Upper San Pedro Water District Organizing Board

January 26, 2009

Cochise County Foothills Complex

I.  
CALL TO ORDER:   

Meeting was called to order at 6:30 P.M. by Chairman Rutherford.  
II. CALL OF ROLL:



PRESENT:




Mike Rutherford




Rick Coffman




James Herrewig




Stephen Pauken




Holly Richter




Carl Robie




Mary Ann Black




John Ladd




Michael Boardman




Susan Shuford




OTHERS PRESENT:




Britt Hanson 




Tom Whitmer




Tom Carr




Eve Halper

III.
CONTINUED DISCUSSION OF ADWR SCOPE OF WORK WITH FOCUS 
ON DEVELOPMENT AND COMPREHENSIVE PLAN WITH 
MEASUREABLE OBJECTIVES:  


Tom Whitmer and Tom Carr indicated that there had been numerous changes, after the discussion and input from the Board from the January 12, 2009, Work Session, made to the eleven (11) page FAQ.  This is intended to be a handout for the public during the outreach portion of the Plan.  The most recent draft of the FAQ provided a short answer and a further, more developed explanation.  Three additional questions were included.

Although there is a significant amount of water in the basin, according to Whitmer, the River is going to run dry.  


Chairman Mike Rutherford addressed concern over FAQ 2 regarding the statement “if the River goes dry ‘again’. . . ”   Conversation ensued over a dry gauge (specifically the Charleston Gauge) and that this does not mean a dry river.  He requested clarification in that the River has not gone dry.  Whitmer said he would make this change. 

Michael Boardman inquired about the confidence of ADWR and the community in the estimate of the groundwater source at 25,000,000 feet.  Whitmer stated that “based on the best available source that is out there right now as confident as you can be.”  He further stated that there are pocket areas.  Rick Coffman stated that this should be clarified.  Vice Chairman Holly Richter inquired as to an assumption that every acre foot is accessible.  Whitmer said that it does.


Coffman inquired about the definition of infrastructure and what constitutes infrastructure.  Chairman Rutherford stated that the necessity of a District for the ability to receive money needs to be an addition.  

Whitmer stated that because of the issues and concerns surrounding taxes, regulation, installation of meters, limitations of use and drilling of new wells, the addition of the specific Arizona statute applicable to each FAQ was included regarding the abilities of the proposed District.  


Coffman stated that with regard to FAQ 16 and a reference to a tax that “at this time” should be deleted, as there has been no discussion of this.  


FAQ 19 was modified to add that the District does not report to the Cochise County Board of Supervisors, ADWR and/or the Arizona Corporation Commission and the applicable state statute was included.

After review of the FAQs, Whitmer indicated the need of the Board to prioritize these questions and the possibly of condensing the information in order for it to be used as part of the public outreach in a tri-fold brochure.  Richter stated that the communication specialists could use the contents (FAQs) as the background to draft and streamline a brochure for use in the public outreach segment of the Plan.   Whitmer stated the need for the Board to provide input and feedback to ADWR.  Richter confirmed with Whitmer and Carr that any feedback and/or comments from the Board can be sent to them.  

Discussion regarding pipelines and the purported growth impact on an area was discussed and Whitmer provided a 2001 report entitled “Growth on the Coconino Plateau” for the Board’s review and consideration.  The conclusion of this report is that pipelines do not promote growth. 

Whitmer provided the most recent updates of Sections I through V of the Plan (in a hard copy handout) for the Board’s consideration and review.  

    
Carr provided six (6) maps of the District which will be used as “Figures” in the Plan described as follows:  including multi colored map with colors – capture zone map- indicator type map – pumping water close v. farther from the River; based on large map shown at 01/12/2009 meeting – 2001 – 2006 Water Level Changes for District; wells across the District – larger wells (Non-Exempt) and small domestic wells.  


Carr stated that a bound final draft of the report will be provided at the next meeting.  This will allow the Board to take the next step to prepare the public information and public meetings.


Two handouts were provided by Carr, which he had received from Richter and Robie with their comments and input regarding Chapter V.   Discussion was had about whether Section B should address stakeholders and general public meetings.  This will be discussed with the consultant.  In Section C, Richter suggested the necessity to recommend future recommendations.

Richter directed discussion about the Babocomari’s import and impact on the District and the potential necessity to include it in the District.  Robie stated that he did not feel it necessary to get involved in Santa Cruz County issues.  


Robie addressed descriptions of water conservation measures in both incorporated and unincorporated areas. 


Richter stated it is important that the Board address short term goals versus long term goals and to be sure that they are differentiated within the Plan.  Carr explained that he wants to add back in the longer term effects and the importance of the recharge site of Fort Huachuca, the Bisbee reuse program for the golf course and potential for transport of the Huachuca City effluent back to the recharge site at the Fort.  This is important for the recommendations.  Discussion was had about whether these are ten year goals or longer term goals.  Whitmer stated the necessity for clarification and the need for balance of the overdrafts.

Carr stated that he wants the Board to be comfortable about Section D and the contents therein regarding preferred conservation practices.  If ADWR should adopt those conservation practices as a requirement for new subdivisions then it becomes an enforceable set of conservation practices by the Department not by the District.  Carr stated the need to address new conservation technology that is available.  


A question was raised by Richter regarding whether the District should be engaging in or rather supporting public education and information.  Rutherford agreed with Richter’s opinion that the District should support public education and information.   


Rutherford stated concern over specifying a distance from the San Pedro and/or the Babocomari Rivers for the location of wells.  He stated the focus should be on the whole District.  


Carr explained that the subflow issue creates uncertainty.  There is no expectation for the subflow issue to be in the Court for up to four years before they give priority and input.  It can only be said that it will have an effect within the District.  Richter asked if this means that some existing wells may be restricted in the future because they are pumping from the subflow.  Carr said that could be the potential.  By setting up a fund, new development could pump in an area that would have been restricted by subflow restrictions.  Robie says that subflow does not restrict development, but changes the nature of the water that is being used.  Whitmer stated that a development may be required to relocate their wells.  Carr said that whether the District or the developer moves wells away from the River, this will allow the resource to over time augment the supply.  This is a future concern stated Whitmer.

Whitmer reminded the Board that feedback and comments are needed so that a full document can be provided for review before the next Work Session.


IV.
INVOICE SUBMITTED AND APPROVED:

ADWR submitted a revised invoice from Herb Dishlip in the amount of $1,975.00 for consulting services.  He has spent 15.8 hours at $125.00 per hour.  


Mr. Dishlip’s role in the Plan was addressed.  Carr stated that he the author of most of the Plan.  Pauken requested that the Board be provided an anticipated billing be provided by Dishlip for upcoming services.  Carr stated that another bill had already been received by him, and that he would be providing it.

Attorney Britt Hanson stated that he received the first invoice and that in the future invoices should be directed to the Treasurer, Rick Coffman or to the Assistant to the Board, Susan Shuford.


Treasurer Coffman made a motion to approve and pay the invoice of Herb Dishlip for August 12, 2008, through October 31, 2008, in the amount of $1,975.00.  Robie seconded the motion.  All members in favor.  No objection heard.


V.
PUBLIC OUTREACH:

Richter stated that the Committee is revising Marie Hanson’s recommendations to fit the District’s requirements and goals.  Richter stated that the Planning Calendar (with yellow bars provided at October 6, 2008, Work Session) needs to be revised and amended with regard to the public meetings beginning date of February 2009.  The Committee suggested, based on the knowledge thus far and the input of Carr and Whitmer, that it would be more realistic for the first public meetings to begin in October 2009.  



VI.  
CALL TO THE PUBLIC:

Sandy Kunzer, 4969 S. Laredo Pass, Sierra Vista, Arizona addressed the Board and stated that ADWR and USGS estimated that water is available down to 1200 feet.  That is the economic depth to which we can pump.  The bedrock in the valley is estimated to 5,000+ feet, therefore we have additional water.  There is the belief that water is below that if not concerned about the River or the cost.  There may be a need to treat it as well.  
VII.  
FUTURE MEETING DATES AND LOCATIONS:  

Chairman Rutherford confirmed the next meetings would be as follows:


Work Session:

February 9, 2009, at 6:30 P.M. at the Cochise County Office, 





Bisbee


Meeting:  

February 23, 2009, at 6:30 P.M. at the Cochise County Foothills 




Complex, Sierra Vista. 


VIII.
ADJOURNMENT:  

There being no further business Chairman Rutherford adjourned the Meeting at 7:55 P.M.   

