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Brian,

I have attached my objection to include Water District 13T in the Portneuf Watershed. I am
currently the treasurer for the district, and I am also a farmer in the district. My dad, Eric
Simonson, is the current owner of the well that could be affected, and the well may still be
under my grandpa's (Von Simonson) name. 

I hope you consider my respectful, contemplative objection.

I recognize and appreciate the work and frustration that you go through at the IDWR.

-- 
Thank you,

Andrew Simonson

mailto:drewsimo96@gmail.com
mailto:Brian.Ragan@idwr.idaho.gov

Formal Objection to the Inclusion of Water District 13T in the Portneuf Watershed (Basin 129) and Expansion of the ESPA ACGWS

To Whom It May Concern,

We respectfully object to the proposed expansion of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer (ESPA) Area of Common Ground Water Supply (ACGWS) to include any portion of Water District 13T within the Portneuf Tributary Basin (Basin 129). This proposal lacks sufficient scientific justification and appears to be primarily motivated by an effort to redistribute the financial burden of mitigation rather than address actual hydrological impacts.

1. Lack of Scientific Basis for Inclusion

There is no conclusive scientific evidence demonstrating that groundwater withdrawals in Water District 13T have a measurable impact on surface water users in the Snake River system, particularly in Twin Falls or other downstream areas. Groundwater flow in this region is highly complex and not well understood. Without clear, peer-reviewed hydrological studies proving a direct connection, it is inappropriate to assume that mitigation measures imposed in Caribou County would have any meaningful effect on senior water rights holders in the ESPA.

Until there is sufficient scientific proof delineating where groundwater flows into the Portneuf River, all of Water District 13T should remain excluded from the ESPA ACGWS.

2. Misguided Expansion for Cost-Sharing

The primary consequence of this expansion is the redistribution of mitigation costs rather than the resolution of a demonstrated hydrological issue. Expanding the ESPA ACGWS to include Water District 13T forces our water users to share in mitigation costs—including legal fees, administrative expenses, and potential curtailment—without any demonstrated benefit.

Furthermore, Water District 13T is a relatively minor groundwater user compared to other districts within the ESPA. The financial burden imposed on us would be disproportionate to our water usage, unfairly subsidizing the mitigation obligations of larger, more impactful users.

3. Minimal Groundwater Usage in 13T Diminishes Mitigation Effectiveness

Water District 13T has total groundwater rights of just under 43,000 acre-feet. However, our short irrigation season results in actual usage likely being less than one-third of that amount. Future metering will provide more precise data, but current estimates indicate that our groundwater withdrawals are minimal.

Even if some degree of connectivity to the ESPA were assumed—without clear scientific evidence—the small volume of groundwater use in 13T means its inclusion in mitigation efforts would have a negligible impact on overall aquifer recharge. Requiring mitigation from our district would impose undue financial and regulatory burdens on local farmers while providing little to no benefit to senior water rights holders elsewhere.

4. Future Expansion Concerns

While the southern portion of Water District 13T is currently excluded from this boundary shift, we are concerned that approving this expansion will set a precedent for further southward inclusion in the future. As proposed, only 10 of the 41 irrigation wells in Water District 13T would remain outside the expanded ESPA ACGWS boundary. If this change is approved without rigorous scientific scrutiny, additional areas will likely be targeted, exacerbating the financial and regulatory strain on agricultural water users.

Additionally, Water District 13T will likely face future mitigation requirements under the Bear River adjudication. Until clear scientific data establish a definitive boundary for groundwater flow, we believe our district should not be included in either the Portneuf or ESPA mitigation frameworks.

5. Bear River Surface Water Complicates Groundwater Flow Assumptions

A significant reason to exclude Water District 13T from the Portneuf Tributary Basin is the influence of Bear River surface water deliveries. The Last Chance Canal Company’s West Branch Lateral carries 40 CFS of Bear River water into the northern end of Water District 13T throughout the irrigation season. Additionally, the Farmers Land and Irrigation Company operates a canal delivering 65 CFS of Bear River water into the same area. These water sources contribute to incidental recharge and further complicate groundwater flow assumptions.

Given these complexities, Water District 13T is more appropriately classified as a tributary to the Bear River rather than the Portneuf. Including our district in the Portneuf Watershed under the ESPA ACGWS lacks justification when our groundwater is likely influenced more by Bear River surface water than by the Portneuf system.

Conclusion

For these reasons, we strongly oppose the proposed reassignment of any portion of Water District 13T to Water District 29 and the inclusion of our region within the Portneuf Tributary Basin under the ESPA ACGWS. We urge decision-makers to reject this expansion until comprehensive, peer-reviewed scientific studies definitively establish the groundwater flow dynamics in our area.

The burden of proof lies with those seeking to impose additional regulatory and financial obligations on our water users—not the other way around.

Sincerely,
Andrew Simonson
drewsimo96@gmail.com
Treasurer, Water District 13T; Farmer Water District 13T




