Water District 120
Advisory Meeting
”Final” Minutes
November 10, 2003

Tim Deeg called a meeting of Water District 120 advisors & East ESPA Water Measurement
District Advisors to order at 1:06 p.m. Members from Water District 120 in attendance were
Scott Clawson, Tim Deeg, Craig Evans, Kevin Michaelson, Stephanie Mickelsen, Neal Powell,
Bill Taylor, and Dane Watkins. East Water Measurement District Advisors in attendance were
Linden Butikofer and Ed Conn. Others in attendance were Lewis Rounds and Tim Luke of
IDWR, Brian Higgs, Terry Klipfel, and Lynn Tominaga by conference call.

Stephanie Mickelsen made a motion to accept minutes from the last meeting as written. Dane
Watkins seconded the motion. It passed by acclamation.

Lewis began by telling the advisors that the director of IDWR had informed him that Water
District 120 and the East Measurement District could not merge due in large part to the fact that
adjudication of some water rights in the East Water Measurement District had not yet been
completed, as well as concerns on the part of the Attorney General’s office.

There was a lengthy discussion about the possibility of still influencing the director about where
Water District 120 boundaries would be and Lewis said that letters from each of the ground
water districts could be beneficial if they want the director to take note before final boundaries
are drawn.

Lewis said although we are unable to merge, we can combine and further explained that the East
Measurement District is important to Water District 120 because it will eventually be a part of
Water District 120. Also, it now measures diversions that are already in Water District 120, and
by pooling resources the East Water Measurement District and Water District 120 can operate
more efficiently. Lewis said that without the merger, separate budgets were required. He
further explained the budget changes that would need to take place for both Water District 120
and the East ESPA Water Measurement District to operate. Last years proposed budget for
Water District 120 was for $118,000, and the East ESPA Water Measurement District’s budget
was for $82,550. With no merger, Lewis proposed a budget for Water District 120 of $87,000,
and $40,000 for the East Water Measurement District, explaining that he left $9,000 in the Water
District 120 Measurement program because Water District 120 will have to pay the East ESPA
Water Measurement District for some measurement. Lewis said the East Measurement District
might have to raise its per diversion charge to $50.00 in order to continue operation because
approximately 1/3 of all diversions and 2/3 of the CFS had gone to the Bonneville Jefferson
GWD.

Water District 120 advisors discussed when assessments should be mailed, as well as what kind
of payment process they wanted to have. Tim Deeg reminded advisors that IDWR was paying
expenses for Water District 120 through the next annual meeting. Therefore, a motion was made
by Dane Watkins for ground water districts within Water District 120 to begin making quarterly



payments with the first payment due just after the annual meeting. The motion was seconded by
Stephanie Mickelsen and passed by acclamation.

Lewis next explained where IDWR is in the Basin 29 adjudication process, informing advisors
that the deadline for objections is November 14. He said all water right holders in Basin 29 had
been notified that they will become part of Water District 120.

Discussion turned to measurement audits. Lewis said it was important for audits to occur within
the same year as measurements were done. Some expressed reasons why this is difficult. Lewis
said that waiting for another year causes difficulty because farmers rotate crops and conditions
change. This causes accuracy problems. Advisors asked about the results of the audits. Lewis
explained that most fell within 10% of the original measurements. He said variations were due
to the fact that audits were generally done at the end of the year and conditions were hard to
duplicate, or the water situation had changed. There was some discussion about problems with
the data collection processes within the districts that needed to be remedied.

Annual Meetings were the next item on the agenda. Lewis said that the Water District 120
Annual meeting was scheduled for Monday, February 9™ at 2:00 p.m., at the Riverside Inn in
Blackfoot. He proposed scheduling the East ESPA Water Measurement District Annual Meeting
to be held at the same place at 1:00 p.m., suggesting the advisors from the East Measurement
District and Water District 120 attend each others meetings. He also proposed advisory meetings
on January 26. The purpose of these meetings would be to finalize budgets and vote on
resolutions prior to the annual meetings. The meeting for the East Advisors would be at 10:00
a.m. in the large DEQ conference room in Idaho Falls, and 1:00 p.m. for Water District 120
advisors in the same place.

Lewis explained the water situation showing the reservoir chart. As of now, we are at 12% of
capacity. If things stay the same, we will only be at 35% capacity as of April 1. Lewis said
the precipitation outlook was normal, but that would not be enough because soils are so depleted
of moisture. The U.S. Drought Monitor shows us in the area where drought conditions are the
worst. Lewis said that water carryover reached its lowest point ever at 385,000 acre-feet as of
October 10™. We are now at approximately 500,000 acre-feet with approximately 8500 acre-feet
per day accumulation.

Tim Deeg gave a brief overview of the replacement water situation. Last year, Tim said, water
was purchased and all water for the stipulated agreement had been provided. He said he was not
sure where we are for next year, but there would most likely be no carryover and they would be
starting from scratch to meet obligations of approximately 28,500 acre-feet. Tim explained the
agreement had not been signed for this year because they were looking for some municipal users
to participate in making changes.

There was a brief discussion of the Global Rental Pool. Lewis said that there had been 385,000
acre-feet of carryover, and that all those wanting water had received it. Tim Deeg reminded
advisors that operation of the Global Rental Pool was for 1year only. Continuation was
dependent upon canal companies and their willingness to participate should the drought



continue. Tim suggested the water district may want to re- consider what they are willing to pay
for water.

Tim Luke discussed measurement data, saying he had provided Lewis a spread sheet with a four
year average. Lewis said he had included these figures in his proportionate share figures.

There was some discussion on those users not yet assessed who had smaller non-domestic
diversions. Tim Luke suggested we consider a resolution for a minimum charge, though we may
not necessarily be measuring these diversions. Lewis said that last year they had set the
minimum assessment at $30.00.

Stephanie Mickelsen asked a question about progress in Lan-Sat observations of illegal
diversions. Lewis said there were 640 inconclusive acres in all of Water District 120, but after
talking with a small number of folks, nothing official had to take place this year. Lewis said
there were problems with the satellite they’d been using and the replacement satellite’s pictures
offered poor resolution. Tim Deeg said they are working on legislation that would allow the
ground water district to lease acreages with water rights and distribute them over the district to
help folks cover these overages that their rights do not cover.

Lynn Tominaga briefed advisors on challenges within Water District 130. Most of these
included possible calls on water by 3 entities. If these should go to litigation, the biggest issue
that Water District 120 could face is the determination of material injury as decided by the court.
It was agreed that negotiation was preferable to going to the legislature or the courts.

At this time, Tim asked if there was any old business. There was not. When asked if there was
new business, Lewis said that if anyone had anything that needed to be part of the resolutions, or
if they had other issues that need to be considered, to please contact him as soon as possible.

Dane Watkins moved that the meeting be adjourned. Kevin Michaelson seconded the motion
and the meeting adjourned at 3:50 p.m.



Water District 120
Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes
August 11,2003

Tim Deeg called the meeting to order at 1:15 p.m. Other advisors in attendees were Neal
Powell, Stephanie Micklesen, Scott Clawson, Craig Evans, Jenny Ruff, and Dane
Watkins. Other attendees were Ron Carlson, Lewis Rounds, Lynn Tominaga, and Terry
Klipfel.

Tim Deeg asked if the committee wanted the minutes read from the last meeting. Neal
Powell moved to accept the minutes as written and Dane Watkins seconded the motion.
The motion carried.

Lewis talked briefly about the drought declarations in 19 Idaho counties. He then
proceeded to discussion of the Water District 120 budget, explaining the current
employee situation. He then went on to explain the Water District 120 budget was based
on estimates from East Water Measurement District operations. Lewis gave a break
down to clarify individual items. He then gave a break down of fiscal responsibility by
water district, stating that each would be responsible for a percentage as follows:

AAFGWD 30.7%
BGWD 41.2 %
BIGWD 10.21 %
EWMD 17.9 %

These projections are based on the number of diversions in each water district. There
was some discussion about the measurement of diversions on the reservation. Lewis said
the that they do their own measuring. Members expressed the need to have access to
reservation data. Tim Deeg said there are others who are not members of a water district
such as Falls Irrigation. Lewis said there were some in Basin 29 that are subdivisions, or
commercial plants in the Chubbuck area. He said there would always be a measurement
program in Water District 120 for those diversions not part of another district. Lewis told
advisors that he has asked for a report from IDWR in order to finalize percentages on the
ground water district responsibilities listed above. Lewis said as soon as he got the data
from IDWR he would re-evaluate and send numbers to each of the water districts. Tim
Deeg asked how monies left from the East Water Measurement District would be
handled. Lewis explained that the district passed Resolution 10 that allows the district to
split assets and turn them over to the entity/s continuing measurement for the small
number of diversions remaining in the East Water Measurement District.

Tim Deeg asked about financial accountability. Ron told Tim that there was a mandate
by the state that requires an annual audit. Tim asked if the person who prepares the bills
and checks also signs the checks. Ron said, “No”. Tim asked who would set up the water
district account and where. Ron said it was the responsibility of the board to decide.



Lewis gave a brief overview of the Lan-Sat photos explaining it didn’t appear as if they
found any new water right violations. There are, however, approximately 690 acres
within the boundaries of Water District 120 that need investigation.

Lewis explained to advisors the status of adjudication for Basin 29, stating that to bring
Basin 29 into Water District 120 before they are partially decreed would require an order
from the director.

Lewis briefed members on Water District 120 audits, saying he had collected 18 files
from Bingham Ground Water District and is hoping to get 10 to 15 of those measured.
He is unable to get all of them, because some are in grain and won’t be turned on again.
He also got 20 files from Aberdeen American Falls Ground Water District, and is hoping
to get 10-15 measurements/audits from those. There will not be as many audits done as
in a normal year because we are short on personnel at this time.

Ron spoke briefly about the water situation, stating it should be looked at in the context
of the Global Rental Pool. He said the rental pool had solved a lot of problems and made
things much less complicated. They are anticipating a carry over of 400,000 to 500,000
acre-feet of water at the end of this year which would be used to cover rentals. Ron said
there was less than 100% access this year because people were not sure how the rental
pool would work. The Rental Pool Committee met and talked status, deciding not to rent
anymore water this year. Some requests did not get filled. Of those who paid for rental
water and did not receive it, only about 10,000 acre-feet did not get filled. The price for
an acre-foot of water this year was $6.00. Ron said the kind of year we had this year was
an example of a “worse case scenario”. Should we have another year like it, ground
water districts should plan on rental pool water being at least $9.00 per acre-foot,
realistically.

Tim Deeg talked briefly about the status of the replacement water situation. He said the
ground water district needed 15,000 acre-feet to provide for mitigation, referring
members to meeting minutes from May for specific numbers.

Lynn Tominaga gave members and update on a call by Clear Lake’s Trout because it
could affect the water district. Lynn said the call would most likely occur after the first
of the year (after stipulated agreement runs out), and would most likely affect those water
users junior to 1967. Ron said that depending on what the director’s definition of
“material injury” was, would determine potential impact on the water district.

Tim Deeg asked if there was any old or new business. There was none. Dane Watkins
made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Neal Powell seconded the motion. The vote was
unanimous and the meeting adjourned at 2:50 p.m.



Water District 120 Advisory Meeting
Monday, May 12, 2003

A meeting of Water District 120 advisors was called to order at 1:10 p.m. Advisory
members in attendance were Tim Deeg, Jenny Rough, Neal Powell, Scott Clawson, Dane
Watkins, Ray Duffin, and Stephanie Micklesen. Others in attendance were Lewis
Rounds, Ron Carlson, and Terry Klipfel. Lynn Tominaga and Tim Luke attended by
conference call.

Tim Deeg asked if everyone had a chance to look over minutes from the annual meeting,
asking if there were any changes or corrections. There were none. Tim reminded
members the minutes would be approved at the next annual meeting. Tim asked Lewis to
give a brief report about the drought situation. There was some discussion about counties
that have declared drought emergencies and an overview of the process for obtaining
emergency transfers. In doing so, Lewis referred to Idaho Code 42-222A, saying the user
would assume risk of injury. Temporary transfers are only to provide replacement water
for those who would normally have a full supply and who have legal water rights. Those
not receiving emergency transfers could be shut off. Tim Deeg said there should be some
provision or emergency pool of rights that could cover these, but Ron said the water
district could see opposition in changing the statute to allow for this.

Lynn Tominaga talked briefly about the Water District 130 meeting and their plan
provide some funds for advisors to attend seminars or workshops, suggesting this might
be a good option for Water District 120 as well. Neal Powell asked how much money
would be needed and Lynn said it depended on how many advisors would want to
participate. Lynn suggested $1000 to pick up registration costs, but not travel or hotel.

Lewis gave an overview of the employee situation for the district, stating that Michael
Holliday has taken a job as an adjudication agent. Lewis said he would most likely hire a
temporary person who could do measurements for the water district. With Michael
leaving, the district no longer has a trained agent. Lewis said another option was to ask
Idaho Power to do some audits. By the next meeting, Lewis encouraged advisors to have
an idea as to which direction to take. Tim Deeg asked what the number or percentage of
audits had to be done. Lewis said a minimum of 10 audits per district should be done. If
personnel are available, a minimum of 30 audits per G.W.D. should be performed. Tim
Luke said the goal was about %10. Lewis said one option was to utilize employees from
the ground water districts for a week or two to do audits. Ron Carlson asked how many
diversions there are in Water District 120. Lewis said there were almost 3000. Ron
suggested a full-time employee would be a good idea.

Lewis discussed the Lan-Sat Photos saying the next round would cause people to apply
for emergency transfers. They will be done the first week in July. Lewis said the next
round would include those rights underneath canal companies’ places of use. He said the
director’s report was scheduled to go out around July 1%, stating it would take 2-3 months
for folks in Basin 29 to go to Water District 120.

There was some discussion of providing WMIS to water districts. Water District 130
was experimenting with a high-speed internet connection to utilize WMIS. Tim Luke



said it was working pretty well, but some maintenance or improvements were necessary.
Tim Deeg said they would be looking into the high-speed connections after getting their
new office relocated.

Lewis gave an overview of the water situation and what the reservoirs look like, referring
to information obtained from the NRCS Website. Ron said he was predicting the water
outlook to be slightly better than last year. Though it looks like there will be significant
shortages, Ron said this is the best year since 2000, stating that much depends on spring
and summer precipitation levels. He also said he was more optimistic than NRCS’
predictions.

Next, Tim Deeg discussed the replacement water situation, stating the carry over is
approximately 6,142 acre-feet. Verification from Karl Dreyer is pending. He also said
that 23,762 acre-feet of the 25,500 acre-feet obligation for 2003 has been filled with
3,000 acre-feet from Falls Irrigation District, 6,820 from FMC, 5000 from Magic Valley
GWD (if acceptable from Mitigation Inc.), and 300 from ASCC (Aberdeen City). Ron
stated there could be a problem using the Aberdeen canal shares.

Tim asked Ron to give an update on the Global Rental Pool. He said there were initially
3 tables, but there is only one now. Ron said letters requesting participants for the pool
have been sent. He also said there would be a Committee of Nine meeting in June where
members would discuss what kind of changes need to be made in the rental process, and
if the committee was willing to agree to the changes. Advisors wanted to know if most
thought the pool a good deal. Ron said most board members and water users did, but
others were nervous about giving up control. He said there were still issues to talk
through. He said there would be adjustments annually for some time. Ron said the
Global Rental Pool solves some major problems we face and he hopes to encourage space
holders to participate.

Lynn Tominaga gave a brief summary of various court cases that could have an effect on
water issues. There was one major case that could involve a call affecting Water District
130. It has to do with an A & B enlargement claim.

Tim Deeg asked if there was any old business. Tim Luke asked Lewis if he was going to
prepare a budget based on the proposed budget or CFS charges. He asked when actual
numbers need to be determined. Tim Deeg and Jenny Ruff indicated that their budget
needs to be ready by the end of October or November 1%, The next advisory meeting was
scheduled for Monday, August 11" at 1:00 p.m.

When asked if there was any new business, Tim Luke said that two “Notices of
Violation” had been sent to Ward and Soderquist, stating they will need to seek a
compliance conference. The names were noted.

Tim Deeg moved to adjourn the meeting. Dane Watkins seconded the motion and the
meeting ended at 3:00 p.m.



Water District 120
Advisory Meeting Minutes

February 10, 2003
Draft Copy

Tim Deeg called the meeting to order at 1:15 pm. Tim told advisors that Lewis Rounds
had some changes to resolutions that needed to be discussed before the annual meeting.
The changes were:

e To reduce the budget by 20,000 because the Bonneville Jefferson GWD will be
doing their own measuring, thus paying for it.

e Resolution 4, part B (changes allow the advisory committee to appoint a treasurer
for fiscal year 2004 during a regular or special meeting before assessments are
sent).

Tim Luke expressed some concern over not having a treasurer in place should the district
plan on sending assessments before the 2004 meeting.

Tim said the only other change to the resolutions was on resolution 9. It stated
previously that the fiscal year would start on December 1 and end on November 31.
There are only 30 days in November. The date was changed to fiscal year ending
November 30™.

Bill Taylor wanted to know why the fiscal year was set to end before the annual meeting.
Tim Deeg explained it had been set up that way because of the timing of ground water
district meetings and assessments mailings.

There was some brief discussion about setting a budget. Lewis explained that resolution
#3 sets the 2003 budget at zero. IDWR is paying for District 120 until the beginning of
fiscal year 2004. Lewis said there was no danger of over lap because members will be
collecting for the 2004 budget now.

Discussion on the proposed resolutions commenced. Dane Watkins made a motion to
change resolution #9. His proposal requested removal of the last line of the resolution.

“The first budget fiscal year for Water District 120 will be for the period following the
annual meeting and extending to November 30, 2002.”

The motion was seconded by Kevin Michaelson and passed without dissent. Bill Taylor
made a motion change to resolution #10, requesting that the dates for the fiscal year be
added for clarity (Dec. 1, 2003-Nov. 3, 2004). Dane Watkins seconded the motion and it
passed unanimously. Neal Powell suggested adding the specific date anywhere “fiscal
year” is mentioned. Members decided this was unnecessary because resolution #9 covers
the definition.



Lewis talked briefly about changes that didn’t get made to the budget chart. Changes
were noted with the total budget being set at $118,000.

Tim Luke expressed concern over not setting criteria for an assessment due date in the
resolutions, stating that Idaho Code 42-13 requires one. Tim Deeg suggested making
assessments payable by January 31%'. Members decided to ad a paragraph under the
budget graph of resolution #10. It would read “Also be it resolved that assessments for
Water District 120 will be payable and due by January 31, 2004. Dane Watkins made a
motion to add the paragraph as presented with a second from Kevin Michaelson. The
motion passed without dissent.

Lewis explained this was the sum of changes since the last advisory committee meeting.
Neal Powell made a motion to accept the motions with indicated changes to present at the
annual meeting. Ray Duffin seconded the motion and it passed without dissent.

Tim Deeg asked if there was any old or new business. There was none and the meeting
adjourned at approximately 2:10 p.m.
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Water District 120

Annual Meeting Minutes
Riverside Inn-Blackfoot
Feb. 10, 2003

The annual meeting of Water District 120 commenced at 2:15 p.m. Lewis Rounds
opened the meeting asking for nominations for a temporary chairman and secretary. Neal
Powell moved that the district elect Tim Deeg as temporary chairman and Terry Klipfel
as secretary. Kevin Michaelson moved that nominations cease. Dane Watkins seconded
the motion and a unanimous ballot was cast.

Tim Deeg told members that meeting notice was given to all water right holders as
required by Idaho Code. He further explained the purpose of the meeting and gave a
brief overview of the voting process, stating the district generally votes one man, one
vote unless objections are filed. Tim also gave a brief definition of a Water District.

Tim Deeg asked Terry Klipfel to read the minutes from the last annual meeting. Dane
Watkins made a motion to accept the minutes as read. Neal Powell seconded the motion.
The motion passed without dissent.

Tim Deeg opened a discussion on proposed resolutions. Lewis said resolutions were
basically the same as last year with changes noted by italics or underlines. After reading
the resolutions, Lewis explained changes. Resolution #4, b allows for the appointment of
a treasurer. Stephanie Mickelson moved to change the word “bills” in resolution 4b to
read “assessments”. Kevin Michaelson seconded the motion and a unanimous ballot was
cast.

Ron Carlson expressed some concern over the order of the resolutions saying it pre-
supposes some items. After discussion, members decided to proceed leaving the order
the same. Advisors will address the issue at a later date should they deem it necessary.

Lewis talked about resolution 8, explaining the need for additional advisors with the
inclusion of basins 25, 27, and 29 in the near future. He said the resolution also provides
criteria for the make-up of the committee. Neal Powell said the assembly should note
that advisors discussed the need for a representative from municipal or industrial use.
Stephanie Mickelson moved to have the word “may” in resolution 8 changed to “shall”.
Neal Powell seconded the motion and it passed without dissent.

Discussion returned to resolution #4, f. Todd Lowder made a motion to change the word
“after” to “on”. Neal Powell seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. Ray
Duffin moved to add the specific date (second Monday of February, 2004) to #4, f.
Stephanie Mickelson seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.

Lewis told members that resolution #10 is new. He suggested the need for an additional
paragraph stating “Also be it resolved that fiscal year 2004 assessments for WD120 will
be payable and due by January 31, 2004 (per Tim Luke’s earlier request). Dane Watkins



made a motion to specify the actual fiscal year beginning and end in paragraph 5 of
resolution #10. Gaylen Van Orden seconded the motion and it passed without dissent.
Resolutions 11-14 are the same as last year.

Before ending discussion on resolutions, Lewis explained that a new resolution would be
necessary. This resolution 15 would read “Whereas some small diversions would have
regular assessments less than amounts required by WD120 to maintain their accounts, be
it resolved that WD 120 will have a minimum charge of $30.00 on years assessments are
sent. Craig Evans made a motion to add the word “when” after “on years”. Scott
Clawson seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.

After discussion of all resolutions, Tim Deeg asked for a motion to accept the resolutions
with the noted changes. Neal Powell made a motion to accept the resolutions. It was
seconded by Kevin Michaelson and passed without dissent.

Tim Deeg explained the advisory committee now allowed for eleven members. He
further explained that not all would have to be added now. Tim suggested recessing for a
period of 15 minutes to meet in sub groups to determine advisory committee
recommendations. Dane Watkins made a motion for members to meet in subgroups.
Gaylen Van Orden seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. The meeting re-
convened 15 minutes later to consider recommendations. The following were
recommended for the advisory committee for Aberdeen American Falls GWD: Tim
Deeg, Kevin Michaelson, Ray Duffin, and Richard Meyer (municipal user). Bonneville
Jefferson GWD: Bill Taylor, Stephanie Mickelson, and Dane Watkins. Bingham GWD:
Walter Gay (industrial use), Craig Evans, Scott Clawson, Gaylen Van Orden, and Neal
Powell as alternate. Dane Watkins made a motion to accept the advisory committee as
recommended. Scott Clawson seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.

Lewis gave the Water District 120 activities report. He spoke briefly of curtailment
letters and responses, expected dates of director’s reports, and talked about unauthorized
diversions. He discussed the measurement program. He said the department was
working to provide “stand alone” copies of WMIS to ground water districts and
explained results of measurements. In general, power records show a slight reduction of
power and water use in the south, and a slight increase in the north. There was some
discussion of ground water opt outs. Lewis said that persons having opted out of a
ground water district can be reinstated, but directors can decide not to let them return.

Lewis presented slides of the Snake Plain Aquifer that demonstrate how aquifer levels
have changed over the years. Lewis said that half of the depletion of the aquifer for the
last 20 years took place last year during the drought. Slides were also presented showing
reservoir levels, snow pack levels, and how those levels compare to average. When
asked how things look compared to last year Ron Carlson said the situation is
approximately the same.

Tim Deeg gave an update on replacement water. He explained they were required to
provide 28,500 acre-feet of water under the stipulated agreement. This year he said they



were able to obtain water from FMC and Falls Irrigation to meet the obligation. Tim said
they would need approximately 18,000 acre-feet to meet the obligation this year. Last
year Mitigation Inc. said they could make up the balance of the obligation up to 20,000
acre-feet, but have been unwilling to commit this year. Tim said he has been charged to
find water to meet the agreement no matter what the cost, emphasizing that expensive
water hurts budgets. Tim said Ron Carlson is working on a plan that should provide
water to ground water users on a consistent basis.

There was more discussion on the stipulated agreement and troubling features with the
reduction plan. Ron Carlson emphasized the importance of negotiating new agreements
based on new technology and new information provided by the water model. Neal
Powell asked what the schedule for re-negotiation is and Tim said the plan is to have a
new agreement in place before the old agreement lapses. Tim said we shouldn’t be
obligated for drought situations that affect their water. One member expressed concern
over curtailment should it occur, asking which areas would be impacted. Tim Deeg said
that coming up with 18,000 acre feet short is a worse case scenario, but the district needs
to discuss and plan a strategy should it occur. Despite changes in the aquifer showed by
Lewis on the slides, Steve Howser said it is important to remember that change is not
entirely due to ground water users. It is important to account for input and all change not
related to wells.

Tim Deeg asked Ron Carlson to give an overview of his plan. Ron gave a great deal of
historical background. Under this plan, storage water would be made available to ground
water users. The plan would make any carry over of storage water available for re-
distribution. Distribution of the storage water and prices of that water would be
determined by a formula. Ron said this plan would take care of the problem of hunting
for water. He said most likely, canal managers (primarily those from Firth to Twin Falls)
would serve on the Rental Pool Committee. They would look at the process, its
downsides, monitor it through the summer, modify procedures to provide a Global Rental
Pool, and seek approval for the plan. Ron talked about benefits of the plan to ground
water users and said there was good interest in the proposal.

In closing, Ron talked about re-charge, referring to the slides of the aquifer, stating that
the aquifer is really much more responsive than we have assumed in the past. If we look
at the entire picture and have some good water years, you will find the aquifer is quite
stable.

Tim Deeg thanked Ron for presenting his proposal. There was no old or new business.
Neal Powell made a motion to adjourn and Kevin Michaelson seconded the motion. The
meeting adjourned at 4:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Terry Klipfel
Temporary Secretary



Water District 120 Annual Meeting
2003 Resolutions

The water users of water district 120 meeting at the annual district meeting on February
10, 2003, at the Riverside Inn in Blackfoot, Idaho, HEREBY ADOPT THE
FOLLOWING RESOLUTIONS:

1 That the watermaster perform the duties as required by Chapter 6, Title 42, Idaho
Code and in accordance with:

1) The duties described in the Final Order Creating Water District 120,
signed by the Director of the Idaho Department of Water Resources
(IDWR), February 19, 2002, including:

a) Curtail illegal diversions;

b) Measure and report the diversions under water rights;

c) Enforce the provisions of the stipulated agreements approved by
the Director, and;

d) Curtail out-of-priority diversions determined by the director to be
causing injury to senior priority water rights if not covered by a
stipulated agreement or a mitigation plan approved by the Director.

2) Direction and guidance provided by the Director of IDWR pursuant to
Idaho Water Law.

3) The annual water district resolutions as adopted herein.

2. The Idaho Department of Water Resources be elected to provide the watermaster
services for Water District 120. That the Director of IDWR appoint Lewis
Rounds, an employee of IDWR, to provide watermaster services for the ensuing
year.

3. As provided in Idaho Code § 42-608(4), the watermaster shall serve throughout
the entire year after election at this meeting and upon appointment by the
Director.

4. The water users of Water District 120 hereby empower the elected advisory
committee to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding between the Water
District and the Director of IDWR that will provide for the following:

a) Compensation of the watermaster and all related water district expenses
for 2002 and 2003 shall be provided by IDWR if the district elects IDWR
to provide the watermaster services and allow the Director of IDWR to
appoint an employee of IDWR as watermaster.

b) There shall be no set budget or collection of budget for Water District 120
for the ensuing year, appointment a district treasurer for fiscal year 2004
will occur during a regular or special meeting of the advisory committee
of Water District 120 before assessments from the water district are sent.



¢) The watermaster shall maintain an office for the ensuing year within the
IDWR Eastern Regional Office, located in Idaho Falls, Idaho.

d) IDWR will provide office space, vehicles and the use of all necessary
office and field equipment, and other necessary watermaster expenses.
This arrangement shall not give Water District 120 any ownership interest
in any IDWR office space and equipment.

e¢) IDWR’s commitment is limited to providing one (1) full-time employee
(FTE) for watermaster duties over the ensuing year, but the sub-districts
created herein are expected to fund, at their own expense during 2002 and
2003, personnel and equipment necessary for measurement and reporting
of diversions within the sub-districts.

f) Water District 120 will assume full responsibility for all expenses of the
district starting on the second Monday of February, 2004.

Diversions in Water District 120 that are not already measured by one of the sub-
districts created herein shall be measured directly by the water district in the
ensuing year but assessed for measuring and reporting through the ESPA East
Water Measurement District.

Water District 120 includes one or more ground water districts, irrigation districts
or other geographical areas where the source of water or nature of water use is
common among water right owners and users. Since ground water districts and
irrigation districts may already be measuring and reporting diversions on their
own, and in order to promote efficiency in the administration of water rights and
water management, the Director of IDWR, working with the members of the
water district through an advisory committee, may provide for sub-districts as he
finds appropriate. The director therefore recognizes and provides the following
sub-districts:

1) Aberdeen-American Falls Ground Water District

2) Bingham Ground Water District

3) Bonneville-Jefferson Ground Water District

4) ESPA East Measurement District (see resolution no. 5 above)

The sub-districts designated above may have employees or agents who measure
and report diversions to IDWR, and who may provide other services to the sub-
district. The Director of IDWR therefore may appoint employees or agents of the
sub-districts as assistant watermasters for purposes of measuring and reporting
water use to the watermaster of Water District 120. The water district
watermaster and the Director of IDWR will provide direction and guidance to
assistant watermasters for measuring and reporting of diversions in sub-districts,
including but not limited to the following:

a) Each sub-district responsible for data collection shall provide an annual
report of diversion data to the water district watermaster in accordance



b)

with Idaho Code § 42-606, § 42-708, § 42-709, and the direction provided
by the Director of IDWR.

Assistant watermasters from sub-districts shall cooperate and coordinate
with the water district watermaster and IDWR in sharing water use
information.

The regulation of diversions, including curtailment of diversions and other
water right enforcement actions, shall be the primary responsibility of the
water district watermaster and IDWR.

Sub-districts may cooperate and participate with the water district and
IDWR in resolution of unauthorized diversions or other enforcement
matters.

To the extent that sub-district assistant watermasters may otherwise be
involved in the regulation or enforcement of diversions, such involvement
will be under the instruction of the watermaster and the Director of IDWR.

WHEREAS, the water district meets in regular annual session, as provided by
state law, and;

WHEREAS, an advisory committee shall be elected at each regular annual
session to represent the interests of the water users and to provide input to the
watermaster and the Director of IDWR, and;

WHEREAS Idaho Code 42-605 provides for voting by water users and election of
an advisory committee, the water users of Water District 120 hereby resolve that
the credentials for voting in any district meeting and for serving on the district
advisory committee will be as follows:

The advisory committee shall consist of 11 members, of which no more than 3
of these shall represent non-irrigation water users. And be it further resolved
that when available there shall be at least three committee members from both
the Aberdeen-American Falls Ground Water District and the Bingham Ground
Water District and at least two committee members from the Bonneville-
Jefferson Ground Water District.

Must be a water user of the district as evidenced by a valid water right or an
assessment for water delivery the previous year.

Must have paid all assessments owed to the water district.

BE IT RESOLVED that the Water District 120 budget will be approved for a
fiscal year starting December 1 and ending November 30.



10.  WHEREAS, it will be necessary for Water District 120 to be self-sufficient and
responsible for all cost incurred beginning the day after the annual meeting of
Water District 120 held on the second Monday of February 2004, and.

WHEREAS, The fiscal year of Water district 120 and the annual meeting date for
the water district are not on the same day, and,

WHEREAS, multiple bills from both water districts, ground water districts, and
water measurement districts can be confusing to some water users.

BE IT RESOLVED that the fiscal year 2003 budget for Water District 120 will be
for zero (0) dollars as outlined in resolution 4, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the budget for fiscal year 2004 (beginning
December 1, 2003 and ending November 30, 2004) be set at this annual meeting

as follows:
Expenses WD 120 Admin. WD 120 meas. TOTAL
IDWR Contract 70,000 30,000 100,000
Report/Office Supplies/Mailings 2,000 4,000 6,000
Auto/Travel Expenses 1,000 1,000 2,000
Misc. Equipment 4,000 2,000 6,000
Meeting Expense 1,000 3,000 4,000
Totals $78,000 $40,000 $118,000

ALSO BE IT RESOLVED that fiscal year 2004 assessments for Water District
120 will be payable and due by January 31, 2004.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the advisory committee of Water District 120
has the power to reduce but not increase the amount collected and paid to the
water district in the event that unforeseen circumstances dictate such an action.

11. The annual Water District 120 meeting shall hereafter be held on the second
Monday of February, of each year unless the Director of IDWR should find it
necessary to change the meeting date or unless changed by resolution of the
district at any annual meeting.

12. Copies of the minutes of the annual meeting, the budget as approved, all
resolutions approved, and the report prepared in accordance with Idaho Code § 42-




13.

14.

15.

615, shall be filed with the director of the Department of Water Resources in
accordance with Idaho Code § 42-617.

The watermaster of Water District 120 shall be responsible for submitting to
IDWR annual reports showing water use and such other information that may be
deemed necessary by the Director of IDWR in accordance with Idaho Code § 42-
606, § 42-708, and § 42-709.

The watermaster and assistant watermasters are authorized under Idaho Code § 42-
1701(5) to make reasonable entry on lands within the district, in accordance with
IDWR policy, to carry out the duties of the watermaster as instructed by IDWR.
These duties include but are not limited to:

a) Monitoring diversion and measuring rate and volume of water diverted
from ground water and other public water sources.

b) Measuring the depth to water in wells.

c) Monitoring the place, period, and nature of use of water to identify
unauthorized diversion and use and to determine compliance with
mitigation provisions required by agreement or order of IDWR.

WHEREAS some small diversions would have regular assessments less than the
amount required by the Water District to maintain their account,

BE IT RESOLVED that Water District 120 will have a minimum charge of $30.00
on years when assessments are sent.



Water District 120
Advisory Meeting Minutes
Feb. 3, 2003

The meeting of Water District 120 advisors was called to order at 1:05 p.m. Advisors in
attendance were Gaylen Van Orden, Scott Clawson, Walter Gay, Dane Watkins, Timothy
Deeg, Ray Duffin, Neal Powell, Bill Taylor & Kevin Michaelson. Others in attendance
were Lewis Rounds, Jenny Ruff, and Terry Klipfel. Lynn Tominaga & Tim Luke
participated by conference call.

Lynn talked with advisors about new legislation that would allow Ground Water District
Board members to represent the other members of their district at the Water District
meeting. After some discussion, Tim Deeg asked if the committee wanted Lynn go
forward with the legislation. Neal Powell made a motion to support the proposed
legislation and Dane Watkins seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Tim Deeg asked if there were any questions or comments about minutes from the
November meeting. Tim suggested a change on pg.1, paragraph 2, and also to have the
name “Aberdeen Springfield” changed to “Aberdeen American Falls GWD” throughout
the minutes. Terry noted the items and made the changes. Bill Taylor made a motion to
accept the minutes with the changes, and Dane Watkins seconded the motion. The
minutes were accepted with suggested changes.

Lewis discussed the need for a committee member to make a motion to nominate a
chairman and secretary at the annual meeting.

Lewis talked about the need to consider a budget for the district, saying that last year’s
resolution #9 states that Water District 120 would have a budget for 2003. He said the
committee could provide a new resolution if they did not want a 2003 budget, or could
simply set the 2003 budget at zero. He also presented a 2004 budget proposal based on
comparisons with expenditures from the East ESPA Water Measurement District. There
was also discussion on ways in which the district could best handle assessments. Lewis
reminded committee members that IDWR would continue to handle expenses incurred by
Water District 120 until the annual meeting in 2004. Neal Powell asked if Lewis could
provide a more detailed accounting of how much it would cost his ground water district.
Lewis said he would be glad to provide this, but that he couldn’t until the advisors voted
on a budget. Neal suggested a reserve fund of $5,000 be added to the budget in case
there are expenses the district does not anticipate. Lewis said numbers in the proposal are
generous and would most likely cover everything. Advisors decided not to go forward
with the suggested “management reserve”. Bill Taylor moved to set the 2003 budget at
“zero”, and to adopt the proposed 2004 budget of $135,000 for Water District 120 as
presented by Lewis. Dane Watkins seconded the motion, and the committee passed the
motion by acclamation. There was some discussion about when a Water District 120
account should be established and when assessments should go out initially. Lewis
suggested sending the bills in August, but making them payable just prior to the 2004
annual meeting.



Lewis gave a brief explanation of the resolutions with any proposed changes. Tim Luke
had different resolutions and there was a question as to which version was accepted last
year. Lewis and Tim agreed to look over the resolutions, researching last year’s meeting
to determine which would be the correct version to use. Advisors agreed to have another
advisory meeting at 1:00 p.m. at the Riverside Inn. just prior to the Water District 120
annual meeting. At this time Lewis will present the resolutions as voted on at last year’s
meeting, and have committee members vote on which resolutions to present at the annual
meeting.

Resolutions as presented by Lewis were as follows:

1) Same as last year (Water Master duties under the law)
2) Makes Lewis Water Master Again.

3) Sets water master duties between annual meetings

4) IDWR pays for WD 120 through fiscal 2003.

5) Sets fiscal year Dec. 1-Nov. 30™

6) Composition of the advisory committee.

Lewis suggested advisors may want to include an addition to this resolution which would
allow for additional advisors. This would accommodate basins 29, 25 & 27 and provide
more representation with WD 120 growth. It would also set specific criteria.

“And be it further resolved that when available there shall be at least three committee
members from both the Aberdeen-American Falls GWD and the Bingham GWD and at
least two committee members from the Bonneville Jefferson GWD.”

Neal Powell moved to have a resolution that would change the composition of the
committee to 11 members to accommodate growth of Water District 120. Dane Watkins
seconded the motion. The motion passed without dissent. Members also discussed
inclusion of an amendment that would suggest membership of committee members. Neal
moved to include amendment and Dane seconded the motion. The committee passed the
motion by acclamation.

The only other suggested change to a resolution was to resolution #7. Lewis suggested
having the committee write a letter to Karl asking that the boundaries of the East ESPA
Water Measurement District be changed to those of Water District 120. This would also
allow WD 120 to take over responsibilities of that water measurement district until it
becomes a part of WD 110. The other option would be a new resolution. Tim Deeg said
he thought a letter would be sufficient. The committee decided to table the idea for now.

Lewis said he would be talking with Lynn Tominaga and Tim Luke on Feb. 4™ in order
to obtain the correct copy of resolutions, stating he would email them to committee
members.



Lewis talked briefly about the election of committee members, suggesting that if the
committee was to remain the same, that someone make a motion from the floor at the
annual meeting accordingly.

Lewis gave a brief overview of the water situation, saying that on average, this year’s
water situation is very similar to last. There was some discussion about the agenda for
the annual meeting. There was no new or old business.

At 3:55 p.m. Dane Watkins motioned to adjourn the meeting. Neal Powell seconded and
the committee voted to adjourn.
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Water District 120
Advisory Meeting Nov. 12, 2002
Final Copy

A meeting of Water District 120 advisors was called to order at 1:00 p.m. Tim Deeg was
acting chairman. Other advisors in attendance were Craig Evans, Gaylen Van Orden,
Scott Clawson, Walter Gay, Stephanie Mickelson, Bill Taylor, Richard Meyer, Ray
Duffin, and Dane Watkins. Lewis Rounds and Terry Klipfel were also in attendance.
Tim Luke and Lynn Tominaga were conference call attendees.

Tim Deeg asked if anyone wanted to make changes or additions to minutes from the last
meeting. With no indicated changes or additions, Bill Taylor moved to accept the
minutes as presented. Dane Watkins seconded the motion and it passed by acclamation.

Tim asked Lewis to give the Water Master Report. Lewis began by discussing the letters
for unauthorized diversions. Lewis said that all names for persons believed to be in
violation were sent to IDWR. IDWR then determined if a letter of violation is necessary.
Those receiving letters have a fourteen day grace period to respond to IDWR claims. He
also said that fines would most likely be reduced. Tim Luke indicated that water users in
violation would have a couple of options for correction of the violations. Lewis said that
most in violation were 5-15 acres over their acre limit with five over 40 acres. He also
explained that those illegally diverting within the boundaries of irrigation districts would
not be receiving letters. He said it is difficult to identify those in violation in these areas
because of co-mingled rights.

Tim Deeg asked if some kind of a water bank could be established within Water District
120 boundaries that would benefit members. Water rights available through the bank
would then be transferable to those in violation, or those short of water as deemed
necessary by the water district. Tim Luke said it might be possible, but also said it would
be difficult to manage.

Lewis talked briefly about basin deadlines and the incorporation of those basins into the
water district. There was also discussion about Water District 120 and current basin
boundaries. Lewis explained that Water District 120 would be confined to the Snake
Plain Aquifer.

Lewis talked briefly about measurement and reporting, expressing the importance of
having quality inventory information about specific systems and conditions. Some
advisory members expressed concern over domestic users who are over diverting, and the
need to measure those users. Lewis said it would be difficult to keep tabs on domestic
users who are exceeding their rights because the satellite photos don’t have high enough
resolution to pick up the smaller areas. Most domestic users who are over diverting
would only be known if someone reported their overuse to the department. Tim Deeg
said Karl Dreyer told him they don’t have enough personnel to monitor domestic users.
Stephanie Micklesen said that many people are unaware of the %2 acre limit on domestic
wells and asked if there are ways in which this information could be communicated more



effectively. Advisors discussed the possibility of having domestic users become part of
the water district. Lewis said that measuring the smaller diversions often takes more time
and expense. According to Lewis, if estimates were to be used on these domestic wells,
changes to the statutes to allow for estimates or non-measurement might be necessary.

Lewis showed a diagram of reservoir levels as of 11/11/02. It was determined that levels
for the year were pretty similar to last year, if not slightly better.

Lewis talked about Water District 120 funding, indicating that it would take
approximately $90,000-$120, 000 a year to operate. He also said the water district would
most likely need one full time employee and possibly a secretary. If the water district
bills for domestic wells also, the average cost per diversion would be of $166.00. Lewis
said that in order make certain everyone was assessed for their domestic wells, bills
would have to be sent to every rural address initially. Some suggested billing through the
assessor. Tim Luke said this would more than likely require a statute change. Tim Luke
asked if there was going to be a proposal for a Water District 120 budget at the next
meeting. Tim Deeg said that there would probably not be, but that Aberdeen American
Falls GWD had some money in reserve which would most likely go toward Water
District 120 funding at some point. Bill Taylor said that Bonneville Jefferson GWD was
also building some reserve, but had not specifically earmarked it for the formation of the
new water district. Tim Deeg asked who advisory members should talk to about
contracting services for Water District 120. Tim Luke said to start with him.

Lynn Tominaga gave a brief summary of Farm Bill 2002 (Environmental Quality
Incentives Program), stating that 7-8 additional dollars would be available to fund AG
projects. The money would be divided equally among 5 categories. An entity or
individual can apply for up to $450,000 over the life of the bill. Lynn said that a
proposed project fitting multiple issues is more likely to get funding. Projects likely to
get funding include those that take some of the following into consideration: soil
conservation, water conservation, water quality, erosion, wild life habitat, endangered
species, etc. Anything pertaining to conjunctive management, whether by group or
individual might also be eligible for funding. The cut off date is the end of February.

At this time, Lynn Tominaga discussed new issues. The first was in regard to a new
water transfer policy. He said there would be a new credit system set up in different river
regions. It would be mitigated according to impact. For transfers from west to east there
would be negative impact, and a positive impact east to west. Karl would like to see a
state water bank. Willing buyers/sellers would be recruited. Positive credits could come
about by transfers.

Lynn also asked if there were any amongst Water District 120 advisors willing to meet
with people in Elmore County who would like information on establishing a water
district. Tim Deeg said that possibly he, Craig Evans, or Bill Taylor would be willing to
meet with them.



Tim Deeg asked if there was any old or new business. There was no old business, but
Lewis asked if advisors wanted to have another meeting before the annual meeting.
Advisors agreed to meet again February 3 at 1:00 p.m. in the DEQ conference room.
Lewis also asked advisors to agree on a location for the annual meeting to be held on
Feb.10, 2002 (the second Monday of February). Tim Deeg suggested Blackfoot because
it is a central location. Dane Watkins made a motion to have the annual meeting in
Blackfoot and Craig Evans seconded the motion. The motion passed by acclamation. No
specific location in Blackfoot was pinpointed, but would be determined according to
availability.

Tim Deeg made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Craig Evans seconded the motion and
the meeting was adjourned at 3:00 p.m.



AGENDA

WATER DISTRICT 120 ADVISORY COMMITTEE

November 12, 2002 1:00 pm

I Introductions
a) Reading of August 12, 2002 meeting minutes

IT) Water Master Report Lewis Rounds

a) Letters for unauthorized diversions - sent +o tdev -0 sce i notie. of

b) Basin 29

¢) Measurement program
d) Current reservoir levels
e) WD 120 funding

III) Funding Available for AG Lynn Tominaga

IV) Old Business
V) New Business

VI) Adjournment
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Farm Bill 2002

Environmental Quality

ONRCS ®

Natural Resources Conservation Service
United States Department of Agriculture

Questions and Answers
October 2002

Incentives Program

. What is the Environmental Quality
Incentives Program (EQIP)?

. The Environmental Quality Incentives Program
(EQIP), reauthorized in the Farm Security and
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (Farm Bill), is a
voluntary USDA conservation program for
farmers and ranchers to treat identified soil,
water, and related natural resource concerns on
eligible land. It provides technical and
financial assistance to eligible producers.

. What are the primary changes to EQIP in
the 2002 Farm Bill?

. The primary changes are:

¢ Producers can receive payments in the same
year the contract is approved.

¢ Applications will be evaluated for funding
based on a state and locally developed
procedure to optimize environmental
benefits.

e The “bid-down” provision (competitive
cost-share reduction among program
participants) has been eliminated.

e The minimum length of an EQIP contract
has been reduced to one year after the
implementation of all practices.

e The maximum length remains the same at
10 years.

¢ Although the maximum cost-share rate
remains at 75 percent, limited resource
producers and beginning farmers and
ranchers may be eligible for up to 90 percent
cost-share.

o Livestock operations are eligible to receive
cost-share payments for waste storage
facilities. Contracts for confined livestock
feeding operations must include the

development and implementation of a

comprehensive nutrient management plan
(CNMP).

e Conservation Priority Areas are no longer
required.

e Total cost-share and incentive payments
have been increased to $450,000 per
individual or entity over the life of the 2002
Farm Bill, regardless of the number of farms
or contracts.

e Starting in fiscal year 2003, no individual or
entity may receive EQIP payments in any
crop year in which the individual or entity’s
average adjusted gross income for the
preceding three years exceeds $2.5 million,
unless 75 percent of the income is derived
from farming, ranching, or forestry interests.

o At least 60 percent of the funds for EQIP
shall be targeted to livestock production
practices, including grazing.

¢ Incentive payments are available for
developing a CNMP and its component
elements.

Q. Where is EQIP available?

A. The program is available in every State,

Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, and the
Pacific Basin territories of Guam, the Northern
Mariana Islands, and American Samoa.

Q. Does EQIP target financial resources to

Conservation Priority Areas?

A. No. EQIP is used to address natural resource

concerns in areas associated with agricultural
production. The legislative requirement for
Conservation Priority Areas has been removed.

The Natural Resources Conservation Service provides leadership in a partnership effort to help people
conserve, maintain, and improve our natural resources and environment.

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer



eligible for financial assistance?

A. Incentive payments provide financial assistance

A. Yes. The 1996 Farm Bill restriction making
large confined livestock operations ineligible
for financial assistance for waste storage
facilities has been removed by the 2002 Farm
Bill. Contracts for confined livestock feeding
operations require development and
implementation of a CNMP.

Q. Who is eligible for the EQIP? Q.

A. Tribes and other producers who are engaged in

crop or livestock production on eligible land A.

may participate in the program. Eligible land
includes cropland, rangeland, pasture, private
non-industrial forestland, and other farm or
ranch lands, as determined by the Secretary of
Agriculture.

Q. What level of cost-sharing is available?

A. Through EQIP, producers may receive cost-
share payments for up to 75 percent of the cost
of structural conservation practices. They also
may receive incentive payments for land
management conservation practices important

to improving and maintaining the health of A.

natural resources in the area or for developing
CNMPs. Limited resource producers and

beginning farmers and ranchers may be Q.

eligible for up to 90 percent cost-sharing.
Actual cost-share rates and incentive payments

will be determined at the State and local level.  A.

Q. Who are limited resource producers?

A. The basic criteria are under development for
consistency with other USDA programs. More
information will become available as a result
of final rule making.

. Who are beginning farmers and ranchers?

A. The basic criterion for a beginning farmer or
rancher is an individual or entity that has

operated a farm or ranch for not more thanten Q.

years. Contact your local USDA Service

Center for additional information. A.

EQIP Questions and Answers page 2

. Are large confined livestock operations Q.

What are incentive payments?

to encourage producers to adopt land
management practices, such as nutrient
management, manure management, integrated
pest management, irrigation water
management, and wildlife habitat
enhancement, and to develop CNMPs and
CNMP components.

What conservation practices are eligible for
financial assistance?

The State Conservationist, with advice of the
State Technical Advisory Committee,
identifies which conservation practices are
eligible. Local work groups assist in
identifying practices to treat the locally
identified resource concerns. All practices
must be implemented in conformance to
Natural Resources Conservation Service
(NRCS) standards and specifications.

Do producers have a better chance of being
funded by accepting a lower cost-share
rate? ‘
No. There is no preference for being willing to

receive a lower rate.

What Kkind of plan does a producer need for
EQIP?

All EQIP activities must be carried out
according to an EQIP plan of operations.
These plans are site-specific for each farm or
ranch and may be developed by producers or
with help from NRCS or other certified
providers. EQIP plans of operation are
developed in conjunction with the producer
and address the producer’s objectives and the
identified natural resource concerns. All plans
are subject to NRCS technical standards
adapted for local conditions and are approved
by the conservation district.

What is the length of an EQIP contract?

The 2002 Farm Bill establishes that EQIP
contracts will be for a maximum of 10 years
and a minimum that ends one year after the
practices have been implemented.




Q. What are cost-share limitations to

® .

producers?

Total cost-share and incentive payments have
been increased to $450,000 per individual or
entity over the life of the 2002 Farm Bill,
regardless of the number of farms or contracts.
Starting in fiscal year 2003, no individual or
entity may receive EQIP payments in any crop
year in which the individual or entity’s average
adjusted gross income for the preceding three
years exceeds $2.5 million, unless 75 percent
of that income is from farming, ranching, or
forestry interests.

Q. What is the State Technical Advisory

Committee?

A. The State Technical Advisory Committee is an

entity authorized under law to provide advice
to the NRCS State Conservationist on
implementation of conservation programs. The
membership of the State Technical Advisory
Committee includes representatives of Federal,
State and local governmental agencies; Tribes;
non-government organizations; conservation
districts; business; agricultural producers; and

‘individuals interested in natural resource

conservation with expertise in soil, water,
wetland, and wildlife management.

Q. Who serves on the local work groups?

A. Local work groups, convened by the

Q.

conservation district, include representatives
from the conservation district board; NRCS;
Farm Service Agency (FSA) county
committees and staff; Cooperative State
Research, Education and Extension Service;
other Federal, State, and local agencies; and
Tribes. Members have an interest in natural
resource conservation and expertise in soil,
water, wetland, and wildlife management.

Are lands under a Conservation Reserve
Program (CRP) contract eligible for EQIP
funding?

A. They are not eligible during the term of the

EQIP Questions and Answers

CRP contract.

page 3

Q. How do producers apply for the program?

A. Producers may obtain EQIP applications at any

USDA Service Center or through USDA’s e-
gov Internet site at: www.sc.egov.usda.gov.
Applications will be accepted throughout the
year. Applications for EQIP funding will be
evaluated periodically.

Q. How is EQIP funded?

A. Funding comes from the Commodity Credit

Corporation (CCC). EQIP’s authorized budget
of $6.1 billion over 6 years starts with $400
million in fiscal year 2002 and increases to
$1.3 billion in fiscal year 2006.

. Does EQIP contain any other new

provisions?

. Yes. The 2002 Farm Bill added two aspects to

EQIP, Conservation Innovation Grants and
Ground and Surface Water Conservation.

. What are Conservation Innovation Grants?

A. Competitive Conservation Innovation Grants

may be used to leverage federal investment,
stimulate innovative approaches, and
accelerate technology transfer. These grants
cannot exceed 50 percent of the cost of the
project. The grant program will be initiated
after the rule making process is complete,
probably in 2003.

. What is the Ground and Surface Water

Conservation provision?

. Ground and Surface Water Conservation

provides cost-share and incentive payments to
producers where the assistance will result in a
net savings in ground or surface water
resources in the agricultural operation of the
producer.

. Is there funding targeted for the Klamath

Basin?

. Yes, $50 million has been targeted for the

Klamath Basin in California and Oregon.



Q. How was the purpose of EQIP changed in
the 2002 Farm Bill?

A. The purpose “optimize environmental benefits”
replaces “maximize environmental benefits per
dollar expended.”

Q. When is an EQIP contract approved?

A. An EQIP application becomes an approved
contract and funds are obligated to the contract
when the contract is signed on behalf of the
3.8t

Q. What is the status of FY-2001 and earlier
contracts?

A. FY-2001 and earlier contracts are valid and
should be carried to term under the rules that
were in effect when they were approved by the
FSA County Committee.

Q. Some producers may want to start
implementing conservation practices before
contract approval. Is the EQIP waiver
policy in the Conservation Manual (440-V-
CPM, First Edition, Amend. 1; 515.81 L)
still valid?

A. Producers who have signed up and want to
implement the practice may be granted waivers
by the Stateonservationist, allowing them to
start a practice before contract approval. This
waiver, however, is no guarantee that the
contract will be approved or that cost-share
assistance will be available.

Q. Does the 2002 Farm Bill affect the
availability of funds made available in the
FY-2001 Labor Health and Human Services
(LHHS) appropriations language?

A. No. LHHS funds remain available until
expended, and if de-obligated may be re-
obligated to another contract.

Q. Are payments for FY-2001 and earlier
contracts affected by the new payment

limitations?

A. No.

EQIP Questions and Answers

Q. Can there be more than one farm number
per contract?

A. Yes. Software released in late summer 2002
allows more than one farm number to be
entered.

Q. Can there be more than one contract per
tract?

A. Only one contract per tract is allowed until the
new EQIP rule is published. The new rule will
allow more than one contract per tract.

For More Information

If you need more information about EQIP, please
contact your local USDA Service Center, listed in
the telephone book under U.S. Department of
Agriculture, or your local conservation district.
Information also is available on the World Wide
Web at:
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/programs/farmbill/
2002/

35,80
*?;*
* + Visit USDA on the Web at:
‘”o)w«g http://www.usda.gov/farmbill

NRCS Q&A Legal Disclaimer: These questions
and answers are not intended to be definitive
interpretations of farm legislation. Rather, they are
preliminary and may change as USDA develops
implementing policies and procedures. Please
check back for updates.
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Water District 120
Advisory Meeting
Monday, August 12

A meeting of Water District 120 advisory members was called to order at 1:10 p.m. by
Tim Deeg. Others in attendance were Lewis Rounds, Lynn Tominaga, Neil Powell,
Richard Mayer, Craig Evans, Scott Clawson, Bill Taylor, and Terry Klipfel. Advisors
chose to dispense with the reading of the minutes. Tim Deeg asked if there were any
corrections to the previous meeting’s minutes. It was noted that Tim Deeg’s name was
incorrectly listed as “Teeg” throughout the June 17 minutes. A note was also made to
correct “wed page” to “web page” on page 2.

Tim asked Lewis to discuss the curtailment letters. Lewis said seven letters had been
mailed, and one individual had been contacted in person. Of the eight,

six have joined water districts and two (City of Aberdeen & General Mills) were working
on it. Lewis needs copies of petitions for anyone who originally opted out of GW
districts to be mailed to Water District #120.

There was some discussion about the Director’s report for basins 29, 25 & 27. Lewis
said the report for basin 29 is expected the middle of spring 2003, and early spring 2004
for basins 25 & 27.

Tim Deeg asked about the management of private rights located on the reservation. Tim
said that Aberdeen American Falls GWD thinks these need to be administrated and wants
to talk to the director. Lewis said he talked with Norm and Tim and said that there would
be court involvement. There have been problems because the folks on the reservation do
not want IDWR coming onto the reservation to do measurements. Lewis said he had
been allowed on to the reservation to show individuals how measurement was done, but
he was not allowed to record any information while there. The purpose of this is to allow
for uniform measurement. Lewis also said some of the diversions located on the
reservation that are in the East ESPA should not be a problem to measure.

Discussion turned to water district opt outs. Lewis said there were no official opt outs for
BGW. Bill Taylor did not think there were for Bonneville Jefferson, but was going to
check at the next meeting. Seven owners with 33 water rights and 21 diversions opted
out of Aberdeen American Falls GWD. Water District 120 sent letters informing these
individuals of measurement requirements, participation in Water District 120, and the
potential for bills from the East ESPA Water Measurement District. Lewis said the
letters do not include them in any mitigation agreement, but that nothing would happen to
them this year. Lewis has only heard from one individual. Those who failed to respond
to the letters will receive bills from the East ESPA Water Measurement District this
week. The measurement district is basically billing for the water district. Field agents
will measure the diversions soon. There was some concern over people getting a free
ride. Lewis explained they would not be protected should the impact area boundaries
change. He also explained that persons wanting back into BGW are required to pay
assessments back through 1997, so essentially they are not getting a “free ride”.



Lewis demonstrated the satellite imaging system, explaining it would allow irrigated
lands seeming to not be covered by a water right to be investigated. One of the
committee asked if the satellite image maps would be available on the internet. Lewis
said that may be a possibility in the future. There was some discussion about helping
those who were found to be exceeding their water rights, or unable to obtain transfers in
drought conditions obtaining help from the various water districts. Lewis explained there
would have to be water banks of some sort established to do this.

Lewis talked about measurement for Water District 120. He said all diversions down to
.10 cfs would need to be measured once every three years. He stated the importance of
keeping up with measurement, indicating that BGW is behind on measurement. He said
it is important to have up-to-date credible data should mitigation occur sometime in the
future. He also stated that IDWR was trying to help the various districts standardize data
by making WMIS available to them. After data entry is done, copies will be sent to
IDWR for copying. Lewis then discussed WMIS, the various forms, and how it works.

Budget considerations for Water District 120 were addressed. Some of the items
discussed were:

e Should GWD budget for the next 2 years.
e The expected budget will most likely be between 90,000 to 130,000 dollars.

Designated budget would depend on a number of issues including salaries of field agents,
water master, vehicles, computers, office space, equipment, etc. A minimum charge to
get Water District 120 on its feet for the first couple of years was discussed. With a little
over 2000 wells in the district, a per diversion charge of 25-30 dollars would provide
approximately 50,000 a year. Lewis explained that the operation of Water District 120
was essentially free until 2004, but the advisory members should begin considering how
they are going to begin building a budget base for operation in 2004. Lewis talked about
the possibility of an initial charge. Then the committee could decide how they would bill
in the future to obtain the remainder of the monies needed to meet the budget. There was
some discussion about each ground water district billing additional for Water District
120, or simply having water district 120 send out separate bills. Lewis said there were
still many unanswered questions.

Tim Deeg asked if there was any old business. There was discussion about follow-up
letters to the curtailment letters Lewis mailed to the individuals not in the ground water
districts. It was determined that this letter was not necessary.

Tim asked if there was any new business. There was none. Neal Powell made a motion
to adjourn. Craig Evans seconded the motion. The meeting adjourned at 3:20 p.m.



Water District 120 Contact information
(Please indicate what your preferred method of contact is)
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AGENDA
WATER DISTRICT 120 ADVISORY COMMITTEE
AUGUST 12, 2002

I Introductions
a) Reading of June 17, 2002 meeting minutes

II) Water Master Report Lewis Rounds
a) Curtailment Letters
b) GWD Opt. outs
c) Idaho Code 42-5258
d) Satellite Images
e) Current reservoir levels

III) Measurement for WD 120:
a) WMIS Lewis Rounds

b) PCC, What is it?
c) Budget considerations.
IV) Old Business

V) New Business

VI) Adjournment



Draft Minutes
Advisory Meeting
Water District #120
June 17, 2002

Neal Powell, acting as chairman of the Water District #120 advisory meeting, called the
meeting to order at 10:15 a.m. Other advisors in attendance were: Scott Clawson,
Richard Mayer, Bill Taylor, Gaylen VanOrden, Walter Gay, Dane Watkins, Craig Evans,
and Timothy Deeg. Ron Carlson, Tim Luke, Lynn Tominaga, Donald Vogler, Lewis
Rounds and Terry Klipfel were also in attendance.

Committee members chose to dispense with the reading of the minutes, and discussion
turned to the issue of curtailment letters. Lewis said they were going over the list of
those who are to receive letters to see if curtailment could be avoided. Getting people
into a ground water district might do this. There was some discussion about how to
handle those who wanted to join that had not paid assessments in past years. It was
decided that these cases should be handled on an individual basis. Tim Luke explained
that there are not many people that will be receiving the letters. District advisors were of
the opinion that some follow-up work, such as letter, newsletter, etc., should follow the
curtailment letters. Many in attendance felt this might help them convince more water
users not to “opt” out of their respective ground water districts. Members decided to wait
until curtailment letters go out to decided what action would be taken next. Bill Taylor
moved to put discussion of an information letter to follow the curtailment letter on the
agenda of the next meeting. It was seconded by Tim (Peeg and passed by acclamation.

Neal Powell asked Lewis about Water Master instructions. Lewis said that, for now,
there have been no specific instructions calling for action by the Water Master but he
expected there would be some shortly after the curtailment letters are sent. Tim Luke
explained that they are looking at a general set of operating instructions that were shown
to advisors during the annual meeting. Lewis said if changes were made to these, copies
could be provided to the advisory members. Someone asked how a water master should
handle illegal diversions if they find any. Tim Luke said that normally they would be
sent a notice of violation that gave them an opportunity to prove their right in case
something has been overlooked by the district. Tim Jaeeg asked if districts would be
informed of anyone receiving these violation notices. Tim Luke said they could cc the
water district when a notice of violation goes to a water user, and send email attachments.
There was some discussion about excessive diversions. Tim Luke explained they are
difficult to monitor because of ongoing transfers. In general, he is not sure we are
enforcing diversion rate violations until management rules are adopted.

Neal Powell asked Lynn Tominaga to talk a little about Water District #120 developing a
wed page. Lynn explained that the committee would have to decided what kind of
information they wanted on a page, how often they wanted to update it, etc. Lewis said if
all committee members wanted was a map and list of contacts, it would be better for the
district to see if IDWR would host their page. Otherwise he said the district would pay



® @
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about $400.00 a year for web server space and hosting. Lewis further explain?%lf
need to have someone who would keep information updated on the page. Tim (Peeg said
the district would want to provide information pertinent to where we are with mitigation.
It was suggested that contact names be provided, as well as the times at which persons
may be contacted.

VWO(*

a

Lewis talked a bit about measurement. He said Bingham Ground Water District will do \}\) oo ol
its own measuring. Idaho Power will continue to measure diversions for Aberdeen ' e/l ¢
American Falls, but the ground water district will generate their own reports. He said the

East Water Measurement District does measurements for Bonneville Jefferson Ground

Water District. Lewis talked a little about WMIS and providing copies to ground water

districts that wanted to use the database. Software compatibility was also discussed.

Lewis said one problem districts may face by using copies of WMIS is finding a current

owner if a change of ownership has been done. Tim Luke said he would begin sending

lists of ownership changes for each month to the various districts.

Discussion of future meetings, frequency and times commenced. Dane Watkins made a
motion to hold quarterly meetings. Gaylen VanOrden seconded the motion and the
committee passed the motion by acclamation. Committee members decided that the
second Monday in February, May, August, and November at 1:00 p.m. would be a good
meeting time. Bill Taylor moved to set the quarterly meetings at 1:00 p.m. on the second
Monday of the months discussed. Gaylen VanOrden seconded the motion and the
committee passed the motion unanimously. Future adv1sory meetings would continue to
be held in the Idaho Falls office of IDWR.

There was no old or new business. Bill Taylor made a motion to adjourn the meeting.
Dane Watkins seconded it, and the committee voted to adjourn at 12:40 p.m.



Advisory Meeting Minutes
Water District #120
June 17, 2002

Neal Powell, acting as chairman of the Water District #120 advisory meeting, called the
meeting to order at 10:15 a.m. Other advisors in attendance were: Scott Clawson,
Richard Mayer, Bill Taylor, Gaylen VanOrden, Walter Gay, Dane Watkins, Craig Evans,
and Timothy Deeg. Ron Carlson, Tim Luke, Lynn Tominaga, Donald Vogler, Lewis
Rounds and Terry Klipfel were also in attendance.

Committee members chose to dispense with the reading of the minutes, and discussion
turned to the issue of curtailment letters. Lewis said they were going over the list of
those who are to receive letters to see if curtailment could be avoided. Getting people
into a ground water district might do this. There was some discussion about how to
handle those who wanted to join that had not paid assessments in past years. It was
decided that these cases should be handled on an individual basis. Tim Luke explained
that there are not many people that will be receiving the letters. District advisors were of
the opinion that some follow-up work, such as letter, newsletter, etc., should follow the
curtailment letters. Many in attendance felt this might help them convince more water
users not to “opt” out of their respective ground water districts. Members decided to wait
until curtailment letters go out to decide what action would be taken next. Bill Taylor
moved to put discussion of an information letter to follow the curtailment letter on the
agenda of the next meeting. It was seconded by Tim Teeg and passed by acclamation.

Neal Powell asked Lewis about Water Master instructions. Lewis said that, for now,
there have been no specific instructions calling for action by the Water Master but he
expected there would be some shortly after the curtailment letters are sent. Tim Luke
explained that they are looking at a general set of operating instructions that were shown
to advisors during the annual meeting. Lewis said if changes were made to these, copies
could be provided to the advisory members. Someone asked how a water master should
handle illegal diversions if they find any. Tim Luke said that normally they would be
sent a notice of violation that gave them an opportunity to prove their right in case
something has been overlooked by the district. Tim Teeg asked if districts would be
informed of anyone receiving these violation notices. Tim Luke said they could cc the
water district when a notice of violation goes to a water user, and send email attachments.
There was some discussion about excessive diversions. Tim Luke explained they are
difficult to monitor because of ongoing transfers. In general, he is not sure we are
enforcing diversion rate violations until management rules are adopted.

Neal Powell asked Lynn Tominaga to talk a little about Water District #120 developing a
wed page. Lynn explained that the committee would have to decided what kind of
information they wanted on a page, how often they wanted to update it, etc. Lewis said if
all committee members wanted was a map and list of contacts, it would be better for the
district to see if IDWR would host their page. Otherwise he said the district would pay
about $400.00 a year for web server space and hosting. Lewis further explained the



need to have someone who would keep information updated on the page. Tim Teeg said
the district would want to provide information pertinent to where we are with mitigation.
It was suggested that contact names be provided, as well as the times at which persons
may be contacted.

Lewis talked a bit about measurement. He said Bingham Ground Water District will do
its own measuring. Idaho Power will continue to measure diversions for Aberdeen
American Falls, but the ground water district will generate their own reports. He said the
East Water Measurement District does measurements for Bonneville Jefferson Ground
Water District. Lewis talked a little about WMIS and providing copies to ground water
districts that wanted to use the database. Software compatibility was also discussed.
Lewis said one problem districts may face by using copies of WMIS is finding a current
owner if a change of ownership has been done. Tim Luke said he would begin sending
lists of ownership changes for each month to the various districts.

Discussion of future meetings, frequency and times commenced. Dane Watkins made a
motion to hold quarterly meetings. Gaylen VanOrden seconded the motion and the
committee passed the motion by acclamation. Committee members decided that the
second Monday in February, May, August, and November at 1:00 p.m. would be a good
meeting time. Bill Taylor moved to set the quarterly meetings at 1:00 p.m. on the second
Monday of the months discussed. Gaylen VanOrden seconded the motion and the
committee passed the motion unanimously. Future advisory meetings would continue to
be held in the Idaho Falls office of IDWR.

There was no old or new business. Bill Taylor made a motion to adjourn the meeting.
Dane Watkins seconded it, and the committee voted to adjourn at 12:40 p.m.



AGENDA
WATER DISTRICT 120 STEERING COMMITTEE
JUNE 17, 2002

I) Introductions
a) Reading of Annual meeting minutes

II) Water Master Report Lewis Rounds
a) Curtailment Letters Tim Luke
b) Water Master Instructions Tim Luke

c) What information is on the WEB?  Lynn Tominaga
III) Measurement for WD 120:
a) Who? Lewis Rounds
b) Reporting, WMIS Tim Luke/Lewis Rounds
IV)  Future Meeting Dates
a) How often?
b) What time?
c) Where?
V)  Old Business
VI) New Business

VII) Adjournment



Water District 120 Contact information

(Please indicate what your preferred method of contact is)
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Water District 120 Contact information
(Please indicate what your preferred method of contact is)

B3u)

Name Address Phone number | Cell Phone | Fax Number | E-mail s
Fgnn P.o Bex 2624 |Z8/~0294 /-2227| lgmn_tominag— &
[OM IWALA ﬁ”/bﬁ/ fd’-%vé ¢, / fC‘%’L/D/L/ 51/2‘7ffj/ AOW/Z Lo
CRP/ 6 1523w, 3004 e (B
s | Bipckrosr p $332( 684241 | 68055R7| g4-3604 ALISEIE W Rk
/lMo’l)L 2957 [)"(j . ~ : ' -
1 American Fa”s,:l: 226 -5388 2205388 (226 3/90 aéegt@cw Cor

Deeq
/




Qw\/\ﬁ, 17008  wal) ¥ 150

/’\YW VYC% W e 1S o,

Octing dnanrman Need Porgead: No Modion % approve ov
2 ' R

s QruLe. -"'Ca,&ifxb ot S -

b - exelained wohex o is é\oéx\é —goelny Okr fcets o€

C\J(’\OA‘/\\WV\:\’ &(/b‘-e,r$ 6 “LO Seao. "u‘g’ C:,Lhr("&:.ﬂwww‘l’ Q,Ou(é’ b& Q{uq&g_@?

Evb posst‘b(ﬂé j(,HTr\B S b a/(ATS*‘CCD
(_erois sl
%OW\/JC)‘; — \j OO (—oJo((\ con Stard padi,g GaSSeSShents how Z

(inco

Gilols s fov \LNS Lot hee {o @@D bocld 6ssesshents. (ewns
Gsled 1S bocl< aed” o Llen bock 3 or al) §\jr5 or [oslc
Bt S (.\d}‘ucc\vo&. ‘Q“S\/{Sﬁ {nd-uc’duaﬁ bo/s(x Pdobo(){(

P/(/’f DQW‘\ U()O(W;

foermmmiemmmer— - Policy 120 refe, do prope—distri f ~deel v
Cose oy clese 4{3@5“{, o

Lo i\ refee dopioper Qistrick and feytil dsal woith gons
PovAhiny vl ek \37:}‘ =5 {—em ¢

L ew — 5% Lis o RRA ovea s —w hat ciahts
OC \\5 2} Wl Asueve ade. lridiah lisk .,gky[“ifc}'r~<l - Dxafted

T M
@‘ dﬂ/ e s . e | Drwj{,r %;«a,lszwg. lea &y a-—y ‘Q"'Y‘
/X’(f) (s FV nmaybe 4 dozev Mgwks LY -5 Ysers Yo g<f

\,(_/\3@\5_ e Fy 6;*\3}\”“ —e Wwlrd no Anwavi oF

é & P(b / §rjr5r\5gf¢‘~& v Ll%-" Sher+ Tn oUr av+G. = ((s/v&) '8 av\d (o

U Se e T, Déwo\is&w&sv K

M 9\‘\

(-J.)\\f v ot Ve A (0L ((\n)ca)g i S S Sledt o & Ca A
’\/\u.,& (g = 4\}\) Crni Ao\ \/W\/b,Q/\$‘\/© OGN e
QV'CS—A—'V'C(;\' .

Sevin Heda— &Q(SCNSSEar; abour themn ~ol p@gﬁ/j Shaveg.



O A - thaae wdhin Qo imei Sere - OChau $>>

IA/
< (c,u):,u & w+w,/mm<n' ‘ ‘“ 5

Cddow Wil §o o0t (o vmake. duas. 2o O o e ddsfric

{ —— PP . & s > e
Wit [Laser= o Pov S paxas 1 motigackr o, U e lment

- T L
Lo b £ - s =) x\»«) QC‘« o e N -
LU neetn d@buw'f l‘v‘"}v[»i €Yy atieny Cont W ‘;-H;\ 4L Lhese. e o UTSHe &4 >f ()

t

BowrXerite &nd not pact o4 RisFricks g =

=
=Y . 3 e &
]"/’7\ b onel ot Leble gy e O@fg T S ES feich ( OCeh + /L«\sruj :
2. e { ; . it s : ST
| ¢ Ly BT adh hoge, et pRERGE e ' 1§ Freeathing il

G 7 " hawe o d¢ Bvrolsd ¢rons M‘\'%V
Ve N5 (,g.lb‘
. c=5‘< Zhore Lales

_;w(ﬂ «/T'(LJ‘“ .t&u\/>(,c7s) )

Al

" . Lt e --&P’M_‘i s
Nzad. +ale d 5orme S o

. /
Rk Y BA T Dy,

s
{ g o i
(e Sy TRV f SVInG v

Deps dotng @ WA Beying - oot Myt 2y 1S
w it indo cening oot - will prob. be Supne

Mk qadton Tegoive& Ger s gear ASreement
o { O water disfe
Halg ewer D i o Ok ?

i

probileons
: > . s . 7 = s T

e Trce, L o < 6 ol z;t)TQf‘l}- 25 L il ool adfer T OCE

s A S R e

5 ; , 7 Gt /h(

Mdpke wite ook & M‘*‘J"’J‘CC“ 75 J¥ tetiaaiiah

; UUAL (VTN ",’“‘ 0.
b= the C A Muw . b

Seinior s (ST
. t+ i - .

: b et e e, OISy @ e > oy Tl PO L

Pt - }é.@?x,_; ot o - S & ety s

W o Q’(of\»«\c\ VRSt CXCS"";Q"L’ @
o/

L HAEB =" lLsp v R ¢ ‘jwn‘x »«%Lﬂ/") oo autterno icallsy

A x4 i £ e o [ 5
(N eaes . dlskidee Doeshi gey PSRBT, B
e, NN WS S S

’ e Eae ek & o DL
}:’ - \L,\\\>Vv1 ’ A2 Syl \\‘j\\, (@ = G 76 O\"‘“\YJ o

o il j N NN U
s & gre=cmeny be comse pospla opted oUt 1Mt

Booiey Ruousd Sl 5 =« Opeim™ S0 By R i

T



s -

Neal Coput W do o —p Wi Speeid o (SRS (s L
You el FaaA LSty haooe o el ';m‘::o;&,

'“CXQQ- Senge — E/Dw Car Sow
2 = pﬁmz. ok u.)rHL’ CRUSA
Alere I be " AC a9 NGBk coeN USeHS Coigf

fom 4o s ([pe with &
e e B b el a8 $on leeal gleoufy plias
Ut e (Cb‘f\/;wuﬁc Coo Ut avxé‘fég@)\—c\b\"- T

M Y N L ey, e T T Collae 0
wtwyo s s sy Sadten \scoooﬁbw%/ Dt iwie .
S =¥ | tin s AdsesaBibod
Lokiin e W @divicss wotbl B wabs dictiods ds
send leesthas Infs y coutd Send nfu. on gEEeptiny
Tt Y~ news el 5 dhet—gs ouF
2 covple +ranes. A Ao (/\jnn decsadb

cunt s ATStHials S Sourd s U sesuing-

d:»’jmw W%G?z— = [/} HAears o (Q/(,\,\/)
By i Lo ‘aw\@@bf' Oa(,o\,& ba ot opﬁna gt Q@.rsu\(@k{,@\j

\o‘( u(c’\ Pibhoess ok es*'&)o\lg(-\e? WGD"po\:(ﬂ@ " mcxf.ﬂjvogﬂgr@
&/(‘béj\/g) {'Oéd’f\ﬁ.f.

p(map((/g H\a} sg.,j %0(7 aj(cwl—

cur et | rV\QI\“(-
=—=-=5 A N&ge qrow Ll hasrendt—camplicd
Surface ok~ — edyes< e W hat—do o5 thet
s < awe 4o Xs Whh
sSues and Qolljc\w&/\qw Pl |

T Sovrce.. 58 ek owsre.-
\L/?%OQ—:)’—VQL(

Lo e CO/%
pe) iy



&/‘L 5 ‘)‘f\\\\_ S _»“\‘:‘)/.‘ = ~ r. v A A
; N v & YR ) A~ e C{ \L_LI\,‘«, 7} e &S_/\,’,/ )
& v

) NP ( =

,1 Lo womam it led

C

V42 by & - \

aly VefssraEoTEITE Rl
Bid{ Tualsr mones ++ pot
= il OB L

< . - 5 i - 5
'—1\‘ S4C C!‘" ey rfulise "1 AL F L B

45 e
e e t)V) ril QANCrE l o 5(] “‘L ’,.{ ;

)

%

{'7“"‘ R =

5 ¢ & (s 5 - ” celcs .
o { = NG A coidinhen TEEERT Gl Tl W <
\UL_C-CN S X i~‘</‘ ¢ ""'Q‘*L >\

7

b

Yy
. $5 . 4 > w5 & &
il % '760" Lo X ey @) i toe lnnand So gu‘%) </ uj . Hﬁi SRR &Lu /"}\ 3

QR -t § . -ff/u;j ‘t',[ ok ~ C‘}\J\ g.*(\* J 5

N

ISl dSslien b ey ol Pron




e ———
® o

-
—_—

Tomanagi ~will weork oith Lo For pofentie] naw sletbon
L m st 5"‘”"‘*""\’”? t» Io0lC oh&  aF He fosct meddry T

Loags - 0Aas fe lasty vetion ¢
e 4[ is}a"c;/ ‘ ; .

B No deecific inshuckion s, Infructions Wit @W)

Soon

(smMe, S (;,Q’»&ek' Cortollaent (eas pn 4

A

e
“han Lo lee (soK‘cmb A Serwrat MOS_QWC—)(‘\TthASH\.«.C:ﬁ';n_SﬁQ

< gi\vmcco
%/L/‘/ b’; M o-v\/a« C)\LW/PO\M é:iifcks
@vlno{j:/:
2 oo oo Lois) e
| EnAL S wrarde coin Aoure TSP Tes ot st rr\u-)(‘lné_ _.)
d l\&tvth‘_:f‘: E‘\ é‘&é§‘=‘ \'

\ N

) m(qra}imﬁ riq‘\“fsjbasﬂ;, ceon vp, wBs rights nordeimved
2eBa . o=

7t calced abeocH Oa (itthes
% 7»%@4@14@4_#@7@@—@%#3—9&%%

5‘ -
O}b‘{s g | %) C{% M‘C . /7f0 qrﬂﬁ%ﬂ ﬁrC. %771'/)/ ;L,/ﬂ v,'7‘7ﬂ {AW?L:% ur;T;Z'rL'-‘-A
\

‘(\(p b\))O = L@o[((‘/l7 for fllegal dfvers (0N S — ok Loutd — hd~
W do we. Know if e Showld qet invelved 7 hat (s

Q)\M sb@‘ 9 procedure 2 TImluke s<id probably Start nebcre

Q}E"Pq”;;);ﬁ 4 of viclation process. Will district ke notiFied o £

i proCeSs sk Tm Tras P ey Ll Gail soed rdaar
/ | “im Seid normal piocess (s — Send [tL) of~ pofenfidd

; unactherizd use-
/ Opporfuniy + shev
X}f 11 ;M;QQW{C’U&LCQ 5W¢/¢7
I o enael b mpai,
\BQ/ ety
g Tipr Sadd CL (5090 fo g dstrict - i A do

<=

& 25 B
%‘)QD@QK thear indyaation of contoe ovbore (O [etgon com oo
\\ 09 (== covuld alse erd email GMfadbvmant S el 0 CC .



¢ @i~ 54

) a® CX(0S DU i ] AN
. /).1}/,// EANES SR AL uk(bl \) > e i LB (,{

\ = b 6 L — 4 » Fan yFus
i TP e ’ e o30Sy f Y \e > e < o % I e o A s " J o~
) e O @AICAN e te EOdovdl vy O May CRNAANS o

Q

ALY L v (S
\’\.I\,\!v S

fudes s o -

% = f i ' i 2 /{‘_‘,'JJ‘V\’ ‘i:g VO U (NS
| D s N et Al e cF = \ & "T - )
W /3 ¢ e or Ll L& Ui s en afrda |

e

(x"“'\ A | eowi® ) =
: 0 i l 7 B "T’( i e J /'\ O U\#
) 5. O By L2 2 {,"/ ‘-7&__ - L&

| Pl

Lonod st
et 5\//‘5/“)&&4“
(;://'/ Lepe 5 ;ﬁa,}/z/_) - Rde

L’f’w'\é Gares u,g/‘f) address of Ldur (el faére

g/ ~ X O ack -
Site S oFPerssc X B ' b i A ARE B ¥
V s PALL OV QL 7J fandl BISRESD S )

g (-'\ G ) *;1 n~¢gA , By e L,ﬂ?/ QVL/FH- < S C’C(Tt\ (’Vd_ e f?@ & ¢

Aout mMees urc rerds ) eye -
/\

oo )

[ % v . s
et & "/j ray  Seeud of _‘:;],,.g/_\,«] <o bk & \:k,k\_ () edre § A & "b:,\_ f
N ) s = 5 A ik o o
T e _p\x,\ &'t\f il ok e £ g RS- (a8 g ‘( e r"v"]/

H L - . Jbas 2 g \ 4% f e s,
ST c é:-‘/ Lo Y = e .{i—(/\,i)u(,p'\ e i ¢ +

et et \_
g ; 7 I (L b
A" e vy 7 (\’L\f ‘*"Ca""\ij'\-’.} = O Lyl‘{”‘ { 5 Lt/ ;&-l e 1 /‘\/ -

B i LD FO Sersex. - e g b, - e
d.{; Y &léﬁ/) B ear }/ .

e =

Weald

M ¢ Sheun onder o~ ATsFriche N
(2 et Site, - Coutld fhclude lisf
) h » M & ¥ , ’
0f conmdaets.en dor cael Asdyiet.
L S e (>~ ~\ S/ \.)a,rx)? O ()L—"y“ _ \i ‘C‘ .(.Q\K*.‘:v g)\(\ \X'CS"
Becide whel A0V WO o can aap M(MQL&
now YO ) eh Space ad

per eay -

L e o bt

Loout B yob OV



® 2

lohod would pag O - Proude o rlative do W hare we
ove  mitgahon bhse - Dordk  wavd o serd (s
Locvdfive vpdate <.f¢)v/r WT(@@) QSC;O( o~
Conback TiMes | conphoyecsom omoadion, che.
P st vwdh o oy st o conuip—  Alportment o Spansey
Urr + If rneed d lod, need owh.
 Doge &> nore evian By cod~ et

e =

WIS—- U ng”omnmg,
ﬂ@@m Fallg = a U Pobu*er\émfr\c? (Y%—Suc/f\/lg
R s ey Gererdke oveford .
Do reperds dhrovgh omMs (,e,g;sqf’fl;-]

et i scossef problem — Adadalbe sc esfdar
ke b—S o wes (i Bt B R)eede Sl ol
Cor~petble idh GJrds Cmmpoder.  Provida @P"-f‘["‘

'_Ezso/a([)qﬂﬂ-sl)l{ 3 ANS we L) —pdake- -

Moz s. by w Pinimom  feguirements
e Q. d\z SHi 2 (U(—-{r(_@ o D_;‘,(\ég’w5 QOO0 )
N & 5‘“’(' TPICy Bl Wh\}f §h°°(® < simpls soottch )
proper pesple Cov ducc;ba,u\v\'rza . P -

At made. Soatr -\ ve Cenncetion thvigh (o (e rred -
ohetd man went “o 2o indudarcs

J : b s, AR . : )
fas  dale d sboot-ghtions At e VaG-s 0, Costs e

o = f—rtror<> . i e Lo O e,

= e G

= 0
Mj ~Said Ab(An Fals prob ha,ue (D

poute calvtivwe (L reaelrs Jlable «a o Fraaw
oot

Buoits owrme do e & meas. s peing dome {

Lecr  5aid  Stdde dec s sone o Ao, Coazn Divicf
hds n+  doondea (4 Pkoba,bcj Shavid por Lo ke
QC'D o eormities woate il XS O\\c)t\“iv\«&-

"W)

y

e “oenis AiSoussism LB o 2 Q‘\pr:pk 38 eny Aopres
&K LT & \XU\N\r\S Wwsvolerns '\3 TOON p ‘C,O’\é/vy&aw
Oussra . t\w\ Rk S an 8 oo W Sexk d \'-(/(9@/(/1—@ =5



Sy NN SNGE SANegL TR * oo

i

,{:\,’h_, . (\ \J\,Li’ o &};LVLK! 4 i

g H(“':m ‘Q:é“m - Lew o & HL I Ciu:wk,« I

eSS naed Sor Specia (w\u‘u\'wd\ "

i i, . | r | ’ .
kl& Vot &n 4 N {luiv*“ (a b } Oﬂm{ 'U\,CH SC{/‘, + /'L‘C:f

S ¢ GNARLX b Y Gcw}:l a5 W g llary e

/7 (VLo

W R Y A,
?% Nz ¥ < "L\;‘,g/‘f—ﬂ\ -~ (j" = Wiowe & il 111y~ [7

1
/.3 ;

£ 9 A~ ((—? 2

S nd Créiq Fuans e 552 {

(14
. wr f ()
| o & s Vit

—PazSc S

Y

> CLCA
i)

6} ol s

/‘Lg/’( C/,'y’

ik | [ dnq

)
Lane /ericon ¢

.
; ;
é/“ =L o



