From: Nicki Frank

To: Sharon Scantlebury

Cc: RANDERSO@FCLAW.com

Subject: Correspondence from David"s Agrigold Farms
Date: Friday, July 17, 2015 9:23:01 AM
Attachments: Turner DAF 71715.pdf

Please respond to let me know that you have received this letter on behalf of David Turner in
regards to the Designation of the San Simon Valley Subbasin as an Irrigation NonExpansion Area

Kind Regards,
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Nicki Frank
David Turner International
623.688.4516
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David’s Agrigold Farm LLC.
25001 N. 107th Way
Scottsdale, AZ 85255

July 17, 2015

Via e-mail (sscantlebury@azwater.gov)

Sharon Scantlebury

Docket Supervisor

Arizona Department of Water Resources
3550 North Central Avenue

Phoenix, AZ 85012

Re:  Designation of the San Simon Valley Sub-basin as an Irrigation Non-Expansion Area
Dear Ms. Scantlebury:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide written comments on the petition to designate the San
Simon Valley Sub-basin as an Irrigation Non-Expansion Area (INA). We attended the public
hearing conducted by the Arizona Department of Water Resources (ADWR) on May 16 in
Bowie, Arizona and have reviewed the comments and information submitted relating to the
petition available on ADWR’s website to date. Based on the objective facts before ADWR, it is
clear that designation of the San Simon Valley Sub-basin as an INA is not warranted as this time.

We are the owner of approximately 2,400 acres of land in the Sub-basin and, beginning last fall
and up through the present, have been engaged in an effort to bring the land into cultivation,
including drilling wells, purchasing trees, and developing an irrigation plan. In the development
of our own property for irrigation purposes, we have found an ample supply of groundwater.
Because we believe that the groundwater supply — both at our property and throughout the
Sub-basin generally — is sufficient to supply water demands for the foreseeable future, we do not
believe that it is necessary or proper to designate an INA at this time.

As to supply, we found the presentation by Mason Bolitho of Haley Aldrich at the May 16 public
meeting to be compelling. Mr. Bolitho notes that there is over 25 million acre-feet of
groundwater in storage at depths down to 1200 feet below ground surface, with additional
supplies available from lower depths. He also notes that irrigated agricultural land is
significantly below the acreage in the 1950°s when groundwater level declines were at their
greatest.





The recent groundwater modeling study released by the Department confirms there is an ample
supply of groundwater in the San Simon Valley Sub-basin.! For example, the results of that
study show that after 100 years of pumping at current levels several hundred to several thousand
feet of saturated thickness would remain in the lower aquifer.?

Today’s water use patterns and crops place far less pressure on the aquifer due to wise water
management. While groundwater supplies are obviously not unlimited, we believe that there is
sufficient groundwater “to provide a reasonably safe supply for irrigation of the cultivated lands
in the area at the current rates of withdrawal,” (A.R.S. §45-432.A.1) and therefore the INA
designation is not warranted.

We note that the Department of Water Resources’ own presentation shows that the other relevant
considerations, land subsidence and water quality, are not significant issues for the Sub-basin as
yet and so, combined with the current sustainable groundwater uses, there would be no basis for
designating an Active Management Area. A.R.S. § 45-132.A.2.

We have reviewed comments filed by a number of area landowners, some who have lived in the
area for generations, who are very concerned with the possible designation of an INA, and the
impact that would have on their land values. This is an important and legitimate concern for the
Director to consider in his decision. The modest amount of agricultural expansion that is
occurring now will benefit the local economy, and cutting off all future expansion is a drastic
action that is not merited by current conditions and will unnecessarily harm local interests.
Designation of an INA could have significant negative economic impact on other landowners,
particularly many who have lived in the area for generations, and who may also plan to bring
their acreage under cultivation.

We also note that the principal concern of the petitioners appears to be based on speculation
regarding future expanded irrigation and groundwater use in the San Simon Valley Sub-basin.

To date, the petitioners have not produced any actual evidence to date showing the need for an
INA under the criteria set forth in the applicable statutes. Under A.R.S. § 45-132.A.1, the
Director must determine whether there is a reasonable safe supply for irrigation based the current
cultivated lands and current rates of withdrawal. We urge the Director to reject the petitioners’
invitation to speculate about how future expanded uses of groundwater may or may not affect the
local groundwater supplies.

! Arizona Department of Water Resources, Technical Memorandum, Arizona Department of Water Resources,
Groundwater Flow Model of the San Simon Valley Sub-basin, dated June 17, 2015, available at

hitp://www azwater.gov/azdwr/documents/SSI_model_memo 6 17 final pdf (last visited July 13, 2015).
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In closing, the great weight of the of the evidence before ADWR indicates that there there is
sufficient water to go around, particularly if farming operations exercise prudent water
management, and that an INA designation is not warranted. In consideration of the evidence and
the incredibly adverse impact an INA designation will have on landowners and businesses in this
area of the state, we respectfully request the Director to reject the petition.

We greatly appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments. Thank you.

Sincerely,

IIM’W
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