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From: Greg Sullivan
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation
Date: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 12:03:48 PM


Rick,
 
I am fine with the revised version.  I think Chuck Brockway’s proposed language is too restrictive in
the last sentence in mandating use of ESPAM 2.0.
 
Happy Independence Day!
 
Greg
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 10:57 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; Dave Shaw; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation
 
Okay,
 
We’ve had some editorial comments - one from Chuck Brendecke and one from Dave Shaw (ERO
Resources).  So here is a slightly modified version #3:
 


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
 
So far, David Hoekema, Bryce, Greg Sullivan, John Koreny, Mike McVay, Allan Wylie, Sean
Vincent, Chuck Brendecke, Dave Colvin, Willem, Mat Weaver, and Dave Shaw have



mailto:greg@spronkwater.com

mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov





responded with their opinions.  I hope I didn’t forget anyone.
 
I hope other members will comment (Chuck Brockway, Dave Blew, Jon Boling, Janak, Gary
Johnson, Jim Brannon, Jennifer Sukow, Jennifer Johnson, Harvey Walker, Rick Allen, Roger
Warner, Stacey, etc.) as well as anyone who has additional comments.  I think we’re pretty
close to completing this recommendation.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick


 
 
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
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Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: Raymondi, Rick
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; "Bryce Contor"; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond;


Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; "David Kampwerth"; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan;
Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; "Hal Anderson"; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; "Janak Timilsena"; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino;
Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike
Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; "Sharon Parkinson"; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer;
Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker


Cc: "marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov"; "marxhintze@hintze.net"; Olenichak, Tony; "kwogsland@spronkwater.com";
"marilyn@tflaw.com"; "jryu@uidaho.edu"; "shannula@eroresources.com"; "brian@waterwellconsultants.com";
"jairohernandez@boisestate.edu"; Weaver, Mathew; "Kevin Boggs"


Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36:00 PM


Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
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2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: Raymondi, Rick
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; "Bryce Contor"; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond;


Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; "David Kampwerth"; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan;
Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; "Hal Anderson"; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; "Janak Timilsena"; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino;
Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike
Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; "Sharon Parkinson"; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer;
Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker


Cc: "marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov"; "marxhintze@hintze.net"; Olenichak, Tony; "kwogsland@spronkwater.com";
"marilyn@tflaw.com"; "jryu@uidaho.edu"; Dave Shaw; "brian@waterwellconsultants.com";
"jairohernandez@boisestate.edu"; Weaver, Mathew; "Kevin Boggs"


Subject: FW: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation
Date: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 10:56:53 AM


Okay,
 
We’ve had some editorial comments - one from Chuck Brendecke and one from Dave Shaw (ERO
Resources).  So here is a slightly modified version #3:
 


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
 
So far, David Hoekema, Bryce, Greg Sullivan, John Koreny, Mike McVay, Allan Wylie, Sean
Vincent, Chuck Brendecke, Dave Colvin, Willem, Mat Weaver, and Dave Shaw have
responded with their opinions.  I hope I didn’t forget anyone.
 
I hope other members will comment (Chuck Brockway, Dave Blew, Jon Boling, Janak, Gary
Johnson, Jim Brannon, Jennifer Sukow, Jennifer Johnson, Harvey Walker, Rick Allen, Roger
Warner, Stacey, etc.) as well as anyone who has additional comments.  I think we’re pretty
close to completing this recommendation.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick


 
 
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
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'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
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Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: Sukow, Jennifer
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation
Date: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 1:24:09 PM


Rick,
 
I am OK with this version, as well as the previous version.  I don’t care for the part of Chuck


Brockway’s suggestion “…except in administrative determinations where a ground water
model is not required.”   I think there could be cases where the department wants to see a
more site specific model developed for some specific administrative application.  
 
Jennifer Sukow, P.E., P.G.
Water Resources Engineer, Hydrology Section
Idaho Department of Water Resources
Phone (208) 287-4957
Fax (208) 287-6700
 
 


 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 10:57 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; 'Bryce Contor'; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; 'David Kampwerth'; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; 'Hal Anderson'; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; 'Janak Timilsena'; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; 'Sharon Parkinson';
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; Dave Shaw;
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: FW: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation
 
Okay,
 
We’ve had some editorial comments - one from Chuck Brendecke and one from Dave Shaw (ERO
Resources).  So here is a slightly modified version #3:
 


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
 
So far, David Hoekema, Bryce, Greg Sullivan, John Koreny, Mike McVay, Allan Wylie, Sean
Vincent, Chuck Brendecke, Dave Colvin, Willem, Mat Weaver, and Dave Shaw have
responded with their opinions.  I hope I didn’t forget anyone.
 
I hope other members will comment (Chuck Brockway, Dave Blew, Jon Boling, Janak, Gary
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Johnson, Jim Brannon, Jennifer Sukow, Jennifer Johnson, Harvey Walker, Rick Allen, Roger
Warner, Stacey, etc.) as well as anyone who has additional comments.  I think we’re pretty
close to completing this recommendation.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick


 
 
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
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'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: David Hoekema
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation
Date: Wednesday, July 04, 2012 8:18:40 AM


Rick,
 
I'm okay with the current wording.
 


David Hoekema
 
Graduate Research Assistant
Department of Biological
& Agricultural Engineering
University of Idaho
322 E. Front Street
Boise, ID  83702
(208) 863-7580


From: Raymondi, Rick [Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 10:56 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; Dave Shaw; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation


Okay,
 
We’ve had some editorial comments - one from Chuck Brendecke and one from Dave Shaw (ERO
Resources).  So here is a slightly modified version #3:
 


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
 
So far, David Hoekema, Bryce, Greg Sullivan, John Koreny, Mike McVay, Allan Wylie, Sean
Vincent, Chuck Brendecke, Dave Colvin, Willem, Mat Weaver, and Dave Shaw have
responded with their opinions.  I hope I didn’t forget anyone.
 
I hope other members will comment (Chuck Brockway, Dave Blew, Jon Boling, Janak, Gary
Johnson, Jim Brannon, Jennifer Sukow, Jennifer Johnson, Harvey Walker, Rick Allen, Roger
Warner, Stacey, etc.) as well as anyone who has additional comments.  I think we’re pretty
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close to completing this recommendation.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick


 
 
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
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Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: Johnson, Jennifer M
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE:
Date: Wednesday, July 11, 2012 7:38:30 AM


Rick,
I think the second option is sufficient for the recommendation to Gary.
Thanks!
Jennifer
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 4:35 PM
To: Johnson, Jennifer M
Subject:
 
Jennifer,
 
would you provide you thoughts r preference on the two recommendations below:
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling, although other tools or models may be more appropriate in certain
circumstances."
 
Or
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling."
 
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
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From: Wylie, Allan
To: Raymondi, Rick; "David Hoekema"
Cc: "Stacey L Taylor"
Subject: RE: Committee Recommendation
Date: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:19:42 AM


Hi
David’s wording looks good to me, however, I think that Greg wanted to leave a loophole for
ESPAM1.1. Personally I think ESPAM1.1 has been dead in the water since we found all the
problems with Covington and Weaver spring information.
Allan
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:04 AM
To: David Hoekema
Cc: Wylie, Allan; Stacey L Taylor
Subject: RE: Committee Recommendation
 
David,
 
Thanks for your comments.  Regarding appropriate uses of the model, I agree that this subject
should be addressed in the Final Report as was previously done.  Your suggested wording looks
good, and I will review it with Allan.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 


From: David Hoekema [mailto:hoek8591@vandals.uidaho.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2012 3:40 PM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: FW: Committee Recommendation
 
Rick Raymondi,
 
As has probably been pointed out, "Plain" is misspelled as "Plane" in the first line.  I'll
propose the following wording (original wording located below proposed wording
explanation):
 
The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model
(ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the Department in place of
the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
The wording "when it is appropriate to use a model" is too vague.  To me the proposed
wording, above, would indicate that we feel we have completed the project and that ESPAM
2.0 is generally better than ESPAM 1.1 without getting into wording about the appropriate
use of the model, which will be determined by the director and Department on a case by case
analysis and challenged as such.  I would think all committee members would agree
that ESPAM 2.0 should replace ESPAM 1.1 and that the project is done.
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I feel it would be better to address the appropriate and perhaps inappropriate uses of the
model in a white paper format or at the end of the final report with more specific wording, as
was done last time.
 
The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plane Aquifer Model
(ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department should go
forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a
model.
 
David Hoekema
 
Graduate Research Assistant
Department of Biological
& Agricultural Engineering
University of Idaho
322 E. Front Street
Boise, ID  83702
(208) 863-7580


From: Raymondi, Rick [Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov]
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2012 4:48 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John
Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: Committee Recommendation


Hi,
 
At the end of our meeting last Friday, the committee developed the following language to
announce the completion of ESPAM version 2:
 


The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plane Aquifer Model
(ESPAM) version 2.0.  The ESHMC recommends that the Department should go forward
and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model.
 
No one disagreed with the language, but at least one member asked for more time for review. 
Please review the committee recommendation above and provide your comments to me by July
10, 2012.  If I do not hear from you by July 10, I will assume that you agree with the language.
 
Thanks for your efforts,
 
Rick
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From: Taylor, Stacey
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation
Date: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 11:03:50 AM


Rick,
 
I see that I should comment so I will!  I haven't thus far because it feels like this


recommendation is going above my head and getting into too much nitty gritty


for me to understand the reasoning behind such changes when I thought the


initial version was great.  I do however, feel like this #3 version sounds just fine


and more to the point and doesn't allow for loopholes with using ESPAM1.1 and I


think it's better that ESPAM1.1 is mentioned.  You have my note for this more


recent one.
 
Stacey


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov]
Sent: Tue 7/3/2012 10:56 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; Hoekema, David; David Kampwerth; Contact -
johnson@if.uidaho.edu; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack
Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon
Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Allen, Richard;
Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood;
Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; Ryu, Jae; Dave Shaw; brian@waterwellconsultants.com; Contact -
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation


Okay,
 
We’ve had some editorial comments - one from Chuck Brendecke and one from Dave Shaw (ERO
Resources).  So here is a slightly modified version #3:
 


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
 
So far, David Hoekema, Bryce, Greg Sullivan, John Koreny, Mike McVay, Allan Wylie, Sean
Vincent, Chuck Brendecke, Dave Colvin, Willem, Mat Weaver, and Dave Shaw have
responded with their opinions.  I hope I didn’t forget anyone.
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I hope other members will comment (Chuck Brockway, Dave Blew, Jon Boling, Janak, Gary
Johnson, Jim Brannon, Jennifer Sukow, Jennifer Johnson, Harvey Walker, Rick Allen, Roger
Warner, Stacey, etc.) as well as anyone who has additional comments.  I think we’re pretty
close to completing this recommendation.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick


 
 
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
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Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com on behalf of Bryce Contor
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: Re: Bryce"s responses to Committee Recommendation language
Date: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 2:12:45 PM


No, thanks.


On Tue, Jul 3, 2012 at 1:22 PM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
wrote:


Bryce,


 


Thanks for the insight.  You indicated that were in agreement with version #3.  Was there
anything in the slightly modified version #3 that you did not like?


 


Rick


 


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 11:36 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: Bryce's responses to Committee Recommendation language


 


Rick -


I've contributed comments and suggestions, which at this point are my own.  Our
client the Eastern Idaho Water Rights Coalition may make its own
statement/recommendation/concurrence/disagreement with the proposed
language.  I think they are still wrestling with the decision.


Bryce


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402


E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this
message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other
than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by
reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.


 


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended
recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the
sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Koreny, John S.
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: Committee Recommendation
Date: Monday, June 25, 2012 5:34:01 PM


Hi Rick-
 
I had to go towards the end so I didn’t get to provide input.  I agree.
 
Is another meeting scheduled or is this the end of the ESHMC meetings?
 
Thanks-
 
John
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2012 3:49 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; Koreny,
John S.; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: Committee Recommendation
 
Hi,
 
At the end of our meeting last Friday, the committee developed the following language to
announce the completion of ESPAM version 2:
 


The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plane Aquifer Model
(ESPAM) version 2.0.  The ESHMC recommends that the Department should go forward
and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model.
 
No one disagreed with the language, but at least one member asked for more time for review. 
Please review the committee recommendation above and provide your comments to me by July
10, 2012.  If I do not hear from you by July 10, I will assume that you agree with the language.
 
Thanks for your efforts,
 
Rick
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From: David Hoekema
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:56:45 AM


Rick,
 
I think it is good not to use the word "required" or "appropriate" and therefore like the version:
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling."
 
but perhaps it would be also good to reiterate what has been done and I propose, and that the
development of version 2 is complete.
 
"On June 22, 2012 the Idaho Department of Water Resources and the Eastern Snake
Hydrologic Modeling Committee completed the collaborative development of ESPAM
version 2.  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee, therefore recommends
that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
ground water modeling."
 
(The date is that of our last committee meeting.)
 


David Hoekema
 
Graduate Research Assistant
Department of Biological
& Agricultural Engineering
University of Idaho
322 E. Front Street
Boise, ID  83702
(208) 863-7580


From: Raymondi, Rick [Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov]
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:17 AM
To: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave
Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg
S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike
Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle;
Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw;
Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway


Hi,
 
Here’s a shorter version to consider: 
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling."
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There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions when other tools or
model versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic analyses.
 
Thanks everyone,
 
Rick
 
 
 
From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor;
Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker;
Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to agree with
Rick Allen that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior to ESPAM1.1 in some
instances, and ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be
undoubtedly be superior in certain instances to ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model
to Rule them All and In the Darkness Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be
ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses where a
groundwater model is appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com> wrote:
On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.
 
Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common sense or good
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judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than 1.1, but that we can't
rule out the possibility that for some as yet to be identified instance you could demonstrate
that 1.1 is more reliable than 2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be
demonstrated that 1.1 is clearly superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1
superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the appropriate tool or
technique to use, and that sometimes you could get a more reliable answer by using some
other analysis or measurements.  Which technique is the most appropriate is a matter of
judgement, and essentially orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is probably not even
necessary.  We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses requiring a
ground water model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are overthinking this, I
think #4 is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged,  confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Dave Colvin
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: Re: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Monday, July 02, 2012 9:10:46 AM


Rick,


Thank you for your commendable efforts.  I see that you have honesty and accuracy
in mind while coordinating the development of this statement.  With that being said,
you have my support on whatever statement you come up with unless you hear
otherwise from me.


Thanks,
Dave


On Fri, Jun 29, 2012 at 4:36 PM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
wrote:


Hi all,


I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on
recommendations #1 and #2 below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and
Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted as a third alternative that is
acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over and let me
know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated
in a collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water
Resources in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department
use the ground water model (ESPAM version 2.0) for appropriate
hydrologic analyses.


If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good
weekend,


Rick


 


 


From: Raymondi, Rick 


Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond;
Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg
Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison;
Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John
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Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor;
Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu';
'shannula@eroresources.com'; 'brian@waterwellconsultants.com';
'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew


Subject: update - Committee Recommendation


 


Hi, 


 


John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below). 
Then, David Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The
first recommendation with the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.


 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC
recommends that the Department should go forward and
use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate
to use a model.


 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend
the model be used by the Department in place of the previous
model, ESPAM 1.1.


 


 


Let me know your preference.


 


Thanks,


 


Rick
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From: Bowling, Jon
To: "Dave Colvin"; Raymondi, Rick
Cc: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan


Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Blew, David; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson;
Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Timilsena, Janak; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay,
Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw;
Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs


Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 11:07:55 AM


I agree.  I am also in favor of the short concise statement, "The Eastern Snake Hydrologic
Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2
rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water modeling."
 
Jon
 


From: Dave Colvin [mailto:dave.colvin@lrewater.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 10:12 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck;
Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Blew, David; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth;
Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison;
Timilsena, Janak; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Bowling, Jon;
Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young
Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Numerous opinions on model limitations have been stated and are now on the record.  It
seems that the more words we use, the harder it will be to agree.  With that in mind, Jim
Brannon and I like Rick's concise statement:


 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the
Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground
water modeling."


 
Thanks,
Dave


Dave Colvin, P.G. | Hydrogeologist / Project Manager | Leonard Rice Engineers
Dave.Colvin@LREwater.com | (o) 303.455.9589 | (c) 720.771.4403 | www.LREwater.com   
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: 
This email message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, contact the sender by reply
email and destroy all  copies of the original message. Thank you


  


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 9:17 AM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
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wrote:
Hi,
 
Here’s a shorter version to consider: 
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling."
 
There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions when other tools or
model versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic analyses.
 
Thanks everyone,
 
Rick
 
 
 


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor;
Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker;
Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to agree with
Rick Allen that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior to ESPAM1.1 in some
instances, and ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be
undoubtedly be superior in certain instances to ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model
to Rule them All and In the Darkness Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be
ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses where a
groundwater model is appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com> wrote:
On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:
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#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.
 
Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common sense or good
judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than 1.1, but that we can't
rule out the possibility that for some as yet to be identified instance you could demonstrate
that 1.1 is more reliable than 2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be
demonstrated that 1.1 is clearly superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1
superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the appropriate tool or
technique to use, and that sometimes you could get a more reliable answer by using some
other analysis or measurements.  Which technique is the most appropriate is a matter of
judgement, and essentially orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is probably not even
necessary.  We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses requiring a
ground water model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are overthinking this, I
think #4 is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100
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recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com on behalf of Bryce Contor
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Friday, July 06, 2012 4:08:51 PM


Rick -


I personally prefer #3.  #4 implies that there may be some analyses that require a
ground water model, and I'm not sure that is true.  "Require" is a pretty strong
word.


On Fri, Jul 6, 2012 at 2:28 PM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
wrote:


Hi,


 


Chuck Brockway has offered the following language that I’ll refer to as Committee
Recommendation version #4, for your consideration:


 


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee
participated in a collaborative process to assist the Idaho
Department of Water Resources in its development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends
that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses requiring  a ground water
model.


 


 


The other version that approximately 10 members have endorsed is version
#3:


 


#3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee
participated in a collaborative process to assist the Idaho
Department of Water Resources in its development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends
that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.


 


 


Please look over the two versions (above), and let me know your
preference.
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Thanks,


 


Rick


 


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended
recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the
sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Raymondi, Rick
To: "David Hoekema"
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:57:00 AM


Thanks David!
 


From: David Hoekema [mailto:hoek8591@vandals.uidaho.edu] 
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:57 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Rick,
 
I think it is good not to use the word "required" or "appropriate" and therefore like the
version:
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling."
 
but perhaps it would be also good to reiterate what has been done and I propose, and that the
development of version 2 is complete.
 
"On June 22, 2012 the Idaho Department of Water Resources and the Eastern Snake
Hydrologic Modeling Committee completed the collaborative development of ESPAM
version 2.  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee, therefore recommends
that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
ground water modeling."
 
(The date is that of our last committee meeting.)
 
David Hoekema
 
Graduate Research Assistant
Department of Biological
& Agricultural Engineering
University of Idaho
322 E. Front Street
Boise, ID  83702
(208) 863-7580


From: Raymondi, Rick [Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov]
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:17 AM
To: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave
Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg
S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike
Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle;
Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw;
Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
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Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway


Hi,
 
Here’s a shorter version to consider: 
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling."
 
There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions when other tools or
model versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic analyses.
 
Thanks everyone,
 
Rick
 
 
 
From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor;
Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker;
Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to agree with
Rick Allen that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior to ESPAM1.1 in some
instances, and ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be
undoubtedly be superior in certain instances to ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model
to Rule them All and In the Darkness Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be
ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses where a
groundwater model is appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com> wrote:
On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:
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#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.
 
Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common sense or good
judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than 1.1, but that we can't
rule out the possibility that for some as yet to be identified instance you could demonstrate
that 1.1 is more reliable than 2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be
demonstrated that 1.1 is clearly superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1
superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the appropriate tool or
technique to use, and that sometimes you could get a more reliable answer by using some
other analysis or measurements.  Which technique is the most appropriate is a matter of
judgement, and essentially orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is probably not even
necessary.  We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses requiring a
ground water model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are overthinking this, I
think #4 is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged,  confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Richard G. Allen
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave


Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S.
Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle;
Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker


Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; Dave Shaw; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs


Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Saturday, July 07, 2012 5:19:29 PM


Hi, Rick,


I would recommend #4 over #3 if one intent of having a recommendation by the committee is to reduce
time in legal argument over which model is more correct or should have been used in a particular
analysis.  The "when appropriate" term in #3 seems to leave much leeway for long argument on what
"appropriate" means (or 'what is is').  I am sure that a committee of engineers and scientists can do
better in regard to being succinct.


I can support #4, however, I have not had opportunity to review all recent comparative analyses. 
Therefore, I am not able to give a strong indication of support.  I do defer to the persons who have
taken hard looks at the model performances, including Allan, Wilhem and Bryce.


Rick Allen


On 6 Jul 2012 at 14:28, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


Hi,
Chuck Brockway has offered the following language that I'll refer to as Committee
Recommendation version #4, for your consideration:


#4) The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses requiring  a ground water model.
The other version that approximately 10 members have endorsed is version #3:
#3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
Please look over the two versions (above), and let me know your preference.
Thanks,
Rick
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From: Raymondi, Rick
To: "bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com"
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:59:00 AM


Bryce
 
IDWR and the ESHMC will always accept comment from the public including input the
 Eastern Idaho Water Rights Coalition on the ESPA models and tools.  However, the
Department would like to move forward with this committee recommendation to conclude
this phase of our ongoing model development and improvement process by July 10th as was
indicated after our last meeting.  You’re welcome to call me to discuss further.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:23 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Roger Warner
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Personally I'm OK with the latest, shortest version.


How hard is the July 10 deadline?  The Eastern Idaho Water Rights Coalition wants to
respond, and wants to be sure its response is appropriate.  With summer and irrigation, etc.,
assembling a quorum is turning out to be non-trivial.


Thanks,


B


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 9:17 AM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
wrote:
Hi,
 
Here’s a shorter version to consider: 
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling."
 
There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions when other tools or
model versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic analyses.
 
Thanks everyone,
 
Rick
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From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor;
Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker;
Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to agree with
Rick Allen that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior to ESPAM1.1 in some
instances, and ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be
undoubtedly be superior in certain instances to ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model
to Rule them All and In the Darkness Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be
ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses where a
groundwater model is appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com> wrote:
On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.
 
Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common sense or good
judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than 1.1, but that we can't
rule out the possibility that for some as yet to be identified instance you could demonstrate
that 1.1 is more reliable than 2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be
demonstrated that 1.1 is clearly superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1
superceded 1.0.
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We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the appropriate tool or
technique to use, and that sometimes you could get a more reliable answer by using some
other analysis or measurements.  Which technique is the most appropriate is a matter of
judgement, and essentially orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is probably not even
necessary.  We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses requiring a
ground water model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are overthinking this, I
think #4 is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged,  confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.


 


-- 



tel:%28303%29%20716-3573

tel:%28303%29%20716-3575

http://www.prinmath.com/

mailto:Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com

mailto:rwarner@rockymountainenvironmental.com

mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com

tel:208-524-2353

tel:208-524-1795

tel:208-681-9100

http://www.rockymountainenvironmental.com/

tel:%28208%29%20524-2353





Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged,  confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: BC RMEA
To: rallen@kimberly.uidaho.edu
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave


Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; DavidKampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten
Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; JackHarrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; JimBartolino; Jim Brannon; John
Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi,
Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R
Wood; Vincent, Sean; WillemSchreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov;
marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com; marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu;
Dave Shaw; brian@waterwellconsultants.com; jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs


Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Saturday, July 07, 2012 10:40:32 PM


Rick - 


You make a good point. An earlier draft explicitly said something to the effect of
'when use of a model is appropriate,' and I was reading number three as if this were
implicitly still in there.  I wasn't asking for leeway to pick and choose between model
versions; I was trying to leave open the concept that there are questions for which
some other tool is more appropriate than would be a model.  That gets awfully close
to a policy discussion but that is where the real concern lies. 


I acknowledge that version four could be construed the way I want to read three,
but I am concerned about other ways #4 could be construed. 


I'll probably misquote one of the Chucks but I recall a sage comment to the effect
that a blunt instrument with a vernier adjustment is still a blunt instrument.  I'm fine
saying that this blunt instrument is probably better in most circumstances and when
a blunt instrument is called for, let's use this one. But there is the danger that a man
who wants to use his hammer will try to portray everything as a nail. 


To mix metaphors, I'm willing to say that while this set of clothes looks better in
many places than the last one did,  I'm not ready to certify that the emperor can go
play in the poison ivy.  And that is also a policy question. The bottom line is I'm very
reluctant to sign onto a nominally technical endorsement that smells like it has
embedded policy content that I don't like. 


My preference is to go back to a version that explicitly identifies to what
'appropriate' refers, and get rid of the word 'required.'


B. 


Sent from my Tricorder. 


On Jul 6, 2012, at 6:26 PM, "Richard G. Allen" <rallen@kimberly.uidaho.edu> wrote:


Hi, Rick,


I would recommend #4 over #3 if one intent of having a recommendation by the
committee is to reduce time in legal argument over which model is more correct or should
have been used in a particular analysis.  The "when appropriate" term in #3 seems to
leave much leeway for long argument on what "appropriate" means (or 'what is is').  I am
sure that a committee of engineers and scientists can do better in regard to being
succinct.
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I can support #4, however, I have not had opportunity to review all recent comparative
analyses.  Therefore, I am not able to give a strong indication of support.  I do defer to
the persons who have taken hard looks at the model performances, including Allan,
Wilhem and Bryce.


Rick Allen


On 6 Jul 2012 at 14:28, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


Hi,
Chuck Brockway has offered the following language that I'll refer to as Committee
Recommendation version #4, for your consideration:


#4) The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in
a collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water
Resources in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all
hydrologic analyses requiring  a ground water model.
The other version that approximately 10 members have endorsed is
version #3:
#3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in
a collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water
Resources in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 when
appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
Please look over the two versions (above), and let me know your
preference.
Thanks,
Rick








From: Willem Schreuder
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck


Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg
Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon;
McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer;
Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave
Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs


Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 11:50:05 AM


On Mon, 9 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


> "The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the
> Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
> ground water modeling."


I think that's the best verbage yet.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com
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From: Willem Schreuder
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave


Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten
Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon;
John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen;
Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent,
Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs


Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 8:04:01 AM


On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


> #4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
> collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
> in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
> version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
> version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
> requiring  a ground water model.


Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate
common sense or good judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable
than 1.1, but that we can't rule out the possibility that for some as yet
to be identified instance you could demonstrate that 1.1 is more reliable
than 2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be demonstrated
that 1.1 is clearly superior.  I don't think this is any different than
when 1.1 superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the
appropriate tool or technique to use, and that sometimes you could get a
more reliable answer by using some other analysis or measurements.  Which
technique is the most appropriate is a matter of judgement, and
essentially orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is
probably not even necessary.  We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the
Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
hydrologic analyses requiring a ground water model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are
overthinking this, I think #4 is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com
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From: Charles E. Brockway
To: Raymondi, Rick; bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; "Willem Schreuder"
Cc: "Jennifer Johnson"; "Brendecke, Chuck"; "Bryan Kenworthy"; "Dar Crammond"; "Dave Colvin"; "David Blew";


"David Hoekema"; "David Kampwerth"; "Gary Johnson"; "Greg Clark"; "Greg Sullivan"; "Gregg S. Ten Eyck";
"Hal Anderson"; "J. D. May"; "Jack Harrison"; "Janak Timilsena"; "Jeff Sondrup"; "Jim Bartolino"; "Jim
Brannon"; "John Koreny"; "John Lindgren"; "Jon Bowling"; "Ken Skinner"; "Linda Lemmon"; McVay, Michael;
"Mike Beus"; "Rick Allen"; "Roger Warner"; "Sharon Parkinson"; "Stacey L Taylor"; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; "Thomas R Wood"; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; "Young Harvey Walker"; Olenichak, Tony; "Dave Shaw";
Weaver, Mathew; "Kevin Boggs"


Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 2:47:34 PM


The proposed ‘shorter version’ puts us right back where we started.  There was considerable
concern that we were not specific enough as to who participated in development of the model so
that we recognized the contribution of members of the ESHMC; then there was concern about the
specificity of what the Committee believed the model should be used for.  We are beginning to act
like attorneys quibbling over how certain words will be interpreted with the result that there may
be no consensus as to what the Director needs to get ESPAM2 adopted.
Go for the “shorter version” and let’s get on with the program!
Chuck Brockway
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:17 AM
To: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave
Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg
S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike
Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle;
Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw;
Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Hi,
 
Here’s a shorter version to consider: 
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling."
 
There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions when other tools or
model versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic analyses.
 
Thanks everyone,
 
Rick
 
 
 


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
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To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor;
Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker;
Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to agree with
Rick Allen that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior to ESPAM1.1 in some
instances, and ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be
undoubtedly be superior in certain instances to ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model
to Rule them All and In the Darkness Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be
ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses where a
groundwater model is appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com> wrote:
On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.
 
Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common sense or good
judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than 1.1, but that we can't
rule out the possibility that for some as yet to be identified instance you could demonstrate
that 1.1 is more reliable than 2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be
demonstrated that 1.1 is clearly superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1
superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the appropriate tool or
technique to use, and that sometimes you could get a more reliable answer by using some
other analysis or measurements.  Which technique is the most appropriate is a matter of
judgement, and essentially orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.



mailto:willem@prinmath.com





The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is probably not even
necessary.  We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses requiring a
ground water model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are overthinking this, I
think #4 is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged,  confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.


 


__________ NOD32 7178 (20120529) Information __________


This message was checked by NOD32 antivirus system.
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From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com on behalf of Bryce Contor
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond;


Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg
S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood;
Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs


Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:06:54 AM


Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to agree
with Rick Allen that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior to
ESPAM1.1 in some instances, and ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some
cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be undoubtedly be superior in certain instances to
ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model to Rule them All and In the Darkness
Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the
Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
hydrologic analyses where a groundwater model is appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com> wrote:
On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.


Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common
sense or good judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than 1.1, but
that we can't rule out the possibility that for some as yet to be identified instance
you could demonstrate that 1.1 is more reliable than 2.0.  So the Department
should use 2.0 unless it can be demonstrated that 1.1 is clearly superior.  I don't
think this is any different than when 1.1 superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the appropriate
tool or technique to use, and that sometimes you could get a more reliable answer
by using some other analysis or measurements.  Which technique is the most
appropriate is a matter of judgement, and essentially orthogonal to deciding which
version of the model to use.
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The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is probably
not even necessary.  We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the
Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
hydrologic analyses requiring a ground water model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are
overthinking this, I think #4 is acceptable.


-Willem


==============================
==================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended
recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the
sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Johnson, Gary
To: Charles E. Brockway; Raymondi, Rick; bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; Hoekema,


David; David Kampwerth; johnson@if.uidaho.edu; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson;
J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John
Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Allen, Richard; Roger
Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs


Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 3:24:34 PM
Attachments: image001.gif


I agree that this shorter version is acceptable.  I think this is what needs to be said, and it is adequately
implied we are not suggesting that the model be used for all hydrologic analysis on the plain.


Gary


-----Original Message-----
From: Charles E. Brockway [mailto:charles.e.brockway@brockwayeng.com]
Sent: Mon 7/9/2012 1:46 PM
To: 'Raymondi, Rick'; bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; 'Willem Schreuder'
Cc: 'Jennifer Johnson'; 'Brendecke, Chuck'; 'Bryan Kenworthy'; 'Dar Crammond'; 'Dave Colvin'; 'David
Blew'; Hoekema, David; 'David Kampwerth'; Contact - johnson@if.uidaho.edu; 'Greg Clark'; 'Greg
Sullivan'; 'Gregg S. Ten Eyck'; 'Hal Anderson'; 'J. D. May'; 'Jack Harrison'; 'Janak Timilsena'; 'Jeff
Sondrup'; 'Jim Bartolino'; 'Jim Brannon'; 'John Koreny'; 'John Lindgren'; 'Jon Bowling'; 'Ken Skinner';
'Linda Lemmon'; 'McVay, Michael'; 'Mike Beus'; Allen, Richard; 'Roger Warner'; 'Sharon Parkinson';
'Stacey L Taylor'; 'Sukow, Jennifer'; 'Swank, Lyle'; 'Thomas R Wood'; 'Vincent, Sean'; 'Wylie, Allan';
'Young Harvey Walker'; 'Olenichak, Tony'; 'Dave Shaw'; 'Weaver, Mathew'; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway


The proposed 'shorter version' puts us right back where we started.  There
was considerable concern that we were not specific enough as to who
participated in development of the model so that we recognized the
contribution of members of the ESHMC; then there was concern about the
specificity of what the Committee believed the model should be used for.  We
are beginning to act like attorneys quibbling over how certain words will be
interpreted with the result that there may be no consensus as to what the
Director needs to get ESPAM2 adopted.


Go for the "shorter version" and let's get on with the program!


Chuck Brockway


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov]
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:17 AM
To: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary
Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D.
May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon;
McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver,
Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
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Hi,


Here's a shorter version to consider: 


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the
Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
ground water modeling."


There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions
when other tools or model versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic
analyses.


Thanks everyone,


Rick


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce
Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David
Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim
Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken
Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner;
Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R
Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony;
Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway


Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to
agree with Rick Allen that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior
to ESPAM1.1 in some instances, and ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some
cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be undoubtedly be superior in certain instances to
ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model to Rule them All and In the
Darkness Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be ESPAM2.0  :(



mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com





I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently
misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the
Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
hydrologic analyses where a groundwater model is appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com>
wrote:


On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.


Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common
sense or good judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than
1.1, but that we can't rule out the possibility that for some as yet to be
identified instance you could demonstrate that 1.1 is more reliable than
2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be demonstrated that
1.1 is clearly superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1
superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the
appropriate tool or technique to use, and that sometimes you could get a
more reliable answer by using some other analysis or measurements.  Which
technique is the most appropriate is a matter of judgement, and essentially
orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is
probably not even necessary.  We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the
Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
hydrologic analyses requiring a ground water model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are
overthinking this, I think #4 is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573 <tel:%28303%29%20716-3573>    Fax: (303) 716-3575
<tel:%28303%29%20716-3575>
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com







--
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402


E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
<mailto:rwarner@rockymountainenvironmental.com>
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100
<http://www.rockymountainenvironmental.com/>


  _____ 


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the
individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information
that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable
law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication
to other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply
email to the sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353
<tel:%28208%29%20524-2353> . Thank you.


__________ NOD32 7178 (20120529) Information __________


This message was checked by NOD32 antivirus system.
http://www.eset.com
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From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com on behalf of Bryce Contor
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Roger Warner
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:22:52 AM


Personally I'm OK with the latest, shortest version.


How hard is the July 10 deadline?  The Eastern Idaho Water Rights Coalition wants to respond, and
wants to be sure its response is appropriate.  With summer and irrigation, etc., assembling a quorum is
turning out to be non-trivial.


Thanks,


B


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 9:17 AM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov> wrote:


Hi,


 


Here’s a shorter version to consider: 


 


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water modeling."


 


There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions when other tools or model
versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic analyses.


 


Thanks everyone,


 


Rick


 


 


 


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin;
David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson;
J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon
Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L
Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony;
Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway


 


Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to agree with Rick Allen
that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior to ESPAM1.1 in some instances, and
ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be undoubtedly be superior in
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certain instances to ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model to Rule them All and In the Darkness
Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin using
ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses where a groundwater model is
appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com> wrote:


On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.


 


Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common sense or good
judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than 1.1, but that we can't rule out
the possibility that for some as yet to be identified instance you could demonstrate that 1.1 is more
reliable than 2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be demonstrated that 1.1 is clearly
superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1 superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the appropriate tool or technique to
use, and that sometimes you could get a more reliable answer by using some other analysis or
measurements.  Which technique is the most appropriate is a matter of judgement, and essentially
orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is probably not even necessary.
 We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the Department begin using
ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses requiring a ground water
model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are overthinking this, I think #4
is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================


Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist
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482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402


E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error,
please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.


 


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please
notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Greg Sullivan
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David


Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D.
May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren;
Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon
Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young
Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder


Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 3:52:46 PM


Rick,
 


I agree with Dr. Brockway that the shorter version has gotten us back to where we started. 
As a result, the “considerable input” that you have received that other tools or models may
be more appropriate is not reflected in the proposed recommendation.  Rather than
assuming that this caution is implicit in the recommendation, I suggest that it be made
explicit as follows.
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling, although other tools or models may be more appropriate in certain
circumstances."
 
Greg
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:17 AM
To: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave
Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg
S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike
Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle;
Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw;
Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Hi,
 
Here’s a shorter version to consider: 
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
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begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling."
 
There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions when other tools or
model versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic analyses.
 
Thanks everyone,
 
Rick
 
 
 


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor;
Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker;
Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to agree with
Rick Allen that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior to ESPAM1.1 in some
instances, and ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be
undoubtedly be superior in certain instances to ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model
to Rule them All and In the Darkness Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be
ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses where a
groundwater model is appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com> wrote:
On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.
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Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common sense or good
judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than 1.1, but that we can't
rule out the possibility that for some as yet to be identified instance you could demonstrate
that 1.1 is more reliable than 2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be
demonstrated that 1.1 is clearly superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1
superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the appropriate tool or
technique to use, and that sometimes you could get a more reliable answer by using some
other analysis or measurements.  Which technique is the most appropriate is a matter of
judgement, and essentially orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is probably not even
necessary.  We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses requiring a
ground water model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are overthinking this, I
think #4 is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged,  confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
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recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.


 



tel:%28208%29%20524-2353






From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com on behalf of Bryce Contor
To: Greg Sullivan
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David


Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick
Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young
Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs; Willem Schreuder


Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 4:15:10 PM


Best one yet :)


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 3:52 PM, Greg Sullivan <greg@spronkwater.com> wrote:


Rick,


 


I agree with Dr. Brockway that the shorter version has gotten us back to where we started.  As a result, the
“considerable input” that you have received that other tools or models may be more appropriate is not
reflected in the proposed recommendation.  Rather than assuming that this caution is implicit in the
recommendation, I suggest that it be made explicit as follows.


 


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water modeling,
although other tools or models may be more appropriate in certain circumstances."


 


Greg


 


Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.


Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.


1000 Logan Street


Denver, CO  80203


303.861.9700


303.861.9799 fax


www.spronkwater.com


greg@spronkwater.com


 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 


Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:17 AM
To: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave
Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan;
Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim
Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon;
McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow,
Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak,
Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
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Hi,


 


Here’s a shorter version to consider: 


 


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water modeling."


 


There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions when other tools or model
versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic analyses.


 


Thanks everyone,


 


Rick


 


 


 


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin;
David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson;
J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon
Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L
Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony;
Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway


 


Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to agree with Rick Allen
that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior to ESPAM1.1 in some instances, and
ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be undoubtedly be superior in
certain instances to ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model to Rule them All and In the Darkness
Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin using
ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses where a groundwater model is
appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com> wrote:


On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:



mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com

mailto:[mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com]

mailto:willem@prinmath.com





#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.


 


Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common sense or good
judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than 1.1, but that we can't rule out
the possibility that for some as yet to be identified instance you could demonstrate that 1.1 is more
reliable than 2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be demonstrated that 1.1 is clearly
superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1 superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the appropriate tool or technique to
use, and that sometimes you could get a more reliable answer by using some other analysis or
measurements.  Which technique is the most appropriate is a matter of judgement, and essentially
orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is probably not even necessary.
 We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the Department begin using
ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses requiring a ground water
model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are overthinking this, I think #4
is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================


Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402


E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error,
please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please
notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Dave Colvin
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar


Crammond; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D.
May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R
Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs


Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 10:12:53 AM


Numerous opinions on model limitations have been stated and are now on the record.  It seems that the
more words we use, the harder it will be to agree.  With that in mind, Jim Brannon and I like Rick's
concise statement:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water modeling."


 
Thanks,
Dave


Dave Colvin, P.G. | Hydrogeologist / Project Manager | Leonard Rice Engineers


Dave.Colvin@LREwater.com | (o) 303.455.9589 | (c) 720.771.4403 | www.LREwater.com   


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This email message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any


unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, contact the sender by reply email and destroy all  copies of the


original message. Thank you  


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 9:17 AM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov> wrote:


Hi,


 


Here’s a shorter version to consider: 


 


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water modeling."


 


There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions when other tools or model
versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic analyses.


 


Thanks everyone,


 


Rick


 


 


 


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin;
David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson;
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J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon
Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L
Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony;
Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway


 


Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to agree with Rick Allen
that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior to ESPAM1.1 in some instances, and
ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be undoubtedly be superior in
certain instances to ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model to Rule them All and In the Darkness
Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin using
ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses where a groundwater model is
appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com> wrote:


On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.


 


Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common sense or good
judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than 1.1, but that we can't rule out
the possibility that for some as yet to be identified instance you could demonstrate that 1.1 is more
reliable than 2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be demonstrated that 1.1 is clearly
superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1 superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the appropriate tool or technique to
use, and that sometimes you could get a more reliable answer by using some other analysis or
measurements.  Which technique is the most appropriate is a matter of judgement, and essentially
orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is probably not even necessary.
 We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the Department begin using
ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses requiring a ground water
model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are overthinking this, I think #4
is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================
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Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402


E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error,
please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Wylie, Allan
To: Raymondi, Rick; "bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com"; "Willem Schreuder"
Cc: "Jennifer Johnson"; "Brendecke, Chuck"; "Bryan Kenworthy"; "Chuck Brockway"; "Dar Crammond"; "Dave


Colvin"; "David Blew"; "David Hoekema"; "David Kampwerth"; "Gary Johnson"; "Greg Clark"; "Greg Sullivan";
"Gregg S. Ten Eyck"; "Hal Anderson"; "J. D. May"; "Jack Harrison"; "Janak Timilsena"; "Jeff Sondrup"; "Jim
Bartolino"; "Jim Brannon"; "John Koreny"; "John Lindgren"; "Jon Bowling"; "Ken Skinner"; "Linda Lemmon";
McVay, Michael; "Mike Beus"; "Rick Allen"; "Roger Warner"; "Sharon Parkinson"; "Stacey L Taylor"; Sukow,
Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; "Thomas R Wood"; Vincent, Sean; "Young Harvey Walker"; Olenichak, Tony; "Dave
Shaw"; Weaver, Mathew; "Kevin Boggs"


Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 4:06:55 PM


Rick
This shorter version looks good to me.
Allan
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:17 AM
To: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave
Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg
S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike
Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle;
Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw;
Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Hi,
 
Here’s a shorter version to consider: 
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling."
 
There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions when other tools or
model versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic analyses.
 
Thanks everyone,
 
Rick
 
 
 


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor;
Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker;
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Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to agree with
Rick Allen that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior to ESPAM1.1 in some
instances, and ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be
undoubtedly be superior in certain instances to ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model
to Rule them All and In the Darkness Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be
ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently misused.


Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses where a
groundwater model is appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com> wrote:
On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.
 
Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common sense or good
judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than 1.1, but that we can't
rule out the possibility that for some as yet to be identified instance you could demonstrate
that 1.1 is more reliable than 2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be
demonstrated that 1.1 is clearly superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1
superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the appropriate tool or
technique to use, and that sometimes you could get a more reliable answer by using some
other analysis or measurements.  Which technique is the most appropriate is a matter of
judgement, and essentially orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is probably not even
necessary.  We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for hydrologic analyses requiring a
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ground water model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are overthinking this, I
think #4 is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged,  confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Roger Warner
To: "Johnson, Gary"; "Charles E. Brockway"; Raymondi, Rick; bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; "Willem


Schreuder"
Cc: "Jennifer Johnson"; "Brendecke, Chuck"; "Bryan Kenworthy"; "Dar Crammond"; "Dave Colvin"; "David Blew";


"Hoekema, David"; "David Kampwerth"; johnson@if.uidaho.edu; "Greg Clark"; "Greg Sullivan"; "Gregg S. Ten
Eyck"; "Hal Anderson"; "J. D. May"; "Jack Harrison"; "Janak Timilsena"; "Jeff Sondrup"; "Jim Bartolino"; "Jim
Brannon"; "John Koreny"; "John Lindgren"; "Jon Bowling"; "Ken Skinner"; "Linda Lemmon"; McVay, Michael;
"Mike Beus"; "Allen, Richard"; "Sharon Parkinson"; "Stacey L Taylor"; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; "Thomas R
Wood"; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; "Young Harvey Walker"; Olenichak, Tony; "Dave Shaw"; Weaver, Mathew;
"Kevin Boggs"; dean@comfortconst.com


Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Monday, July 09, 2012 4:14:09 PM


The Eastern Idaho Water Rights Coalition has a different point of view and suggests the following:
 
The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model
(ESPAM) version 2.0.   Great effort was put in by the committee to improve the model
in hopes that the model can help better predict future hydrologic scenarios.  We feel the
model is useful for planning purposes but recognize that data used in the model vary in
accuracy with select data varying greatly.  Therefore, while we feel the model is useful
for planning purposes, we acknowledge accuracy limitations with use of the model for
administrative purposes; particularly at a local scale.  While we have all aspired to the
highest level of accuracy attainable, we are forced to admit that if this model were to
continue to be used for administrative purposes it must recognize some defensible level
of uncertainty.


regards,


W. Roger Warner, Hydrologist 
Vice-President
482 Constitution Way, Ste 303, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: rwarner@rockymountainenvironmental.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| Cell: 208-390-3521


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged,  confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.


From: Johnson, Gary [mailto:garyj@uidaho.edu] 
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 3:19 PM
To: Charles E. Brockway; Raymondi, Rick; bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem
Schreuder
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew;
Hoekema, David; David Kampwerth; johnson@if.uidaho.edu; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten
Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike
Beus; Allen, Richard; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle;
Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw;
Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
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I agree that this shorter version is acceptable.  I think this is what needs to be said, and it is adequately implied we
are not suggesting that the model be used for all hydrologic analysis on the plain.


Gary


-----Original Message-----
From: Charles E. Brockway [mailto:charles.e.brockway@brockwayeng.com]
Sent: Mon 7/9/2012 1:46 PM
To: 'Raymondi, Rick'; bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; 'Willem Schreuder'
Cc: 'Jennifer Johnson'; 'Brendecke, Chuck'; 'Bryan Kenworthy'; 'Dar Crammond'; 'Dave Colvin'; 'David Blew';
Hoekema, David; 'David Kampwerth'; Contact - johnson@if.uidaho.edu; 'Greg Clark'; 'Greg Sullivan'; 'Gregg S.
Ten Eyck'; 'Hal Anderson'; 'J. D. May'; 'Jack Harrison'; 'Janak Timilsena'; 'Jeff Sondrup'; 'Jim Bartolino'; 'Jim
Brannon'; 'John Koreny'; 'John Lindgren'; 'Jon Bowling'; 'Ken Skinner'; 'Linda Lemmon'; 'McVay, Michael'; 'Mike
Beus'; Allen, Richard; 'Roger Warner'; 'Sharon Parkinson'; 'Stacey L Taylor'; 'Sukow, Jennifer'; 'Swank, Lyle';
'Thomas R Wood'; 'Vincent, Sean'; 'Wylie, Allan'; 'Young Harvey Walker'; 'Olenichak, Tony'; 'Dave Shaw';
'Weaver, Mathew'; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway


The proposed 'shorter version' puts us right back where we started.  There
was considerable concern that we were not specific enough as to who
participated in development of the model so that we recognized the
contribution of members of the ESHMC; then there was concern about the
specificity of what the Committee believed the model should be used for.  We
are beginning to act like attorneys quibbling over how certain words will be
interpreted with the result that there may be no consensus as to what the
Director needs to get ESPAM2 adopted.


Go for the "shorter version" and let's get on with the program!


Chuck Brockway


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov]
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:17 AM
To: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Willem Schreuder
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary
Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D.
May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon;
McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony; Dave Shaw; Weaver,
Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway


Hi,
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Here's a shorter version to consider: 


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the
Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
ground water modeling."


There is considerable input in the emails that there are times or conditions
when other tools or model versions could be more appropriate for hydrologic
analyses.


Thanks everyone,


Rick


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce
Contor
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 9:07 AM
To: Willem Schreuder
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew; David Hoekema; David
Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim
Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken
Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner;
Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R
Wood; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; Olenichak, Tony;
Dave Shaw; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway


Willem -


Your comment about two orthogonal decisions is spot on.  However I have to
agree with Rick Allen that even though the old SRPAM may have been superior
to ESPAM1.1 in some instances, and ESPAM1.1 may superior to ESPAM2.0 in some
cases, and ESPAM2.0 will be undoubtedly be superior in certain instances to
ESPAM.next....  we need to have One Model to Rule them All and In the
Darkness Bind Them.  And probably for now that ought to be ESPAM2.0  :(


I still fear the word "required" and what might happen if it is advertently
misused.
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Can we possibly have:


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the
Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
hydrologic analyses where a groundwater model is appropriately applied."


Bryce


On Mon, Jul 9, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Willem Schreuder <willem@prinmath.com>
wrote:


On Fri, 6 Jul 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources
in its development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM
version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses
requiring  a ground water model.


Seems to me we are overthinking this statement.  You can't legislate common
sense or good judgement, but Chuck does make a good run at it.


I think the intent is to say that overall we think 2.0 is more reliable than
1.1, but that we can't rule out the possibility that for some as yet to be
identified instance you could demonstrate that 1.1 is more reliable than
2.0.  So the Department should use 2.0 unless it can be demonstrated that
1.1 is clearly superior.  I don't think this is any different than when 1.1
superceded 1.0.


We also wanted to say that the groundwater model is not always the
appropriate tool or technique to use, and that sometimes you could get a
more reliable answer by using some other analysis or measurements.  Which
technique is the most appropriate is a matter of judgement, and essentially
orthogonal to deciding which version of the model to use.


The part that says the ESHMC participated in a colaboratiove process is
probably not even necessary.  We could just say


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committe recommends that the
Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for
hydrologic analyses requiring a ground water model."


(I droppeded the ALL, but to be consistent with my sentiment that we are
overthinking this, I think #4 is acceptable.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573 <tel:%28303%29%20716-3573>    Fax: (303) 716-3575
<tel:%28303%29%20716-3575>
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com







--
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402


E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
<mailto:rwarner@rockymountainenvironmental.com>
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100
<http://www.rockymountainenvironmental.com/>


  _____ 


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the
individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information
that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable
law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication
to other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply
email to the sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353
<tel:%28208%29%20524-2353> . Thank you.
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From: Dave Colvin
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: Re: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Friday, July 06, 2012 2:32:49 PM


#4 is my preference.


Thanks again Rick.


Dave Colvin, P.G. | Hydrogeologist / Project Manager | Leonard Rice Engineers


Dave.Colvin@LREwater.com | (o) 303.455.9589 | (c) 720.771.4403 | www.LREwater.com   


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This email message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and


privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,


contact the sender by reply email and destroy all  copies of the original message. Thank you  


On Fri, Jul 6, 2012 at 2:28 PM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
wrote:


Hi,


 


Chuck Brockway has offered the following language that I’ll refer to as Committee
Recommendation version #4, for your consideration:


 


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee
participated in a collaborative process to assist the Idaho
Department of Water Resources in its development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends
that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses requiring  a ground water
model.


 


 


The other version that approximately 10 members have endorsed is version
#3:


 


#3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee
participated in a collaborative process to assist the Idaho
Department of Water Resources in its development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends
that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
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Please look over the two versions (above), and let me know your
preference.


 


Thanks,


 


Rick


 








From: Sukow, Jennifer
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Friday, July 06, 2012 3:26:52 PM


I prefer #3. 
 
Jennifer Sukow, P.E., P.G.
Water Resources Engineer, Hydrology Section
Idaho Department of Water Resources
Phone (208) 287-4957
Fax (208) 287-6700
 
 


 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, July 06, 2012 2:28 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'Dave Shaw';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
 
Hi,
 
Chuck Brockway has offered the following language that I’ll refer to as Committee
Recommendation version #4, for your consideration:
 


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses requiring  a ground water model.
 
 
The other version that approximately 10 members have endorsed is version #3:
 
#3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
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Please look over the two versions (above), and let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 








From: Gregg Ten Eyck
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: Re: draft final committee recommendation - for your review
Date: Thursday, July 12, 2012 5:07:30 PM


Rick:
 
I commend you on a good job of managing (herding?) the development of this
statement.
 
Regards,
Gregg Ten Eyck


On Tue, Jul 10, 2012 at 5:14 PM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
wrote:


Hi – here is the recommendation I intend to forward to Gary.  This is the final
opportunity for comment.  I will be traveling through Friday.  My cell is (208) 869-
1043.  Thanks,  Rick


 


Gary,


 


The following statement was agreed upon by eighteen members of the Eastern
Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee (David Hoekema, Bryce Contor, Willem
Schreuder, Jim Brannon, Dave Colvin, Chuck Brockway, Gary Johnson, Chuck
Brendecke, Rick Allen, David Blew, Allan Wylie, Jon Bowling, Rick Raymondi,
Jennifer Sukow, Mike McVay, Stacey Taylor, Greg Sullivan, and Sean Vincent): 


 


"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that
the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version
1.1 for ground water modeling."


 


 


There was considerable debate in developing the recommendation with numerous
committee members expressing the concern during the last meeting and via
emails that the model should be used with caution and that there may be other
tools or models that may be more appropriate for some analyses.  Greg Sullivan
indicated that the recommendation was more complete and he was more
comfortable if the following phrase was added to the above statement:    


 


…..although other tools or models may be more appropriate in certain
circumstances."
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Finally, Roger Warner indicated that the following paragraph submitted by the
Eastern Idaho Water Rights Coalition reflected his opinion, and Bryce Contor indicated that when
added to the first statement, the paragraph below represented his full opinion:


The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain
Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.   Great effort was put in by the
committee to improve the model in hopes that the model can help
better predict future hydrologic scenarios.  We feel the model is useful
for planning purposes but recognize that data used in the model vary in
accuracy with select data varying greatly.  Therefore, while we feel the
model is useful for planning purposes, we acknowledge accuracy
limitations with use of the model for administrative purposes;
particularly at a local scale.  While we have all aspired to the highest
level of accuracy attainable, we are forced to admit that if this model
were to continue to be used for administrative purposes it must
recognize some defensible level of uncertainty.


Thanks,


Rick Raymondi


 


-- 
Gregg S. Ten Eyck
President
Leonard Rice Engineers, Inc.
2000 Clay Street, Suite 300
Denver, CO 80211
303.455.9589
303.455.0115 fax
1.800.453.9589
 
gregg.teneyck@lrewater.com
 
www.lrewater.com
 
  **CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message is for the sole use of the
intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the
intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of
the original message. Thank you.
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From: Brendecke, Chuck
To: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson ; Bob Turik; bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway;


Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David_Kampwerth@fws.gov; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg
Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson ; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim
Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay,
Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson ; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker


Subject: RE: draft final committee recommendation - for your review
Date: Thursday, July 12, 2012 3:12:08 PM


Rick
 
I apologize for the delayed response…I was in the field Tuesday and Wednesday.
 
I think this is a reasonable compromise.  I share Greg’s concerns about implying that the model is
appropriate for any and all situations, but I also agree that it is generally appropriate to start using
it in lieu of v1.1.
 
Chuck
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 5:14 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Bob Turik; Brendecke, Chuck; bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck
Brockway; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David_Kampwerth@fws.gov; Gary Johnson; Greg
Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson ; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; rick.raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov; Roger Warner; Sharon
Parkinson ; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem
Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Subject: draft final committee recommendation - for your review
 
Hi – here is the recommendation I intend to forward to Gary.  This is the final opportunity for
comment.  I will be traveling through Friday.  My cell is (208) 869-1043.  Thanks,  Rick
 
Gary,
 
The following statement was agreed upon by eighteen members of the Eastern Snake Hydrologic
Modeling Committee (David Hoekema, Bryce Contor, Willem Schreuder, Jim Brannon, Dave Colvin,
Chuck Brockway, Gary Johnson, Chuck Brendecke, Rick Allen, David Blew, Allan Wylie, Jon Bowling,
Rick Raymondi, Jennifer Sukow, Mike McVay, Stacey Taylor, Greg Sullivan, and Sean Vincent): 
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water modeling."
 
 
There was considerable debate in developing the recommendation with numerous committee
members expressing the concern during the last meeting and via emails that the model should be
used with caution and that there may be other tools or models that may be more appropriate for
some analyses.  Greg Sullivan indicated that the recommendation was more complete and he was
more comfortable if the following phrase was added to the above statement:    
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…..although other tools or models may be more appropriate in certain circumstances."
 
 
Finally, Roger Warner indicated that the following paragraph submitted by the Eastern Idaho Water
Rights Coalition reflected his opinion, and Bryce Contor indicated that when added to the first
statement, the paragraph below represented his full opinion:
The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0.   Great effort was put in by the committee to improve the model in hopes that the
model can help better predict future hydrologic scenarios.  We feel the model is useful for
planning purposes but recognize that data used in the model vary in accuracy with select data
varying greatly.  Therefore, while we feel the model is useful for planning purposes, we
acknowledge accuracy limitations with use of the model for administrative purposes; particularly
at a local scale.  While we have all aspired to the highest level of accuracy attainable, we are
forced to admit that if this model were to continue to be used for administrative purposes it
must recognize some defensible level of uncertainty.
Thanks,
Rick Raymondi
 


The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.
Its contents (including any attachments) may contain confidential and/or privileged information.
If you are not an intended recipient you must not use, disclose, disseminate, copy or print its contents.
If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete and destroy the message.








From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com on behalf of Bryce Contor
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Jennifer Johnson; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David


Blew; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny;
John Lindgren; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger
Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean;
Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker; marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net;
Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com; marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu;
shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com; jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs;
Weaver, Mathew; Jeff Raybould; Jerry Rigby; Stan Clark


Subject: Re: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 10:04:17 AM


Rick -


I prefer the explicit acknowledgement in version 1 that we are only recommending
the model for cases where model use is appropriate.  IMO this is narrower than the
playground ESPAM1.1 has been turned loose in.  The language of #1 gives room for
that opinion without taking a position on it.


B


On Wed, Jun 27, 2012 at 9:53 AM, Raymondi, Rick
<Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov> wrote:


Hi, 


 


John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below). 
Then, David Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The
first recommendation with the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.


 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC
recommends that the Department should go forward and
use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate
to use a model.


 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend
the model be used by the Department in place of the previous
model, ESPAM 1.1.


 


 


Let me know your preference.
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Thanks,


 


Rick


 


 


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended
recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the
sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Dave Colvin
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: Re: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Thursday, June 28, 2012 8:41:22 AM


Rick,


I don't have a strong opinion, but would vote for #1.


Thanks,
Dave


On Wed, Jun 27, 2012 at 9:53 AM, Raymondi, Rick
<Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov> wrote:


Hi, 


 


John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below). 
Then, David Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The
first recommendation with the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.


 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC
recommends that the Department should go forward and
use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate
to use a model.


 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend
the model be used by the Department in place of the previous
model, ESPAM 1.1.


 


 


Let me know your preference.


 


Thanks,


 


Rick
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From: Roger Warner
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: draft final committee recommendation - for your review
Date: Wednesday, July 11, 2012 10:07:23 AM


Well stated.  Thanks for your understanding.
 
r


W. Roger Warner, Hydrologist 
Vice-President
482 Constitution Way, Ste 303, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: rwarner@rockymountainenvironmental.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| Cell: 208-390-3521


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain


information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended


recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly


prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to


(208) 524-2353. Thank you.


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 5:14 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Bob Turik; Brendecke, Chuck; bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck
Brockway; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David_Kampwerth@fws.gov; Gary Johnson; Greg
Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson ; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; rick.raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov; Roger Warner; Sharon
Parkinson ; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem
Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Subject: draft final committee recommendation - for your review
 
Hi – here is the recommendation I intend to forward to Gary.  This is the final opportunity for
comment.  I will be traveling through Friday.  My cell is (208) 869-1043.  Thanks,  Rick
 
Gary,
 
The following statement was agreed upon by eighteen members of the Eastern Snake Hydrologic
Modeling Committee (David Hoekema, Bryce Contor, Willem Schreuder, Jim Brannon, Dave Colvin,
Chuck Brockway, Gary Johnson, Chuck Brendecke, Rick Allen, David Blew, Allan Wylie, Jon Bowling,
Rick Raymondi, Jennifer Sukow, Mike McVay, Stacey Taylor, Greg Sullivan, and Sean Vincent): 
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water modeling."
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There was considerable debate in developing the recommendation with numerous committee
members expressing the concern during the last meeting and via emails that the model should be
used with caution and that there may be other tools or models that may be more appropriate for
some analyses.  Greg Sullivan indicated that the recommendation was more complete and he was
more comfortable if the following phrase was added to the above statement:    
 
…..although other tools or models may be more appropriate in certain circumstances."
 
 
Finally, Roger Warner indicated that the following paragraph submitted by the Eastern Idaho Water
Rights Coalition reflected his opinion, and Bryce Contor indicated that when added to the first
statement, the paragraph below represented his full opinion:
The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0.   Great effort was put in by the committee to improve the model in hopes that the
model can help better predict future hydrologic scenarios.  We feel the model is useful for
planning purposes but recognize that data used in the model vary in accuracy with select data
varying greatly.  Therefore, while we feel the model is useful for planning purposes, we
acknowledge accuracy limitations with use of the model for administrative purposes; particularly
at a local scale.  While we have all aspired to the highest level of accuracy attainable, we are
forced to admit that if this model were to continue to be used for administrative purposes it
must recognize some defensible level of uncertainty.
Thanks,
Rick Raymondi
 








From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com on behalf of Bryce Contor
To: Greg Sullivan
Cc: Raymondi, Rick; Roger Warner
Subject: Re: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Thursday, June 28, 2012 10:34:57 AM


Greg -


I like your version.


Bryce


On Thu, Jun 28, 2012 at 9:53 AM, Greg Sullivan <greg@spronkwater.com> wrote:


Rick,


 


The following are a couple of comments on the proposed recommendation
language.


 


1.       As has been discussed many times, the ESHMC did not actually develop the
model, but rather it reviewed the Department’s development of the model.


 


2.       I agree with Bryce that some “appropriate use” language be included in the
statement.  However, rather than saying “…for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model,” I suggest using the phrase, “…for appropriate
hydrologic analyses.” This simpler phrase is more comprehensive in advising the
that the model should be applied in an appropriate manner given its limitations. 
The original proposed language may imply that ESPAM 2.0 is the only model to be
used when a model is appropriate, and that no other model(s) could be used
(e.g., a local site-specific model).


 


Based on the foregoing, I suggest the following revised language.


 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed the
Idaho Department of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that
the Department use  the ground water model for appropriate hydrologic
analyses.


 


Greg
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Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.


Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.


1000 Logan Street


Denver, CO  80203


303.861.9700


303.861.9799 fax


www.spronkwater.com


greg@spronkwater.com


 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten
Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael;
Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow,
Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey
Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation


 


Hi, 


 


John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below). 
Then, David Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The
first recommendation with the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.


 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC
recommends that the Department should go forward and
use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate
to use a model.


 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern
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Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend
the model be used by the Department in place of the previous
model, ESPAM 1.1.


 


 


Let me know your preference.


 


Thanks,


 


Rick


 


 


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended
recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the
sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Greg Sullivan
To: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;


bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David
Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack
Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon
Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon
Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker


Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland; marilyn@tflaw.com;
jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew


Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Thursday, June 28, 2012 9:54:02 AM


Rick,
 
The following are a couple of comments on the proposed recommendation language.
 


1.       As has been discussed many times, the ESHMC did not actually develop the model, but
rather it reviewed the Department’s development of the model.
 


2.       I agree with Bryce that some “appropriate use” language be included in the statement. 
However, rather than saying “…for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model,” I
suggest using the phrase, “…for appropriate hydrologic analyses.” This simpler phrase is
more comprehensive in advising the that the model should be applied in an appropriate
manner given its limitations.  The original proposed language may imply that ESPAM 2.0 is
the only model to be used when a model is appropriate, and that no other model(s) could
be used (e.g., a local site-specific model).


 
Based on the foregoing, I suggest the following revised language.
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed the Idaho Department
of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the ground water model for
appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
Greg
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
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; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John
Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com on behalf of Bryce Contor
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Blew, David; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; chuck.brendecke; Dave Colvin; David Hoekema; David


Kampwerth; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jennifer Johnson; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Johnson, Gary; Jon
Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; Roger Warner


Subject: Re: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:11:44 PM


Rick -


I agree that ESHMC members had significant roles in ESPAM2.0 model development,
and that this is an important difference between ESPAM1.1 and ESPAM2.0.  In
addition to the contributions you have listed, Dr. Schreuder made important
contributions to the set-up of the PEST implementation, weighting schemes, and
other calibration nuts and bolts that I was not fully aware of.  I expect that towards
the end, Dr. Wylie did almost all the crank turning, but the initial framing and
groundwork were a collaborative effort as near as I was able to see.


Another important difference from my viewpoint is that after full and careful
consideration, the ESPAM1.1 model development team felt much more free to
ultimately set aside committee recommendations than did the ESPAM2.0 team.


For these reasons I think your language below is a fair representation of the role the
ESHMC had in ESPAM2.0 development.


Bryce


On Fri, Jun 29, 2012 at 9:05 AM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
wrote:


Greg,


 


I certainly do not want to be argumentative, but members of the ESHMC
participated in the development of the On Farm Water Budget, the MKMOD data
processing tool, tabulation of spring data for model calibration, and measurement
of spring elevations for model calibration.  The collaborative process proceeded
with input and comment from the stakeholders, and the input should be
considered more than just  a review effort.  Would you consider:


 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process led by the Idaho Department of Water Resources
that resulted in the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use 
the ground water model for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
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Thanks,


 


Rick


 


From: Greg Sullivan [mailto:greg@spronkwater.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2012 9:54 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John
Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick
Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R
Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 


Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen
Wogsland; marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com;
brian@waterwellconsultants.com; jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs;
Weaver, Mathew
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation


 


Rick,


 


The following are a couple of comments on the proposed recommendation
language.


 


1.       As has been discussed many times, the ESHMC did not actually develop the
model, but rather it reviewed the Department’s development of the model.


 


2.       I agree with Bryce that some “appropriate use” language be included in the
statement.  However, rather than saying “…for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model,” I suggest using the phrase, “…for appropriate
hydrologic analyses.” This simpler phrase is more comprehensive in advising the
that the model should be applied in an appropriate manner given its limitations. 
The original proposed language may imply that ESPAM 2.0 is the only model to be
used when a model is appropriate, and that no other model(s) could be used
(e.g., a local site-specific model).


 


Based on the foregoing, I suggest the following revised language.
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The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed the
Idaho Department of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that
the Department use  the ground water model for appropriate hydrologic
analyses.


 


Greg


 


Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.


Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.


1000 Logan Street


Denver, CO  80203


303.861.9700


303.861.9799 fax


www.spronkwater.com


greg@spronkwater.com


 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten
Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael;
Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow,
Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey
Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation


 


Hi, 


 


John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below). 
Then, David Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The
first recommendation with the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
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1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC
recommends that the Department should go forward and
use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate
to use a model.


 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend
the model be used by the Department in place of the previous
model, ESPAM 1.1.


 


 


Let me know your preference.


 


Thanks,


 


Rick


 


 


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended
recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the
sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: McVay, Michael
To: Raymondi, Rick; Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; Sukow, Jennifer
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Monday, July 02, 2012 7:19:28 AM


I think is sounds good.
 
Mike
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 9:33 AM
To: Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; McVay, Michael; Sukow, Jennifer
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
I think it looks good now, any thoughts?
 


From: Greg Sullivan [mailto:greg@spronkwater.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 9:27 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; Bryce Contor
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick,
 
Thanks for considering the language that I sent.  I agree there was collaboration between certain
members of the ESHMC and IDWR on certain elements of the model.  Other elements of the model
development were all or mostly conducted by IDWR with review and comment from the ESHMC
members.  I  recall several discussions to the effect that the ESHMC was providing guidance, but
that it was ultimately IDWR’s decision on how to implement each element of the model.  In short,
the ESHMC involvement was part collaborative and part review.   With the foregoing in mind, I
propose the following language that blends your proposed language and mine.
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative process
to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department
use the ground water model for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg
 
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com



mailto:/O=IDAHO/OU=IDWR/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=MMCVAY

mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov

mailto:Sean.Vincent@idwr.idaho.gov

mailto:Allan.Wylie@idwr.idaho.gov

mailto:Jennifer.Sukow@idwr.idaho.gov

mailto:greg@spronkwater.com

http://www.spronkwater.com/





greg@spronkwater.com
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 9:06 AM
To: Greg Sullivan; Bryce Contor
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Greg,
 
I certainly do not want to be argumentative, but members of the ESHMC participated in the
development of the On Farm Water Budget, the MKMOD data processing tool, tabulation of spring
data for model calibration, and measurement of spring elevations for model calibration.  The
collaborative process proceeded with input and comment from the stakeholders, and the input
should be considered more than just  a review effort.  Would you consider:
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative process
led by the Idaho Department of Water Resources that resulted in the development of the
Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the
Department use  the ground water model for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 


From: Greg Sullivan [mailto:greg@spronkwater.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2012 9:54 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J.
D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John
Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger
Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent,
Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick,
 
The following are a couple of comments on the proposed recommendation language.
 


1.       As has been discussed many times, the ESHMC did not actually develop the model, but
rather it reviewed the Department’s development of the model.
 


2.       I agree with Bryce that some “appropriate use” language be included in the statement. 
However, rather than saying “…for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model,” I
suggest using the phrase, “…for appropriate hydrologic analyses.” This simpler phrase is
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more comprehensive in advising the that the model should be applied in an appropriate
manner given its limitations.  The original proposed language may imply that ESPAM 2.0 is
the only model to be used when a model is appropriate, and that no other model(s) could
be used (e.g., a local site-specific model).


 
Based on the foregoing, I suggest the following revised language.
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed the Idaho Department
of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the ground water model for
appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
Greg
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John
Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
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Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: Koreny, John S.
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: Re: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Wednesday, July 11, 2012 8:53:17 AM


I don't have a strong preference.  If I had to vote I guess it would be for no 2.


John


----- Reply message -----
From: "Raymondi, Rick" <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 10, 2012 4:34 pm
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
To: "Koreny, John S." <John.Koreny@hdrinc.com>


John, would you provide you thoughts r preference on the two recommendations below:
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling, although other tools or models may be more appropriate in certain
circumstances."
 
Or
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department
begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water
modeling."
 
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 
 
 
From: Koreny, John S. [mailto:John.Koreny@hdrinc.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:25 PM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
I don’t have a preference. 
 
From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 3:12 PM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Blew, David; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; chuck.brendecke; Dave Colvin; David Hoekema;
David Kampwerth; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak
Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jennifer Johnson; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; Koreny, John S.; John Lindgren;
Johnson, Gary; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; Roger Warner
Subject: Re: update - Committee Recommendation
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Rick -


I agree that ESHMC members had significant roles in ESPAM2.0 model development, and
that this is an important difference between ESPAM1.1 and ESPAM2.0.  In addition to the
contributions you have listed, Dr. Schreuder made important contributions to the set-up of the
PEST implementation, weighting schemes, and other calibration nuts and bolts that I was not
fully aware of.  I expect that towards the end, Dr. Wylie did almost all the crank turning, but
the initial framing and groundwork were a collaborative effort as near as I was able to see.


Another important difference from my viewpoint is that after full and careful consideration,
the ESPAM1.1 model development team felt much more free to ultimately set aside
committee recommendations than did the ESPAM2.0 team.


For these reasons I think your language below is a fair representation of the role the ESHMC
had in ESPAM2.0 development.


Bryce


On Fri, Jun 29, 2012 at 9:05 AM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
wrote:
Greg,
 
I certainly do not want to be argumentative, but members of the ESHMC participated in the
development of the On Farm Water Budget, the MKMOD data processing tool, tabulation of
spring data for model calibration, and measurement of spring elevations for model
calibration.  The collaborative process proceeded with input and comment from the
stakeholders, and the input should be considered more than just  a review effort.  Would you
consider:
 
The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative
process led by the Idaho Department of Water Resources that resulted in the
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use  the ground water model for appropriate
hydrologic analyses.
 
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
From: Greg Sullivan [mailto:greg@spronkwater.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2012 9:54 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J.
D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John
Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger
Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent,
Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com;
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brian@waterwellconsultants.com; jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver,
Mathew
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick,
 
The following are a couple of comments on the proposed recommendation language.
 


1.       As has been discussed many times, the ESHMC did not actually develop the model, but
rather it reviewed the Department’s development of the model.


 


2.       I agree with Bryce that some “appropriate use” language be included in the statement. 
However, rather than saying “…for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model,”
I suggest using the phrase, “…for appropriate hydrologic analyses.” This simpler phrase is
more comprehensive in advising the that the model should be applied in an appropriate
manner given its limitations.  The original proposed language may imply that ESPAM 2.0 is
the only model to be used when a model is appropriate, and that no other model(s) could be
used (e.g., a local site-specific model).


 
Based on the foregoing, I suggest the following revised language.
 
The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed the Idaho
Department of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the ground
water model for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
Greg
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
 
From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John
Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
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Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation
with the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain
Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the
Department should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic
analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model.


 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain
Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.


 


 


Let me know your preference.


 


Thanks,


 


Rick


 


 


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100



mailto:rwarner@rockymountainenvironmental.com

mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com





CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged,  confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: David Hoekema
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Monday, July 02, 2012 8:47:14 AM


Rick,
 
I like the wording.
 


David Hoekema
 
Graduate Research Assistant
Department of Biological
& Agricultural Engineering
University of Idaho
322 E. Front Street
Boise, ID  83702
(208) 863-7580


From: Raymondi, Rick [Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov]
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation


Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
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Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: Vincent, Sean
To: Raymondi, Rick; Wylie, Allan
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Monday, July 02, 2012 10:06:31 AM


I agree with Dave. I think we are trying to say that we should use ESPAM 2.0 for hydrologic analyses
when modeling is an appropriate method of analysis.  There may be other hydrologic analyses
(e.g., localized well interference) when the relatively large grid spacing makes ESPAM 2.0
inappropriate.  The analysis is still appropriate, we just have the wrong tool.
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 5:03 PM
To: Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Help!
 


From: Dave Shaw [mailto:dshaw@eroresources.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 5:01 PM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick,
 
I have been watching the email discussion about ESPAM 2 and have not been as involved as most
of the committee members.  I have a question though about the wording of the last part of the
recommendation, would it be better to state “… when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.”  Instead
of “… for appropriate hydrologic analysis.”?  My question I guess, is could someone seeking an
“appropriate hydrologic analysis” assume ESPAM 2 is the right tool simply because the analysis
itself is appropriate?  Or stated another way, are there “appropriate hydrologic analyses” for which
ESPAM 2 is not the appropriate tool?
 
Thanks for listening,
Dave
 
David  Shaw


ERO Resources Corporation


 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
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jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
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Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: Willem Schreuder
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Bowling, Jon; Blew, David
Subject: Re: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 10:03:14 AM


On Wed, 27 Jun 2012, Raymondi, Rick wrote:


I like David's suggestion because it is simpler and implies that the model
should replace the old one without saying using a model is appropriate at
all times.  However, the first one does have the advantage of saying that
explicitly.  So while the language seems more cumbersome, there are
advantages to the first one if it sounds a bit like legaleze.


I guess I can live with either if some folks have very strong opinions,
but David's language does appeal to me.


-Willem


================================================================
Dr. Willem A. Schreuder,  President,  Principia Mathematica
Address:  445 Union Blvd, Suite 230,  Lakewood, CO  80228, USA
Tel: (303) 716-3573   Fax: (303) 716-3575
WWW: www.prinmath.com   Email: Willem.Schreuder@prinmath.com
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From: Charles E. Brockway
To: Raymondi, Rick; "Jennifer Johnson "; "Brendecke, Chuck"; "Bryan Kenworthy"; "Bryce Contor"; "Dar


Crammond"; "Dave Colvin"; "David Blew "; "David Hoekema"; "David Kampwerth"; "Gary Johnson"; "Greg
Clark"; "Greg Sullivan"; "Gregg S. Ten Eyck "; "Hal Anderson"; "J. D. May"; "Jack Harrison"; "Janak Timilsena";
"Jeff Sondrup"; "Jim Bartolino"; "Jim Brannon "; "John Koreny"; "John Lindgren "; "Jon Bowling"; "Ken
Skinner"; "Linda Lemmon"; McVay, Michael; "Mike Beus"; "Rick Allen"; "Roger Warner"; "Sharon Parkinson";
"Stacey L Taylor"; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; "Thomas R Wood"; Vincent, Sean; "Willem Schreuder"; Wylie,
Allan; "Young Harvey Walker "


Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; "Kevin Boggs"


Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 10:53:37 AM


Happy 4th of July
The following is a suggested response and recommendation by the ESHMC relative to IDWR
adoption of the ESPAM2 ground water model:
 
The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed and contributed to
the Idaho Department of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain
Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the
ESPAM version 2.0 ground water model in place of the ESPAM version 1.1 model
for all pending and future hydrologic analyses except in administrative determinations
where a ground water model is not required. 
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick
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From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 


__________ NOD32 7178 (20120529) Information __________


This message was checked by NOD32 antivirus system.
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From: BC RMEA
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Roger Warner
Subject: Statement
Date: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 12:34:42 PM


Rick -


I think the most appropriate statement of my sentiments is that I do not disagree with the latest, most
brief statement, but I have significant reservations as borne out in the record of discussion and the
EIWRC statement.


Roger and I did not really have time to discuss this, I recommend you call him at 524-2353


Bryce


Sent from my Tricorder.
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From: Charles E. Brockway
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Thursday, July 05, 2012 10:20:09 AM


Rick:  The purpose of the statement from the ESHMC relative to the ESPAM2 ground water model
was to indicate to the Director that the model, as calibrated, validated, and compared with ESPAM
1.1, was adequate and appropriate to be utilized by the Department for the administrative
purposes requiring a ground water model.  
Similarly, the ESHMC should inform the Director that the ESPAM2 model is capable and is the best
tool for use on specific administrative cases where a model is required.       I believe the Committee
should go on record as recommending that the ESPAM2 model is capable and should be used for
planning, transfers and water calls, both current and future, and any other application where the
ground water model is deemed to be necessary and the best science.   TRY THIS!


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative
process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its development of
the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that
the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1
for all pending and future hydrologic analyses requiring  a ground water model.


Chuck Brockway
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 1:11 PM
To: Charles E. Brockway
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Happy Fourth to you too Chuck!  And thanks for your suggestion.
 
Greg Sullivan objected to the last part indicating it was too restrictive.  Can you accept the modified
version #3 below for the committee recommendation?:
 


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 where a ground water model is appropriate for hydrologic
analysis.


 
Please give it some thought.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
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From: Charles E. Brockway [mailto:charles.e.brockway@brockwayeng.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 10:53 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; 'Jennifer Johnson '; 'Brendecke, Chuck'; 'Bryan Kenworthy'; 'Bryce Contor'; 'Dar
Crammond'; 'Dave Colvin'; 'David Blew '; 'David Hoekema'; 'David Kampwerth'; 'Gary Johnson'; 'Greg
Clark'; 'Greg Sullivan'; 'Gregg S. Ten Eyck '; 'Hal Anderson'; 'J. D. May'; 'Jack Harrison'; 'Janak
Timilsena'; 'Jeff Sondrup'; 'Jim Bartolino'; 'Jim Brannon '; 'John Koreny'; 'John Lindgren '; 'Jon Bowling';
'Ken Skinner'; 'Linda Lemmon'; McVay, Michael; 'Mike Beus'; 'Rick Allen'; 'Roger Warner'; 'Sharon
Parkinson'; 'Stacey L Taylor'; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; 'Thomas R Wood'; Vincent, Sean; 'Willem
Schreuder'; Wylie, Allan; 'Young Harvey Walker '
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 


Happy 4th of July
The following is a suggested response and recommendation by the ESHMC relative to IDWR
adoption of the ESPAM2 ground water model:
 
The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed and contributed to
the Idaho Department of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain
Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the
ESPAM version 2.0 ground water model in place of the ESPAM version 1.1 model
for all pending and future hydrologic analyses except in administrative determinations
where a ground water model is not required. 
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
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recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 


__________ NOD32 7178 (20120529) Information __________


This message was checked by NOD32 antivirus system.
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From: Raymondi, Rick
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave


Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S.
Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle;
Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker


Cc: "marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov"; "marxhintze@hintze.net"; Olenichak, Tony; "kwogsland@spronkwater.com";
"marilyn@tflaw.com"; "jryu@uidaho.edu"; "Dave Shaw"; "brian@waterwellconsultants.com";
"jairohernandez@boisestate.edu"; Weaver, Mathew; "Kevin Boggs"


Subject: Version #4 from Chuck Brockway
Date: Friday, July 06, 2012 2:28:18 PM


Hi,
 
Chuck Brockway has offered the following language that I’ll refer to as Committee
Recommendation version #4, for your consideration:
 


#4)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 for all hydrologic analyses requiring  a ground water model.
 
 
The other version that approximately 10 members have endorsed is version #3:
 
#3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
 
 
Please look over the two versions (above), and let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
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From: Charles E. Brockway
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, July 06, 2012 11:55:12 AM


Rick:  I am not sure what motivates the  fear of member concerns.  The language should be concise
and complete.  One could infer that ‘pending and future’ are implied in the word ‘all’. However. We
do so at the expense of having the last name of Clinton.
I am OK with using ‘-----for all hydrologic analyses requiring a ground water model”
Chuck
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, July 06, 2012 10:59 AM
To: Charles E. Brockway
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Chuck,
 
Thanks for your email with the explanation and new version.  I like it, but have a question:  Is the
“pending and future” necessary?    I fear members may ask questions or have concerns.  Could we
say …… for all hydrologic analyses requiring a ground water model.    (?)
 
Rick
 


From: Charles E. Brockway [mailto:charles.e.brockway@brockwayeng.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 05, 2012 10:20 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 


Rick:  The purpose of the statement from the ESHMC relative to the ESPAM2 ground water model
was to indicate to the Director that the model, as calibrated, validated, and compared with ESPAM
1.1, was adequate and appropriate to be utilized by the Department for the administrative
purposes requiring a ground water model.  
Similarly, the ESHMC should inform the Director that the ESPAM2 model is capable and is the best
tool for use on specific administrative cases where a model is required.       I believe the Committee
should go on record as recommending that the ESPAM2 model is capable and should be used for
planning, transfers and water calls, both current and future, and any other application where the
ground water model is deemed to be necessary and the best science.   TRY THIS!


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative
process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its development of
the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that
the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1
for all pending and future hydrologic analyses requiring  a ground water model.


Chuck Brockway
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From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 1:11 PM
To: Charles E. Brockway
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Happy Fourth to you too Chuck!  And thanks for your suggestion.
 
Greg Sullivan objected to the last part indicating it was too restrictive.  Can you accept the modified
version #3 below for the committee recommendation?:
 


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 where a ground water model is appropriate for hydrologic
analysis.


 
Please give it some thought.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 
 


From: Charles E. Brockway [mailto:charles.e.brockway@brockwayeng.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 10:53 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; 'Jennifer Johnson '; 'Brendecke, Chuck'; 'Bryan Kenworthy'; 'Bryce Contor'; 'Dar
Crammond'; 'Dave Colvin'; 'David Blew '; 'David Hoekema'; 'David Kampwerth'; 'Gary Johnson'; 'Greg
Clark'; 'Greg Sullivan'; 'Gregg S. Ten Eyck '; 'Hal Anderson'; 'J. D. May'; 'Jack Harrison'; 'Janak
Timilsena'; 'Jeff Sondrup'; 'Jim Bartolino'; 'Jim Brannon '; 'John Koreny'; 'John Lindgren '; 'Jon Bowling';
'Ken Skinner'; 'Linda Lemmon'; McVay, Michael; 'Mike Beus'; 'Rick Allen'; 'Roger Warner'; 'Sharon
Parkinson'; 'Stacey L Taylor'; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; 'Thomas R Wood'; Vincent, Sean; 'Willem
Schreuder'; Wylie, Allan; 'Young Harvey Walker '
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 


Happy 4th of July
The following is a suggested response and recommendation by the ESHMC relative to IDWR
adoption of the ESPAM2 ground water model:
 
The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed and contributed to
the Idaho Department of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain
Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the
ESPAM version 2.0 ground water model in place of the ESPAM version 1.1 model
for all pending and future hydrologic analyses except in administrative determinations
where a ground water model is not required. 
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From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
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Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
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From: Raymondi, Rick
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Bob Turik; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryce Contor (bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com);


Chuck Brockway; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth (David_Kampwerth@fws.gov);
Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson ; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak
Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner;
Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Rick Raymondi (rick.raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov); Roger
Warner; Sharon Parkinson ; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean;
Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker


Subject: draft final committee recommendation - for your review
Date: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 5:14:09 PM


Hi – here is the recommendation I intend to forward to Gary.  This is the final opportunity for
comment.  I will be traveling through Friday.  My cell is (208) 869-1043.  Thanks,  Rick
 
Gary,
 
The following statement was agreed upon by eighteen members of the Eastern Snake Hydrologic
Modeling Committee (David Hoekema, Bryce Contor, Willem Schreuder, Jim Brannon, Dave Colvin,
Chuck Brockway, Gary Johnson, Chuck Brendecke, Rick Allen, David Blew, Allan Wylie, Jon Bowling,
Rick Raymondi, Jennifer Sukow, Mike McVay, Stacey Taylor, Greg Sullivan, and Sean Vincent): 
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water modeling."
 
 
There was considerable debate in developing the recommendation with numerous committee
members expressing the concern during the last meeting and via emails that the model should be
used with caution and that there may be other tools or models that may be more appropriate for
some analyses.  Greg Sullivan indicated that the recommendation was more complete and he was
more comfortable if the following phrase was added to the above statement:    
 
…..although other tools or models may be more appropriate in certain circumstances."
 
 
Finally, Roger Warner indicated that the following paragraph submitted by the Eastern Idaho Water
Rights Coalition reflected his opinion, and Bryce Contor indicated that when added to the first
statement, the paragraph below represented his full opinion:
The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0.   Great effort was put in by the committee to improve the model in hopes that the
model can help better predict future hydrologic scenarios.  We feel the model is useful for
planning purposes but recognize that data used in the model vary in accuracy with select data
varying greatly.  Therefore, while we feel the model is useful for planning purposes, we
acknowledge accuracy limitations with use of the model for administrative purposes; particularly
at a local scale.  While we have all aspired to the highest level of accuracy attainable, we are
forced to admit that if this model were to continue to be used for administrative purposes it
must recognize some defensible level of uncertainty.
Thanks,
Rick Raymondi
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From: Brendecke, Chuck
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Blew, David; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Dave Colvin; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Greg


Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jennifer
Johnson; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren; Johnson, Gary; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner;
Linda Lemmon; Roger Warner; bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com


Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:38:27 PM


Rick – I think your proposed language is reasonable.  I would suggest replacing “use the
groundwater model” near the end of the sentence with “begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1”.
 
I would also like to see some reference or acknowledgement that there are model limitations
stated in the revised model documentation.  The latest version of v2 documentation that I am
finding (March 2011) contains the following in the “Abstract” section, though I have not been able
to find the Model Limitations section that is referred to.
 


As with any model of a complex physical system the ESPAM2.0 has limitations and


uncertainties.  The ESPAM2.0 is a regional-scale model and is best applied for regional-scale


predictions. Additionally, some of the water budget elements and measured observations are


known with greater certainty than others.  Further discussion about model limitations can be


found in the section entitled Model Limitations.


 
Chuck
 
 


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:12 PM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Blew, David; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; Brendecke, Chuck; Dave Colvin; David Hoekema;
David Kampwerth; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak
Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jennifer Johnson; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; John Koreny; John Lindgren;
Johnson, Gary; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; Roger Warner
Subject: Re: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick -


I agree that ESHMC members had significant roles in ESPAM2.0 model development, and
that this is an important difference between ESPAM1.1 and ESPAM2.0.  In addition to the
contributions you have listed, Dr. Schreuder made important contributions to the set-up of the
PEST implementation, weighting schemes, and other calibration nuts and bolts that I was not
fully aware of.  I expect that towards the end, Dr. Wylie did almost all the crank turning, but
the initial framing and groundwork were a collaborative effort as near as I was able to see.


Another important difference from my viewpoint is that after full and careful consideration,
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the ESPAM1.1 model development team felt much more free to ultimately set aside
committee recommendations than did the ESPAM2.0 team.


For these reasons I think your language below is a fair representation of the role the ESHMC
had in ESPAM2.0 development.


Bryce


On Fri, Jun 29, 2012 at 9:05 AM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
wrote:
Greg,
 
I certainly do not want to be argumentative, but members of the ESHMC participated in the
development of the On Farm Water Budget, the MKMOD data processing tool, tabulation of
spring data for model calibration, and measurement of spring elevations for model
calibration.  The collaborative process proceeded with input and comment from the
stakeholders, and the input should be considered more than just  a review effort.  Would you
consider:
 
The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative
process led by the Idaho Department of Water Resources that resulted in the
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use  the ground water model for appropriate
hydrologic analyses.
 
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
From: Greg Sullivan [mailto:greg@spronkwater.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2012 9:54 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J.
D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John
Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger
Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent,
Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com;
brian@waterwellconsultants.com; jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver,
Mathew
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick,
 
The following are a couple of comments on the proposed recommendation language.
 


1.       As has been discussed many times, the ESHMC did not actually develop the model, but
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rather it reviewed the Department’s development of the model.


 


2.       I agree with Bryce that some “appropriate use” language be included in the statement. 
However, rather than saying “…for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model,”
I suggest using the phrase, “…for appropriate hydrologic analyses.” This simpler phrase is
more comprehensive in advising the that the model should be applied in an appropriate
manner given its limitations.  The original proposed language may imply that ESPAM 2.0 is
the only model to be used when a model is appropriate, and that no other model(s) could be
used (e.g., a local site-specific model).


 
Based on the foregoing, I suggest the following revised language.
 
The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed the Idaho
Department of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the ground
water model for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
Greg
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
 
From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John
Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation
with the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain
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Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the
Department should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic
analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model.


 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain
Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.


 


 


Let me know your preference.


 


Thanks,


 


Rick


 


 


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged,  confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.
Its contents (including any attachments) may contain confidential and/or privileged information.
If you are not an intended recipient you must not use, disclose, disseminate, copy or print its contents.
If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete and destroy the message.








From: Wylie, Allan
To: Raymondi, Rick; Baxter, Garrick; Bromley, Chris; Vincent, Sean
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, July 06, 2012 1:11:26 PM


Rick
Why is it so hard to say the Department should replace ESPAM1.1 with ESPAM2?
Allan
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, July 06, 2012 11:00 AM
To: Baxter, Garrick; Bromley, Chris; Wylie, Allan; Vincent, Sean
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Input from Chuck Brockway.
 


From: Charles E. Brockway [mailto:charles.e.brockway@brockwayeng.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 05, 2012 10:20 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 


Rick:  The purpose of the statement from the ESHMC relative to the ESPAM2 ground water model
was to indicate to the Director that the model, as calibrated, validated, and compared with ESPAM
1.1, was adequate and appropriate to be utilized by the Department for the administrative
purposes requiring a ground water model.  
Similarly, the ESHMC should inform the Director that the ESPAM2 model is capable and is the best
tool for use on specific administrative cases where a model is required.       I believe the Committee
should go on record as recommending that the ESPAM2 model is capable and should be used for
planning, transfers and water calls, both current and future, and any other application where the
ground water model is deemed to be necessary and the best science.   TRY THIS!


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative
process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its development of
the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that
the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1
for all pending and future hydrologic analyses requiring  a ground water model.


Chuck Brockway
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 1:11 PM
To: Charles E. Brockway
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Happy Fourth to you too Chuck!  And thanks for your suggestion.
 
Greg Sullivan objected to the last part indicating it was too restrictive.  Can you accept the modified
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version #3 below for the committee recommendation?:
 


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 where a ground water model is appropriate for hydrologic
analysis.


 
Please give it some thought.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 
 


From: Charles E. Brockway [mailto:charles.e.brockway@brockwayeng.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 10:53 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; 'Jennifer Johnson '; 'Brendecke, Chuck'; 'Bryan Kenworthy'; 'Bryce Contor'; 'Dar
Crammond'; 'Dave Colvin'; 'David Blew '; 'David Hoekema'; 'David Kampwerth'; 'Gary Johnson'; 'Greg
Clark'; 'Greg Sullivan'; 'Gregg S. Ten Eyck '; 'Hal Anderson'; 'J. D. May'; 'Jack Harrison'; 'Janak
Timilsena'; 'Jeff Sondrup'; 'Jim Bartolino'; 'Jim Brannon '; 'John Koreny'; 'John Lindgren '; 'Jon Bowling';
'Ken Skinner'; 'Linda Lemmon'; McVay, Michael; 'Mike Beus'; 'Rick Allen'; 'Roger Warner'; 'Sharon
Parkinson'; 'Stacey L Taylor'; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; 'Thomas R Wood'; Vincent, Sean; 'Willem
Schreuder'; Wylie, Allan; 'Young Harvey Walker '
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 


Happy 4th of July
The following is a suggested response and recommendation by the ESHMC relative to IDWR
adoption of the ESPAM2 ground water model:
 
The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed and contributed to
the Idaho Department of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain
Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the
ESPAM version 2.0 ground water model in place of the ESPAM version 1.1 model
for all pending and future hydrologic analyses except in administrative determinations
where a ground water model is not required. 
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;



mailto:charles.e.brockway@brockwayeng.com

mailto:marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov

mailto:marxhintze@hintze.net

mailto:kwogsland@spronkwater.com

mailto:marilyn@tflaw.com

mailto:jryu@uidaho.edu

mailto:shannula@eroresources.com

mailto:brian@waterwellconsultants.com

mailto:jairohernandez@boisestate.edu

mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov





Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
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Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 


__________ NOD32 7178 (20120529) Information __________


This message was checked by NOD32 antivirus system.
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From: Raymondi, Rick
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor


(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ;
David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny;
John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick
Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood;
Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker


Cc: "marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov"; "marxhintze@hintze.net"; Olenichak, Tony; "kwogsland@spronkwater.com";
"marilyn@tflaw.com"; "jryu@uidaho.edu"; "shannula@eroresources.com"; "brian@waterwellconsultants.com";
"jairohernandez@boisestate.edu"; "Kevin Boggs"; Weaver, Mathew


Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53:20 AM


Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
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From: Raymondi, Rick
To: "Greg Sullivan"; "Bryce Contor"
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, June 29, 2012 9:05:00 AM


Greg,
 
I certainly do not want to be argumentative, but members of the ESHMC participated in the
development of the On Farm Water Budget, the MKMOD data processing tool, tabulation of spring
data for model calibration, and measurement of spring elevations for model calibration.  The
collaborative process proceeded with input and comment from the stakeholders, and the input
should be considered more than just  a review effort.  Would you consider:
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative process
led by the Idaho Department of Water Resources that resulted in the development of the
Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the
Department use  the ground water model for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 


From: Greg Sullivan [mailto:greg@spronkwater.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2012 9:54 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J.
D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John
Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger
Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent,
Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick,
 
The following are a couple of comments on the proposed recommendation language.
 


1.       As has been discussed many times, the ESHMC did not actually develop the model, but
rather it reviewed the Department’s development of the model.
 


2.       I agree with Bryce that some “appropriate use” language be included in the statement. 
However, rather than saying “…for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model,” I
suggest using the phrase, “…for appropriate hydrologic analyses.” This simpler phrase is
more comprehensive in advising the that the model should be applied in an appropriate
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manner given its limitations.  The original proposed language may imply that ESPAM 2.0 is
the only model to be used when a model is appropriate, and that no other model(s) could
be used (e.g., a local site-specific model).


 
Based on the foregoing, I suggest the following revised language.
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed the Idaho Department
of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the ground water model for
appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
Greg
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John
Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
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Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: Brendecke, Chuck
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:40:43 PM


Rick
 
I just sent a response to an earlier email.  I think you can readily apply the essence of those
comments to this current version.
 
Chuck
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
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'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 


The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.
Its contents (including any attachments) may contain confidential and/or privileged information.
If you are not an intended recipient you must not use, disclose, disseminate, copy or print its contents.
If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete and destroy the message.








From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com on behalf of Bryce Contor
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: Bryce"s responses to Committee Recommendation language
Date: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 11:36:25 AM


Rick -


I've contributed comments and suggestions, which at this point are my own.  Our
client the Eastern Idaho Water Rights Coalition may make its own
statement/recommendation/concurrence/disagreement with the proposed language. 
I think they are still wrestling with the decision.


Bryce


-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended
recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the
sender or collect telephone call to (208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: Greg Sullivan
To: Raymondi, Rick; Bryce Contor
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, June 29, 2012 9:26:44 AM


Rick,
 
Thanks for considering the language that I sent.  I agree there was collaboration between certain
members of the ESHMC and IDWR on certain elements of the model.  Other elements of the model
development were all or mostly conducted by IDWR with review and comment from the ESHMC
members.  I  recall several discussions to the effect that the ESHMC was providing guidance, but
that it was ultimately IDWR’s decision on how to implement each element of the model.  In short,
the ESHMC involvement was part collaborative and part review.   With the foregoing in mind, I
propose the following language that blends your proposed language and mine.
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative process
to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department
use the ground water model for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg
 
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 9:06 AM
To: Greg Sullivan; Bryce Contor
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Greg,
 
I certainly do not want to be argumentative, but members of the ESHMC participated in the
development of the On Farm Water Budget, the MKMOD data processing tool, tabulation of spring
data for model calibration, and measurement of spring elevations for model calibration.  The
collaborative process proceeded with input and comment from the stakeholders, and the input
should be considered more than just  a review effort.  Would you consider:
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative process
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led by the Idaho Department of Water Resources that resulted in the development of the
Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the
Department use  the ground water model for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 


From: Greg Sullivan [mailto:greg@spronkwater.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2012 9:54 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J.
D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John
Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger
Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent,
Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick,
 
The following are a couple of comments on the proposed recommendation language.
 


1.       As has been discussed many times, the ESHMC did not actually develop the model, but
rather it reviewed the Department’s development of the model.
 


2.       I agree with Bryce that some “appropriate use” language be included in the statement. 
However, rather than saying “…for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model,” I
suggest using the phrase, “…for appropriate hydrologic analyses.” This simpler phrase is
more comprehensive in advising the that the model should be applied in an appropriate
manner given its limitations.  The original proposed language may imply that ESPAM 2.0 is
the only model to be used when a model is appropriate, and that no other model(s) could
be used (e.g., a local site-specific model).


 
Based on the foregoing, I suggest the following revised language.
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed the Idaho Department
of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the ground water model for
appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
Greg
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
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Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John
Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
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From: Raymondi, Rick
To: "Brendecke, Chuck"
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:42:00 PM


Thanks Chuck, I think those comments add clarification.  So, if I get agreement on #3 (hopefully), I
will insert your suggestion without going out to vote again.
 


From: Brendecke, Chuck [mailto:Chuck.Brendecke@amec.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:41 PM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick
 
I just sent a response to an earlier email.  I think you can readily apply the essence of those
comments to this current version.
 
Chuck
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
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Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 


 


The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.
Its contents (including any attachments) may contain confidential and/or privileged information.
If you are not an intended recipient you must not use, disclose, disseminate, copy or print its contents.
If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete and destroy the message.
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From: Dave Shaw
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, June 29, 2012 5:01:16 PM


Rick,
 
I have been watching the email discussion about ESPAM 2 and have not been as involved as most
of the committee members.  I have a question though about the wording of the last part of the
recommendation, would it be better to state “… when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.”  Instead
of “… for appropriate hydrologic analysis.”?  My question I guess, is could someone seeking an
“appropriate hydrologic analysis” assume ESPAM 2 is the right tool simply because the analysis
itself is appropriate?  Or stated another way, are there “appropriate hydrologic analyses” for which
ESPAM 2 is not the appropriate tool?
 
Thanks for listening,
Dave
 
David  Shaw


ERO Resources Corporation


 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick
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From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
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From: Raymondi, Rick
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor


(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ;
David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny;
John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick
Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood;
Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker


Cc: "marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov"; "marxhintze@hintze.net"; Olenichak, Tony; "kwogsland@spronkwater.com";
"marilyn@tflaw.com"; "jryu@uidaho.edu"; "shannula@eroresources.com"; "brian@waterwellconsultants.com";
"jairohernandez@boisestate.edu"; "Kevin Boggs"; Weaver, Mathew


Subject: Committee Recommendation
Date: Monday, June 25, 2012 4:48:31 PM


Hi,
 
At the end of our meeting last Friday, the committee developed the following language to
announce the completion of ESPAM version 2:
 


The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plane Aquifer Model
(ESPAM) version 2.0.  The ESHMC recommends that the Department should go forward
and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model.
 
No one disagreed with the language, but at least one member asked for more time for review. 
Please review the committee recommendation above and provide your comments to me by July
10, 2012.  If I do not hear from you by July 10, I will assume that you agree with the language.
 
Thanks for your efforts,
 
Rick
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From: Wylie, Allan
To: Raymondi, Rick; Vincent, Sean; McVay, Michael; Sukow, Jennifer
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, June 29, 2012 9:41:51 AM


It looks good to me.
Allan
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 9:33 AM
To: Vincent, Sean; Wylie, Allan; McVay, Michael; Sukow, Jennifer
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
I think it looks good now, any thoughts?
 


From: Greg Sullivan [mailto:greg@spronkwater.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 9:27 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; Bryce Contor
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick,
 
Thanks for considering the language that I sent.  I agree there was collaboration between certain
members of the ESHMC and IDWR on certain elements of the model.  Other elements of the model
development were all or mostly conducted by IDWR with review and comment from the ESHMC
members.  I  recall several discussions to the effect that the ESHMC was providing guidance, but
that it was ultimately IDWR’s decision on how to implement each element of the model.  In short,
the ESHMC involvement was part collaborative and part review.   With the foregoing in mind, I
propose the following language that blends your proposed language and mine.
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative process
to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its development of the Eastern
Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department
use the ground water model for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg
 
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
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From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 9:06 AM
To: Greg Sullivan; Bryce Contor
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Greg,
 
I certainly do not want to be argumentative, but members of the ESHMC participated in the
development of the On Farm Water Budget, the MKMOD data processing tool, tabulation of spring
data for model calibration, and measurement of spring elevations for model calibration.  The
collaborative process proceeded with input and comment from the stakeholders, and the input
should be considered more than just  a review effort.  Would you consider:
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative process
led by the Idaho Department of Water Resources that resulted in the development of the
Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the
Department use  the ground water model for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 


From: Greg Sullivan [mailto:greg@spronkwater.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2012 9:54 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J.
D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John
Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger
Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent,
Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick,
 
The following are a couple of comments on the proposed recommendation language.
 


1.       As has been discussed many times, the ESHMC did not actually develop the model, but
rather it reviewed the Department’s development of the model.
 


2.       I agree with Bryce that some “appropriate use” language be included in the statement. 
However, rather than saying “…for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model,” I
suggest using the phrase, “…for appropriate hydrologic analyses.” This simpler phrase is
more comprehensive in advising the that the model should be applied in an appropriate
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manner given its limitations.  The original proposed language may imply that ESPAM 2.0 is
the only model to be used when a model is appropriate, and that no other model(s) could
be used (e.g., a local site-specific model).


 
Based on the foregoing, I suggest the following revised language.
 


The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed the Idaho Department
of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the ground water model for
appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
Greg
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John
Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
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Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: Raymondi, Rick
To: Spackman, Gary
Cc: "marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov"; "marxhintze@hintze.net"; Olenichak, Tony; "kwogsland@spronkwater.com";


"marilyn@tflaw.com"; "jryu@uidaho.edu"; "Dave Shaw"; "brian@waterwellconsultants.com";
"jairohernandez@boisestate.edu"; Weaver, Mathew; "Kevin Boggs"; Jennifer Johnson ; Bob Turik; Brendecke,
Chuck; Bryce Contor (bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dave Colvin; David Blew ;
David Hoekema; David Kampwerth (David_Kampwerth@fws.gov); Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan;
Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson ; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim
Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Rick Allen; Rick Raymondi (rick.raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov); Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson ; Stacey L Taylor;
Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey
Walker


Subject: ESPAM version 2.0
Date: Monday, July 16, 2012 5:09:21 PM


Gary,
 
The following statement was agreed upon by twenty members of the Eastern Snake Hydrologic
Modeling Committee (David Hoekema, Bryce Contor, Willem Schreuder, Jim Brannon, Dave Colvin,
Chuck Brockway, Gary Johnson, Chuck Brendecke, Rick Allen, David Blew, John Koreny, Allan Wylie,
Jon Bowling, Rick Raymondi, Jennifer Sukow, Jennifer Johnson, Mike McVay, Stacey Taylor, Greg
Sullivan, and Sean Vincent): 
 
"The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee recommends that the Department begin
using ESPAM version 2 rather than ESPAM version 1.1 for ground water modeling."
 
There was considerable debate in developing the recommendation with numerous committee
members expressing the concern during the last meeting and via emails that the model should be
used with caution and that there may be other tools or models that may be more appropriate for
some analyses.  Greg Sullivan indicated that the recommendation was more complete and he was
more comfortable if the following phrase was added to the above statement:    
 
…..although other tools or models may be more appropriate in certain circumstances."
 
Chuck Brendecke said that he shared Greg’s concerns about implying that the model is appropriate
for any and all situations.
 
Finally, Roger Warner indicated that the following paragraph submitted by the Eastern Idaho Water
Rights Coalition reflected his opinion, and Bryce Contor indicated that when added to the first
statement, the paragraph below represented his full opinion:
The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM)
version 2.0.   Great effort was put in by the committee to improve the model in hopes that the
model can help better predict future hydrologic scenarios.  We feel the model is useful for
planning purposes but recognize that data used in the model vary in accuracy with select data
varying greatly.  Therefore, while we feel the model is useful for planning purposes, we
acknowledge accuracy limitations with use of the model for administrative purposes; particularly
at a local scale.  While we have all aspired to the highest level of accuracy attainable, we are
forced to admit that if this model were to continue to be used for administrative purposes it
must recognize some defensible level of uncertainty.
Thanks,
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Rick Raymondi
 








From: Weaver, Mathew
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 3:15:17 PM


Rick,
 
Personally I like option (2) better than option (1).  It seems like a better place for the ESHMC to
land, and I think it would serve the purposes of the Department better as well.  In addition, it just
sounds more well written.
 
If you do get stuck with option (1), a small tweak that improves it slightly in my opinion is the
substitution of “when” for “if” at the start of the second clause.  To me the use of “if” is slightly
more subjective and may open the statement up to more debate than the use of “when”.
 
Cheers,


Mat
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
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Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 








From: Koreny, John S.
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:25:49 PM


I don’t have a preference. 
 


From: bcontor.rm@gmail.com [mailto:bcontor.rm@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Bryce Contor
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 3:12 PM
To: Raymondi, Rick
Cc: Blew, David; Bryan Kenworthy; Chuck Brockway; chuck.brendecke; Dave Colvin; David Hoekema;
David Kampwerth; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak
Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jennifer Johnson; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon; Koreny, John S.; John Lindgren;
Johnson, Gary; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; Roger Warner
Subject: Re: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick -


I agree that ESHMC members had significant roles in ESPAM2.0 model development, and
that this is an important difference between ESPAM1.1 and ESPAM2.0.  In addition to the
contributions you have listed, Dr. Schreuder made important contributions to the set-up of the
PEST implementation, weighting schemes, and other calibration nuts and bolts that I was not
fully aware of.  I expect that towards the end, Dr. Wylie did almost all the crank turning, but
the initial framing and groundwork were a collaborative effort as near as I was able to see.


Another important difference from my viewpoint is that after full and careful consideration,
the ESPAM1.1 model development team felt much more free to ultimately set aside
committee recommendations than did the ESPAM2.0 team.


For these reasons I think your language below is a fair representation of the role the ESHMC
had in ESPAM2.0 development.


Bryce


On Fri, Jun 29, 2012 at 9:05 AM, Raymondi, Rick <Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov>
wrote:
Greg,
 
I certainly do not want to be argumentative, but members of the ESHMC participated in the
development of the On Farm Water Budget, the MKMOD data processing tool, tabulation of
spring data for model calibration, and measurement of spring elevations for model
calibration.  The collaborative process proceeded with input and comment from the
stakeholders, and the input should be considered more than just  a review effort.  Would you
consider:
 
The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a collaborative
process led by the Idaho Department of Water Resources that resulted in the
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use  the ground water model for appropriate
hydrologic analyses.
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Thanks,
 
Rick
 
From: Greg Sullivan [mailto:greg@spronkwater.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2012 9:54 AM
To: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J.
D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John
Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Rick Allen; Roger
Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent,
Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com;
brian@waterwellconsultants.com; jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver,
Mathew
Subject: RE: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Rick,
 
The following are a couple of comments on the proposed recommendation language.
 


1.       As has been discussed many times, the ESHMC did not actually develop the model, but
rather it reviewed the Department’s development of the model.


 


2.       I agree with Bryce that some “appropriate use” language be included in the statement. 
However, rather than saying “…for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model,”
I suggest using the phrase, “…for appropriate hydrologic analyses.” This simpler phrase is
more comprehensive in advising the that the model should be applied in an appropriate
manner given its limitations.  The original proposed language may imply that ESPAM 2.0 is
the only model to be used when a model is appropriate, and that no other model(s) could be
used (e.g., a local site-specific model).


 
Based on the foregoing, I suggest the following revised language.
 
The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee has reviewed the Idaho
Department of Water Resources’ development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and recommends that the Department use  the ground
water model for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
 
Greg
 
Gregory K. Sullivan, P.E.
Spronk Water Engineers, Inc.
1000 Logan Street
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Denver, CO  80203
303.861.9700
303.861.9799 fax
www.spronkwater.com
greg@spronkwater.com
 
From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John
Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; Karen Wogsland;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation
with the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain
Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the
Department should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic
analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model.


 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain
Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.


 


 


Let me know your preference.


 


Thanks,


 


Rick
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-- 
Bryce A. Contor
Senior Hydrologist


482 Constitution, Idaho Falls, ID 83402
E-Mail: bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com
Alt. E-Mail:  bcontor.rm@gmail.com
VOICE: 208-524-2353 ||| FAX: 208-524-1795 ||| CELL: 208-681-9100


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged,  confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or distribution of this communication to other than the intended recipient is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email to the sender or collect telephone call to
(208) 524-2353. Thank you.
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From: David Hoekema
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: FW: Committee Recommendation
Date: Tuesday, June 26, 2012 3:39:53 PM


Rick Raymondi,
 
As has probably been pointed out, "Plain" is misspelled as "Plane" in the first line.  I'll
propose the following wording (original wording located below proposed wording
explanation):
 
The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model
(ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the Department in place of
the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
The wording "when it is appropriate to use a model" is too vague.  To me the proposed
wording, above, would indicate that we feel we have completed the project and that ESPAM
2.0 is generally better than ESPAM 1.1 without getting into wording about the appropriate
use of the model, which will be determined by the director and Department on a case by case
analysis and challenged as such.  I would think all committee members would agree
that ESPAM 2.0 should replace ESPAM 1.1 and that the project is done.
 
I feel it would be better to address the appropriate and perhaps inappropriate uses of the
model in a white paper format or at the end of the final report with more specific wording, as
was done last time.
 
The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plane Aquifer Model
(ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department should go
forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a
model.
 


David Hoekema
 
Graduate Research Assistant
Department of Biological
& Agricultural Engineering
University of Idaho
322 E. Front Street
Boise, ID  83702
(208) 863-7580


From: Raymondi, Rick [Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov]
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2012 4:48 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy;
bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew
; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal
Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John
Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; shannula@eroresources.com; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Kevin Boggs; Weaver, Mathew
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Subject: Committee Recommendation


Hi,
 
At the end of our meeting last Friday, the committee developed the following language to
announce the completion of ESPAM version 2:
 


The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plane Aquifer Model
(ESPAM) version 2.0.  The ESHMC recommends that the Department should go forward
and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is appropriate to use a model.
 
No one disagreed with the language, but at least one member asked for more time for review. 
Please review the committee recommendation above and provide your comments to me by July
10, 2012.  If I do not hear from you by July 10, I will assume that you agree with the language.
 
Thanks for your efforts,
 
Rick








From: Bowling, Jon
To: Raymondi, Rick; Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar


Crammond; Dave Colvin; Blew, David; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg
Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Timilsena, Janak; Jeff Sondrup; Jim
Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike
Beus; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R
Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker


Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; Dave Shaw; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs


Subject: RE: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation
Date: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 11:07:34 AM


I am OK with the current version.
 
Jon Bowling
 
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 10:57 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; Blew, David; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Timilsena, Janak; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Bowling, Jon; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; Dave Shaw; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation
 
Okay,
 
We’ve had some editorial comments - one from Chuck Brendecke and one from Dave Shaw (ERO
Resources).  So here is a slightly modified version #3:
 


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
 
So far, David Hoekema, Bryce, Greg Sullivan, John Koreny, Mike McVay, Allan Wylie, Sean
Vincent, Chuck Brendecke, Dave Colvin, Willem, Mat Weaver, and Dave Shaw have
responded with their opinions.  I hope I didn’t forget anyone.
 
I hope other members will comment (Chuck Brockway, Dave Blew, Jon Boling, Janak, Gary
Johnson, Jim Brannon, Jennifer Sukow, Jennifer Johnson, Harvey Walker, Rick Allen, Roger
Warner, Stacey, etc.) as well as anyone who has additional comments.  I think we’re pretty
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close to completing this recommendation.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick


 
 
 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
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Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 


This transmission may contain information that is privileged,  confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure,  copying, distribution, or use of the information contained herein (including any
reliance thereon) is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. If you received this transmission in error, please immediately contact the sender and destroy the
material in its entirety,  whether in electronic or hard copy format. Thank you.








From: Brendecke, Chuck
To: Raymondi, Rick
Subject: RE: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation
Date: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 11:11:14 AM


Works for me.
 


From: Raymondi, Rick [mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 10:57 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov; marxhintze@hintze.net; Olenichak, Tony; kwogsland@spronkwater.com;
marilyn@tflaw.com; jryu@uidaho.edu; Dave Shaw; brian@waterwellconsultants.com;
jairohernandez@boisestate.edu; Weaver, Mathew; Kevin Boggs
Subject: FW: update - slightly modified Committee Recommendation
 
Okay,
 
We’ve had some editorial comments - one from Chuck Brendecke and one from Dave Shaw (ERO
Resources).  So here is a slightly modified version #3:
 


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department begin using ESPAM version 2 rather than
ESPAM version 1.1 when appropriate for hydrologic analysis.
 
So far, David Hoekema, Bryce, Greg Sullivan, John Koreny, Mike McVay, Allan Wylie, Sean
Vincent, Chuck Brendecke, Dave Colvin, Willem, Mat Weaver, and Dave Shaw have
responded with their opinions.  I hope I didn’t forget anyone.
 
I hope other members will comment (Chuck Brockway, Dave Blew, Jon Boling, Janak, Gary
Johnson, Jim Brannon, Jennifer Sukow, Jennifer Johnson, Harvey Walker, Rick Allen, Roger
Warner, Stacey, etc.) as well as anyone who has additional comments.  I think we’re pretty
close to completing this recommendation.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick


 
 
 
 



mailto:Chuck.Brendecke@amec.com

mailto:Rick.Raymondi@idwr.idaho.gov





From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36 PM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar
Crammond; Dave Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark;
Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff
Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ; John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda
Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus; Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson;
Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder;
Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; Weaver, Mathew; 'Kevin Boggs'
Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
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appropriate to use a model.
 


2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 


The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.
Its contents (including any attachments) may contain confidential and/or privileged information.
If you are not an intended recipient you must not use, disclose, disseminate, copy or print its contents.
If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete and destroy the message.








From: Raymondi, Rick
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor; Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave


Colvin; David Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S.
Ten Eyck ; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank, Lyle;
Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker


Cc: "marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov"; "marxhintze@hintze.net"; Olenichak, Tony; "kwogsland@spronkwater.com";
"marilyn@tflaw.com"; "jryu@uidaho.edu"; "shannula@eroresources.com"; "brian@waterwellconsultants.com";
"jairohernandez@boisestate.edu"; Weaver, Mathew; "Kevin Boggs"


Subject: FW: update - Committee Recommendation
Date: Friday, June 29, 2012 4:36:27 PM


Hi all,
I’ve received a number of emails with suggestions and comments on recommendations #1 and #2
below.  With recent suggestions from Bryce and Greg Sullivan, the following language is submitted
as a third alternative that is acceptable to IDWR members on the committee.  Please look this over
and let me know if you  agree with recommendation version #3.


3)  The Eastern Snake Hydrologic Modeling Committee participated in a
collaborative process to assist the Idaho Department of Water Resources in its
development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model (ESPAM) version 2.0, and
recommends that the Department use the ground water model (ESPAM version
2.0) for appropriate hydrologic analyses.
If you have any questions, please call or email.  Thanks and have a good weekend,
Rick


 
 


From: Raymondi, Rick 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 9:53 AM
To: Jennifer Johnson ; Brendecke, Chuck; Bryan Kenworthy; Bryce Contor
(bcontor@rockymountainenvironmental.com); Chuck Brockway; Dar Crammond; Dave Colvin; David
Blew ; David Hoekema; David Kampwerth; Gary Johnson; Greg Clark; Greg Sullivan; Gregg S. Ten Eyck
; Hal Anderson; J. D. May; Jack Harrison; Janak Timilsena; Jeff Sondrup; Jim Bartolino; Jim Brannon ;
John Koreny; John Lindgren ; Jon Bowling; Ken Skinner; Linda Lemmon; McVay, Michael; Mike Beus;
Raymondi, Rick; Rick Allen; Roger Warner; Sharon Parkinson; Stacey L Taylor; Sukow, Jennifer; Swank,
Lyle; Thomas R Wood; Vincent, Sean; Willem Schreuder; Wylie, Allan; Young Harvey Walker 
Cc: 'marx.hintze@icp.doe.gov'; 'marxhintze@hintze.net'; Olenichak, Tony;
'kwogsland@spronkwater.com'; 'marilyn@tflaw.com'; 'jryu@uidaho.edu'; 'shannula@eroresources.com';
'brian@waterwellconsultants.com'; 'jairohernandez@boisestate.edu'; 'Kevin Boggs'; Weaver, Mathew
Subject: update - Committee Recommendation
 
Hi, 
 
John Koreny agreed with the language sent out on Monday (version 1 below).  Then, David
Hoekema submitted alternative language.  We have two choices.  The first recommendation with
the correct spelling of Plain, and #2 David’s suggestion.
 


1)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0. The ESHMC recommends that the Department
should go forward and use ESPAM version 2.0 for hydrologic analyses, if it is
appropriate to use a model.
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2)      The ESHMC has completed the development of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer
Model (ESPAM) version 2.0.  We recommend the model be used by the
Department in place of the previous model, ESPAM 1.1.
 
 
Let me know your preference.
 
Thanks,
 
Rick
 
 





