
At(,'.,~ ·· . [ER USERS dF· THE 1$16 & LITTLE LOST RIVERS 
,re, Th~teJi§}lSerious:potintialJhr<:at~ting. brought a~'~instyourwater rights; Thetimeto·act is now; 
c:3fnejcl~no b'~pt .. of Water Resources is a2cepting .comments concerning the petition' being brought by Cl~ar· 

· Springs Foods, Inc. until Ma:y.J1, 2011. ·· . · 

!1'.JTJ~IMPERITl\{ETHAT IDWRRECEIVE AS MANYCO~MENTf, AGAINST THIS PETl'rl.ON, AS POSSIBLE. 
::l.nd.uded in this a:q is a letter addressed to IDWR. You san get a•clMn copy of this letter e~maile.d tq you by . 
%allirig theWatermaster's office at 588l1.37 or e-mailing ar~q~~stto :seefried61@gmail.com. Please feel 

free tg edifor qdd to theiomments o(this letter.. . 
' ,,, ' ,,, ',,;\'.(,;,, 

IF NOTHING ELSE·'CUT IT QUT,. SIGN IT, & .EITHER SEND IT 0~ ~l\}~ i5 
· Send comments to: R E · ·· 

Richarc:l Rigby 
Idaho Departmentof Water Resources 

P.O. Box83720- Boise, 10.83720~0098 
Fax comments.to: 208-287-6700 

.. - - - -
~icliard Rigby 
Iclalio Department of Water Resources 
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I P.O. Box 8,3720 
Boise; II) ~3720~0098 

I. Fax 208-287-6700 
C.ity,Stat~ Ao we; , 
Teleplione:ililll 

Re: Proposed Change to Conjunctive Management Rule 50 

I Basi11 34 lia.s been told numerous times f-ince tlie Snake River Basin Adjudication tliat we would never 
be i11~6lveclin Ea~tern f?.nllke Plain Aquifer, (ESPA),. the "A-li11e". As a result, we wer~ unaware 

I > .. that we were even in tlie Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer Model, (ES PAM). Some of tne boundaries 'of 
tlie ESPAM seem arbitrary & politic~!. People tliat are on tlieModeHng CommiHee have obviously . 
represented andprot~cted the interests of whomever or whatever organizatip11ther represen~~d. we 
were. n~yer approa9hed to j:,e on .the Modeling Committee, Decisions have1 be~nma<ltfor our Basins 
without our knowledge or.j11put. Had we b~en. aware of our inclusion in. the. ES PAM, wi '\Vould have 
certainly had a representative there to pr,otect our.interests .. ·· 

The co11tribution of the Bi& and Little Lost Rivers (Basins 34 & 33{to the ESPA is negligible, at best. 
"Good''w.ater years, (whe,11calls a.re unlikely,'aretheonly times th~t these 2 ba.sinsmay,coritribute to 
the ESPP..; "Bad~'water years,{when call~ we)ike:ly) do not allow any water to leave these basins'. 

' v V 

' 
,
1
. The ESPAM was neyerh1rended to b~ used as an administrative toolnor as a boundary. Again, the 

·boundaries of the ESPAM seem arbitrary & politic;al.-'[he Big &Little Wood RiverYalleys should be 
included in th.e ESPAM and .are not. D.o they have representation o~, the Modeling Committee? l 

I We are told that there i~ ground water ihatleaves Basin~33 & 34 ancl flows into the ESPA, but how 
' muck& how long it take(to.~eacfi the Twin Falls area· are unknowns. fatimates are inexact. 

: V : 'i '> '''}":: : V ,.,;,;: ,<:, V 0 

I The hydro logic basis for thedefinition of the Area ~l¢oinmon Ground Water Supply is set'forth: 
I i~the Conjunctive Management Rules as: "TheEtsterq Sqake PlainAquifer supplies water to and 
· r~ceives water from the Snake l{iyer'' (C::MR 650.Q) :~), T~e l3ig & Little Lost River Basi11s. cannot 
I rec.eive w~terfrom.the S.nfike;River,:xWe do not m~et this qiferion. )f we do b~come. pa~ 6f ihe ESPA 

anci are mitcle. subjec;tto,~a,Jl~ fn;>m the TW;in };<alls arm, clo we ge.\\(>_,lllake calls. Ollrsel~es? I:Iow will 
those, be d~li¥ered'.?. · ' · · · ·· · ·· · · · · · · ·' 

iF9rJ~ above JTienti9n~dr!a~~ris, IDWR ~h~uld nQt in(f~ct~ Basinf3~ 8l34 in the'change to Rule #50 
;propo~·~d byJ:;learSprjng~ FQ9ds,I11c. • · •· • · ·· • ,. .· .·. ·. · · 


