureaucracy.

Fourteen commenters expressed support for keeping Fort Huachuca in
the area.

Twelve commenters were concerned with either conducting more studies,
doing nothing or wasting time.

Comments were nearly evenly split (11 to 10) on the subject of the levying
of new taxes. Some were concerned the District would levy taxes and
some wanted taxes as a way to encourage conservation.

Ten commenters were concerned about establishing some kind of
cooperation with Mexico.

Eight commenters thought that using CAP water or Colorado River water
was not a good strategy to consider.

In terms of the comment form input about the public process:

Seven commenters thought the information and answers provided at the
meetings were most helpful.

Three commenters found nothing helpful.

Three commenters thought the project should have more meetings and
education.

Two commenters thought the presentation was most helpful.

Two commenters liked hearing from those involved.

Two commenters liked the group breakout meetings.

Two commenters thought the breakout sessions could have been better.
Two commenters wanted the breakout sessions removed altogether.
Two commenters wanted a question-and-answer session that everyone
would participate in.

Two commenters thought there could be better explanation of various plan
components.

One commenter liked how the team handled disruptive attendees.

One commenter requested larger print on the presentation slides.
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Focus Groups

The group conversations showed a strong understanding of the importance of
water and its availability to individuals, communities and nature. The group
conversations also revealed that the participants had a good understanding of
conservation and sustainability measures that are and could be undertaken to
support the River. They also made a strong connection between the River and
development and population growth.

Transcripts from the notes taken during the focus group conversations revealed a
possible lack of understanding or misunderstanding of the following:
* The difference between the role of the District in comparison with that of
the state, county and city water agencies.
The District’s role in the acquisition and sale of water rights.
The District’s ability to meter and monitor private wells.
The ability of the District to levy taxes.
The role of vegetation in the River’'s water levels.
How the District will be managed and funded and details of the operating
budget.
* The ability of the District to regulate water use.
* The effect of the mining industry in Mexico and how the District would
relate to it.
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Individual Meeting Information

Note: The flip chart transcriptions are available in the Appendix, combined for all
locations and sorted by fact sheet categories.

TOMBSTONE, Meeting No. 1, Thursday, Jan. 28, 2010

Attendance: 35-40
Comment forms received: 1 (in addition there is one partial form with name only
and no comments)

Meeting Themes

* Concerns regarding taxes being increased or levied by the District Board.

* Concerns about Sierra Vista having more “say” in the process due to its larger
voting population.

* Skepticism about the possible downsizing or closing of Fort Huachuca if water
conservation requirements are not met.

* Adesire to limit building and growth in the area so that resources are not
strained.

* A belief that cottonwood and mesquite trees along the river already sap its
resources and need to be managed.

* Questions about the decision-making process — who came up with the
Organizing Board, how were boundaries formed, etc.

* Concerns about whether plans or boundaries can be changed after the
District is formed.

Flip Chart And Comment Form Transcription

Economic Implications / Finding Funding To Get The Job Done

Taxing concerns.

Legalities/taxing conservation.

Anticipated growth.

Sierra Vista “big” + growth (other communities pay for it?).

Everyone paying for district in county.

Bedroom community vs. high rise — where should people moving in live?
Where did idea start?

Save water — it’s precious.

The way information is presented about the Fort is a scare tactic.
Seems to be saying if District isn’t formed, Fort Huachuca will shut down.
How much of $400,000 goes to administration?

District will manage projects + jurisdictions?

Who determines when goals of District are met?

How do you determine how much water is required for 100 years?

Local control?
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Any control over private water companies?

Does board, once voted in, have authority to authorize a tax?

Can tax be rescinded?

Can Sierra Vista (with its large population) vote in all the commissioners?

Split up into smaller districts such as Sierra Vista, then you will have

representatives from each district?

We have water — will go through us — to enable their (Sierra Vista’s) growth?

Explain sale of water and water rights.

How would they acquire rights and for what purpose?

How would allowing the District to sell water support the mission of the

District?

Could they obtain water rights inside the District?

* Do we have access to Colorado River water?

* Did Organizing Board discuss controlling population? By not building so
much?

* |f Fort Huachuca concerns/requirements are not met, mission could be

impacted. Explain?

If Fort shuts down, is that one-tenth of the population?

Building On Science / The Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

* More growth equals more water use.

* What is considered to offset new residents?

* What is actual amount of water available?

*  What is the impact on the Post?

* The Post must prove that it is meeting Base Realignment committee
specifications on use/recharge.

* Balance of human consumption (Post) versus ecological balance.

* Itis about community “health” that depends on the water.

*  What about “no growth” in Sierra Vista?

* Cluster development — new concept (UA extension).

* Water over pumping impacts — long term.

* Water quality declines as you reduce the water tables (saline).

* Perennial review recorded in June — drought over the past few years.

* New development — must meet 100-year replenishment records.

* Building permits — selective with water sustainability.

* Wildcat developments — restrict.

* Change in water levels are not equal in every aquifer.

* Agricultural retirement.

* Isrecharge and conservation going to be enough?

* Use of gray water by ordinance (City) (County).

Invasive mesquite along river/grazing (loss of grasses).

o Must maintain removal (invasive and opportunistic).
* Measurement of efficacy in project.
o Programs easy to benchmark.
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Measurable (water levels) — monitorizing well levels (including under new
development).

Riparian demand — over $11,000 annual.

Evaporation rate — should be taken into account — with climate changes and
the mesquite contribution.

Unplanned development — accelerated runoff because of blading roadways.
Cottonwoods vs. mesquites — be considered the same as invasive.
Cottonwoods need management — use more water.

Salt cedar — same issues.

What Is It? / Our Plans for the Future

Water management — development interfering with flow.

Concern for people outside watershed area.

Cottonwood trees.

Where did idea of the Board originate?

Has the Board come up with requirements to be on the Board?
Does the Board have the power to limit growth?

How were the boundaries set up? (Decision-making process.)
Timeframe for elections?

If the District is formed, can water still be pumped out of the Water District?
How far north does the Water District go?

Are boundaries set in stone?

What do you mean by infrastructure?

Would the District need to purchase land for facilities? Funding?
Pumping impacts.

Water sharing with Tombstone pipeline would reduce cost.

Why aren’t we looking at thinning out cottonwood trees?

Beaver brought in to manage cottonwoods.

Cottonwoods shelter water for solar evaporation.

Add salt cedar to mesquite.

What can’t be done without the District?

Concern for restrictions because of Santa Cruz and areas outside boundaries
taking water from within District.

Ability of Mexico to impact our water.

Concern voters would approve taxation in future.

How would taxing come about and at what amount?

Concern of taking water from Colorado River (Not available.)
Process for election?

What is the current water deficit?

What is the process for changing the plan after the Board is elected?
Would San Pedro Partnership provide resources to the District? (Would be
beneficial.)

What if full Board not voted in?

Water should not be pumped out of Whetstone area.
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* Once District is formed, what is driving force of decision-making? (Political vs.
science?)

* Advisory Board has influence over the Board. How is Advisory Board
selected?

* Need representatives from community for Advisory Board.

* How do we get rid of the Board if we decide we want to in the future?

* Need project to make recreational draw to the river.

Discussion Points
* Fort Huachuca statement isn’t talking about the river — it's a scare tactic.

* Concerns re: taxes alleviated.
* Cochise County will contribute resources.
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SIERRA VISTA, Meeting No. 2, Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Attendance: 115-130
Comment Forms received: 26

Meeting Themes

Concern about estimated $400,000 budget.

No dedicated funding source.

Can the District be disbanded down the road? “Sunset clause.”

What happens if District is formed, but money isn’t found?

How does District differ from current agencies?

Taxing concerns.

Colorado River water role.

Public is interested in specifics on use of detention basins and recharge.
Effects of Cananea Mine/Mexico.

Why not provide funding to county or city and let them deal with water issues
since they are already in place.

Flip Chart And Comment Form Transcription

Economic Implications / Finding Funding To Get The Job Done

* Funding is a wish list. No guaranteed funding.

* What is ADWR? (Technical resource to District.)

* What benefit will taxpayer get in next 10 years? (Keep water from being an
issue with the Fort.)

* Can someone own water under me? (You don’t own water under property,
only right to drill. Builders have to demonstrate water supply and that usage
will not negatively impact basin.)

* Bella Vista Water Company has depleted water so property owners can’t
access water. Can District drop a well? (Yes, but goal is to save water and
meet demands of community.)

*  What is difference of authority between Upper San Pedro Partnership and
District? (Partnership has absolutely no authority.)

* What can District do that ADWR and other agencies can’t? (Wholesale
water.)

*  Where will $400,000 (fully staffed administrative cost) come from? (No finite
answer yet.)

* Is this an open checkbook? (Limited by funds District can generate.)

» If there is no funding and District is approved, what happens? (There will be
seed money — then more funds need to be generated. Board cannot tax
without voter approval.)

* Have you done staff work to point executive director in a direction? (Yes,
there are plans.)
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Why wasn’t sales tax mentioned in presentation? (Legislation does not/cannot
mandate tax. A tax must be voter approved.)

Where does District get water rights? (a.) Has to purchase land and
associated water rights. b.) Colorado River water.)

With $1.6 million (projected amount a transaction privilege tax, which would
need to be approved by voters, could bring in), county and city could do a lot
so form a District? ($1.6 million was estimate of what things will cost. District
can operate everywhere, rather than limits of jurisdictions.)

Why no funding for conservation, retention and resupply to aquifer?
(Detention basins are in the plan.)

Will there be basins scattered around county? (Yes)

Make administrative staff volunteer for first four years?

Since a large part of the District is Fort Huachuca, we should request money
from Department of Defense.

Is there an instrument in place to disband District?

If transaction privilege tax is exacted, how about well owners? (No bearing on
well owners.)

If voters turn down District, what happens to Partnership? (Nothing, no
bearing.)

Can District put up an initiative that private well owners also have to pay
taxes? (No, not without a public vote.)

Potential board actions can be done by local jurisdictions? (Board has been
asked to do 10-year plan and coordinate with jurisdictions regionally.)

Will District be able to control extensive water use by private well owners?
(No.)

Building On Science / The Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

Need to review actual average human consumption per day.

Percolation from mountain to river. What are the averages?

Urban runoff needs better way into the groundwater.

How well do we understand the recharge in the aquifer?

What geological/hydrological model to better understand recharge?

Is water usage broken down into categories, such as vacant land, residential,
agriculture?

Examples of recharge for better comprehension.

What can District do to reduce evaporation during recharge, create detention
basins/washes that can efficiently handle better recharge?

Build retention basins (40 locations, earthen dams).

Use Rio Grande as a model?

Can you build detention basins on private property?

How do water districts regions (Whetstone) work together to reduce depletion
from the San Pedro?

Are there multiple District agreements that work together for more efficient
allocation?
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How can you have a constant budget when many variations (season,
agriculture, vegetation) vary?

What role will future development play in the plan? Growth rate has been
projected by state at 10 percent.

What protocols will be implemented to monitor the results of the actual effect?
Will District be able to react quickly?

Which agency receives monthly water usage reports from communities?
How far does ADWR go outside of AZ to find new technology?

Do desalination facilities work on a national level? California has built a
facility.

Cottonwoods take 10,800 acre-feet of water annually.

The Board, which knows the region and residents, will make local decisions.
Buffalo Soldier Trail — AZ Environmental Planning Group sprays water to
maintain and reduce dirt. This is wasteful.

Can you build into the plan a “Sunset or re-vote” clause on efficacy and
impact?

Cananea Mine — Can their usage be controlled?

Is there a way to work with U.S. on usage or reducing the amount of use?
Emerging disruptors (pharmaceuticals) in waste.

Why does the District have no regulatory action?

The District would coordinate between jurisdictions to work together to ensure
“no one” can deplete the groundwater.

State Route 90 corridor Benson-I-10-Kartchner Caverns — What about their
draw on existing San Pedro River basin?

Cone of depression from excessive draw.

Colorado River water — District could bring in the water.

Have effluent and stormwater been estimated into recharge?

What Is It? / Our Plans for the Future

No mention made of CAP or Colorado River water. Is it still in the plan?
How do you know more groundwater is going out vs. coming in?

How will rainwater harvesting fit in?

How could revenue bonds be repaid?

Concern for bird habitat.

Nothing you have addressed mentions Mexico — Mexico is key.

What federal support do we have?

Concern with taxing authority?

How do | know | will be able to afford the water in the future (aka taxes) even
though | will be providing it?

How do | know | won’t be given water restrictions in the future?

How does the aquifer feed the river?

What was the purpose of drilling the wells? Who would that serve?

Is augmentation the main emphasis?

Where would you drill that would have no impact?

What is Bureau of Land Management’s role with District?
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Have you considered permeable paving as a recharge strategy?
Where does recharge occur?

Colorado River allocation issues, not an option or realistic with current
demand and future demand.

How would pumping the water affect us in 20 to 30 years?

Is the District able to conduct international, cross-border work?

Did river move underground as a result of the earthquake?

Will there be water regulation/penalty for landowners?

Americans need education to understand water issues.

Will District drill wells, sell to provider, persuade private wells to stop and use
utility?

Will District drill in one place and move water around?

Does District want to get into wholesale business?

Goal is aimed more at recharge?

Southern California has more holding dams for water.

Are we doing enough detainment or recharge?

How do you get water back in aquifer?

Is there bad percolation down to aquifer?

Potential for quid pro quo exists to persuade water users to save/recharge
water.

Why do we need a Water District?

How is District different from regulatory agency or water utility?

Suite of solutions need to be emphasized; Not simply one solution.
Need to come up with appropriate solutions for the scale of Sierra Vista,
unlike California.

Concern that area doesn’t use holding basins.

What does “provide local control” mean?

Who is in control now?

Will District develop new water supply wells?

How would District collect water? Own land?

Can you build a detention dam on your own wash/land?

Why don’t they get rid of cottonwood trees?

Any development going to reinstitute use of gray water?

Will there be development of re-use in rural areas?

We need development of more gray water use, especially in rural areas.
Why were fact sheets modified between Tombstone and Sierra Vista
meetings?

It is a problem that same information was not distributed at Tombstone and
Sierra Vista.

What does eminent domain have to do with District?

Dry injection well will allow you to put water/recharge back in ground.

Is there a model city to follow on water sustainability?

What will happen if not passed?

Will it keep coming up at elections?

Only growth control is through county.

Any thoughts on impact of Mexico/mining?
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* Cananea mining effects are serious when mine operates.
* Map doesn’t look like same map as subwatershed?

Discussion Points

* Organizing Board needs to make clear that there may be no funding source
and that staffing may be bare bones until stable funding sources are found.
The $400,000 is an estimate of a fully staffed District Office.

* Explain how the District would operate with limited or no funding.

* Explain that elected Board will come up with specifics on detention basins
and recharge. Provide possible examples.

* Review/confirm human water consumption statistics.

* Explain differences between a District and current agencies/government
bodies.

* Explain whether and how District could be phased out.

* Re-emphasize District, local, state, federal have very limited input on another
country’s actions.

* Don’t change printed materials/fact sheets for rest of Round 1 meetings.
Introduction/verbal message can amplify previous points.
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HUACHUCA CITY, Meeting No. 3, Tuesday, Feb. 23, 2010

Attendance: 18-20
Comment Forms received: 3

Meeting Themes

* Funding sources.
* Development restrictions.
* Government overlap.

Flip Chart And Comment Form Transcription

Economic Implications / Finding Funding To Get The Job Done

* Concern voiced about state and federal funding availability. What are the
specific sources?

* What is initial amount needed? Starting near zero.

* Bond sales?

* Would residual funding from current effort/funds be able to go forward? Yes, if
it remains.

* Why is District needed in addition to other jurisdiction’s controls?
o Overdraft occurring now.
o County can’t get into “water game” without change in state statutes.
o Would be a single entity serving as an umbrella for cities.

*  Why wasn’t Benson included? Hydrologic divide.

* What kind of cooperation can there be with Mexico?
o Some work ongoing.
o Little surface water crossing.
o More below surface.

* Revenue bond sales? Can’t happen until there is source of revenue.

* Groundwater rights vs. surface water rights.

* How would current drought ending affect plan? Based on averaging,
drought’s end would not change much.

* Do recharge basins lose a lot of water through evaporation?

Building On Science / The Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

Study on how many gallons of water does a mesquite take.

Why focus on mesquite vs. cottonwood?

Why 20 years to store/restore to aquifer — Would like that shortened.

What role does county play in the development and restoration?
Development/developers — Are they evaluated for groundwater usage?

We are at a deficit, so how can any new development have a 100-year plan?
In balance in regulation to actual groundwater.

* Economy based on growth is the problem to conserving water sources.
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Need more education — practice sustainable water practices: building codes
revised; runoff cisterns from buildings (harvest); and stormwater harvesting.
What is the observable impact to river flow with removal of brushy wood on
ranch lands?

Water quality impacts from storm runoff, how do we check the quality?

BLM monitoring — Can the board collaborate with BLM to be cost effective?
Will BLM stop monitoring if the District becomes active in monitoring?

Will federal funding decrease or disappear?

Maintain public access to data collected by governing entities.

What Is It? / Our Plans for the Future

Need clear communication.

How often would the Board meet?

What are the Board'’s term lengths?

Would District regulate?

Restrictions on development.

Will this change procedure for drilling wells?

What are plans toward agriculture, i.e. horse farms?
There are irrigation concerns.

Discussion Points

The smaller discussion groups were more personal and productive.

Better define what the County can do and can’t do now.

Is the 10-year program appropriate?

Clarify that conservation will still be needed 10 to 20 years from now, even
with the District.
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BISBEE, Meeting No. 4, Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010 (rescheduled from Feb. 10)

Attendance: 38-40
Comment Forms received: 11

Meeting Themes

Bisbee attendees not as economically focused as other locations.

Lots of discussion on retention/detention basins.

Questions on Mexico and CAP.

Interested in regulation and providing more “teeth” for the proposed District.
Concerned about development.

Flip Chart And Comment Form Transcription

Economic Implications / Finding Funding To Get The Job Done

* How do revenue bonds work? Bonds are sold and then paid back over an
extended period of time.

* New subdivisions vs. finite amount of water? Subdivisions have to prove
adequate water supply. District has a number of options: District could get
water from other location by developing other source.

* Federal government could supplement cost to run Colorado River to Sierra
Vista? City cannot prevent or pass ordinance that prevents or prohibits people
from drilling wells.

* Is $400,000 the initial cost? No.

* Where does the money come from? Selling water; grants; water from
Colorado River is most “senior” water.

* What has Organizing Board of District spent? $80,000 on consultants,
$13,000 on administrative/plan help.

* Has there been any thought to assigning District’s potential responsibilities to
jurisdictions? No, cannot do that.

Discussion followed on surface water rights, and detention and retention basins.

Building On Science / The Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

How will you control use of water from Mexico?

When is the drilling of new wells — wells away from the river — planned?
Would the District fund the drilling of wells?

How long does it take for water from retention basins to get to aquifer?
Was there a scientific plan for maintaining the river? Ten- to 20-year time
frame.

» If District is approved, would it pre-empt city/county level ordinances? No, |
could request discussion, recommend alternatives. Its indirect effect is that
the area’s goals would line up with District’s goals.
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Could District sue city? Unlikely.

Audience member noted that city of Alamogordo, N.M., sued the state over a
water issue.

Is District’s big plan to pipe in CAP water? That would cost hundreds of
millions to build.

Will the District approve where growth happens?

Is there a 100-year supply of water available to subdivisions?

Is there partnership between U.S. and Mexico?

Would the reopening of the mines impact the water?

Consider impact of quality of recharged water on groundwater.

Where does the water flow?

Any study done on settling ponds or retention basins?

Would the riverbed itself be a good place to hold water?

Clean out drainage ditches that hold water so that water goes farther to
valley.

What happened to the idea of the Charleston Dam?

What Is It? / Our Plans for the Future

Mike Foster, who said he is producing a video on the river, offered numerous
thoughts:

o Concern that the focus is on studies, not actions.

o Riveris in dire straits, with more dry stretches than before.

o The area needs to act now on preserving the water. Watering of dirt roads
is a waste.

o Positive reward or recognition should be given when conservation is
achieved.

o Mesquite tree water usage is a minor factor.

o Focus on developments and stop importation of new business until water
level is solved.

o Xeriscape, water basin retention should be increased.

Likes idea of schools, government involvement in conservation.

o Beaver is like the “canary in coal mine” and should be monitored at the
river.

©)

Jenny Druckman:

o Xeriscape, water basin retention should be increased.

o Why is Old Bisbee not in District? Legislature set boundary. Old Bisbee
doesn’t drain into San Pedro River and is outside watershed line.

o How would Board interface with other governments? It's independent, a
District, and not a regulatory body. It would be a body or infrastructure that
could manage projects and bring together money.

o Disappointed District won’t have more teeth.
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o Developers should be required to use conservation methods. District
effect will be limited.

o More education needed, attitudes need to be changed.

o Can Board lobby on ordinances? District could lobby but not enforce or
enact regulatory ordinances.

o Example given of District’s indirect impact: A contractor could, for
development approval, be required to install storm drains that route water
to retention basins.

o Revenue bonds may not occur till second 10 years of existence.

o What about permits for development? Building jurisdiction would decide.

o District would give recommendations to jurisdictions on development
plans.

o District could bring outside water into area.

o Why did mesquite removal get so high on list? Study listed mesquite
higher because acreage of mesquite is large. Mesquite near river use
more water and would be most likely targets.

o Can Legislature impose active management area if District not formed?
No.

o If this fails, what happens? What we have today.

If we get funds, will we help/work with Mexico? We will attempt cooperation.

New San Pedro binational commission begun in Mexico to develop dialogue.

Beaver dams were down last year, but activity is up recently. Floods affected

last year.

Who originated the idea of the District? Local government, businesses,

agriculture and statewide water advisory group organized the idea.

Who pushed it through in Legislature? Fifty-two different interests pushed it

through.

Can environmental restrictions on Fort Huachuca be removed? No, they have

to abide by Endangered Species Act.

Give an example of a District project: Effluent. District finds money, goes to

developer or agency to work on using effluent in exchange for more lots.

Discussion Points

The focus groups were too close together and it was very difficult to hear. It
was suggested that next round we find locations that may have separate
rooms available for discussions or that we use movable panels or some type
of sound barriers between groups.

For next round we should focus on clarifying taxes can’t be imposed without
voter approval and clarify what kind of tax we are talking about.

There is a person handing out information at meetings — need to differentiate
what are official materials generated by our public outreach effort and what
are not.
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HEREFORD/PALOMINAS, Meeting No. 5, Monday, March 1, 2010

Attendance: 80-85
Comment Forms received: 12

Meeting Themes

Skepticism.

Sierra Vista controlling everything.

Proof of problem.

Just another tax.

More bureaucracy.

Stay away from wells.

Regulatory authority.

Dams and reservoirs needed.

Why does District want to work in what is the County’s jurisdiction?

Flip Chart And Comment Form Transcription

Economic Implications / Finding Funding To Get The Job Done

Are people trying to meter wells? District is specifically prohibited by state for
no well metering.

Will Sierra Vista have more control of Board? Board members are elected at
large from entire District. Goal of elected members must be to provide for all
in District.

We moved out here to get away from control. Inlying areas will control
outlying areas.

District doesn’t control.

What about development? Regulation in place for all new subdivisions. They
must prove 100-year water supply.

Why is District needed? $400,000, with more bureaucracy?

Same water supply for all. County cannot regulate but can zone. Vision is to
go across jurisdictional boundaries.

Partnership has no authority. They came to study river.

Since its existence, the river has become the most well-known.

District can build on a regional solution.

Have laws on the books (permits).

Why can’t existing bureaucracy take care of issues?

What makes this attractive is it is not a bureaucracy.

How will $400,000 be raised?

At the start, District may just look for funding.

Coming out of County’s taxes.

There is private funding available.

Where would water rights water come from? No one has groundwater rights,
only surface water rights.
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Where do you get water? Surface water attached to land, not wells.

How will you control Mexico’s activities?

What are chances of Water District getting CAP water or Colorado River
water?

Who has Colorado River water?

If I own well shares, would | be regulated like a developer?

Why don’t we just take care of rules on the books? Current rules don’t/can’t
go cross-jurisdictional.

What about Tribe lawsuit? It has been settled except for building dam.
Adjudication ongoing. Trying to define what is surface and what is
groundwater.

Is there a conflict between making money and conserving?

Where is money/revenue going? Operations, development of future water
sources; District views groundwater as short-term fix so stormwater capture is
an example.

What would be harm — create conservation opportunities and buy for
residents. One of the parts of District plans.

Reclamation already available through federal grants. Not enough (one-third)
and tied up in bureaucracy.

Issue is river will go dry long before wells go dry. If river goes dry it could
impact Fort operations.

No interbasins groundwater transfers are allowed in Arizona.

Discussion on Mexico pollution.

Building On Science / The Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

How will you achieve recharge when the water will continue flowing north and
you cannot block it?

Charleston Dam for Tucson ACOE/Cannot find a reason to build a dam.
Effect from the mines in Cananea? Has that been studied?

What has the cone created?

What about a reservoir, storage, retainment, still supplies to aquifer?
www.azwater.gov for more information.

Tombstone pulling water from this area.

No meters on wells, no water company.

Not enough information on water property rights — buying off shore rights.
Protection of water rights should be part of the reason for the Board.

Why doesn’t Tombstone drill locally and quit diverting this watershed?
Reopening the mines in Tombstone — drain the water.

Would golf course continue to use regular groundwater instead of effluent?
About 15 years away.

USPWD cannot accept funds to implement projects. USPWD could procure
funds and implement projects.

How much (3,000-under) flows from Mexico side?

Unmonitored agricultural in Mexico using water.

How much drug/pharmaceutical in water?
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Daylighting is occurring. How does it function?

How effective is Sierra Vista recharge facility?

Board should find funding sources before developing board/election.
Annual five-year oversight or review/audit to determine if this is effective.
Is stormwater recharge going to the aquifer?

Is there a “mean” well level to find average water levels in the San Pedro
Valley?

What Is It? / Our Plans for the Future

What is sacred/untouchable regarding water? Is growth?

What is feasible regarding water?

What is the role of the San Pedro Partnership?

Is this like an Intergovernmental Agreement?

Colorado River not an adequate source.

What is the impact on private wells?

Something needs to be done to conserve water. Do not want meter on wells.
Where does initial funding come from? Who is on Organizing Board?
How do they get appointed?

Who will run the election?

Concern about money to fund this, against the Board.

Residents are currently trying to conserve water.

What is the function of the Board/ Why was this established?

No meters on well.

How would you store water in the 20-year goal?

Will there be an international committee to regulate water?

Will Board members be able to serve on additional boards outside this one?
When is the election?

Who will pay for the ongoing District?

Will the District be able to regulate private wells?

Will well shares be handled differently?

Residents are water-conservative. Can we be left alone if we conserve?
Will this District be similar to Yuma? Permanent?

Detention basin? What kinds of intrajurisdictional projects?

How is there a shortage?

What if we conserve and Mexico will not?

What will happen to the project if we end the 20-year drought?

How will things be changed without regulatory authority?

Is this an idealistic organization (no action)?

How will funding be raised?

How is this different from the Upper San Pedro Partnership?

Would the city work with the District?

How would developer wells affect private wells?

What can Board change from what is being presented? What can'’t they
change?

What hydrologist report do you use?
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How did this get started?

What about the other counties?

What is the relationship with the state ADWR?
What would be the purpose of water supply wells?
No mechanism to deny permission for well?

Discussion Points

* Include cone of depression in final presentation.

* Distrust in outlying areas.

* Residents not understanding that District would not meter or regulate wells.
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PPER SAN PEDRO WATER DISTR

What Is It¢

The First Step to More Local Control and
Planned Water Management

Upper San Pedro
Water District

In 2007, the Arizona Legislature enacted House

Bill 2300, which allows for the establishment of the
Upper San Pedro Water District, if approved by local
voters. The goal of the Water District would be to
maintain the conditions needed to sustain the Upper
San Pedro River and to help meet the water supply
needs and water conservation requirements for Fort Whetstone TomOStone
Huachuca and the communities within the District. )

COCHISE COUNTY

The Legislature acted in recognition of community T
concerns related to the environmental, economic and City
health concerns of the area connected to the viability

of the San Pedro River and its aquifer.

PIMA COUNTY]
- -

ISANTA CRUZ
COUNTY
Ft. Huachuca
The District boundaries were set in the legislation S‘Iigrtra
(HB 2300) authorizing the District formation and s
were based on an Arizona Department of Water

Resources map. Hereford

District Voters Will Decide

Registered voters within the proposed District
will need to approve the formation of the

District, a measure scheduled to be on the District, including the San Pedro River, supports a human
November 2010 ballot. population of about 78,970 (Water Management 2007
Report to Congress). The Subwatershed includes Fort
If the District is approved, a local seven-member Board Huachuca, unincorporated rural areas, and the cities of
of Directors selected by voters in the same election will Sierra Vista, Huachuca City and Tombstone, and part of
manage the District. Prospective candidates can come Bisbee.
from anywhere in the District and must have 200 qualified
signatures to be eligible for the ballot. What the District WOULD do:

« Provide local control over water management decisions.

The Area and Population Affected

The Sierra Vista Subwatershed, which is roughly the
same area as the proposed Upper San Pedro Water

* Take aleadership role in coordinating and assisting in
water conservation projects with individuals, businesses,
industries, and public and private entities in the District.



UPPER SAN PEDRO WATER DISTRICT

What Is 112

*  Assist communities in setting up programs for The pllbll( has a voice
recharging and/or reusing wastewater, effluent and
stormwater runoff. The temporary Organizing Board has drafted plans for

how to get the Water District up and running as well as

*  Actively pursue project funding from federal, state and
what projects they would pursue that they need public

private sources.
input on. These plans are not final without public input.

The Organizing Board is presenting the plans during public
meetings in January, February and March 2010 with a

* Develop enhanced water conservation programs for
public facilities, schools and industries.

* Review new major development and subdivision plans  second round of public meetings scheduled in April and
to address whether adequate water supply exists for the ~ May 2010. Feedback and information from those meetings
proposed development. will be used to modify the plans as needed.

* Develop new water supply wells in locations that would

not as directly impact the San Pedro River. Questions:

What the District SHALL NOT do, by law: « Do you support the conservation, reuse, recharge
and augmentation projects in these draft plans?

* Levya tax unless approved by voters. «  What other projects would you prefer?

* Engage in the retail sale of water to customers. «  What is the best way to finance these projects?

* Require the use of a water-measuring device for any
well, except as a condition in a contract agreed to by
both parties.

* Impose mandatory conservation requirements on
persons in the District.

* Regulate the acquisition, use or disposal of water or
rights within the District.

* Exercise any right of eminent domain (property
acquisition).

The Organizing Board represents a cross-section of the community: Chairman Mike Rutherford, president of Rutherford Industries (business); Vice
Chairman Holly Richter, Upper San Pedro Program Director for The Nature Conservancy, based out of Palominas (conservation); Treasurer Rick
Coftfman (water utility); Secretary Steve Pauken, Bisbee city manager (city population below 35,000); Mike Boardman (retired military personnel or
military support group); Carl Robie, director of Water Policy for Cochise County (Cochise County); John Ladd (agriculture and ranching); Mary Ann
Black, Supervisor, Education Center Director Hereford Natural Resources Conservation District, (Natural Resources Conservation District); James
Herrewig, Community Development Director for Sierra Vista (city population above 35,000).
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UPPER SAN PEDRO WATER DISTRICT

o

Plans That Would Guide The District Board

A set of draft plans for the District have been prepared by
the Organizing Board, based on existing information. The
plans recognize that many entities have already taken steps
to conserve, reuse and recharge water in the area, but more
needs to be done.

Altogether there are four plans: a water resources
plan, a financial plan, an organizational plan and an
election plan.

The public will review these plans during a series of
outreach meetings during 2010. The projects within the
plans are intended to support the goal of the District, as it
was defined by the Arizona Legislature:

The District’s goal is to maintain the aquifer and base
flow of the Upper San Pedro River at current levels
(or better) while meeting the water supply needs of
the District's communities and Fort Huachuca.

The Water Resources Plan

The Water Resources Plan focuses on “water conservation,
reuse activities, water recharge programs and water
augmentation concepts that can be implemented or
enhanced” within the 10-year timeframe. The draft plan
demonstrates how the District might assist communities
located within its boundaries in “recharging, reusing and
obtaining water supplies to protect the aquifer and base
flow of the river”

No action option

The plan looks at the consequences of “no action” or
maintaining current policies as well as possible actions to
meet current and future water management challenges.

Projects the District would focus on first

Over the first 10 years, the four priorities for the District
would include:

Water conservation practices that reduce domestic,
commercial and industrial uses.

o Vegetation management: reducing invasive mesquite
that uses more groundwater than other species.

o Enhancing stormwater recharge: construction of
detention basins to increase recharge.

« Rainwater harvesting: incentives to use rainwater for
irrigation instead of pumping groundwater.

District projects over the long term

Over the long term, in addition to the projects listed above,
District plans also include:

o Reuse programs that encourage the use of gray water,
rain harvesting and other reuse activities in cities,
towns and the county.



UPPER SAN PEDRO WATER DISTRICT

Our Plans for the Future

« Recharge: to encourage and expand the ability of cities,
Fort Huachuca, and other entities to treat and recharge
effluent.

« Augmentation: to investigate additional capture of
urban runoff and stormwater runoff and to offset
impacts from new development near the River.

o Creation of an Augmentation Fund that would require
all new subdivisions within the District to contribute
to the formation of an investment fund for long-term
planning, design and construction of projects.

»  Groundwater and surface water monitoring programs
and to monitor the effectiveness and water savings of

-
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conservation activities. PHOTO:Holly Richter

Questions:
o  What other projects should the District prioritize?
o  What projects don’t make sense? Why?
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UPPER SAN PEDRO WATER D|STR|(T
Bmldmg on Science

Water is a very limited resource in Arizona, and the

San Pedro River is one of the last rivers in the state that
continually flows in many stretches all year long. While
balancing the needs of both nature and people can be
difficult, we know more about ways to do this today than

we ever have before.

More pumped out than nature can replenish

Currently more water is taken from the underground
aquifer in the Sierra Vista Subwatershed each year than
nature can recharge or replenish with rainwater and snow
melt, resulting in a water deficit or overdraft. Overdrafting
groundwater reduces the amount of water that is available
for residents and the San Pedro River, and the lush habitats
it supports for wildlife. As our municipal and domestic
water demands increase over time, balancing human and
natural water needs becomes increasingly important.

Species habitat and vegetation would be lost

Scientific studies have shown that if the groundwater levels
within the Subwatershed continue to decline, the flow of
the San Pedro River will be disrupted and vegetation near
the river will be lost. The result from the loss of vegetation
would be severe erosion and loss of habitat for hundreds
of species of plants, fish and wildlife, including effects on
endangered species.

Diverse nature area

According to The U.S. Bureau of Land Management,
“more than 80 species of mammals, 40 species of
reptiles and amphibians, 100 species of butterflies,
20 species of bats, and 350 species of birds live or
migrate along the San Pedro riverbanks.”
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In Arizona, most of the once common streamside habitats
along our rivers have dried up due to over-pumping of
groundwater or the diversion of water for agricultural or
urban uses. However, much of the San Pedro River still
continues to flow in the U.S. and Mexico today.

Current science and our understanding of
water issues

Many state and federal agencies, universities and scientific
institutions have studied the San Pedro River and
surrounding areas over the past few decades. Complex
computer models are able to predict how the river and
groundwater will change according to how we manage
water. Where water is pumped or recharged can be as
important to river flows over the next decade as how much
we pump. We also know how much water is required to
keep the river system healthy, and we can estimate our
total human water uses within the region, and how they
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UPPER SAN PEDRO WATER DISTRICT

Building on Science

are changing over time. Improved monitoring systems

tell us how much water is in the river, how climate varies
from year to year, and what the benefits are from the water
management projects that have already been implemented.

How wet is the San Pedro River now? What are
we specifically trying to protect?

A recent study by the U.S. Geological Survey concluded
that at least 43 percent of the San Pedro Riparian National
Conservation Area within the Sierra Vista Subwatershed
had water all year long with stable groundwater levels
near the ground surface throughout the floodplain. The
remaining reaches of the Conservation Area within the
Sierra Vista Subwatershed had water in the river at least 50
percent of the time, with groundwater only slightly deeper.
Projects supported by a future District would be designed
to maintain those streamflow and groundwater conditions,
protecting streamside habitats as a result.

Question:

What additional information do you think is
important for decision-making that the District
could explore?
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UPPER SAN PEDRO WATER DISTRICT

Finding Funding to Get the Job Done

‘ : -
g s

The proposed District will need adequate funding to
implement the water management projects needed.

The District could raise funds from several revenue
sources authorized by law, including:

o Federal funding sources: for example, the $289,000
appropriated this year for the U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation appraisal study of water management
alternatives in our area.

« State funding sources: the Arizona Department of
Water Resources has already provided $250,000 for the
initial operating and outreach expenses of the District’s
Organizing Board.

« Local municipalities within the District: including
Sierra Vista, Huachuca City, Bisbee, Tombstone and
Cochise County, which can work together with the
District to coordinate regional water management
projects that cross jurisdictional boundaries.

o The sale of water or water rights that may be owned
by the District in the future (wholesale only to retail
purveyors). Surface water rights may be acquired
through the purchase of lands that already have a
surface water right attached to them. The District can
also purchase rights to Colorado River water.

 Private foundations, gifts, grants and donations.

o User fees for services provided by the District that are
agreed to by those users.

o The District board may sell revenue bonds.

Questions:
o How should the District be funded?

«  What alternatives to the above ideas do you see
for funding?

The District could develop and operate a water system
that provides water at wholesale to a municipality,
private water company or an industry that is not served
by a municipal water provider. The District could use
revenue from such a sale. The District could not retail
water. An example of a District project could include:
The District drills and operates wells away from the San
Pedro River to delay potential groundwater overdrafts
on the River. The water withdrawn from the wells would
be sold to water providers in exchange for the reduction
or elimination of withdrawals near the River.

Potential Fees for New Users

The Comprehensive Water Resources Draft Plan states “any
projects or programs the District undertakes specifically to
address water use by new users should be paid for by those
users. In particular, large scale augmentation programs

that require major investments need to be financed by
those who benefit the most” In other words, the costs for
additional water management projects needed as a result of
new development should be the responsibility of the new
residents, not existing residents.

Operating costs

The estimated annual operating expenses for the District
will be $400,000 for the Executive Director, administrative
and technical staff, and other operating expenses. This
annual cost would require funding, along with actual
project expenses. Part of the responsibility of the Executive
Director would be to ensure that these expenses are met.
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‘UPPER SAN PEDRO WATER DISTRICT
The Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

B ¥

Current conservation efforts

Many actions to conserve, reuse and recharge water in our
area have already been taken by local, state, and federal
agencies, as well as by local residents. However, all of these
projects are still not enough to sustain the San Pedro
River and the water needs of local communities and Fort
Huachuca over the long term. What are reasonable goals
for meeting all of our needs in the future?

PHOTO:Holly Richter

In the next 10 years...

The District would select projects to ensure
that the San Pedro River keeps flowing over the
coming decade approximately as it does today.

The groundwater that moves underground toward the
river to keep it flowing during dry periods would also be
maintained at approximately current levels to help sustain
the river. Projects in close proximity to the river would be
most important to meet this short-term goal.

In the next 20 years...

The District would expand its efforts to balance water needs
throughout the larger Sierra Vista Subwatershed, by finding
new ways to balance our total water demands (of both the
river and people) with our available water supplies. This
regional effort to reach long-term sustainability will be
difficult to accomplish, and will likely require innovative
technology, new projects and policies.

-

-

*

2030 and beyond...

After 20 years, the District would actually begin to store
additional water back in our underground aquifer, and to
build new reserves for the future of our valley.

T e - 10
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Questions:
« Do you support these goals?
« How would you change them?

o What else needs to be accomplished by the District?




UPPER SAN PEDRO WATER DISTRICT
The Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
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UPPER AN PEDRO WATER DISTRICT
Economic Implications
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>

The Fort Is Our Main Economic Engine Effective Water Management Is Critical for Both

The economy of the Sierra Vista Subwatershed is heavily Fort Huachuca and Our Economy

dependent on Fort Huachuca, headquarters for the U.S.

Army Intelligence Center, NETCOM, the Electronic
Proving Ground and other Department of Defense
operations. Fort Huachuca is Southern Arizona’s largest

The Defense Authorization Act of 2004 directs the
way in which the Endangered Species Act applies to
Fort Huachuca. The Act requires the Secretary of the

employer.

A recent economic impact analysis of Arizona’s military
installations estimates Fort Huachuca’s impact as more
than $2.5 billion statewide, the highest of all of the
State’s six installations (Maguire Study 2008 based on
2005 fiscal year data).

The Maguire Study 2008 also found:

Fort Huachuca directly contributes $24 million in
local and state sales, property and income taxes.

When indirect contributions, from vendors and
suppliers to the military operation are added, the
number increases to more than $95 million.

Sierra Vista-based contracts for building and
construction in connection with the Fort were $39.7
million and $127.2 million total.

The Fort has an annual payroll of $513.1 million.
Retirees within a 50-mile radius of the base add
more than $100 million to that total. This is money
that is spent at local businesses and on local goods.

Interior to prepare reports to Congress on steps to be
taken to reduce the overdraft and restore and maintain
the regional groundwater aquifer in the Sierra Vista
Subwatershed by and after Sept. 30,2011. If these
requirements are not adequately addressed by the Fort
and all of the communities within the Sierra Vista
Subwatershed, unacceptable impacts to the San Pedro
River will occur, which could result in the mission of
Fort Huachuca being impacted.

To avoid the possibility of affecting the Fort’s mission and
our regional economy, protection of the San Pedro River is
critical. The District would provide essential assistance to
the Fort in meeting its water conservation requirements.
One of the nine Organizing Board members was specifically
recruited to represent Fort Huachuca’s water interests and
to ensure that its needs are addressed by the draft plans
that the Board has prepared.

Questions:

o How would reduced missions at Fort Huachuca
affect your personal budget?

«  How much would you be willing to pay to
support water conservation programs that
protected the Fort?



Public Information Meeting Advertisements

Jan. 15 and 22 Tombstone News

UPPER SAN PEDRO WATER DISTRICT

Public Information Meetings
Please Participate - Your Input Is Needed!
GET INVOLVED IN FUTURE WATER MANAGEMENT DECISIONS THAT MAY AFFE

Tomtstohe

Heieloed

LLIEULT

Upper San Pedro
Water District

Learn-about:

* water resource challenges
 lunding opportumities

* fhe consequences of "no ™

Ee apart of helping protect local water
availability and local control. Attend amy
of these meetings for information and ko
proiide your input.

Al meetings will be held fro
with a brief presentation at

Thirsday, Jan. 28
American Legion
Tombstone, AZ B5638

Taesday, Feb. 2

Cochise County Foothilts Complex

0 ills Dr,, Sierra Visla, AT 85635
S20-432-9732

Wednesday, Feb. 10

Bishee Sensot Center

300 Cofins Rd., Bisbes, AZ 85603
520-432-2867

HMEKICD

The Upper San Pedro Water District (USPWD) Organizing Board invites you
to participate in public meetings to learn about the USPRD, review the
Comprehensive Water Resources Draft Plan (Plan) and provide input about
the types of “action elements™ that are allowed under the law that created
the Board. The Plan includes goals and objectives for a ten-year action
plan. Elements of the Plan include conservation, recharge, augmentation,
reuse, monitoring and funding opportunities. Public input regarding the
acceptability of different programs and projects will be considered and
mcorporated into the final plan.

The importance of the San Pedro River fo natiomal, state, local and
mternational interests has been an ongeing concern for many years. In
recognition of the area community concerns, the Arizona Legislature
autharized the local communities to form a District to protect the river,
the environment and the economies that are dependent on it. The District,

if permanently created by woter approwval in November 2014, is intended
to have a significant component of local control over water management
decisions. The Draft Plan would be a quiding document for the District.

A second round of public meetings will be held in April and May 2010 to
disouss the Board's recommendations and to report back to the public
on input received, how it has been considered and incorporated info the
planning process, and to provide an update on the process itself.
Additional information can be viewed after January 28, 2010, at
www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org. To submit comments in writing, please
contact Melissa Benton, 2540 N. Tucsen Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716; phone
520-327-6077; fax 520-327-468T, or e-mail melissa@gordleydesign.com.
‘Written commenits are requested by March 15, 2010,

All meetings will be held from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m. with a brief presentation at
5:45 p.m. The information presented will be the same at each meeting.

Az ars with Disabilitees Act (ADA): Persans weth a disabibty may regesst accammodations, such as a sign language wlerpreter, by contacting Melissa Benton, Gardley
Design Group, 2540 M. Tucson Blal., Tecson, AZ 85716; phons: 520-32T-607T, fax: S20-32T-4687, of e-mal melissa@gardleydedigncom

Regeests should be made a3 early as possible 1o sl time bo arrasge the accommedations. This docwment i available in aternatisse formats by comacbng Melissa

Bealan using the mformation relerepced albave.




Jan. 19 and 26 Sierra Vista Herald/Bisbee Review

UPPER SAN PEDRO ATER DISTRICT

- A

Public Information Meetings

Please Participate - Your Input Is Needed!

Upper San Pedro
Water District

Get Involved In future water management
decislons that may affect you.

Be a part af helping pratect local water availabiinty
and local control. Attend ary of these meetings for
infarmation and to provide your input

Learn about:

« water resource challenges

* funding opportunities

* the consequences of “no action”

Tha Upper San Pedro Watar Distnct Organizing Board
imdtes you ta participatz m pebiic mestings to leam
about the District, review the Comprehensye Water
Resources Draft Plan and the financial. organizatbonal
and alection draft plans; and pravide input about the
authorty and powers of the bowd

The Draft Fan Includes goals and obyectives for
a 10-year action plan. Elements of the Desft Plan
nclude canservation, recharge. augmentation, muss,
marnituring and funding oppartunities, Public wput will
be vonsidaered and incomporated inta the final Drafl
Plan

Tuesday, Feb. 23

Huachuca City Community Centes
504 N. Gonzales 8ivd.

Huachuca City, AZ 85616
520-456-1354

5:30 o 7:30 p.m. with a brief
presentation al 5:45 p.m

Monday, March 1
Palominas Elementary School
10385 E. Highway 92
Hereford, AZ 85615
520-366-6204

5:30 Lo 7:30 p.m. with & brief
presentation at 5:45 p.m

The Distdct, if creatad by witer approval in Novernbar
2010. Is inended o provide significant focal control
wer water managament decisio

ns. The Draft Plan

would be a guiding document for the Districe

A second round of publio meetings will be held in April
and May 2010 to discuss pulds input received, Board
recommendations and process updatas
To submit comments in witing, please contact Melissa
Bentan, 2540 N, Tseson Blvd.. Tucson, AZ BST16
phone 520-327-8077, tax 520-327-4687; or e-mnail
sa@gordieydesign.com. Wrtten comments are
i by March 15, 2010.

Additional information may be viewed at

www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Feb. 9 Sierra Vista Herald/Bisbee Review

Public Information Meetings
Please Participate - Your Input Is Needed:!

Upper San Pedro
Water District

Get Involved In future water management
decislons that may affect you.

Be a pan of REYHNE 10 grotect socal water avadability

and local contral. Attand any of thess

meetings for
information and to provida your inpat.

Learn about:

« water resource challenges

« funding opportunities

« the consequences af “no action”

Tne Upper San Pedro Watar Distnct Organizng Board
mwitas you o partiopate o pubéc meatings to fearm abaut
the Distnet; reviaw the Comprehe

ansive Water Resaurces
Dratt Plan and the financlal and organuational draft
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of tha beard

The Draft Plan mcludes goals and abjectives far & 10
year acban plan. Elements of the Daft Pan Incude
conseqvation, reCharge, augmentation, TeUse. monitanng
and fimding opportumities, Pubde input will rad

and Incorporated Into the final Draft Plan.

Tuesday, Feb. 23

Huachuca City Community Center

201 Yuma St., Huachuca City, AZ 85616
520-456-1354

Wednesday, Feb. 24

Bishee Senlor Center

300 Collins Road, Bishee, AZ 85603
520-432-2167

Monday, March 1
Palominas Elementary School

10385 E. Highway 92, Hereford, AZ 85615
520-366-6204

All meetings are from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m.
with a brief presentation at 5:45 p.m.
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Feb. 16 Sierra Vista Herald/Bisbee Review

UPPER SAN PEDRO WATER DISTRICT

Public Information Meetings
Please Participate - Your lnput Is Needed!

Upper San Pedro
Water District

Get Involved In future water management
declslons that may affect you.

Be a pan of REYHNE 10 gWotect Jocal water avalabilty
and locsl contwal. Attand any of
informatian and to provida your input.

these meetings for

Learn about:

« water resource challenges

« funding opportunities

« the consequences af “no action”
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Bisbee Senior Center

300 Collins Road, Bisbee, AZ 85603
520-432-2167

Monday, March |

Palominas Elementary School

10385 E. Highway 92, Hereford, AZ 85615
520-366-6204

All meetings are from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m,
with a brief presentation at 5:45 p.m.
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Public Information Meeting News Releases

Upper San Pedro
Water District

Organizing Board

NEWS

For Immediate Release
Jan. 27, 2010

Contact: Melissa Benton
Phone: 520-327-6077

Organizers Seek Public Input For New Water District

COCHISE COUNTY -~ The Organizing Board of the proposed Upper San Pedro Water District will hold
a series of public meetings beginning Jan. 28 in Tombstone. The meetings are an opportunity to
discuss the preliminary plans for the District describing their proposed goals and projects, funding
sources, economic implications, and comparison to a “no action” alternative. The District would retain
local control over water management actions in the Sierra Vista Subwatershed. and serve to protect the
Upper San Pedro River, and protect the area’s water supply for its dependent communities and
aconomies.

The formation of the District and the seven-member board of directors are planned to be on the
November 2010 election ballot.

The importance of the San Pedro River's water supply to the region's residents, environment and
economy ~ in particular Fort Huachuca ~ has been an ongoing concem. Local communities were
authorized by the Legislature in 2007 to form a Water District to preserve the river and the environment
and the people and econcmies that depend on it.

Five meetings are scheduled in communities within the proposed District boundaries. Residents are
encouraged to attend to learn more about the proposed District and to ask questions and provide
feedback on the set of draft plans that have been prepared by the Organizing Board based on existing
information. The set of draft plans include a water rescurces plan, financial plan, organizational plan,
and an election plan.

The first public meeting is scheduled Jan. 28 in Tombstone, followed by Sierra Vista on Feb. 2; Bisbee
on Feb. 10; Huachuca City on Feb. 23; and Hereford/Palominas on March 1. All meetings are
scheduled from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m., with a brief presentation at 5:45 p.m.

The District was proposed as a public body to own and operate infrastructure that supports the Upper
San Pedro River and its underlying aquifer. The legislation established the District’s goal as “to maintain
the aguifer and base flow conditions needed to sustain the Upper San Pedro River and to assist in
meeting the water supply needs and water conservation requirements for Fort Huachuca and the
communities within the District."

Residents are strongly encouraged to attend these meetings and learn about the District's proposed
plans for the future, as well as the consequences of taking “no action.”

The meetings also will be a chance for residents to comment on the types of “action elements” the
District board would pursue.



Upper San Pedro
Water District
Organizing Board

NEWS

For Immediate Release:
Jan. 29, 2010

Contact: Mclissa Benton
Phone: 520-327-6077

Organizers Decide to Change Site of Water District Public Meeting
To Larger Venue for Expected Crowd in Sierra Vista

COCHISE COUNTY ~ The Organizing Board of the proposed Upper San Pedro Water District will move
the Tuesday. Feb. 2, meeting in Sierra Vista to a larger venue after a big turnout in Tombstene to
discuss the formation of the District.

The Sierra Vista public meeting now is scheduled for Tuesday at the Windemere Hotel ballracom from
5:30 to 7:30 p.m., with a brief presentation at 5:45 p.m. The Windemere is at 2047 S. Highway 92 in
Sierra Vista and the telephone number is 520-458-5300. The meeting originally was to be held at the
Cochise County Foothills Complex.

Staff members will redirect people who show up at the Cachise County Foothills Complex Tuesday to
the Windemere Hotel.

The decision to change the site was made after a large turnout of interested citizens at the initial public
meeting Thursday, Jan. 28, in Tombstone, during which engaging discussions tock place.

The series of meetings are an opportunity to discuss preliminary plans for the District and to hear
details about the District's proposed goals and projects, funding sources, economic implications, and
comparison to a ‘no action” alternative.

The District would serve to protect the area'’s water supply for its dependent communities and
economies. The District also would retain local control over water management actions in the Sierra
Vista Subwatershed and serve to protect the Upper San Pedro River.

The formation of the District and a seven-member board of directors are planned to be on the
November 2010 election ballot.

The importance of the San Pedro River's water supply to the region's residents, environment and
economy ~ in particular Fort Huachuca - has been an ongoing concem. Local communities were
authorized by the Arizona Legislature in 2007 to form a Water District to preserve the river and the
environment and the people and economies that depend on it.

A total of five meetings, the first of which was in Tombstone, are scheduled in communities within the
proposed District boundaries. Residents are encouraged to attend to learn more about the proposed
District and to ask questions and provide feedback on the set of draft plans the Organizing Board has
prepared. The set of draft plans include a water resources plan. financial plan, erganizational plan, and
an election plan.



Upper San Pedro
Water District
Organizing Board

NEWS

For Immediate Release:
Feb. 10, 2010

Contact: Mclissa Benton
Phone: 520-327-6077

EDITORS: REVISED TO CORRECT FEB. 23 HUACHUCA CITY MEETING
ADDRESS

Winter Storm Warning Prompts Organizers To Postpone
Water District Public Meeting in Bisbee

COCHISE COUNTY ~ A winter snowstorm forecast to hit the Bisbee area this afternoon and potential
hazardous driving conditions have prompted the Organizing Board of the propesed Upper San Pedro
Water District to postpone the Wednesday, Feb. 10, meeting in Bisbee to discuss the formation of the
District.

The new date for the Bisbee meeting has not been determined.

Safety concerns for motorists traveling to and from the meeting prompted the postponement. Icy roads
and blowing snow are forecast for the area. The National Weather Service issued a Winter Storm
Warning that goes into effect from 3 p.m. today until 11 a.m. Thursday, Feb. 11.

The chance of snow in Bisbee on Wednesday, Feb. 10, was forecast to be 50 percent during the day
and increasing to 100 percent in the evening. The weather service forecast calls for one to four inches
of snow at 4,000 feet. Winds of 15 to 25 mph with gusts up to 35 mph are expected in the area.

The weather could alse diminish turnout for the meeting, and the Organizing Board wants as many
citizens as possible to participate in the discussion of the Water District information.

The series of meetings are an opportunity to discuss preliminary plans for the District and to hear
details about the District's proposed goals and projects, funding sources, econamic implications and
comparison 1o a “ng action” alternative.

The District would serve to protect the area's water supply for its dependent communities and
economies. The District also would retain local control over water management actions in the Sierra
Vista Subwatershed and serve to protect the Upper San Pedro River.

The fermation of the District and candidates for a seven-member board of directors are planned to be
on the November 2010 election ballot.

A total of five initial meetings — the first two were in Tombstone and Sierra Vista - are scheduled in
communities within the proposed District boundaries. Residents are encouraged to attend to learn more
about the proposed District and to ask questions and provide feedback on the set of draft plans the



Upper San Pedro
Water District
Organizing Board

NEWS

For Immediate Release:
Feb. 12, 2010

Contact: Mclissa Benton
Phone: 520-327-6077

Bisbee Public Meeting on Proposed Water District
Rescheduled for Feb. 24

COCHISE COUNTY ~ The Bisbee public meeting to discuss the proposed formation of the Upper San
Pedrc Water District is now scheduled for Wednesday, Feb. 24.

The meeting originally was scheduled for Feb. 10 but safety concerns in response to a winter storm
warning for the area prompted the Organizing Board to postpone the meeting. The Bisbee Senior
Center meeting venue remains the same, and the time of the meeting is still 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. with
a brief presentation at 5:45 p.m.

The series of meetings are an opportunity to discuss preliminary plans for the District and to hear
details about the District's proposed goals and projects, funding sources, econamic implications and
comparison to a “no action” alternative. Members of the Organizing Board are present to answer
questions.

The District would serve to protect the area's water supply for its dependent communities and
economies. The District also would retain local control over water management actions in the Sierra
Vista Subwatershed and serve to protect the Upper San Pedro River.

The formation of the District and candidates for a seven-member board of directors are planned to be
on the November 2010 election ballot.

A total of five initial meetings ~ the first two were in Tombstone and Sierra Vista — are scheduled in
communities within the proposed District boundaries. Residents are encouraged to attend to learn more
about the proposed District and to ask questions and provide feedback on the set of draft plans the
Organizing Board has prepared. The set of draft plans includes a water resources plan, financial plan
and organizational plan.

In addition to Bisbee, the meeting schedule is Huachuca City on Feb. 23 and Hereford/Palominas on
March 1. All meetings are scheduled from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m., with a brief presentation at 5:45 p.m.

Residents are strongly encouraged to attend and learn about the District's proposed plans.
A second round of public meetings is planned for April and May to report back to the public on input
received, how the input has been considered, how the input will be incorporated into the planning

process and to discuss the Organizing Board's recommendations.

The Comprehensive Water Resources Draft Plan and other information about the proposed District can
be viewed at www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org. To submit comments in writing, please contact Melissa
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Sign-In Sheet

Upper San Pedro Water District

Public Meeting

Palominas Elementary School, Hereford, Ariz

Monday, March 1, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.
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Palominas Elementary School, Hereford, Ariz

Sign-In Sheet

Public Meeting

Monday, March 1, 2010

Upper San Pedro Water District

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individuatl upon request. Please print clearly.
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Upper San Pedro Water District

Palominas Elementary School, Hereford, Ariz

Sign-In Sheet
Public Meeting

Monday, March 1, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.
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Sign-in Sheet

Public Meeting

Upper San Pedro Water District

Palominas Elementary School, Hereford, Ariz

Monday, March 1, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.
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Sign-In Sheet

Upper San Pedro Water District

Public Meeting

Paiominas Elementary School, Hereford, Ariz

Monday, March 1, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.
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Sign-In Sheet

Public Meeting

Upper San Pedro Water District

Palominas Elementary School, Hereford, Ariz

Monday, March 1, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip % Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting
Palominas Elementary School, Hereford, Ariz
Monday, March 1, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting
Bisbee Senior Center, Bisbee, Ariz.
Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing | Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting
Bisbee Senior Center, Bisbee, Ariz.
Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name

Representing

Address and Zip

Phone

E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting
Bisbee Senior Center, Bisbee, Ariz.
Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Public Meeting

Upper San Pedro Water District

Bisbee Senior Center, Bisbee, Ariz.

Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Public Meeting

Upper San Pedro Water District

Bisbee Senior Center, Bisbee, Ariz.
Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name

Representing

Address and Zip

Phone

E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Public Meeting

Upper San Pedro Water District

Huachuca City Community Center, Town of Huachuca City, Ariz

Tuesday, Feb. 23, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing | Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting
Huachuca City Community Center, Town of Huachuca City, Ariz
Tuesday, Feb. 23, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting
Windemere Hotel & Conference Center, Sierra Vista, Ariz.
Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Public Meeting

Upper San Pedro Water District

Windemere Hotei & Conference Center, Sierra Vista, Ariz.

Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name

Representing Address and Zip - Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting
Windemere Hotel & Conference Center, Sierra Vista, Ariz.
Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Upper San Pedro Water District

Public Meeting

Windemere Hotel & Conference Center, Sierra Vista, Ariz.

Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting aftendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Public Meeting

Upper San Pedro Water District

Windemere Hotel & Conference Center, Sierra Vista, Ariz.

Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing | Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting
Windemere Hotel & Conference Center, Sierra Vista, Ariz.
Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released o
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing | Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Upper San Pedro Water Disftrict

Public Meeting

Windemere Hotel & Conference Center, Sierra Vista, Ariz.

Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Upper San Pedro Water District

Public Meeting

Windemere Hotel & Conference Center, Sierra Vista, Ariz.

Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Public Meeting

Upper San Pedro Water District

Windemere Hotel & Conference Center, Sierra Vista, Ariz.

Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing | Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Public Meeting

Upper San Pedro Water District

Windemere Hotel & Conference Center, Sierra Vista, Ariz.

Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name

Representing

Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Upper San Pedro Water District

Public Meeting

Windemere Hotel & Conference Center, Sierra Vista, Ariz.

Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees

Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to
any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name

Representing

Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet
Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting
American Legion, Tombstone, Ariz.
Thursday, Jan. 28, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Public Meeting

Upper San Pedro Water District

American Legion, Tombstone, Ariz.

Thursday, Jan. 28, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing | Address and Zip Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Upper San Pedro Water District

Public Meeting

American Legion, Tombstone, Ariz.

Thursday, Jan. 28, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address and Zi Phone E-mail
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Sign-In Sheet

Upper San Pedro Water District

Public Meeting

American Legion, Tombstone, Ariz.

Thursday, Jan. 28, 2010

Completion of this sign-in sheet is completely voluntary and helps the project team keep an accurate record of meeting attendees.
Under state law, any identifying information provided below will become part of the public record, and as such, must be released to

any individual upon request. Please print clearly.

Printed Name Representing Address .m:a Zip Phone E-mail
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Comment Forms



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010
Bisbee, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support’?

eles Mo Fof

What are you concerned about‘?

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about‘?

3. Bulldlng on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

What are you concerne abput?

Hpt s sladid) hos0 4 S %M/éf 7

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010~ USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010
Bisbee, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

Qoordinedion  Wikh  Nexeeo = LS Poggfb 2

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

VAL SH cpeciol  — o Salt Cofa — Lo — bullto)s

3. Building on Science
What %{uppon?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

ToX Y uger ,
T uce prge Lo Drcdeic Frpe—

What are you copcerned about?
@.{5 over = Tl ng e veede oF Hhe Rver dpeeple

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

Con e ‘1’1‘?&“5, Le oot 8 #7277 usped
6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

>

A

7. Public Involvement Process

vCCOd & OPP— ‘o dele L'-l/ MSPP(‘T&/{IS'(ZY

What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

/(\(\ (il K \im{ ‘FOi f;f 'iy\j K\/\J\\“& i

Phone: ' E-mail: _

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010~ USPWD comment form
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010
Bisbee, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District

What do you support? _ .
L ot (¢ \V\{ JL wGte st

-

What are you concerned about?

Tre (A cﬂ‘/ recy U'liorfm/‘/lf Aot Y

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

StHieDd Iﬁ[éwﬁ

What are you concerned about?

Gethiid 4D ne,
OV /

3. Building on Science

~

What do you support? i _ o
S Leal 0 Seep poTHp VG les cojdor YAt Il

What are you concerned about?

ot Ny wtel Soche ) gesolaifyy Bachos
/- Ao (3 IAW/ﬂJV\ SN Co J
4. Finding the Funding

What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
AR L Jﬂ/ oA

What are you concerned about?

J:[nr‘-i pe  Agiaog 2 g
PP

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

oXels T I:’) 10 Je 44 chv?{?//]n

What could be done better?
NN A ix

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:

Phone: E-mait: | ' I i . . |

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010
Bisbee, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

Wao oo pot m oot

What are you concerned about?
Whe ther we  ere n o0 oud-
2 0. Clralnic -
2. Plans for th#uture
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support? /

Vo AND) f@[&)r ;/(Zf/\ /

""\

What are you concerned about?

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

DU O AU /42,?{7/07/1

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

Lon i‘&?/m/m’rm/zﬁr ALAC Lu/rvar

—

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City:

State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care

of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board
c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting -~ Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010
Bisbee, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

P %/%nf;‘-uaw é@"&l/epm_, /wwa(_j"vfeu
( <' TP /&&,&)\ A \['CP/C) O et S)chm ¢ s
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions %W \l/ﬁ.erc, Certs /60 ;)a,w?; éepm
be Al e limatron. G S S roa e spel) T
e 1+ irnCoramn ol , gdse — et oll Bislo

( ;
gels (2 ler” frpn Sk wiltrshael

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone; E-mail;

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

¢/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010
Bisbee, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

the 300\ of prn-’rex‘:l—\r\s Hoe ot and the civer

What are you concerned about?

lacik of au'l-\woc'\*\’y + do wuch of an}r"r\'\it\ﬁ

2. Plans for the Future

What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

(‘H’\Ir and c,olm-'ry officials will \’rnlly 3?4‘ Serous
3. Building on Science
What do you support?
ko«.lmcing the piater bur{a&f’ ASAP
cecharang near the cwvey to kecp i+ \’\?ﬂl‘H’\_}l 4 'Hgm'mj
What are you concerned about?
the overdcaft o\l condinue.
thea, Civex S?i’—}% nj deies in the next decade
4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?
a.tax on water | vevenue boads

What are you concerned about?

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

reusSe., caynulaed ha rvesth ng , etfc.
What are you concerned about?

witl be affredoble. and will solve’ the. _?rnhl
6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

g(ol'e,(‘;ﬁnvg the fort+

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?
hen r‘mg a . NOC\ ?;(—\/ of comon et and cancer NS

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional); Address: City: State; Zip:

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordiey Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail; melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010
Bisbee, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you

received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District

What do you support? % _ : : l
% é 5/
What are you concerned about?
A - Lt bl Zz{ MdM

2. Plans fo the Future
What do you support? - -

What are you concerned about?

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

onk B

What are you concernéd about?

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Bivd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010
Bisbee, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

N

What are you concerned about?
fnL- M‘S—/{A
hatd R N

Y/

3. Building on Science

What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

ﬂg—%m;f/?ﬂ/rnl/zczz:;ﬂd L}m‘%q_buv:(_/”

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

What are you concerned about? _

T

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optlonal) _ésddress Clty /9 ( State Zip:

E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010
Bisbee, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

é/ Py / a@/
W{%”/Z,M‘”/QM% i

What are you co?cerned about?

Vo 7 .
2. Plans for the Future %\ﬁln’b
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

3. Building on Science
What do yo support‘?

Lot o 2l Lopell —
,d,/jﬂ-dbé/ 2o — K — Onllege

What are you concerned about? / /

4. Finding the Funding

What do you support’?
x/r%/x Wz;—h o %%z//@

What are you concerned about?

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful? . '
%fﬂ”/ﬁ yM Lofg /4/‘)/74%4"/? -/
e

pa—

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City; State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax; 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010
Bisbee, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

What are you concerned about? .
C. ;:.f 2 S pRAN '//,{,"“4 o A Yo A 128 7H glﬂ“/i-"'

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

ﬂ/// /A{’p{ &

What are you concerned about?

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

C /4/05/&/0 s Ko ,c/j 77 e s L/%“CZ:’;'

What are you concéﬁwed about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support? _ R

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail;

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Wednesday, Feb. 24, 2010
Bisbee, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

Vorlindton, on gamn atiomo  cu d sy oot = Vo dod
o 3 I en AN o &

What are you concerned about?
MMMMWWWPMM—EM /e
l)omﬂﬁp — orts Y s“r.«,ﬂj

2. Plans forthe Future

What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

3. Building on Science
What do you support'? (\ }
What are you concerned about?

_ e peopls ks o To New The s howr —

P

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?
77‘3 77 T /-"4-0/ - crragre ,é w /mw«-(

jﬂﬂ(%f/«&@

hat are you concerned about?

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
\Y/
What are Mcern@ut?
y e

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?
4)@35{ m Qo K Mu«& - a_ /4/\( —

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

Yoy — 2P Odorngd TelA_

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions _d.n o tpem — ey X ,/&a’;

Carned Lol Aw)“/tﬁww-«m-? W——a ~ feern atop~al —

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.
1. The District

What do you support?

N w g kbt dre put-  Zrnanaatsry
fufendtrgn M‘\-@C,M—P‘Pﬂ-/«,

What are you concerned about?

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

D=, il e -

What are you concerned about?

JW%MMM N,

W

3. Building’on Science

What do you support?

T4 frene. @ er/wfwsr&,
Mmm #MMWMMW

What are you concerned aboult I FAtewnter Hhaw i 5% M

V4 te,
/

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

Vhend 43 pt Prled Yecrdins, 2O2ec ﬁmm
MWFJ//@

012810r- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

)me Chiel. Ltrna r> torteoe
MM,&WWWW”

What are you concerned about?

Copty watss - Ze Ovcenty doptst fave 2 MWM
WMIMWW

6. Economic Implications

What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

TR hcat o TAE Firg- hich weid, atttiely tfpee - Sl

V. 2= 2] oot 7 Lnlirac , Dy Lo vte_ m&‘,
7. Public Involvement Process “ S/ M W

What was most heipful?
/6%41 trm. AL fPHpll [Ke Kave fben dnetdpch
w/ 2% 4 4

Wh/at f-ould tie done better? M % a ; . ;
pirfazhlc - e ptonld K PrIERIT S
General comments and suggestions 776( Fedo el V% Va2 a2 sl AL

e Friy Ches sl ~
i g Y el Uity

Name (optional Addres City: 5«1/ State: —

Phone: E-mail;

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper !an Pedro Water District formation

and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

cfo Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District

What do you support'? / / / ,
0 /1) ’ "" ht A ’;'. 2 ,4'- , .“4” WAV % /’/ .‘4’/4‘1,1
. / / - / r / r / f/
ﬁ' ‘ ’4 14, 2 a‘l LA ,’J A A’_.A AT e ,A_A_L“&A AL AMPAS i
What are you cof cern about? / Z / !
/ or 7 . . .
A‘AL‘ -1 E’ L‘ 4 el £ Ll odites tHLAL L
/ Vi VA o -
& J;/;. ;/.44. slirs AL Lrlen Ve 7 .o ALt QN

fho!

for the Future

2. Plans
What do you support?

3. Building on Science W:G}L TE(VW, 4
% uoamﬁt‘
What do you support‘?

4, Fmdlng the Fundmg Ao
What do you support?

/Va%@ ZZW Qomfa,o&’m 0ad i‘uv&&@_x;‘%&a

What are you congerned about?

012810r- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
0 IMW‘MJWMQMMW
Lubil, hend 6 4 ool
)

sustaralila

What are you concerr“ed about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?
1,

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful?
L’M,M%M«@Lﬂam‘w 1o Jever T lsun
prapohy ’ -

What could be done better?

W@M 20 Z% M Asep o

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional); Address: City: State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

cfo Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

012810r- USPWD comment forr



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting ~ Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

_ 1. The District
What do you support? 5(/

T % af’ q_&;/ﬁ—w.gm.aé 017 Lotds écjd’jq/

2. Plans for the Future

What do you support? ! LU0 B per it £) C'j

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

. )

What are you concerned about?

M{M M%m %JA,,., w%wq

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

% ) Ad WGLW O/’z)-mof gt ol AV

012810r- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

<t / 011M

What are you concerned about?

CAEL 25 a L&?Mtgﬂxm

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

; 4 S o Losir 2 T
_ 2al¥b f Fhe Aersey

What are you co?cerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

 Ehcs bheD MAia

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail;

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care

of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:

E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

012810r- USPWD comment fo



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District

What do you support?
| havo no Ldia

What are you concerned about?
Mmonzg - A isinfermat o
¥

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?
i ﬂ%m—'mdﬁon I ’wa\tCLJ“{ . START w T H NUREERY scteoc Goc) Co T IROE

What are you concerned about?
/B WX LA Cop
I

3. Building on Science
What do you support?
angundwin  waElis [\-aw%fm;«g) Prmialls gave sTREE T PR NS LAS ET-
J 7

What are you concerned about?
B OEE A : o<l
GRowlh | ROM XE et St poes, g prebnlslers

4. Finding the Funding

What do you support?
[ hast ne tdzo

What are you concerned about?

boon 2 D%{QZ—-

012810 USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
m{' deert qZ"

What are you concerned about?

T

6. Economic Implications

What do you support?
\!W\ Sc2 F+|'<:-ef/€

What are you concerned about?

o3 Cy &0/ Mmoonty S pzit J(ru |\l P rogeiss

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

Cndpvmats n
L

What couid be done better? . _
al- LEAST u;z,z.ld? uwév J,/zjffﬂ/ﬁ‘_\ ;a,u_é.éci.,/ ZA,._U:Q,E:::—.. N Luiiw,u-aagfz

5 M ETHobs 56 consomation N THE MEDBPAPEL v | Afs5elsols —
General comments and suggestions Low [ouls "’f‘s:f'&?)ﬂ"‘—é A L(...Q;DZ% {m%ﬂf
v FHhe cAid s (15

wone oo I -~ I .« -

Phone: E-mail;

We wouid appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

cfo Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

012810r- USPWD comment fo
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Slerra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

= %upiza;—x\l *\_Qrz.b HLsﬂ—k, Mo\ W&mo_cﬁio mcuxcLQe Brw\mo:@n

What are you concerned about?

Ceople w-l,lil nol~ LSG)‘-P« ]lcs—lu‘r \C).QQCLLL&,Q,,_&M Aeu Y Coae
C\.,u.,(}\u.?r’i_\-Q Q)u,bj L.Sbgauj BJQM\\ Denad F@Bi)nj \C\cﬁ@b

2. Plans for the Future

What do you support?

) ot k_o_,\L}Eo’tm.( p&nct,tbm \ea_L 0% psS 130101 Lino
me oy on ’\O/qu,tq el o

What are you concerned about?

Dk s nok og@ﬁ«g 1o }L.CL%’ZG’ULVL

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

e sheuld o wndersiom MS e o) &wafi\ca&&»g’[ouxao\

What are you concerned about?

oy RS &M{Lb ltagp%

012810r- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
Ve mere vend mk%wﬂ_@nm P@MQCJ:L&A cauol

What are you concernesl about?
\
2A v VLtD’\l\ &Mg‘tb k&{l}pw

6. Economic Implications

What do you support?
@,c»E:t (RN 1L Oy }{ B &) e

Towd T, , o QIS RO

What are you concerned about?

N o\ &ea)mg T ((LCLE\EZ'IP-QJ\/\

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

Tha pvwk-ahb rreecls e Yoo .QO‘AA.O_CC.[D_(&) MM
Thoy var d o twderalonnd Tk e heue o & Qngd &uwmﬁa:

General comments and suggestions

A D csulld Qs & Thet oople au-e_»mvl (B corned Deab

e wc’qﬁ“ o) OM%C

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you

received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District

V\Vﬁt do you suppon’?% MM;
Mﬁé alddy <% W Wf 7))

wﬂe you concerned about? , - ,
CO— 1 @ octf- “WW 3
/W%M ﬁ{/ W/&W W/

2. Plans for the Future

//f AT (it WM /\/ﬂéd
hat are you concerned about? . <
/MM Mty G pe il B Jalincig Eorvtyg iiitecn.
. f 4 7 27 &7 N Y
/ ) d &4 - L

k.

What re yo concerned abou ?

xZ 2 mn,@, plve Ty PEa
, e [
4, Flndmgthe Funding / P W

I
t do you support? A/
2 ¥ . 4,

012810r- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support? zﬁ &m’
L0l g1 a B ,
§ d

What are you concerned about?
KOM‘@JZZ? %%CWWL

6.

What do you suppori?

i
Neti~ L4

What are you concerned about? o
WWW%@W
Lo /) 7o u g BEA

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpfyl? _ -
s 4 w4 Zewiuﬁ Wéi :

What could be done better?

A /Muw /(%2— /’ / et y

4 q < . B

RN A ot 002l 45, /4, ALY 27, 2 "/" il

[0 W kg
Geperal comments and suggestions
% Vhis oo b T e bt
MAZ’A)

prg-coa). RN Otre sl £¥
Wone JZ28 WWM%WM oy

Name (opticnad): ‘ : Clty _

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

lack of anu ceauladmey authocity
/ J ' /7 7/

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?
bec oming se¥f- sufficiear Hhroudn foinuiates and
_.H’ormu)a-}?r uSa and exctreme &-F-Qm;x)xmﬁs
What are you concerned about?
a0y Concept of m\yiﬂﬁ ot (olotado River wiades

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?
BN Gl atex

What are you concerned about?
o Yocal £ ppo(y foc Pa\/;;nj nMOCe {oc wotes

012810r- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?
kfcommo Sell. r?lla)’t\‘ on_water we l’m\f@ ang
Hhat Salle f-rom Hae Sk
What are you concerned about? /
condt nued over pump{ ﬁj OL the, r?gi o(\a | a%ui—ﬁar

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?
protecdtin 3 the civer and Hhe enviconmaerd does Dfd’@&l—

‘H‘\P —(—‘nr—\—
What are you concerned about?
uending groutth. even at a low vate, il ul-\-mm:\‘du
o
de. R‘\‘t‘o}; z?V?r‘y'-Hmnn
7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

¢/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

012810r- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District

What do you support?
(/M"f(:fv{f %Lc Gi,c /.;I/&?A' ’('/‘E' -

What are you concerned about?

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

Qﬂ/gﬂn’?{?vﬂ?ﬂ e A

>

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7LsT ocee) /f Lo m—céﬁ/ Ww&? 341/ ﬁlf/r’r. A,

_JA;LQ&L%{’W%@/

012810r- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
/LCV;/’? Wﬁ L &lohs '@)&ﬁ %6'777 Afg/my@j&ft’:”% >

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and sj.;jzisdtlons A éﬁu °/‘° 1adte,  preed
wekdiviaierea %w Ay R N N

Jabls zoviild Ao tfee 74%1@& valire s m?%ﬁ%%w/f

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Bivd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Slerra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

pE——_

L SuPPRT  FORML T o)
o THE W paren DidTRieT

What are you concerned about?

Shpr,  Lowy Ryt Wwd  cppote tiom

_ Vorar. Tupven 7.  Lerpppoy

2. Plans for the Future Lou/l)) f;;’/ [anS/Qalf' % " d% Clle

What do you support?
Cousenup .00/ . REcidAa ¢, &, M#Zéwﬁz;zwmg/ —ZOAzwc__h
TG HT ROC i T oy o NFW IEUBL -4 VT .

What are you concerned about?

Lec, 1/ Lg7arnd Too (ggeso=— [GAIPE—
Petpe ) AplTrity . Sten T F74067 20 D10y G A

3. Building on Science

What do you support? , -
App L / 674/[ HHyE [ Ecidpash v/ e
e Qe LRECH[RG L. :

What are you concerned about?
STUN VG nET & NETL TN
LtEw A7k
AN

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support? i
Fevenay C‘ﬂ‘q'mg‘ WsUH-NBA LA, - /E WAL

YEnag 7 ety T AT CAOn L5TS —

1w DoV L
What are you concerned about? e 2 -7/ zr:r F.W S WA )/ P

S Peny ([, Miyeey & Pri7,co0 AP\
To G EZT  otmabe Piuse WETRU

012810r- USPWD comment form




5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
CaINNEA Tray . ChPTrend © KO erim wa

Repai i I%—ae_szzu Lt — Rpuc /P/M(M-?(f <, o r
R&<,7 [ $ Bres
Wha@fe you c?f derned about? *z% f ¢ P, % &L wM%

)WH/!/U?:, T E & W\/Z Pat T/cs

6. Economic Implications

What do you support?
D) Saijc 4 waokev To  woata GMMW

) Mavdgd cprawtd (ol dudipred o lor
What are you concerned about? W .
I #B 2300

7. Public Involvement Process

e Process.

What could be done better? EV\ c WW MW ﬁ Sﬂf
0 oo v sl Cpecific Bt

General comments and suggestlons

(/:(’ 7 i “"//f? Vo /€
1 —

What was most helpful?

Phone:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Bivd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.
1. The District

What do you support?

“aveckon of .PwLwe, ewex g
QM*QQL\M 5&’ ‘H“& WA SRAONS QQ/ g\f{’ \'\dcuuUaﬂ

What are you concerned about?

L%e, o:e q\o&ﬂ,x-h‘ AFW\LU\& uoagce/( W\ W» WO%ESL«@L& 5\’6@,

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?
‘a&«‘; T8 e, condaual adddFmwE deyoloprmmnd= of esndorie!
oA 'I'\e,a\,
What are you concerned about?

Ln‘cse) oQ q'U%QH_LtA\ WA MM\ c;nr&_w\% m‘&@n

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

\0’070 o wakev ‘\,Wﬁo&/\?'\\ﬂg cmly:

What are you concerned about?

(Do@x{ul el\l waker  Loc e Jna\dvenn

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

012810r- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

hmﬁmc\ e nuwber e?\—- @em\ﬁ\e, é;faws.m Erom
J@\E’/ (2w 0&:@ e dvsberd—

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

ook wsker Wil eodt wave, T Me P20l can 2flocd
J_wentwn o \/\%P'HM \»flfe,%‘k/

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

Tomefak 1 g - \eoretot Aoy

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional); Address: City: State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of.

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Bivd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Downioad a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

012810r- USPWD comment {oi



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.
1. The District

What do you support?
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support? ‘
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6. Economic Implications
What do you support?
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7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful?
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What could be done better? ,
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We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

. The District

What do you support
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What are you concerned about?
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. Plans for the Future

What do you support‘? :
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. Building on Science
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. Finding the Funding

What do you support?
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

Whatd u support?
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6. Economic Implications
What do you support?
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7. Public Involvement Process
What wa%gnost helpful?
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Name {optional): Address: Clty S‘ ‘/ Stat_
Phone: E-mail: i i i

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordieydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

f((l(@rﬁ‘é L £ a'![G?)(/ ’gﬁ resodfce s

What are you concerned about?
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2. Plans for the Future

What do you support? .
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What are you concerned about?
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3. Building on Science
What do you support?
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What are you concerned about?
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4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

_MMMTLOM V‘EC(aJW;Ct te;ylf/ Ca.{a'/‘uﬁ‘Q_

What are you concerned about?
L P Service.

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail;

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received fonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?
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Whitiio you support?
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What do you support’?
fa ¢ W@ W e bisdey 8 wplintion ot ; ?“é’””?&*mw Wt freson.

]

What are you concerned about?

‘.ﬂﬁmﬂuﬁm,‘ha__f%%édl/f& A-a-\a_{i‘\.md- 44 W"LQJIMAM AZJJ}AZaﬁ @é&&m

4. Flndmg the Fundmg '
'What do you support?
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support? o

What are you concerned about?

wredle welaw — J Lo A WMM e
W,mww.a FREEDsm, #5 90 vn e LS+ d pogort %wwm
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What do you support?
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W&'ﬁ are yol concerned about?
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What was most helpful? W
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What could be done better?

7. Public Involvement

General comments and suggestions

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

b e bloghepondr oA _cvilea Al t

What are you concerned about?
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What do you support?
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3. Building on Science
What-do-yousupport?
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4, Fmdlng the Funding v J
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?
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What are you concerned about?
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6. Economic Imgllcations
What do you support’?
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7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful?
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What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

¢/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Thursday, Jan. 28, 2010
Tombstone, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?
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OF aATER. , EDUCHTE 70 MNOT VASTE LATER RzSoURSES

What are you concerned about?
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2. Plans for the Future

What do you support?
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4. Finding the Funding
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B. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions & AZou /b RoB w s yS7ENM WL > BE
AELFHL For. THE DISLUSBIQN poRTION 07 7HE AltT7AE

— oD i
Name (optional): H{d re'g;: City: State: Zip: -

Phone: E-mail;

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

. The District

What do you support?
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. Plans for the Future

What do you support’?
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. Building on Science
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

mckww, %MW?E( St wntﬁ@wufuw,&i@
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6. Economic Implications
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7. Public Involvement Process
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General comments and suggestion

Name (optional):

Phone: U

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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From: "Gene Fenstermacher" <fensteg@cox.net>
Date: February 3, 2010 8:19:19 AM GMT-07:00

To: "Melissa Gordley" <melissa@gordleydesign.com>
Subject: USPWD Comment Form, etc.

Please confirm receipt of this Email.

| couldn't find Comment Form for downloading at the link shown at the bottom
of the Comment Form provided at last nights USPWD Outreach forum in Sierra
vista, so | have provided my comments as follows:

Comment Form
Upper San Pedro Water District
Public meeting - Tuesday, Feb 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, AZ

1. The District

What do you support? | support establishment of the district, and unbiased
permanent Board members.

What are you concerned about? | would be concerned if the Water District
Board included persons who were more concerned with endangered species
and their habitat than with the 2004 National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA)
Section 321 mandate to eliminate deficit pumping in the Sierra Vista Sub-
Watershed (SVSW) in order to restore and maintain a Sustainable Yield from
the aquifer by and after 30 Sep 2011. | believe the future of the Fort and the
economy of the area, through efforts directed towards elimination of deficit
pumping, should be the focus of the Water District and all candidates. Saving
the river and endangered species and maintaining the San Pedro Riparian
National Conservation Area (SPRNCA) should be viewed as beneficiaries of
eliminating deficit pumping, not the focus of the Water District.

2. Plans for the future

What do you support? Ensuring the candidates and future Board

Members commit to practical effective solutions to mitigating deficit pumping.
What are you concerned about? Continuing with the Upper San Pedro
Partnership (USPP) penchant for high cost grandiose and risky solutions such
as importing Central Arizona Project (CAP) water and desalination water from
Mexico.

3. Building on Science

What do you support? Employing the science that has evolved over the past 12
years under the USPP to prioritize where recharge and/or ephemeral stream
enhanced infiltration should be implemented.

What are you concerned about? | am concerned that environmentalists might
be more concerned with facilitating maximizing river flood stage bank infiltration



to enhance the SPRNCA than with ephemeral channel enhanced infiltration as
a deficit pumping mitigation, and thus be opposed to Detention Basins.

4. Finding the Funding

What do you support? Water Board seeking Federal, State and private grants.
Water board cultivating relationships with developers and contractors to
encourage pro bono support to build detention basins during periods when
resources are available, to earn credits for mitigating deficits attributable to full
build out of their developments and past developments. And because we have
such a large cumulative pumping deficit (probably over 36,000 acre feet/17.4
Billion gallons accumulated from 2004 through 2011), | believe the District will
need to consider working in cooperation with the county and cities to assess
developers, as part of the development approval process, to build or fund
building detention basins where ever they are needed (not necessarily on their
development property) that would mitigate two to three times the deficit
attributable to their developments and pass the cost on to new residents.
What are you concerned about? There will be reluctance to do anything to add
cost to new homes.

5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support? Building detention basins to reduce and eventually
eliminate the current annual pumping deficit, and eventually beginning to
accrete the aquifer to eliminate the cumulative deficit.

What are you concerned about? Potential reluctance by environmentalists to
agree to employ detention basins, and in particular be adamantly opposed to
including detention basins on BLM land.

6. Economic Implications

What do you support? Building detention basins as the most practical means
for complying with the 2004 NDAA mandate to eliminate deficit pumping in the
SVSW in order to restore and maintain a sustainable yield from the aquifer by
and after 30 Sep 2011.

What are you concerned about? The potential impact by elements that are
adamantly opposed to more building in the sub-watershed.

7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful? Providing the forum to inform the public.

What could be done better? More emphasis on the economic impact of failing
to approve establishment of the Water District, and a consensus of the
organizing board that eliminating deficit pumping by constructing detention
basins on both sides of the river is the most practical and economical means
to achieve a sustainable yield as mandated by the 2004 NDAA. Some
emphasis on what the Fort and cities have done to date, and on options that
have been looked at and what the pit falls are with some of them.

General comments and suggestions: | refer you to the attached summaries of



what | believe the Water District issues are and some background information
on what is driving the issues, as well as a brief summary of what has been
done or is being done by the Fort and cities to reduce the deficit, and mitigation
options that have been explored by the USPP to date. The larger font colored
version might be suitable for use in summarizing the issues before political
action groups who wamt or need to be brought up to speed on the pending
Water District ballot issue.

Gene Fenstermacher; 3806 Miller St.; Sierra Vista, AZ 85650
(520) 378-1471 fensteg@cox.net




USPWD Outreach Discussion 2-2-10 Abrev R1
Upper San Pedro Water District Issues

Important to focus on the basic issue driving the need for a Water District

Need to move beyond the strictly environmental aspect of this issue.

The future of the Fort and eliminating deficit pumping are the issues.

And what is deficit pumping some may ask? It’s the difference between what is pumped from the
aquifer annually by all of the wells in the sub-watershed (commercial and private) (16,900af in 06),
and what is returned to the aquifer annually by a combination of man induced (-8200af in 06) and
natural means (-3500af in 06). And that equates to a 5200af deficit in 06.

And while water conservation reduces deficit pumping, it alone cannot eliminate deficit pumping!

So what are the underlying issues that got us to this point?

In 1999 the Southwest Center for Biological Diversity filed suit against Fort Huachuca
to Quote: “Stop Harm to the San Pedro River”.

The suit alleged that the existence of the Fort "adversely affects the southwestern willow flycatcher
and the Huachuca water umbel”.

The Lawsuit eventually led to insertion of Section 321 in the 2004 National Defense
Authorization Act. That in essence mandated elimination of deficit pumping in the
Sierra Vista Sub-watershed in order to restore and maintain a Sustainable Yield of the
Aquifer by and after 30 Sep 2011.

Future Federal agency action at Fort Huachuca (referenced in Section 321), if a Sustainable Yield is
not achieved, is the bottom line concern.

Future BRAC actions will take progress towards achieving a Sustainable Yield into consideration in
their decisions.

While the Defense Authorization Act doesn’t define Sustainable Yield per se, the explicit criteria
makes it clear that Sustainable Yield is the taking of what is needed from the aquifer to sustain
social economic needs of the region, mitigated by what is returned to the aquifer by various deficit
pumping mitigation efforts, without lowering the water table to the point that it would affect the river
to the extent that it would QUOTE: (from the 2004 NDAA) “jeopardize the continued existence of any
endangered or threatened species or result in the destruction or modification of designated critical
habitat”

And Deficit Pumping must eventually be completely eliminated, because one of the criteria for a
Sustainable Yield is to eventually begin to Accrete (or add to) the aquifer to mitigate and eventually
eliminate the Cumulative Deficit.

The Deficit was:
3500 acre feet in 2004, 4500af in 2005, 5200af in 2006, ~5300af in 2007 and ~4300af in 2008;
and a deficit of ~4400 acre feet is projected for 2011

Cumulatively, that's a deficit of 22,800af (7.4 Billion gallons) over just the 5 years from 2004 thru
2008. And it will be accumulating every year until some accountable agency is able to do
something about it. (Probably >36,000af & >11.7B gal by 2011)

1-1
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And the annual deficit isn’t expected to improve significantly without innovative man made
intervention.

Now there are those scientists who will tell you that there is enough water in the ground
water system beneath the watershed to last the current residents some 1600 years.

So let’s review what the problem is?

In layman terms, the water table in the area is allegedly at a level where the river is potentially in
danger of ceasing to flow and thus destroy the habitat of the Huachuca Water Umbel.

Whether you have any concern for the water umbel or not, the fact remains that in accordance with
the 2004 National Defense Authorization Act mandate regarding the Fort, loss of the Water Umbel
habitat could result in closure of the Fort under BRAC or other action.

Potential closure of the Fort, and the resulting economic disaster for the
area, is the Bottom Line Issue regarding establishment of the district!

There are several things the Fort and cities have done or are doing to help mitigate
Deficit Pumping:

Upgrade of the City EOP was completed several years ago — However, it's now near
capacity, processing about 4000afa and recharging about 2000afa, for about 50% efficiency -

The TRIBUTE Package Plant is planned to produce treated effluent efficiently, for initial use
on the PDS Golf Course, and take some 500afa load off the EOP

A similar Package Plant for the Sierra Vista ball parks is in the planning stage, and will also
take some load off the EOP.

Conversion of Mountain View Golf Course to use of treated effluent was done by the Fort
several years ago.

Conversion of the Turquoise Valley Golf Course to use treated effluent from the new Bisbee
sewage treatment plant is nearing completion

Pumping Huachuca City Sewage to the Fort sewage plant for processing and use or

recharge on the Fort is nearing reality

And there are several options that have or could be looked at by the USPP and the
USPWD Organizing Board to mitigate deficit pumping:

Recharge with water from the Tombstone Mines would need purification

Recharge with Copper Queen Mine Water ~1000 afa — expensive and would need purification (and
is opposed by owners)

Storm Water Sewer System for Sierra Vista ~1800 afa - expensive and would require treatment
before recharge
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Central Arizona Project (CAP) Water expensive and future availability is in question.  per Randy
Glassman Tucson City Council

Desalinated Water from Mexico an expensive international issue
Retention Basins - would involve damming washes to retain water until it infiltrates to the aquifer or

evaporates — would require a dam crest that would let excess storm water spill over the dam and
flow down the wash to the river. Not likely to happen - Gila River vested water rights issues.

Detention Basins - should be the primary option of choice. It involves damming washes
with pipes installed in the base of the dams to let water out of the basin at a predetermined rate to
maximize infiltration behind the dam but not create a mosquito hazard - no approval required if dams
are 6 feet or less in height — would also require a dam crest that would let excess storm water spill
over the dam and flow down the wash to the river.

40 locations ldentified west of the river ~1500 afa Stantec Report

Cochise County Flood Control/Urban Runoff Recharge Plan, dtd April 2006

Dozen or so completed on the Fort and in Sierra Vista

Similar potentials exist in the washes east of river

Sequential upstream and/or downstream locations could at least double and triple the
mitigation
Potentials for funding Detention Basin Dams:

Federal and State Grants

Private Grants; e.g., Walton Family Grant?

Pro-bono dam construction by subdivision developers during periods when work is

slow.
Assess developers. For construction of dams

Permanent Board Member Election Candidate Issues:

Future of the Fort - Should be primary focus of any viable candidate!
Save the River & Endangered Species — that’s a benefit, not the focus
Maintain/Expand the SPRNCA — that’s another benefit, not the focus

Stop Growth Not going to happen

The most Viable Mitigation Option is Detention Basins - Others are extremely costly or
risky.

Grants and pay as you go, and catch up, potentially through pro-bono efforts and/or by
developer assessment through P&Z- pass on all or part of the cost to new homeowners

Need to hold candidates’ feet to the fire on this mitigation option!!!!



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

J?@}Mn% A iyl dwﬁad"af%

What are you concerned about?

,ﬂrf? ugf

2. Plans for the Future

What do you support? |
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What are you concerned about? ry
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3. Building on Science
What do you support?
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What are you concerned about?
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4. Flndmg the Fundmg ﬂ‘f
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
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la ! % [le AL A48 il 1 s teZ OGS AE L G ,.-.(l
[ 7 4

What are you concerned about?
woe p. He Z@;M%%ﬂﬁ&%
l#102) ,

6. Economic (mplications

What do you support?

éﬁ‘f/w//ﬁ/uf%ﬂﬂﬁ-ﬂeé//é‘? /Zu/&wéu %MMM__

What are you concerned about'?
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g .
7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful?

4
What could be done better?
7 AL u_.aeﬂ-ufi

General comments and suggestlons

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:
Phane: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

012810r- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you suppopt?

[(2oce 5V o Lretl —

What are you concerned abqut?

"W " DL ‘-“ 4/ i ’i‘ JL //, Z j’
2. Plans for the Future y W‘TJZ& 2 4 : _ /9’

L5

/ﬂ %/hat do you su;jp/o;;f pr }é P MJ%

What are you concerned about?
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3. Building on Science

What do you support'?

hat are you concerned about?
/ Yotec i P A :

4. Finding the Funding
What do g us pport’?
V

Vat are you concerned about?

012810r- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

V)V;at do you suzport? ; W g g W@«

What are you concerned about’?

A MW%MA,

6. Economic Implications

%‘( mﬂz do you S pport? Z 7
What are you concerned about?
@,b_é@m

7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful?
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M.?//zez%

7
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Name (optional) Address: City:‘s-, [/ State: _

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordiey Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

012810r- USPWD comment forr
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1.

Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

The District

What do you support?

| support the basic concept, as there is a need to push voluntary water conservation measures
in the county, get grants that will help address the district’s goals, and push the concept of drilling
wells in locations that will mitigate the impact on the San Pedro then providing the water (through
water companies) to customers with wells that stop using them or don't drill them to begin with.

What are you concerned about?

| support the basic concept as long as the district can work in conjunction with other
governmental agencies in the district’s area to the point of requesting them to do things the district
cannot. Will the district have an agreement with other governmental agencies to not drop their
responsibilities and say they are the district’s problem - especially if the district cannot address
them? Why am | concerned about this? Although pushing the measures | listed above and other
voluntary measures are needed, but | don’t think they will have enough of an impact. If you look a
the areas that have a water surplus going into the San Pedro on the West side of the river, one ha
water injection, etc. (Sierra Vista) and the other had a major drop in agricultural well watering in
conjunction with not as much population growth as nearer Sierra Vista (Palominos area). The
Sierra Vista model won’t work, as it’s doubtful another city with sewage collection will be created,
and the Palominos area will become a water deficit area like the area nearer Sierra Vista as more
wells are drilled/water pumped. Unless the well users South of Sierra Vista are strongly
encouraged (made?) to get off their individual wells and use a water system which charges for
water, so usage habits can be documented and adjusted downward by the pricing structure, | don
see how the deficit can be overcome, (Note: | don’t see CAP or other types of imported water as :
solution.)

2. Plans for the Future

What do you support?
See answer to first comment topic.
What are you concerned about?

See answer to first comment topic.

3. Building on Science

What do you support?
No comment.
What are you concerned about?
Some times it seems the San Pedro Partnership has made decisions to conduct another

study, as opposed to making a decision and proceeding with a plan to meet the 2012 San Pedro
sustainability deadline. Please excuse me if the date/names are off; but the point is, | am concerned
the district doesn’t wait for better science to move forward — better being the enemy of good enough.



4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

| certainly support grants and taxes if my concerns in the first comment topic are adequatel
addressed.

What are you concerned about?

Inadequate funding because of lack of support for actions that have a reasonable chance o
addressing the problem, so half measures will be taken that only lead to failure.

5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?
See “The District” topic’s comments.
What are you concerned about?
See “The District” topic’s comments.
6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

People impacting the San Pedro (especially agricultural and individual/small group well
users) need to understand and accept that their actions directly impact the continued viability ¢
Ft Huachuca and certain types of tourism in the area.

What are you concerned about?

| don’t see how my immediately preceding comment will happen — educational
events/actions just won’t do enough.

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?
Chance to break into small groups and talk, and then provide comments later.
What could be done better?
Indicate where to get soft copy of the comment form, so it could be emailed later.
General comments and suggestions: None.

Name (optional):_ Address:_ City: SV State: - Zip: -
Phone: I E-mail: [

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

| support the formation of a District with specific purposes allowed by Arizona law.

What are you concerned about?

All of us who live in the geographical area of the Water District have to be most concerned about
the correct interface of the District and Fort Huachuca. If the Fort goes away so will many of the

residents in the various communities. Many businesses will also leave. Insuring the survival of
the San Pedro River and the Fort are a common objective. The challenge is that many who live ir
the Hereford/Palominos/Whetstone areas do not believe this will ever happen. | have worked witt
BRAC and people never believe it will happen until it does.

2. Plans for the Future

What do you support?

| support a planning and education process that will insure future water use for both residents and
some reasonable amount of agriculture. Also included should be a number that reflects future
development even though | think both Castle and Cooke and some city officials may not want to
see this happen.

What are you concerned about?

Large development that does not include the capture of surface waters that can be used to
maintain flow in the San Pedro.

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?
If necessary a reasonable addition to property tax.
What are you concerned about?




5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?

MANAGED future development and agricultural use of water.

What are you concerned about?

Large developments and a no capture of runoff to feed back into the San Pedro River
6. Economic Implications

What do you support?

Whatever it takes to insure the sustainability of Fort Huachuca!

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

How to get public involvement so that those who live here understand the challenges? With five
meetings and say you had 500 attend with a population base of 79,000 that doesn’t even represetr
one half of a percent. Americans do not realize that in the next 50 years water will be a HUGE
issue in so many areas of the US. Look at Las Vegas and Atlanta. Managing growth and water ir
this area is a must for the future. And how do you educate the locals on how to do that? Good
luck!

Name (optional): [N /ddress: mamaemmeemau City: Sierra Vista  State |  ze: || N
o090 el

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form MAR © 8 2010
Upper San Pedro Water District

Public Meeting - Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a locat water district.

. The District

What do you support?
£ VEemasiT WATE . DiSrescr—

What are you concerned about?

NP MANDATE=C 72 cﬂﬂfe"gwg Y emr—=-2

. Plans for the Future

What do you support?
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What are you concerned about?
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. Building on Science

What do you support? ,
SGevnsc Fers!

What are you concerned about?

Bosu s ASLumP 12008 (LIKE Cuimadd  Doen OﬁmwwMaSD

. Finding the Funding

What do you support?
EXTerr FEES IN _WATER. FPIEl — THE niweE e visc

THe= mses '77?&/\/ SHoM L O Pij

What are you concerned about?
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?
LIMiTING R TIH mﬂwbﬁm&v warrse . CINSE=z v on)
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What are you concerned about?
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6. Economic implications
What do you support?
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What are you concerned about?
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7. Public Involvement Process frA=&cr 17!
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?
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General comments and suggestions

Phone: E-maii:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716 .

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support’?

e e

What are you concerned abou
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2. Plans‘for the Future Ajm S, M /‘7
What do you support?
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4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?
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7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?
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E-mail:
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We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.
1. The District

What do you support?
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What are you concerned about?
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2. Plans for the Flﬂure

What do you support?
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3. Building on Science
What do you support?
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?
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MM.Q{_JMMA? M{) wellq — umj?/) wadly

6. Economic Implications
What do you support’?

’KDM\ AAaardA )‘\me %m_ W\%ﬁ\@_.

What are you concerned about?

M»; DN O 0W7f7 &/X,E/r\a&(,&g"}‘ ﬂhm}’\m /7,(/L/€4 fAJ*DJM
%@' ﬁ‘\oﬂ/ﬂ% QANA~ RJA/‘Q polv‘ha. \Ltﬁﬂii / Hf?} a/‘;\xﬂ/bﬂ M

7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful?

Bloring i pes i oonto ] ine s
i

What could be done better?

General comments alg suggestlons 1 A}A»wj‘ 'JCL: 99 U;J d@M 1,

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone; E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

¢/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Downioad a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordieydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

012810r- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Monday, March 1, 2010
Hereford/Palominas, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District

What do you sum
What are you concerned about?

2. Plans for the Future

What do you support?

&W

What %l/ concerned about? W

7

3. Building on Science
What dg you support?

,.I

What re uconcerned about‘?
J

4. Finding the Funding

What do ycu support?

Fadiinl ad HiHe [l o Rioeveor

What are you concerned about?

021010- USPWD comment form




5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What dg you support?
a.  JUURevtoTo

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications

What dgyoy support?

[4

.
What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions __ Qe a,&we,

Name (optional)_ Address:

Phone: E-mail;

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

Ciw:?W State:. Zip:_

021010- USPWD comment lormn
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Monday, March 1, 2010
Hereford/Palominas, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.
1. The District
What do you support?

/l/o i
-

What are you concerned about?

J’;-c’//a.‘ fo/‘» A (-A//j/‘ P o o (/Acn../a/ /ééfw-f (2 ag-;,
ﬁ//‘////l:)/ f/\/‘C“ //( d\/t/ fﬁ//q/ o‘-’/ MQ#C\/
2. Plans for the Future /

What do you support?
Lo, /liar o Lo o Plo S.. . Solio (o incr
,o/tmne// ;A %Ka 753 G\A/ @/&ﬁ'//:r[ o /@fUVﬁr‘f//f»’
Whﬂat are you concerned about? . <
£ 454// p//,///rrr Wc/é' C’fl,//g_rp/[a o Cv
f O - -~
3. Building on Science
What do you support?
T s e slold sk Luk Nt SG
RN ,4/@ sefle 4674-"(",&1/{ SewaVisl 0 geilH,

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

Y el s vpﬂo/m//,. g odp I

What are you concerned about?

fevite lol by Ag/éxéoa// fe /., OF
S 7

'719 V/‘Vr _{M/ﬂ/ 5“\-{{"/
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
/uzf/ /o feSe up/

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

7 e/f/?//a’r’ V/ﬂé( Wf//4f/’" = //(‘3
e/ ‘ce. 7L[¢M fma/ﬁ/ (WV“(KrO/

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City: /é/c/&é/ State- Zip: -
Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of.

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Monday, March 1, 2010
Hereford/Palominas, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

et om it tle poyg/™
~J

What are you concerned about?

o, o ath ow N

7 7 ]
2. Plans for the Future

What do you support?

Ca’ﬁ pueret Amfl&‘ pia AR ’01‘1’&:} c} or éQAw Ch:j cm-wa/

»%Q.m@/ . ;z.-:’ L mﬂ//,u.«:)dy nabde toum @n .«a_z:\/‘mqj )QMA) ;'w-c_/wa_ﬂ/b,
What are you concerned about‘? Dot Oct é‘”"‘p’)’

gé\gmﬁ .,J/G/DU'IL NC.AJ /' wJ/ - Qxe_,wﬂj’ Dt f)/“e V’@ s :ﬂﬁ

@ b CHJL/* ﬂwrﬂ/)&/‘k/ Pt mm\ﬁc—'f' 4
~ 3 V N

3. Building on Science

What do you support?
See.

What are you concerned about?

bedlic L, Do sl o oot £/ &2
/ 7"&}?;{ QA" P /ﬂéxl‘cza}/, £ e o =

4. Finding the Funding

What do you support?
1‘:{/“ /,@:w Bon .—,/ VJ/.! o aa/Apc ucﬂj 6) A 2l J >
045.—:...,/[ QJ ﬂu»/‘mq fC’A’c ;DM c:[e's? .-e L L ot tr ( / Wiy :tja &‘vf

What are you concerned about? Yy “r Y ,g,,ﬂ 7

) (}?Cc [ (a-—-?gf{r’ [ r// ra <:-<+ o So w*béoao\/ QA‘P,

7J

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
"\?'IQ‘M 6// S 4 s C/ J"‘" ] tﬂ A P
7 N I 4 ~
j £

What are you concerned about?

5A e , 5"’3/ s L v A
/'MM Dt Y P s \;\}

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

}J 3 x’ﬁ = 7[:' se - ‘)ﬂ / héq
e JQ‘ L /) '5\/\
- J 7 7

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): -ddress: City: Siate: Zip:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting -~ Monday, March 1, 2010
Hereford/Palominas, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

. The District

" eto | ooe peoR ey
Lf/){x%/{,@f‘ SYhBes 2 pd=el /

What are you concerned about?
Fal) oo vsed ScPre 4&:7‘701 Do 7
lwos, ' 7 MoRcfues

. Plans for the Futu

Wﬂdo you support?
p/ AP

——a

{ f

What are you concerned about?
Moo S S oy ﬁf@yﬂé’,{ﬁ &/\.9/ S’ﬁ/é;«vf VA
wares? VY / 0

. Building on Science

What do you support? R ,
A ’%’Uffpj\ 4 (‘5’74""“{‘4 5’[@4/14\ ‘/\/‘UC’ S féﬁ s o
Dadl 4AcTe ! 9 d

7

—_—

What are you concerned about?

Cprins _ﬁum/k é*?/ Qe FOr s
v [ 107}, wsere /{04, A7,
. Finding the Funding _/L- J@ /5(/6 ;@40 f(‘)ﬁ__) O S UwRS- &%ge
o/

What dp you support? (0T "b ..
%ﬁm o He Aaw LU s

S oot st /JpCc‘é‘Cg)f-—'@

g

/
What are you concerned apout?
Lies 7 S’CU/@/OGB&;,

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you SUDDOft" \,foﬂ l} 2 L/ c;/ Y /0 w;%
Jﬁ*-#

—r o ¥ "“

What are you concerned about?

C;ég

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

/el %&L i

What are you concerned about? \
ﬂ/@au’ ’é‘? i / / Pﬁé’/‘. / e

7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful?

Ao+ .. 5 here

What could be done better?
1</ e 7L/\ ! z\

General comments,and suggestlons LJ /\,27/ L/ ”7 PCrr I
ﬁéa \ Bt A PSYY P ﬂ':-;d .s“c—g_)@);z:f-"

_/)L V2 Je g/c:‘a

City: Aém&istatelﬂp-

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordieydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

Name (opti

Phone:

0621010- USPWD comment form
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 23, 2010
Town of Huachuca City, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District

What do you support? E ; .
/‘7 /ﬂ%

What are you concerned about?

2. Plans for the Future
What do you suppo

What are you concerned about?

3. Building on Science

What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

_ﬁz/{%ﬁf ,zdu‘;,u—éﬂ,z_,

What are you concerned about? /

021010- USPWD commaent form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about? %
% DT> e I B - f/ -

6. Economic Implications

Whatdovousl%’ﬂmé o Lad con Bk o A -
Bl

4
What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

Y B W 4
/
General comments and suggestions /I/ // ‘ 074 P

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment forr



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Monday, March 1, 2010
Hereford/Palominas, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?
L SopmeT  [he Coied7] GQirovps o F pulonTeems
4 - :
MO Vo d {4 O/U Mg /3451(’4 /{j éu’//g? Y/ e Jj_ff;fdc 7 g Ts Ty Lo
What are you concerned about?
THE wer  Beolteqs s0i6 a7 To [y ThiS shew,

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?
NO  LipTed PrsTrie 7

What are you concerned about?
—/77:9 S e v ?035 an 7 T /I/ﬂe‘,}o Th.s «ﬁ“a/‘ g Fge Ve,

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

?

What are you concerned about?
THE. 57872 s Broke —  The poundy s Breke —
[h e Q(T“s Ly Breoke .

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?
[MEpNea Min/e s HAve Beed closed Zyearse {hey a e <bos’™ 1o
Qropen - They vse a hob o7 ot ® Frim The {0 2R~
What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most heipful?

What could be done better? _
CSU@S7{JN5 NAYsewers Fftom The Flosw [From Z:’V"ﬂ‘?laruﬂ_

General comments and suggestions [ /(£ [ i772¢ Gerevps e dte dum b
Y sTypid . Cou/dw T Gel 7o ahl- [iiFearn? amrwers

/{rdﬂ‘ oyer Jaf e
[#)

Name (optional): Address; City: State: Zip:
Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office; 520-327-6077, Fax; 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Monday, March 1, 2010
Hereford/Palominas, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

0 i \M\; b @utr ol /{ e

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?
}9 mr\a- £ J‘_f\ (A }) AL:E" Lj_ilf‘?? =f C?V\Q‘T;‘ir['fa bﬁ\

'

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions _ﬂ\e «D‘f ﬂﬁfﬁﬁm Tor wsve on H, n{ “2 cf?r yw,
W&/DA //lnz/%@"ﬂ\ﬂp '@(4&/’: nFf j_)nl an g fmna plell | af (/m(/@y M\a ;Q‘.,p’é
< af)mr.,,“‘r!— n e /:hr+ This “neped < /;p./ \Mﬁ%n{f{ %O,m/r 2 m ‘@m

J ?FBP‘F}WJ Nmffas' t

b
déewm,re, ot e £ o v, Thisis O{Hraﬁpr_qd ..
Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordieydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Monday, March 1, 2010
Hereford/Palominas, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the

implementation of a local water district.

. The District /
What do you support?

Not e ,D/}f/‘hz‘f

What are you concerneg about? ’
am@:y

. Plans for the Future

What do you support?

POMRE _THE [orviérd

What are you concerned about?

ANEYER. VLS fFratD

. Building on Science

What do you support? &%/A ﬁ) pm ‘

What are you concerned about?

SHLTY

. Finding the Funding

What d ?
é o you support ,@fjﬂ,gf@, /t/’%g Do .

What are you concerned about?

ANt STEhY

e

021010~ USREE comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support £ ; [ ,
What are you concerned about‘? .
MMM%A&&_//Q{! -

6. Economic Implications
//Mgfa; D panT -2 Fe CAL

What are you concerned about?

What do you support?

7 7h% ‘
/

7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful? A/ ;'
ﬁ'ﬂm f

What could be done better?

%/,M/(_ f?c’/d{}'g — 7

General comments and suggestions égf TTpDY V0] Acrion —

/ond The ks tonl Jim — 25 ﬁm;/éﬂwmf s

/fof & c AP
i

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

cwSy)
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Monday, March 1, 2010
Hereford/Palominas, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District

What do you support? i
WarEs DisTRccT”

What are you concerned about?
Wpo Ruds 37

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

{u;’f?ﬁ,«wyé //L/

What are you concerned about? ,
S s /J’fé’//// Loy, it /é/e W/’/’Z)»/L Groowfn cor e C

3. Building on Science

What do you support?
LESS S7¢dYy //w,e{ /f’cf/w’

What are you concerned about?.-
STudEs w/e gerien

4. Finding the Funding

What do you support?
[ MELHTE T AX

What are you concerned about?
LACK &F FuNdiig
7

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support'?
S ITh mx4 éwf' (A7 glﬁw ch IAG=S, OV ANSERUTT 00y Y erélaprmers]
Cor 7‘4..,( ) e ’
What are you concerned about?
A irronnt DeWepmedl o)/ uSe. o tiprEl A
Wl YEFERT mensucss 7o CoNSELyL

6. Economic Implications

What do you support?
MeIERITE TIR  F  coptpm7ewd  Faumdilf bFRe Crperrd 4
/’1/.10 J g '
What are you concerned about?
idhers Fu~d il Cosnds Fromn

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

Explas ¢Tien of Car’  FuD /,}jq

What could be done better?
NO BLEFK siug Gee WS N DLCr é\aff/‘/a “ f Ao - - Loir?

RuEsTy prs W 7P Z //n/a)é 2 e TrmeE ,&—’f/%:cf - fex Quzsizeod

General comments and suggestions NECAT) VE Ji ﬂﬂ/tf s EgHL mpes I
Lowne®. 7 22 < gjﬂé[ J T idiT gt pes  pr) L
SAll _urpdcendes, MEBTindg s [fF 7 e Z//’%

& <

Name (optional); Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Monday, March 1, 2010
Hereford/Palominas, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District ST
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

srorccelh ‘ crddes < mmppTaTain CCOWOIEo solit
MMMV o) .
\S@eLrelr Oet) P 8D L v bl L SE0,

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

g ooty U aldil O0LL .
What are you concerned about? rerbpecte
2 LT , ' Y o
- “ W%m
3. Building on Science At Coliclicye
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

“ ok Olpnas el W*M

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
S D e z,%ué 2GD ol TR
s /2 ’ “%a _

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

MM% %M;%

7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful?

M/ﬁ,ﬁg

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions \os 0seHler —nrs B M
220" rglt nn TR Qlaostds Lot e i) e nlir Fhay coteef

Cetiar FBr Lololine. r20sl e 4944/_
Sl 4l bt D Fae Lefooal Gl (T Res fimeshn

Name (optional):_ Address: City: State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District VED]
What do you support?
'\'\;‘P (joa'\ 1o grn—'\fed’ the ﬂﬂ[},f'\@m’

What are you concerned about?
lock of 'prpﬂ-)/ moch any au-H'\(:ari-f'}/

2. Plans for the Future

What do you support?
rawiater hay Ve&ﬁg\gi;nr all new home.s . retrofit foc
avn wate) 00 eXietiag e Lha Xa

, rerhaxe Stovmyiade fough dry we
What are you concerned about? ' €cFton wells, not detention basing

(‘,Ourﬁ:tng Pl AN Colorndo R‘Nex wate £

3. Building on Science

What do you support?

ASAP qoing tor rooh@rge, areas near the, diver do ke,e,,;a
I+‘ h?ﬂj'H\\l
What are you cjoncerned about?
eleched officials have conwineed thenselves that Hhe curcent

O\IPX‘C)um:l:}.\’\o has nat effected Hhe rives

4. Finding the Funding

What do you support?
tax__on ades

What are you concerned about?
1 nPﬂLn'\'\”\// e %vxnd}‘f\o \Dﬁ(‘ﬁ use lfjr"\\{(lih?, wells are
So untouchable
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful ?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional): Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

cfo Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

012810r- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Monday, March 1, 2010
Hereford/Palominas, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

=t oo M/A,W 4%’%%(/([&]{-&& chSﬁLA&&ﬁ‘

What are you concerned about?

\V// - /,c&f—’a K‘QU/M lee 1D
Ve :

2. Plans for the Future
What do you support?

F‘7£‘/vvu 7 ZM

What are you concerned about?

(A S 9463

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

ol piot ! |

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do you support?
/ﬂw)s,/éwwﬂ R S W‘llf((&bw /2444,”{,45‘ W
M/M Mx@ Vo) 4MW§ f)(ﬁym/\

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

. = WL-W —

6Vhat could be done béter'?
‘7/ %ﬂw,&)f o amvéoa«o a/,u,,,/n,éc/ me/%wﬁ

Genera/lcomments and suggestio/ns A arws MM B pee o hedl o frirzt
%x 2 CHL A AN «Q MA/)WA {A/’ZJ LM- WWOMMM
Luel/ .

Name (optional}: Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone: E-mail;

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form



Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 23, 2010
Town of Huachuca City, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?
v bl THIS DISTriCT [ mpeAacCT  COMMUNTIE Do -
SN
2. Plans for the Future

What do you support?

What are you concerned about?
Paguiiond & By ¢low i

3. Building on Science
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?
Civ ReguizemenwTs THA T ALe NOT W A- et ¢ Ser”VAT o0
oD Rectowe s PRI DY JQE CileeT DEesin REQUIREWVEN]
4. Finding the Funding

What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpfui?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions Pl oF 1dis 1S Wl s00 00N B
BLONES M MO0 PoOw (| MBI O S1prets ComdduMIN ¢ IO
O e Warlen—

Name (optional):-ess:_ City:gOUU\’lP« State- Zip: -

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Tuesday, Feb. 23, 2010
Town of Huachuca City, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support?

/y//mz/t/c‘g i ,// e 5//¢.;,, damz/, (;ﬂ’!«v /c'u 2 ) Z
wf“l(/f ] A i %l/em V:ﬂ// (J 7/-41/.&/ /é’ < ) /(pcg’y’ff‘f’

What are you concerned about? ~ 2°7%C =’

Ladewril ol wo? colpbyer sl

2. Plans for the Future

What do you support? _ o
Sarprlest i e Mg wilor - vive Ampves Bl 4 s2e o e ol

What are you concerned about?

/-/9/1/&/{/1,‘/6‘-.6 4'77(/{(: S0, ovce a?fa/gé;gé: . & ff%ﬂ/ﬁga

3. Building on Science
What do you support? \
Z Z/éfc{h; Z( Sb.ev 7/[.5 7(9" - PAA s '”fﬂ/j cv o

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

021010- USPWD comment form



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

What do yom;[support'?
mst o //](La,g/p,} L[./f SCuste « (/){;,;ye_g;,/,\.c, /e C'M/Jong,ﬁ ) 7(00.»1

//f/u%c//e, e7¢ ﬂ&/ﬁf’n S b8 /f’d’/{?// erzdaﬂ/&vﬁfﬂ

What are you concerned about?

cﬁg/gM&z’oﬂ nst %/d/// L,)/;e]é (szm/’»e,/urféz) 7/"” &’/e,%v}
\b@’—/%é Cgf//v h-ﬂ’

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?
Thsl 7 fzéav/c’z"é-s “(Bove /m-,an/f) oo //c’{”d yolsoe e oVERL
/7&7//{; aqn, fer

7. Public Involvement Process

What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestlons

céﬂﬁgte C7 ¢ céhn!?/( Za/y/,w} Z f///:,/ if/w, fec[;/«;é Zonecs

Aﬂf’éz/uap fﬂ'—/f /(C’J"a/é’ﬂde ﬁéqﬂa’eg_ge use  Coulors o 57:2?@)(:. As

‘(ecé’/’?f Zope & ;,,/,;4 w,//mﬁ//@ y@}l/lf//(dl‘v &+ Arore ﬁeo,g,,,y‘,

Name {optional}: Address: City: State: Zip:

Phone: E-mail:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordiey Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org

021010- USPWD comment form



Comment Form MAR © 8 2010
Upper San Pedro Water District

Public Meeting - Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a locat water district.

. The District

What do you support?
£ VEemasiT WATE . DiSrescr—

What are you concerned about?

NP MANDATE=C 72 cﬂﬂfe"gwg Y emr—=-2

. Plans for the Future

What do you support?

MET=e 0 L WeEzLS » ﬁzﬂv@f&rr}dé [P0 WhTSR
oo Mumappeiner Anp  THE FeT, NI JuSr Privir Lhwormm
What are you concerned about?

T70_meny Pens )

. Building on Science

What do you support? ,
SGevnsc Fers!

What are you concerned about?

Bosu s ASLumP 12008 (LIKE Cuimadd  Doen OﬁmwwMaSD

. Finding the Funding

What do you support?
EXTerr FEES IN _WATER. FPIEl — THE niweE e visc

THe= mses '77?&/\/ SHoM L O Pij

What are you concerned about?

Poverr  RE smerive__ mite whAT= Dy Sreer  DAtED SoeEey
IN A  THA%




5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?
LIMiTING R TIH mﬂwbﬁm&v warrse . CINSE=z v on)

&um& Bara WATEZ /‘A?ﬂVE{ﬂA/éa MORE WATE2. NSE2vitr? o)
EDNerman I~ YournN6STE

What are you concerned about?
Pevere NiT Crriné !

6. Economic implications
What do you support?
FEES, whTER. RATE [hKES Eved THx Iwtesaser 77 B
THe \SMMIV/TL oF A HE;‘}L'M\/ A VEoep Brws-’e.’
What are you concerned about?
THE Lfek 0F UNDse STPmdDG  OF THE Ezonsmic. imfocr OF
Brediaits Ap Toue ism A0 _Hn TE DEAD 0F THE River. tiinid
7. Public Involvement Process frA=&cr 17!
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

EX AN I THE Corre tAnm BETWES) THE Stiev:vac s-= 77
Rivesa. Avo Me Snevivae 0F THe Foes

General comments and suggestions

Phone: E-maii:

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716 .

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting — Tuesday, Feb. 2, 2010
Sierra Vista, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District
What do you support’?

e e

What are you concerned abou

Cag+ 4o Tmyx pagerse,
j/// }//fff//n/)//{’ 2207 A 7L Z 2, /,57 A/ Mgmﬂ&/ @”s/
/ / ‘;2“4, /_1/11 . ;. - "/ ’ / M 2 AP APIPY A 1 ’L/

2. Plans‘for the Future Ajm S, M /‘7
What do you support?

s g
‘What afe you concerned about'? C(’\S’)L + Tz /\’ a 6‘/’ 70 {( 7‘;7@ 1@\5“/7{? ///
l/f'. 4 < AP X7V A . A 1‘ >, '
g X7 .'.’J '/ / (g "’ /. = L W A ZF LA H,IA,’ YRy p&[,/ ,
3. Bui!dlng on Sclendé V(

What do you support?

%hat are you concerned (=1boutZ 7 ’ AT g
o "~’ . a//.a‘ ; A //‘“A’f’ . ,, o ‘/4 L)1ttt | AL Il il e o L //_ ’ <
ivadi 010,715 /,»Zvaé’m; , 4 4 ’
4. Finding the Funding
What do you support?
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R

I
e

What are you concerned about?
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

AL L Loz A4 L0 ]
ardass a}/ﬂ 041/ 9P
What are you concerned about?

' 1 i
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6. Economic Implications MW ez M‘e’“ (A W*‘ Mg’%o 7’?’ ‘7’0
What do you support?
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What are you concerned about? ¢
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7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?
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Name (optional): Addre Clty o State le
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We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Comment Form

Upper San Pedro Water District
Public Meeting - Thursday, Jan. 28, 2010
Tombstone, Ariz.

The Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board is very interested in your opinions
and comments regarding the formation of a local water district. Based on the information you
received tonight, please tell us about your support or concerns on the draft plans and the
implementation of a local water district.

1. The District

What do you support? .
,/M , @l 0 Newgy
PR A

S VNN p AR
What are you concerned about?

%M%DW%M &
Nop Y@%n[&ﬁ W '

v

2. Plans foq the Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned abo

| aid tng JJ,M/ZZVML W, T pebnis Lhoro —
~L N v

3. Bui%ing on Science

What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

4. Finding the Funding

What do you support?
O~ Lt Zal D

What are you concerned about?j\

12810¢- USPWD comment fora



5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

%62/\/&7’7,(74’ ,ﬂ/na/;mu;um% b, @00 ( W@WQ

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications

What do you support?
M_UZ&M / 2O GV, el JJA‘WM

What are you concerned about? S i M 1 W '

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

: 7 < S o S, .
é/estions /W\?

General comments and su

Address: City: ; Zip:

_ -

We wouid appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail; melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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5. Vision for a Sustainable Water Future
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

6. Economic Implications
What do you support?

What are you concerned about?

7. Public Involvement Process
What was most helpful?

What could be done better?

General comments and suggestions

Name (optional)] Address] Cityﬁ‘ﬁ B S h/c_:State: Zip:
Phone: E-mail; '

We would appreciate receiving your written comments regarding the Upper San Pedro Water District formation
and draft plan. You can leave your comments with us tonight or send them by Monday, Mar. 15, 2010 in care
of:

Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

c/o Gordley Design Group

2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716

Office: 520-327-6077, Fax: 520-327-4687 Download a copy of this comment form at:
E-mail: melissa@gordleydesign.com www.sanpedrowaterdistrict.org
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Transcriptions Sorted
by Fact Sheet Categories



Building On Science / The Vision for a Sustainable Water Future

More growth equals more water use.
What is considered to offset new residents?
What is actual amount of water available?
What is the impact on the Post?
The Post must prove that it is meeting Base Realignment committee specifications
on use/recharge.
Balance of human consumption (Post) versus ecological balance.
It is about community “health” that depends on the water.
What about “no growth” in Sierra Vista?
Cluster development — new concept (UA extension).
Water over pumping impacts — long term.
Water quality declines as you reduce the water tables (saline).
Perennial review recorded in June — drought over the past few years.
New development — must meet 100-year replenishment records.
Building permits — selective with water sustainability.
Wildcat developments — restrict.
Change in water levels are not equal in every aquifer.
Agricultural retirement.
Is recharge and conservation going to be enough?
Use of gray water by ordinance (City) (County).
Invasive mesquite along river/grazing (loss of grasses).
o Must maintain removal (invasive and opportunistic).
Measurement of efficacy in project.
o Programs easy to benchmark.
Measurable (water levels) — monitorizing well levels (including under new
development).
Riparian demand — over $11,000 annual.
Evaporation rate — should be taken into account — with climate changes and the
mesquite contribution.
Unplanned development — accelerated runoff because of blading roadways.
Cottonwoods vs. mesquites — be considered the same as invasive.
Cottonwoods need management — use more water.
Salt cedar — same issues.
Need to review actual average human consumption per day.
Percolation from mountain to river. What are the averages?
Urban runoff needs better way into the groundwater.
How well do we understand the recharge in the aquifer?
What geological/hydrological model to better understand recharge?
Is water usage broken down into categories, such as vacant land, residential,
agriculture?
Examples of recharge for better comprehension.



What can District do to reduce evaporation during recharge, create detention
basins/washes that can efficiently handle better recharge?

Build retention basins (40 locations, earthen dams).

Use Rio Grande as a model?

Can you build detention basins on private property?

How do water districts regions (Whetstone) work together to reduce depletion from
the San Pedro?

Are there multiple District agreements that work together for more efficient
allocation?

How can you have a constant budget when many variations (season, agriculture,
vegetation) vary?

What role will future development play in the plan? Growth rate has been projected
by state at 10 percent.

What protocols will be implemented to monitor the results of the actual effect? Will
District be able to react quickly?

Which agency receives monthly water usage reports from communities?

How far does ADWR go outside of AZ to find new technology?

Do desalination facilities work on a national level? California has built a facility.
Cottonwoods take 10,800 acre-feet of water annually.

The Board, which knows the region and residents, will make local decisions.
Buffalo Soldier Trail — AZ Environmental Planning Group sprays water to maintain
and reduce dirt. This is wasteful.

Can you build into the plan a “Sunset or re-vote” clause on efficacy and impact?
Cananea Mine — Can their usage be controlled?

Is there a way to work with U.S. on usage or reducing the amount of use?
Emerging disruptors (pharmaceuticals) in waste.

Why does the District have no regulatory action?

The District would coordinate between jurisdictions to work together to ensure “no
one” can deplete the groundwater.

State Route 90 corridor Benson-1-10-Kartchner Caverns — What about their draw on
existing San Pedro River basin?

Cone of depression from excessive draw.

Colorado River water — District could bring in the water.

Have effluent and stormwater been estimated into recharge?

Study on how many gallons of water does a mesquite take.

Why focus on mesquite vs. cottonwood?

Why 20 years to store/restore to aquifer — Would like that shortened.

What role does county play in the development and restoration?
Development/developers — Are they evaluated for groundwater usage?

We are at a deficit, so how can any new development have a 100-year plan? In
balance in regulation to actual groundwater.

Economy based on growth is the problem to conserving water sources.

Need more education — practice sustainable water practices: building codes revised;
runoff cisterns from buildings (harvest); and stormwater harvesting.

What is the observable impact to river flow with removal of brushy wood on ranch
lands?



Water quality impacts from storm runoff, how do we check the quality?

BLM monitoring — Can the board collaborate with BLM to be cost effective?

Will BLM stop monitoring if the District becomes active in monitoring?

Will federal funding decrease or disappear?

Maintain public access to data collected by governing entities.

How will you control use of water from Mexico?

When is the drilling of new wells — wells away from the river — planned?

Would the District fund the drilling of wells?

How long does it take for water from retention basins to get to aquifer?

Was there a scientific plan for maintaining the river? Ten- to 20-year time frame.
If District is approved, would it pre-empt city/county level ordinances? No, | could
request discussion, recommend alternatives. Its indirect effect is that the area’s
goals would line up with District’s goals.

Could District sue city? Unlikely.

Audience member noted that city of Alamogordo, N.M., sued the state over a water
issue.

Is District’s big plan to pipe in CAP water? That would cost hundreds of millions to
build.

Will the District approve where growth happens?

Is there a 100-year supply of water available to subdivisions?

Is there partnership between U.S. and Mexico?

Would the reopening of the mines impact the water?

Consider impact of quality of recharged water on groundwater.

Where does the water flow?

Any study done on settling ponds or retention basins?

Would the riverbed itself be a good place to hold water?

Clean out drainage ditches that hold water so that water goes farther to valley.
What happened to the idea of the Charleston Dam?

How will you achieve recharge when the water will continue flowing north and you
cannot block it?

Charleston Dam for Tucson ACOE/Cannot find a reason to build a dam.

Effect from the mines in Cananea? Has that been studied?

What has the cone created?

What about a reservoir, storage, retainment, still supplies to aquifer?
www.azwater.gov for more information.

Tombstone pulling water from this area.

No meters on wells, no water company.

Not enough information on water property rights — buying off shore rights.
Protection of water rights should be part of the reason for the Board.

Why doesn’t Tombstone drill locally and quit diverting this watershed?

Reopening the mines in Tombstone — drain the water.

Would golf course continue to use regular groundwater instead of effluent? About 15
years away.

USPWD cannot accept funds to implement projects. USPWD could procure funds
and implement projects.

How much (3,000-under) flows from Mexico side?



Unmonitored agricultural in Mexico using water.

How much drug/pharmaceutical in water?

Daylighting is occurring. How does it function?

How effective is Sierra Vista recharge facility?

Board should find funding sources before developing board/election.

Annual five-year oversight or review/audit to determine if this is effective.

Is stormwater recharge going to the aquifer?

Is there a “mean” well level to find average water levels in the San Pedro Valley?



Economic Implications / Finding Funding To Get The Job Done

Taxing concerns.

Legalities/taxing conservation.

Anticipated growth.

Sierra Vista “big” + growth (other communities pay for it?).

Everyone paying for district in county.

Bedroom community vs. high rise — where should people moving in live?

Where did idea start?

Save water — it’s precious.

The way information is presented about the Fort is a scare tactic.

Seems to be saying if District isn’t formed, Fort Huachuca will shut down.

How much of $400,000 goes to administration?

District will manage projects + jurisdictions?

Who determines when goals of District are met?

How do you determine how much water is required for 100 years?

Local control?

Any control over private water companies?

Does board, once voted in, have authority to authorize a tax?

Can tax be rescinded?

Can Sierra Vista (with its large population) vote in all the commissioners?

Split up into smaller districts such as Sierra Vista, then you will have representatives from
each district?

We have water — will go through us — to enable their (Sierra Vista’s) growth?

Explain sale of water and water rights.

How would they acquire rights and for what purpose?

How would allowing the District to sell water support the mission of the District?

Could they obtain water rights inside the District?

Do we have access to Colorado River water?

Did Organizing Board discuss controlling population? By not building so much?

If Fort Huachuca concerns/requirements are not met, mission could be impacted. Explain?
If Fort shuts down, is that one-tenth of the population?

Funding is a wish list. No guaranteed funding.

What is ADWR? (Technical resource to District.)

What benefit will taxpayer get in next 10 years? (Keep water from being an issue with the
Fort.)

Can someone own water under me? (You don’t own water under property, only right to drill.
Builders have to demonstrate water supply and that usage will not negatively impact basin.)
Bella Vista Water Company has depleted water so property owners can’'t access water. Can
District drop a well? (Yes, but goal is to save water and meet demands of community.)
What is difference of authority between Upper San Pedro Partnership and District?
(Partnership has absolutely no authority.)

What can District do that ADWR and other agencies can’t? (Wholesale water.)

Where will $400,000 (fully staffed administrative cost) come from? (No finite answer yet.)
Is this an open checkbook? (Limited by funds District can generate.)

If there is no funding and District is approved, what happens? (There will be seed money —
then more funds need to be generated. Board cannot tax without voter approval.)



Have you done staff work to point executive director in a direction? (Yes, there are plans.)
Why wasn’t sales tax mentioned in presentation? (Legislation does not/cannot mandate tax.
A tax must be voter approved.)

Where does District get water rights? (a.) Has to purchase land and associated water rights.
b.) Colorado River water.)

With $1.6 million (projected amount a transaction privilege tax, which would need to be
approved by voters, could bring in), county and city could do a lot so form a District? ($1.6
million was estimate of what things will cost. District can operate everywhere, rather than
limits of jurisdictions.)

Why no funding for conservation, retention and resupply to aquifer? (Detention basins are in
the plan.)

Will there be basins scattered around county? (Yes)

Make administrative staff volunteer for first four years?

Since a large part of the District is Fort Huachuca, we should request money from
Department of Defense.

Is there an instrument in place to disband District?

If transaction privilege tax is exacted, how about well owners? (No bearing on well owners.)
If voters turn down District, what happens to Partnership? (Nothing, no bearing.)

Can District put up an initiative that private well owners also have to pay taxes? (No, not
without a public vote.)

Potential board actions can be done by local jurisdictions? (Board has been asked to do 10-
year plan and coordinate with jurisdictions regionally.)

Will District be able to control extensive water use by private well owners? (No.)

Concern voiced about state and federal funding availability. What are the specific sources?
What is initial amount needed? Starting near zero.

Bond sales?

Would residual funding from current effort/funds be able to go forward? Yes, if it remains.
Why is District needed in addition to other jurisdiction’s controls?

o Overdraft occurring now.

o County can’t get into “water game” without change in state statutes.

o Would be a single entity serving as an umbrella for cities.

Why wasn’t Benson included? Hydrologic divide.

What kind of cooperation can there be with Mexico?

o Some work ongoing.

o Little surface water crossing.

o More below surface.

Revenue bond sales? Can’t happen until there is source of revenue.

Groundwater rights vs. surface water rights.

How would current drought ending affect plan? Based on averaging, drought’s end would
not change much.

Do recharge basins lose a lot of water through evaporation?

How do revenue bonds work? Bonds are sold and then paid back over an extended period
of time.

New subdivisions vs. finite amount of water? Subdivisions have to prove adequate water
supply. District has a number of options: District could get water from other location by
developing other source.

Federal government could supplement cost to run Colorado River to Sierra Vista? City
cannot prevent or pass ordinance that prevents or prohibits people from drilling wells.

Is $400,000 the initial cost? No.

Where does the money come from? Selling water; grants; water from Colorado River is most
“senior” water.



What has Organizing Board of District spent? $80,000 on consultants, $13,000 on
administrative/plan help.

Has there been any thought to assigning District’s potential responsibilities to jurisdictions?
No, cannot do that.

Are people trying to meter wells? District is specifically prohibited by state for no well
metering.

Will Sierra Vista have more control of Board? Board members are elected at large from
entire District. Goal of elected members must be to provide for all in District.

We moved out here to get away from control. Inlying areas will control outlying areas.
District doesn’t control.

What about development? Regulation in place for all new subdivisions. They must prove
100-year water supply.

Why is District needed? $400,000, with more bureaucracy?

Same water supply for all. County cannot regulate but can zone. Vision is to go across
jurisdictional boundaries.

Partnership has no authority. They came to study river.

Since its existence, the river has become the most well-known.

District can build on a regional solution.

Have laws on the books (permits).

Why can’t existing bureaucracy take care of issues?

What makes this attractive is it is not a bureaucracy.

How will $400,000 be raised?

At the start, District may just look for funding.

Coming out of County’s taxes.

There is private funding available.

Where would water rights water come from? No one has groundwater rights, only surface
water rights.

Where do you get water? Surface water attached to land, not wells.

How will you control Mexico’s activities?

What are chances of Water District getting CAP water or Colorado River water?

Who has Colorado River water?

If | own well shares, would | be regulated like a developer?

Why don’t we just take care of rules on the books? Current rules don’t/can’t go cross-
jurisdictional.

What about Tribe lawsuit? It has been settled except for building dam. Adjudication ongoing.
Trying to define what is surface and what is groundwater.

Is there a conflict between making money and conserving?

Where is money/revenue going? Operations, development of future water sources; District
views groundwater as short-term fix so stormwater capture is an example.

What would be harm — create conservation opportunities and buy for residents. One of the
parts of District plans.

Reclamation already available through federal grants. Not enough (one-third) and tied up in
bureaucracy.

Issue is river will go dry long before wells go dry. If river goes dry it could impact Fort
operations.

No interbasins groundwater transfers are allowed in Arizona.

Discussion on Mexico pollution.



Upper San Pedro Water District

Meeting Themes

Concerns regarding taxes being increased or levied by the District Board.
Concerns about Sierra Vista having more “say” in the process due to its larger
voting population.

Skepticism about the possible downsizing or closing of Fort Huachuca if water
conservation requirements are not met.

A desire to limit building and growth in the area so that resources are not
strained.

A belief that cottonwood and mesquite trees along the river already sap its
resources and need to be managed.

Questions about the decision-making process — who came up with the
Organizing Board, how were boundaries formed, etc.

Concerns about whether plans or boundaries can be changed after the
District is formed.

Concern about estimated $400,000 budget.

No dedicated funding source.

Can the District be disbanded down the road? “Sunset clause.”

What happens if District is formed, but money isn’t found?

How does District differ from current agencies?

Taxing concerns.

Colorado River water role.

Public is interested in specifics on use of detention basins and recharge.
Effects of Cananea Mine/Mexico.

Why not provide funding to county or city and let them deal with water issues
since they are already in place.

Funding sources.

Development restrictions.

Government overlap.

Bisbee attendees not as economically focused as other locations.

Lots of discussion on retention/detention basins.

Questions on Mexico and CAP.

Interested in regulation and providing more “teeth” for the proposed District.
Concerned about development.

Skepticism.

Sierra Vista controlling everything.

Proof of problem.

Just another tax.

More bureaucracy.

Stay away from wells.

Regulatory authority.
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Dams and reservoirs needed.
Why does District want to work in what is the County’s jurisdiction

Conclusions

Fort Huachuca statement isn’t talking about the river — it’s a scare tactic.

Concerns re: taxes alleviated.

Cochise County will contribute resources.

Organizing Board needs to make clear that there may be no funding source

and that staffing may be bare bones until stable funding sources are found.

The $400,000 is an estimate of a fully staffed District Office.

Explain how the District would operate with limited or no funding.

Explain that elected Board will come up with specifics on detention basins

and recharge. Provide possible examples.

Review/confirm human water consumption statistics.

Explain differences between a District and current agencies/government

bodies.

Explain whether and how District could be phased out.

Re-emphasize District, local, state, federal have very limited input on another

country’s actions.

Don’t change printed materials/fact sheets for rest of Round 1 meetings.

Introduction/verbal message can amplify previous points.

The smaller discussion groups were more personal and productive.

Better define what the County can do and can’t do now.

Is the 10-year program appropriate?

Clarify that conservation will still be needed 10 to 20 years from now, even

with the District.

* The focus groups were too close together and it was very difficult to hear.
It was suggested that next round we find locations that may have separate
rooms available for discussions or that we use movable panels or some
type of sound barriers between groups.

* For next round we should focus on clarifying taxes can’t be imposed
without voter approval and clarify what kind of tax we are talking about.

* There is a person handing out information at meetings — need to
differentiate what are official materials generated by our public outreach
effort and what are not.

* Include cone of depression in final presentation.

* Distrust in outlying areas.

* Residents not understanding that District would not meter or regulate
wells.
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What Is It? / Our Plans for the Future

Water management — development interfering with flow.
Concern for people outside watershed area.

Cottonwood trees.

Where did idea of the Board originate?

Has the Board come up with requirements to be on the Board?
Does the Board have the power to limit growth?

How were the boundaries set up? (Decision-making process.)
Timeframe for elections?

If the District is formed, can water still be pumped out of the Water District?
How far north does the Water District go?

Are boundaries set in stone?

What do you mean by infrastructure?

Would the District need to purchase land for facilities? Funding?
Pumping impacts.

Water sharing with Tombstone pipeline would reduce cost.

Why aren’t we looking at thinning out cottonwood trees?

Beaver brought in to manage cottonwoods.

Cottonwoods shelter water for solar evaporation.

Add salt cedar to mesquite.

What can’t be done without the District?

Concern for restrictions because of Santa Cruz and areas outside boundaries taking

water from within District.

Ability of Mexico to impact our water.

Concern voters would approve taxation in future.

How would taxing come about and at what amount?

Concern of taking water from Colorado River (Not available.)

Process for election?

What is the current water deficit?

What is the process for changing the plan after the Board is elected?
Would San Pedro Partnership provide resources to the District? (Would be
beneficial.)

What if full Board not voted in?

Water should not be pumped out of Whetstone area.

Once District is formed, what is driving force of decision-making? (Political vs.
science?)

Advisory Board has influence over the Board. How is Advisory Board selected?
Need representatives from community for Advisory Board.

How do we get rid of the Board if we decide we want to in the future?
Need project to make recreational draw to the river.

No mention made of CAP or Colorado River water. Is it still in the plan?
How do you know more groundwater is going out vs. coming in?

How will rainwater harvesting fit in?

How could revenue bonds be repaid?

Concern for bird habitat.



Nothing you have addressed mentions Mexico — Mexico is key.

What federal support do we have?

Concern with taxing authority?

How do | know | will be able to afford the water in the future (aka taxes) even though
| will be providing it?

How do | know | won’t be given water restrictions in the future?

How does the aquifer feed the river?

What was the purpose of drilling the wells? Who would that serve?

Is augmentation the main emphasis?

Where would you drill that would have no impact?

What is Bureau of Land Management'’s role with District?

Have you considered permeable paving as a recharge strategy?

Where does recharge occur?

Colorado River allocation issues, not an option or realistic with current demand and
future demand.

How would pumping the water affect us in 20 to 30 years?

Is the District able to conduct international, cross-border work?

Did river move underground as a result of the earthquake?

Will there be water regulation/penalty for landowners?

Americans need education to understand water issues.

Will District drill wells, sell to provider, persuade private wells to stop and use utility?
Will District drill in one place and move water around?

Does District want to get into wholesale business?

Goal is aimed more at recharge?

Southern California has more holding dams for water.

Are we doing enough detainment or recharge?

How do you get water back in aquifer?

Is there bad percolation down to aquifer?

Potential for quid pro quo exists to persuade water users to save/recharge water.
Why do we need a Water District?

How is District different from regulatory agency or water utility?

Suite of solutions need to be emphasized; Not simply one solution.

Need to come up with appropriate solutions for the scale of Sierra Vista, unlike
California.

Concern that area doesn’t use holding basins.

What does “provide local control” mean?

Who is in control now?

Will District develop new water supply wells?

How would District collect water? Own land?

Can you build a detention dam on your own wash/land?

Why don’t they get rid of cottonwood trees?

Any development going to reinstitute use of gray water?

Will there be development of re-use in rural areas?

We need development of more gray water use, especially in rural areas.

Why were fact sheets modified between Tombstone and Sierra Vista meetings?



It is a problem that same information was not distributed at Tombstone and Sierra
Vista.

What does eminent domain have to do with District?

Dry injection well will allow you to put water/recharge back in ground.
Is there a model city to follow on water sustainability?

What will happen if not passed?

Will it keep coming up at elections?

Only growth control is through county.

Any thoughts on impact of Mexico/mining?

Cananea mining effects are serious when mine operates.

Map doesn’t look like same map as subwatershed?

Need clear communication.

How often would the Board meet?

What are the Board’s term lengths?

Would District regulate?

Restrictions on development.

Will this change procedure for drilling wells?

What are plans toward agriculture, i.e. horse farms?

There are irrigation concerns.

Mike Foster, who said he is producing a video on the river, offered numerous
thoughts:

o Concern that the focus is on studies, not actions.

o Riveris in dire straits, with more dry stretches than before.

o The area needs to act now on preserving the water. Watering of dirt roads is a
waste.

o Positive reward or recognition should be given when conservation is achieved.

Mesquite tree water usage is a minor factor.

Focus on developments and stop importation of new business until water level is

solved.

Xeriscape, water basin retention should be increased.

Likes idea of schools, government involvement in conservation.

Beaver is like the “canary in coal mine” and should be monitored at the river.

Xeriscape, water basin retention should be increased.

Why is Old Bisbee not in District? Legislature set boundary. Old Bisbee doesn’t

drain into San Pedro River and is outside watershed line.

o How would Board interface with other governments? It's independent, a District,
and not a regulatory body. It would be a body or infrastructure that could manage
projects and bring together money.

o Disappointed District won’t have more teeth.

o Developers should be required to use conservation methods. District effect will
be limited.

o More education needed, attitudes need to be changed.

o Can Board lobby on ordinances? District could lobby but not enforce or enact
regulatory ordinances.

O O

O O O O O



o Example given of District’s indirect impact: A contractor could, for development
approval, be required to install storm drains that route water to retention basins.
Revenue bonds may not occur till second 10 years of existence.

What about permits for development? Building jurisdiction would decide.
District would give recommendations to jurisdictions on development plans.
District could bring outside water into area.

Why did mesquite removal get so high on list? Study listed mesquite higher
because acreage of mesquite is large. Mesquite near river use more water and
would be most likely targets.

o Can Legislature impose active management area if District not formed? No.

o If this fails, what happens? What we have today.

If we get funds, will we help/work with Mexico? We will attempt cooperation.

New San Pedro binational commission begun in Mexico to develop dialogue.
Beaver dams were down last year, but activity is up recently. Floods affected last
year.

Who originated the idea of the District? Local government, businesses, agriculture
and statewide water advisory group organized the idea.

Who pushed it through in Legislature? Fifty-two different interests pushed it through.
Can environmental restrictions on Fort Huachuca be removed? No, they have to
abide by Endangered Species Act.

Give an example of a District project: Effluent. District finds money, goes to
developer or agency to work on using effluent in exchange for more lots.

What is sacred/untouchable regarding water? Is growth?

What is feasible regarding water?

What is the role of the San Pedro Partnership?

Is this like an Intergovernmental Agreement?

Colorado River not an adequate source.

What is the impact on private wells?

Something needs to be done to conserve water. Do not want meter on wells.
Where does initial funding come from? Who is on Organizing Board?

How do they get appointed?

Who will run the election?

Concern about money to fund this, against the Board.

Residents are currently trying to conserve water.

What is the function of the Board/ Why was this established?

No meters on well.

How would you store water in the 20-year goal?

Will there be an international committee to regulate water?

Will Board members be able to serve on additional boards outside this one?
When is the election?

Who will pay for the ongoing District?

Will the District be able to regulate private wells?

Will well shares be handled differently?

Residents are water-conservative. Can we be left alone if we conserve?

Will this District be similar to Yuma? Permanent?

Detention basin? What kinds of intrajurisdictional projects?

O O O O O



How is there a shortage?

What if we conserve and Mexico will not?

What will happen to the project if we end the 20-year drought?
How will things be changed without regulatory authority?

Is this an idealistic organization (no action)?

How will funding be raised?

How is this different from the Upper San Pedro Partnership?
Would the city work with the District?

How would developer wells affect private wells?

What can Board change from what is being presented? What can’t they change?
What hydrologist report do you use?

How did this get started?

What about the other counties?

What is the relationship with the state ADWR?

What would be the purpose of water supply wells?

No mechanism to deny permission for well?
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