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The purpose of this document is to provide factual and documented information regarding the 
numerous allegations made by Ivo Buddeke and John Dougherty against MRWC. Since October of 2009, 
both Buddeke and Dougherty have harassed MRWC, and continue to  do so unabatedly with malicious 
intent. Their mutual, publicly stated intentions of orchestrating the dissolution of MRWC have been 
witnessed by Mr. and Mrs. Barnes [Tab 111 and Judge Lundy. Dougherty himself stated, in the presence 
of MRWC, that his intentions are to “shut it down’, [Tab 11. Their malicious intent to dissolve MRWC 
and prevent i t s  continued service to the community was further evidenced when Buddeke brandished 
his weapon at the construction crew contracted to install the water line connecting well #4 to well # l .  
Buddeke’s behavior led to his arrest shortly thereafter. Dougherty, also present a t  the incident, ran 
away once the police arrived. 

Allegations were originally made by Dougherty regarding MRWC’s discharge into School House Wash 
which is behind Dougherty‘s house. MRWC was conducting a 72-hour pump test for the 
aforementioned well #4. The purpose of the pump test was to determine the capacity and quality of 
well #4. Dougherty then proceeded to accuse MRWC of polluting his property with poisonous, arsenic- 
laden water a t  the Yavapai County Planning and Zoning hearing; these allegations were misguided and 
unfounded. MRWC not only had a permit to discharge i ts tested water into School House Wash, but 
also a General Permit from ADEQ. However, Montezuma Well has been discharging, and often 
discharges, to School House Wash with arsenic levels as high as 150ppb. Yet, Dougherty a t  no time, has 

ever approached Montezuma Well regarding the alleged contamination inflicted on his property. As 
MRWC was able to refute Dougherty and Buddeke’s continuous allegations, they reverted to other 
tactics. Finally, in order to solicit widespread opposition of MRWC, Dougherty and Buddeke used 
Montezuma Well as a primary catalyst to elicit aid in their favor. 

Dougherty claims that well #4 will draw down the private wells in the vicinity and will affect his own 
private well. Heather Macauley, a former tenant of Dougherty in 2008, claims that they lived in his 
home with an insufficient water source [Tab 31. Anna Brunner gives information on the “acres of grass” 
that are daily watered by the private well owners directly adjacent to well #4 [Tab 101. 

A White Paper written by Robin Weesner, R.G., shows the proximity of the wells by MRWC and AWC 
[Tab 121. However, AWC has a well that is  much closer to Montezuma Well. This article also provides 
information as to the distance of MRWC‘s well #l.  Well #1 is closer to Montezuma Well than Well #4. It 
should also be noted that withdrawal is based on demand. MRWC can only withdraw what i ts customer 
base demand requires. Ms. Weesner’s article documents the acre feet withdrawal by both MRWC and 
AWC. The annual total withdrawal of water by these two companies totals “246 acre feet per year. This 
equates to 80 million gallons of water for one year which is equal to 220,000 gallons per day. An email 



Docket No. W-04254A-08-0361 
Docket N 0. W-04254A-08-036 2 

received from Kathy Davis [Tab 151 states that discharge from Montezuma Well is 1.4-1.5 million gallons 
per day. This is recharge which enters Beaver Creek. Despite surrounding groundwater withdrawal, 
Beaver Creek is recharged at a rate of 1.4 - 1.5 million gallons per day. Montezuma Well discharges to 
Beaver Creek and to irrigation on an 8 day cycle. Thus, every eight days, for a period of eight days, 
Beaver Creek receives recharge from Montezuma Well, supplementing i ts base flow. The eight day cycle 
that is discharged to irrigation, st i l l  reaches and ultimately recharges Beaver Creek base flow because it 
is discharged in the immediate vicinity of Beaver Creek. This is information that has yet to be 
considered and taken into account when studying Beaver Creek and the affects of groundwater 
withdrawal. 

Due to Dougherty’s complaints, WIFA requested that an EID be completed. The attached email from 
Sara Conrad [Tab 131 numerates the issues that must be specifically addressed. Item 1 addresses 
“directly or indirectly affecting cultural resources” such as Montezuma Well. The Montezuma Well 
National Park Service addresses their domestic well(s) in response to the EID submitted by MRWC. 
However, domestic wells are not cultural resources and the review by AZTEC consulting allows and 
considers this information in their results of the EID which results in a request for an EIS. The Arizona 
Game and Fish also does not take into account the recharge which Montezuma Well provides to Beaver 
Creek. The Southwest Willow Flycatcher does not reside in the affected area considered in the EID. A 

letter from Yavapai County Development Services addresses the FEMA request from WJFA [Tab 141. 
MRWC requested that it be allowed to respond to the review AZTEC consulting submitted to WlFA 
requesting the EIS. WlFA has refused the request. 

The National Park Service requested the USGS conduct an investigation to determine the source of 
water to Montezuma Well. The 72 page document publishes the data collection and groundwater flow 
modeling. Interpretations will be published in journal articles at a later date. On April 7,2011, Steve 
Ayers, Staff Reporter for the Bugle (Camp Verde), discusses the findings from the USGS article [Tab 21: 

Because the water feeding the well comes from such a great depth, Johnson believes it is 

“relatively disconnected” from area wells that are tapping into the shallower lake deposits of 
the Verde formation, but could be impacted by deeper wells, up gradient from the Well. 

Buddeke and Dougherty’s allegations and harassment have suspended the installation of the arsenic 
treatment system. This suspension has and is  affecting the health, safety, and welfare of the residents 
within MRWC’s CCN. A declaration by Michael Van Dyke, Fire Chief of the Montezuma Rimrock Fire 
Department, portrays the importance of well #4 on the community [Tab 41. 
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Douglas C, Fitzpatrick 
49 Bell Rock Plaza 
Sedona, Arizona 86351 

Bar ID #005152 
titzlaw@sedona.net 
Attorney for Montezuma 

(928) 284-2190 

Water Company LLC 

IN TZBE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF YAVAPM 

JOHN DOUGHERm, 
FREDERICK SHUTE 

Plaintiffs, 

-vs- 

YAVAPAI COUNTY BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS; MONTEZUMA 
RIMROCK WATER COMPANY, LLC 
DOES 1-10, 

Defendants. 

Case No. Pl3~CV~OlOOO585 

DECLARATION OF 
PATRICIA OLSEN 

) 
1 
) 
) 
1 

) 

) 
1 

I, Patricia Olsen, certify as follows: 

1 .  I am the owner of the Montezuma Rimrock Water Company, LLC ["MRWC"], a 

utility which serves a portion of the community of Rimrock, Arizona. 

2. In recent history, MRWC has had one 

is the subject o f  this lawsuit ["Well #4"] represents an additional source of water for my 

company to serve its customers. 

3. My company paid $35,000 for the lot on which Well #4 is located. The well was 

originally drilled in 1986 [Tab 51, long before March 3,2003, the effective date of the Yavapai 

County Water Well Code. 

1 

mailto:titzlaw@sedona.net


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

I1 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

4, In 2007, MRWC spent $150,000 to re-drill the well and build the infrastructure which 

supports the well. This work was permitted by the Arizona Department of Water Resources and 

Arizona Department of Environmental Quality. Substantial additional funds will need to be 

spent to connect Well #4 to the system and build a required arsenic treatment system. 

5. When Well #1 is inoperative, MRWC is unable to supply any water to its customers; 

neither is water available from my company to fight fires when the well is not firnctioning. 

6. MRWC does not have adequate well and storage capacity at this time primarily 

because it relies solely on Well #1 as its water source. 

7. The current well and storage capacity are adequate to serve up to 92 service 

connections. For the system to adequately serve all of its service connections, an additional 

30,000 gallons of storage cap 

8. When Well #4 is in operation, MRWCs system would be adequate to serve all of its 

connections. 

9. Without Well #4, there is inadequate water for fire suppression by the Montezuma- 

Rimrock Fire District. 

10. On two occasions when water fkom my company’s hydrants has been used to fight 

fires, the water supply was quickly exhausted so that no water was available for domestic use by 

my customers. 

11. Because MRWC’s water storage capacity is i 

often seek assistance from neighboring fire districts to suppress fires. Because of the time it 

takes for fire suppression apparatus to travel from neighboring communities to Rimrock, 

response times are unacceptable. 

t to plaintiff Dougherty’s claim that the site for Well #4 is visually 
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offensive to him and his wife, the equipment is surrounded by a privacy-slatted chain link fence 

which is required by the Environmental Protection Agency. Along one of the boundary lines of 

the Rimrock property owned by plaintiff is a chain link fence without privacy slats. Across the 

street from his property is a barbed wire fence. Photographs which depict the chain link and 

barbed wire fences i 

Tabs 8 and 9. 

immediate vicinity of plaintiff sidence are appended hereto under 

13. Plaintiffs claim that he and his wife find the site to Well #4 visually offensive is 

disingenuous given that they do not live in Rimrock. See Property Status Inquiry from the 

nty Assessor, Tab 6,  which Class for plaintiffs property as 

“04,” meaning that it is “used solely as leased or rented hroperty for residential purposes.” See, 

too, the Declaration of Heather Macauley, one of plaintiffs former tenants, Tab 3. 

14. There are approximately twelve private wells in MRWC’s service area which draw 

upon the water table that would be used by Well #4. Plaintiff Dougherty’s concern about 

problems to the water supply which serves his well is 

water supply problems because his well was not dug deep enough. 

splaced given that he has a h 

15. Plahtiff Dougherty’s wife, Liz Allen, stated at a meeting of the Montezma Estates 

Property Owners Association on January 31,2010 that she and her husband were experiencing 

problems with their well and that they may need to connect to MRWC’s system. 

16. At a hearing on March 5,2010 in the Verde Valley J ice Court, plaintiff Dougherc 

communicated publicly his intention to put my company “out of business.” 

17. Plaintiff is concerned about the “dust, dirt and noise” he claims will be created by 

ell #4 to a water treatment facility approximately 2,000 feet away. The trenching 

to connect Well #4 w d create some noise for about two weeks. It is unlikely that such 
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construction would interfere with plaintips use and enjoyment of the property given that he an 

his wife do not live in Rimrock. Moreover, any inconvenience or loss of enjoyment caused by 

such construction activity would be sustained by the entire neighborhood, not just plaintiff 

Dougherty . 

18, Appended hereto under Tab 7 are petitions signed by 100 ofthe 112 property 

owners served by MRWC expressing their support for my company. 

19. I declare under penalty of perjury that the contents of the foregoing declaration are 

true and correct. 
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Thursday, April 07,201 1 

Explore the mystery: Montezuma Well study goes 
public 

Steve Avers 
Staff Reporter 

Thursday, April 07,201 1 

BEAVER CREEK - Montezuma Well 
has always been a mysterious 
place. 

Home to an ancient culture and 
the point of origin for both the 
Yavapai and Apache, it has 
remained a curiosity to visitors 
and locals alike, ever since its 
existence was first reported to the 
outside world. 

But like so many natural wonders, 
it now finds itself encroached upon A U.S. Geological Survey study, done at the 
by a modern society, one that has request of the National Park Service and using 
not only taken UP residence a t  its data collected by an NPS dive team in 2006, 
doorstep, but has the and shows that the water emergmg from the Well 

began as rain and snow on the Mogollon Rim, motive to impact its unique 
springs. nearly 10,000 years ago. The spring water is 
Six years ago the National Park directed upward from about 750 feet below by 
Service made a request to the fractures, faults and volcanic dikes. 
U.S. Geological Survey for a 
comprehensive study of the well's 
hydrology, to determine if the 



proliferation of wells surrounding 
the well posed a threat. 

That study has been completed 
and will be presented to the public 
in the form of on-site tours and 
lectures on April 15 and 16. 

According to USGS hydrologist 
Raymond Johnson, the study used 
a combination of geochemical 
analysis and geologic information 
gathered from well logs and other 
sources to  determine where the The hydrologic system that powers Montezuma 
water came from and how it made Well and the impact of wells in close proximity 
its way to the Well. will be the subject of a field trip and lectures 

sponsored by the National Park Service, Yavapai 
College, Friends of the Well and the Verde River "The water comes from the 

Basin Partnership on April 15 and 16. Mogollon Rim, following the same 
stratigraphy (rock formations) that 
are exposed in the Grand 
Canyon," Johnson says. "The difference at Montezuma Well is that the rock layers 
are covered by lake deposits and basalt flows." 

Johnson estimates it takes the water 10,000 years to make its way from the Rim 
to  the Well. 

"Our study shows the water comes up from the Redwall Limestone, a cavernous 
formation about 750 below and is directed to the surface by a combination of 
fractures, faults and impermeable basalt dikes," Johnson says. 

Johnson's field trips and lectures are designed for those who wish to gain an 
appreciation and understanding for the well's mysteries. 

"I'm trying to hit dual audiences," he says. "One side is the science, the geology 



+ 

and geochemistry, which is cool stuff, but also the practical side of what the Park 
Service and the community wants to  know about protecting Montezuma Welt." 

Geologist Ed DeWitt, who coauthored the report, will join Johnson for t h e  
presentations. 

Related Links: 
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Douglas C. Fitzpatrick 
49 Bell Rock Plaza 
Sedona, Arizona 86351 

Bar ID #005152 
Ttzlaw@sedona.net 
Qttomey for Montemma 
Ximock Water Company LLC 

[928) 284-2 190 

IN TElE SUPERIOR COURT OF T€€E STATE OF ARIZONA 

IN AND FOR TIHE COUNTY OF YAVAPAI 

UHN DOUGHERTY; 
REDERICK S3KtrTE 

Plaintiffs, 

-vs- 

‘AVAPAI COUNTY BOARD OF 

lMROCK WATER COMPANY, LLC 
ORs; M O N T E Z W  

FOES 1-10, 

Defendants. 

I, Hea$her Macauley, certiQ as follows: 

I. Myhwbd,Don ey, and I: rented B residence located at 5225 N, BentEtry 

~ v e ,  Rimrock, Arizona from Job z)ougherty fbm March 15,2008 thruugh February f5,ZOW 

2. During our tenancy at Mr. hugberty’s home, he lived with his f d l y  in Phoenix. 

3 - When we lived in Mr- Dougherty’s home, we had ongoing problems with his well 

Cch €iequently went dry. 

4. For instance, when we watered the lawn for more than five minl;rtes, the well would gr 

ompletely dry and we were often lei3 with no water fur o w  personal we inside the home. 

5. When we expressed our concern about the well to Nx. Dougherty, he explained that 

mailto:Ttzlaw@sedona.net
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Zen he dug the well, he did not dig deep enough. Other deeper wells in the vicinity would 

ain the water from his well. 

6. I deciare under penalty of perjury that the eonteats of this declaration are true and 
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Dougias C. Fitzpatrick 
49 Bell Rock Plaza 

(928) 284-2190 
Bar E3 #Oil5152 

Arizona 86351 

Rimrock Water Company LLC 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF YAVAPAI 

Case No. P1300CV201000585 

DECLARATION OF 
MICHAEL VAN DYKE 

JOHN DOWGHERTY; 1 

1 
Plaintiffs, 1 

1 
-VS - 1 

) 
YAVAPAI COUNTYBOARD OF 1 

SOW; MOlKIXZUMA 1 

DOES 1-10, 1 
1 

Defendants. 1 

FREDERICK SHnrrlE 

RIMROCK WATER COMPANY, LLC ) 

I, Michael VariDyke, certify as follows: 

1. I am the fire chief of the Montezuma-Rimrock Fire District and have held this positioc 

since November 27,2000. 

2. Since I have been fire chief for this district, there have been s e v d  fires in the area, 

but only a couple tht required the district’s fire fighters to use water fiom the hydrants supplied 

by the Montezunw Rimrock Water Company W W C ] .  

3. On one of those occasions, MRWC’s water reserves were r e d u d  to less than one 

hundred gallons available in less than two hours leaving the community with little if any water 

for personal use. . ,- 
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4. For small fires, the water that is available through MRWC may be adequate; for large 

bees, MRWC’s system is at best inadequate. 

5, Because of the limited supply of water that is available from MRWC, OUT district uses 

Water Tenders to supplement fighting fires. Our district has one water tender which carries two 

thousand gallons of water; and there are seven or eight other water tenders that are available 

hroughout the Verde Valley. Once the water tenders make it to our community the water tender 

must fill at a different location than the hydrant being used. Usually this is at a hydrant that is in 

;lose proximity to the fire. 

6. Response times to fires in that area of Rimrock for water tenders and fire fighters fkon 

%her districts casl be ten to fifieen minutes, depending upon traffic and other factors. 

7. A response time of ten to fifteen minutes for additional help in these situations 

although normal can result in the unnecessary loss of life and property. 

8. The area of Rimrock served by MRWC would be well served by another well, pump 

and storage tank in order for the Fire District to make the most effective use of the existing wate 

gystem to accomplish its primary mission of saving lives and 

to the residents of that mea. 

9. I declare under the penalty of perjury that the contents of the foregoing dedaration art 

true and correct. 

Dated: December 6*, 2010 
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on Commission 

- RE: MO ma Rimrock Water Company, U C  
Compliance Order, Docket No. DW-14-10 
Public Water Syskrn Number 13-017 



- . .  
" - -  

TO: Arizona Corporation Commission 

RE: M o m m a  Rimrock Water Company, UC 
Cumpliaance Order, Docket No. DW-14-10 
Public Water System Number 13-017 

We, the undersigned, are property owners andfor residents t0C;tted within Mor-itezurna 
Mates, Rimfock, Arizona. We support Mmkmm Rimruck ~~~r Company, U C  and 
want them to 60 provide water to our community. 

We are aware of the issues facing this company as they have kept us infbnned as to 
the arsenic Wek as required and understand they are working tuward compliance. 

W s s e e  this company succeed and mntlnue to support: them in this endeavur. 
J 



_. . .. 

E: Montezuma mmck Water Company, LLC 
Compliance Order, Docket No. DW-14-10 
Public Water System Number 13-01? 

We, the undersigned, are property owners and/or residents tocated within Montezuma 
Estat.es, Rimrock, Arizona, We support Monte;ruma Rim& Water Company, U C  and 
want them to coiptnue to provide water to our commune. 

We are aware of the issues facing this company as they have kept us informed as to 
the arsenic levels as required and understand they are working toward compiiance. 



, Arizona Corporation Commission - Residents 





TO: Arizona Corporation Commission 

a Rimrock Water Company, U C  
Order, Docket No. DW-€4-10 

uma 
and 

want them &I continue to provide water to Qur community. 

We are aware of the issues acing this company as they have kept us informed as to 
the arsenic levels as required and understand they are warking toward mmptiance. 

L..' -- -- tu see this company succeed and continue to support them in this endeavor= 
i__=_ -. -.I- I ' . _--I -- We 

- 



TO: I Arizona Corporation Commission 

E: Montezuma Rimrock Water Company, LLC 
Campfiance Orderr Docket No. UW-LLF-TO 
Public Water System Number 13-017 

We are aware uf.the issues fadng this ampany as they 
the arsenic fevels as required and unbemhd they are wbrking toward compliance. 

kept us informed as to 



TO: Arizona Corporation Commission 

RE: Muntezuma m m k  Water Company, LLC 
Campfiance Order, Docket No. DW-14-10 
Pubtic Water System Number 13-017 

Wef the undersigned, are property owners ancljw residents focated within Montezuma 
Estates, 8uizona. We support Montezuma Rjm& Water Company, LlC and 
want them to conBnue to pmvide water to our mmmunity. 

We are aware of the issues facing this company as they have kept us informed as to 
the arsenk levels as required and understand they are working toward compliance. 

We want to see tt.lis company succeed and continue to support tt.lm in this endeavor, 



Arizona Corporation Commission - Residents 

I I 



- . . .. - . . . ._ 

TO; Mzona Corporation Commission 

.RE: Montezuma Rimrock Water Gornpany, LLC 
Compfiaixe Order, Docket No. DW-14-10 
Public Water System Number 13417 

We, the undersigned, are property ownets and/or residents Imted within Monkzuma 
rock Wakr Company, LLC and su 

de 

We are aware of the issues facing this company as they have kept us informed as to 
the arsenic levefs as required and undersfzmd they are working toward compliance. 

- We want tu see this company succeed and continue t~ support them in this endeavor. 
p-. 



TO: Arizona Corporation Commission 

. E; Iviontezuma Rimrock Water Company, U C  
Compliance Order, Doci<et No. DVV-i440 
Public Wakr system Number 13-017 

We, the undersigned, are property Owners and/or residents located wiRhin Moritezurna 
Estates, Rimmck, Ari Plonmm R i m W  Water Campany, LLC and 

tu our community. 

are aware of #e -&sues facing this curnp;3ny as they have kept us infoma as to 
the arsenic fevefs as required and understand they are working toward curnpfiance. 

We want to see this company succeed and continue to support them in this endeavor, -- 



. . . . . . . +. . . , -  

TO: Arizona Gorpot-ati~~ Commission 

I- RE: Monteama Rimrock Wa-ter Company, LLC 
Compliance Order, DacRet No. DW-14-10 
Public Wakr System Number 13-017 

We, the undersigned, are property owners and/or resid 

want them to continue to provide water to our community. 
m a  Ariina. We support Mantemrna 

We are aware of' the issues i%Cing this company as they have kept us informed as to 
the arsenic I& as required and unders€and they are working toward camptiance. 



E: Montezurna Rimrock Water Company, L C  
mpliance Order, Docket No. DW-14-10 

Public Water System Number 13-017 

We, the undersigned, are pr0Pert)r owners andlor residents located within Mo 
Estates, Rimrock, Arizona. We supjmrt Montezurna Rimrock Water Companyr LLC and 
want tf~ern tzr continue to protdide water to our community. 

We are aware of the issues fadng this company as they have kept us informed as to 
the arsenic levels as m u i d  and understand they are working imwrd compliance. 
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May 9,201 1 

Arizona Corporation Commission 
Utilities Division 
1200 W. Washington St. 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

To Whom It May Concern: 

My name is Anna Barbara Brunner. I live at 4635 N. Tiemann Lane, Rimrock, AZ 
863 3 5. I moved to Rimrock in October of 1999. The following spring of 2000, I became 
an active board member of Montezuma Estates Property Owners Association (MEPOA). 
I learned pretty fast that the water company belonged to all the homeowners and the 
landowners of the subdivision of Lake Montezuma Estates Units I 8z 11. Knowing that 
water is a very important natural resource, I decided to become an active board member. 
I was an active board member of MEPOA &om 2000 until the time of the sale of the water 
company in July of 2005. 

We had a lot of problems with breakage of the pipes and the valves. Some of the 
subdivision was not attached to the water company because the main lines went through 
washes and they were destroyed when the washes were flooded out. The water company 
was also in trouble with the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality. None of the 
people working with the water company had any official training to run the water 
company. There was also an inadequate amount of money to operate the water company. 
The board members were afraid that we could not serve any additional houses with water 
and the status of the wells at the time. The board decided to sell the water company but 
the shape we were in, nobody was interested. At no time did the Arizona Water Company 
put a proposal together to buy the water company. We were still on our own. More 
houses were built and more money came and we were able to repair more of the lines. 
But after a certain amount of time, we needed a certified operator. So, Patricia Arias was 
hired. Ms. Arias approached MEPOA to purchase the water company. The board agreed. 
So, we took the opportunity, since we had no better offer, to sell it to Ms. Arias. Still, up 
until the final sale of the water company, no other offers were presented to MEPOA. Any 
statements made by individuals stating that Arizona Water Company had interest in 
purchasing the water company from MEPOA, is false. There was never any offer on the 
table from Arizona Water Company. Arizona Water Company had stated that there were 
too many problems with the water system and they wanted no part of it. 

The 12 years of my time in this subdivision, John Dougherty was not living in his house. 
He showed up once in a while to check on his renters. During those years John would 
never offer to do something for the water company owned by all of us or doing something 
good for the home owners association. Last year in 2010, I was gone for a few months. 
In that time, he showed up with his new wife to make the neighborhood crazy along with 
Ivo Buddeke. Ivo never wanted to help us with the water company. They are stating all 
the time that they have their own wells. After Ms. Arias bought the water company, we 



I 

I .  

had some money leR from the sale. At that time, Patti, Ivo’s wife got on the board and 
soon after that, Ivo did too. They made the decision to use the money to grade our bad 
roads. Ivo hired his brother in law to do the job. It did not take a lot of time to pass that 
the roads were back in bad shape. But the money was gone, $40,000. 

We are a community of 250 houses. And we are all taxpayers and we have a right to the 
arsenic treatment, fire protection, and back up water supplies. I, as a homeowner, am 
willing to pay $15.00 a month for these assurances. Ms. Olsen has already taken it upon 
herself to proceed and install the pipeline to the main well site. 

Ms. Olsen tried to do what is right for our community and meet the govenunents 
demands. You should support her and walk over those trouble makers. I am sitting in the 
middle of those guys and am in the middle of the sludge they are making. 

We do not have the money to pay for the EIS too. I never heard of a tree who goes 400 
feet down in the ground to get the water. For god’s sake be reasonable for what you are 
asking her to do. Did Arizona Water Company make an EIS for their wells that are in 
closer proximity to Montezuma Well? I demand to see the EIS from them. The shallow 
wells from the homeowners around us are getting dry. They make an impact on the trees, 
those people having acres of green grass around them. We are in a drought for the last 10 
years or more. They are depleting their own wells. We have lost so much in our house 
prices with lots of foreclosures. The people just don’t have the money to add another 
extra charge for the EIS because Dougherty demands it. 

I really think you need to help us 250 homeowners to go forward with Ms. Olsen’s plan. 

Thank you for listening and I hope you take into account what I am asking you to do 

Sincerely, 

Anna Barbara Brunner 

l ’ b w v d  s Z / W d  
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May 9,2011 

Arizona Corporation Commission 
Utilities Division 
1200 W. Washington St. 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

We, Donald and Rose Mary Barnes, certify as follows: 

1. On January 30,2010, during our Montezuma Estates Property Owners monthly meeting, Ivo 
Buddeke, John Dougherty and his wife, Liz Allen were in attendance along with approximately 
12 neighbors. Throughout the first hour of the meeting Buddeke, Dougherty and Allen 
repeatedly yelled and interrupted Patsy Olsen, who was giving a presentation to the neighbors 
regarding MRWC. Buddeke and Dougherty repeatedly called Patsy a liar and Dougherty became 
so enraged that the entire room clapped when he announced he was leaving. After the meeting 
adjourned I walked up to Buddeke, who at the time was a ciose friend of QUM, arid asked him 
what was going on and why he himself, Dougherty and Allen were behaving so rudely and 
confrontational. He replied, “Five years ago we (MEPOA) had a chance to sell the water 
company to Arizona Water Company but we voted against it. Now we have the chance to make 
things right and let AWC take it over.” Liz Allen stated to the remaining neighbors at the 
meeting that Dougherty were probl their well a t have to 
up with the water company at some point in time. 

2. On March 5,2010, we were in attendance during a hearing with Judge lundy presiding, 
regarding Olsen v Dougherty. This hearing was to obtain a re order again& ~ ~ g ~ @ ~ .  
The request was de a C  

ir company. I want it to be shut down.” A recorded copy of the hearing was obtained. 
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WHITE PAPER #I 
WELLS AND WATER USE NEAR 

MONTEZUMA WELL NAT'L 
MONUMENT 

BASIC 
GROUNDWATER 

INFORMATION SERIES I 
By Robin G. Weesner, R.G. 

04/06/20 I 0 I 
How many wells and where? 

Arizona Department of Water Resources (ADWR) maintains a l is t  of regis- 
tered wells for the State of Arizona. The wells are only crudely located in 
their database (only within the nearest I O  acres). Using the ADWR data 
and projecting a 2 mile radius from the Montezuma Well itself yields 406 
wells-located principally dt- west of the Well. 

What Types of Wells? 

ADWR classifies wells based on potential pumping rate and use. Exempt 
wells pump less than 35 gallons/minute and irrigate 2 or less acres. Exempt 
wells pump more and can be used for irrigation of larger areas or to serve 
water company customers. Generally, the larger pumping wells would be of 
more concern based on the ability to  have a greater impact on groundwater 
conditions in the area. In the 2 mile radius, there are 3 I non-exempt wells- 
8 belong to  water companies [Arizona Water (5) and Montezuma Rimrock 
Water Company (3)]. The rest belong to the Beaver Creek School, ADOT, 
and private owners. 

CONTENTS 

How many wells and I 
where? 

Whattypes ofwells? I 

The past 10 years-a 
history of well activity 

2 

3 

4 

ce#ingahandleon 5 
New Wells be@ they 
are Ddlled 

AboutSWMRandthe 6 
author 



WHITE PAPER #I  

The past I O  years-a history of well activity 

Looking back over the past I O  years, it is clear that well installation rates have varied dra- 
matically within our 2 mile radius. Well activity is related to real estate activity and the 
economy. This graph shows a history. 

42 

I 

ham A(IwR REGISTRY ONLINE (0312010) -1 NEwwaLs 

7 7 

1 

2000 was a 
big year 
because the 
developer of 
Thunder Ridge 
(3-8 acre 
subdivision) 
installed wells 
on lots prior 
to sale. 

The cost of drilling and installing a pump in a new well is substantial (thousands of dollars) 
Sometimes deepening a well can also lead to significant costs. Given the current economic 
conditions, it is inconceivable that significant numbers of new wells wil be drilled or deep- 
ened in the near term future. There will be at least one or two year9 r more) to forqy- 
late any policieskrategies for the area for the protection of Montezuma Well. 

b 



By Robin G.Weesner, R.G. Page 3 

The Water Companies-significant users of 
groundwater 

There are no large scale users of water for irrigated agriculture in the 2 mile radius. The large major- 
ity of water users are for domestic use. Assuming that the roughly 375 wells are actively used for wa- 
ter supply for 375 homes, that leaves the rest of population to be served by the two major water 
companies in the area: Arizona Water Company (AWC) and Montezuma Rimrock Water Company 
(MRWC). By far, the most groundwater pumped in the area is by these two water companies. 

There is very consistent water usage by 
the customers of the two water compa- 
n iee the re  are more than 5 times as 
many customers of A W C  than MRWC - 
and the difference in water use is at 
about the same proportion. 

0- a I- .:.:.:.:, .A,...: :.:.:.:., ........, m, ..*...* 

2006 2007 2008 



WHITE PAPER # I  

Water Company Wells-Distribution and Pumpage 

When wells are drilled, the owners provide an estimate of how much it may pump. This can be 
based on testing or just a “guestimate” by the owner. In the case of water companies, they may 
state the “maximum” pumpage of a well on paperwork, but in reality the actual pumpage rate is 
based on aquifer productivity, customer demand, water system design, and on the condition of 
the production wells at any point in time. Below is a map of the closest water company wells to 
the Montezuma Well along with pumpage figures from 2008 

td 3’6 ”^ &*)i. 

Water Company Well 
55616653 

Pumoe4 144 BUB-tBBt in 2008 



Getting a handle on New Wells before they are 
Drilled 

The recent events surrounding the MRWC replacement well has underscored the desire of the 
County, the U.S. Park Service, and local individuals/groups to  have a more timely notification of new 
groundwater wells (especially new water company wells). 

The primary agency that regulates installation of new wells is Arizona Department of Water Resources 
(ADWR). This agency has an established paperwork submittal procedure that may not lend itself eas- 
ily to  early notification t o  interested parties. Earlier this year, ADWR has reduced i ts workforce by 
more than 50 staff positions due t o  state budgetary problems. It may be problematical to attempt to 
request that ADWR provide any special notifications to  interested parties. Additionally, the on-line 
information at the ADWR web site is currently not sufficient to identify proposed new wells. 

Yavapai County is involved in the approval process for all wells that are drilled on property sizes of 5 
acres or less. 
from septic systems. 

The County is responsible for ensuring that all wells are drilled IO0 feet or more away 

\ 

nQrdl*rl*rDTr#a8whNrrrYIlrly.W1 I . --- 
In the case of wells in the Lake Montezuma/ 
Rimrock area, the Yavapai Development Ser- 
vices Department reviews a site plan (example 
from 2009 on right) and can perform an in- 
spection. This plan check is performed for all 
well deepenings and for new wells that are 
drilled. If such a step were implemented and if 
the County or others wished t o  collect fur- 
ther information-the County would be re- 
quired t o  create a procedure t o  hold up ap- 
proval-because typically the approval from 
Development Services is completed within a 
couple days from date of receipt. In the case 
of the example t o  the right, request t o  drill 
the well was submitted 8130109 and approval 
to drill (after County approval) was given on 
9/4/09. 

A second (and more efficient method for the 
short term) is to  request that both water 
companies provide a designated contact with 
information regarding any major changes to 
their water systems (drilling new wells, well 
deepening or shifting of pumpage locations, 
etc.). 

----,.,.*-a 



Robin G. Weesner, R.G. 
Southwest Water and Mineral 

Resources, LLC 
PO Box 508 

Rimrock, Arizona 86335 

Robin G. Weesner, R.G. is a principal in a small consulting firm 
Southwest Water and Mineral Resources, L.L.C (SWMR). She has 
29 years of working experience in surface water hydrology and 
hydrogeology-27 of those years working in the State of Arizona 
and throughout the western U.S. She is a registered geologist in 
the States of Arizona and California. 

She has worked for Arizona Department of Water Resources in 
the AssuredIAdequate Water Supply Section and has worked for 
nationally recognized environmental consulting firms ERM-West 
and Hargis + Associates, Inc. Areas of specialty include water 
supply studies, groundwater contamination assessment and reme- 
diation, geographic information system development and database 
creation and maintenance. 

Gary D. Weesner, C.P.G is also a principal of SWMR. He has 30 
years of working experience in surface water hydrology and 
hydrogeology. He has worked for the U.S. Geological Survey, 
Harza Engineering Company and Franzoy-Corey Engineers prior to  
starting SWMR. He specializes in work relating to  groundwater 
production wells for large irrigation districts and for real estate 
developments. 

They reside in the RimrocWLake Montezuma area. 

Why Prepare White Papers? 

Recent events surrounding replacement of a MRWC well have occurred that has high- 
lighted the need for factual information regarding groundwater use and groundwater 
conditions in the RimrocklLake Montezuma Area. This is the f i rs t  of a series of white 
papers to  be prepared in order to fill the “information void” and to allow decision- 
making t o  be based on facts, rather than speculation and emotion. These white papers 
are being produced pro-bono as a public service to the community and are not copy- 
righted. As such, they can be distributed without the prior permission of the author. 
However, the author does request proper citation be provided if the information herein 
is used. All of the data included in this paper was collected from publically available as 
of the publication date. 
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* From: Sara Konrad (skonrad@azwifa.gov) 
To: patsy@montezumawater.com; 
Date: Wed, February 3, 2010 10: 11: 19 AM 
Cc: jnavarrete@azwifa.gov; 
Subject: Environmental Information Document for Montezuma Rimrock Water Company. 

Page 1 of 1 

As you are aware, the Categorical Exemption previously issued for this project may not have been warranted as 
WlFA has recently received information that the project does not qualify under one or more of the categories in 
R18-I 5-1 07 (B). 

WlFA must further verify conditions surrounding this project. To do so, you will need to prepare an Environmental 
Information Document (EID). I have attached the template for that document prescribing the required format. To 
expedite WIFA’s review and development of an Environmental Assessment (EA) from the EID, it is vital that the 
EID thoroughly address each of the sections in the document. 

Specifically for this project, the following issues have been raised and the Environmental Information Document 
must specifically address each with a formal letter from the appropriate federal or state agency: 

1. The project is known or expected to directly or indirectly affect cultural resources: Montezuma’s Well 
(National Park Service, US.  Depattment of the Interior) 
2. The project is known or expected to directly or indirectly affect habitats of endangered or threatened 
species: Southwest willow Flycatcher in Wet Beaver Creek (U.S. Fish and Wildlife and/or AZ Game and 
Fish) 
3. The project is known or expected to directly or indirectly affect the 100 year floodplain (FEMA). 

If it so happens that these issues are not significant, then WlFA can, upon receipt of the EID, issue a Finding of 
No Significant Impact (FONSI). At that point, WlFA will publicly notice the FONSI for a period of 30 calendar days 
and receive and review any comments. If these issues are significant, then an Environmental Impact Statement 
will be required, and WlFA will contact you about proceeding with that process. 

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 
Thank you, 

Sara Konrad 
Environmental Program Specialist 
Arizona Water Infrastructure Finance Authority (WIFA) 
11 10 W. Washington St., Suite 290 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

fax (602) 364-1 327 
(602) 364-1 31 9 

www.azwifa.gov 

~ 

http://us.mg3 .mail .yahoo. com/dc/launch?& .gx= 1 5/8/2011 

http://www.azwifa.gov
http://us.mg3
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YAVAPAl COUNTY 
Flood Control District 

prescott-(928) 771-3197 F~x:  (928) 771-3427 
Cottonwood- (928) 6398151 F a  (928) 639-8118 

Development Services 
presto# - (928) vi-3214 F~X: (m) vi-m 
Cottonwaod - (928) 6398151 Fw. (928) 639-8153 

500 S. Manna Street, Prescott, AZ 86303 and 10 S. 6’” Street, Cottomnrood. AZ 86326 
- ustuner Service & PennAtinsl- Emironmental - Flood Conbd Distrid - Land Use - Planning 8, Design Rev 

February 16,2010 

Patricia Olsen 
President 
Montezuma Rimrock Water Co. LLC 
PO Box 10 
Rimrock, AZ 86335 

Re: Water line from 405-25-517 to 405-25-74OC. 

Dear Ms Oisen, 

The Flood Control District has reviewed the location of a proposed waterline to and from the 
above mentioned parcels and detennined that it will not impact and mapped FEMA floodplain. 

The line will however pass thru a District designated flood hazard area known as Beaver Creek 
School Wash flood fringe. Please note, this floodplain study has not been submitted to FEMA 
and therefore does not appear on the current Flood Insurance Rate Maps [FIRM]. The District 
used this study to regulate construction occurring within that flood hazard area. 

Although the Flood Control District does not generally regulate utilities, the District would require 
that all grades be returned to same condition prior to the water line installation. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, fly 
Jim Young, Hydrologist 
Yavapai County Flood Control District 
928-639-8151 

~ - 1  - 
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,Print Page 2 of 2 

' Subject: water information 

Patsy, 

Here is the information 

Montezuma Well 
Depth: -55 feet 
Flow: 1100 gpmhour or 1.4-1.5 million gpm/24 hours 
Ditch outflow: 2.5 - 3.0 cfs discharge steady flow 

Domestic Well 
Original when park got property in 1947: 105 feet deep. Now not used and 
plugged at 60 feet 
New well drilled in 1970: 140 feet 
Well was drilled deeper in 1996 due to ground water level falling: 372 feet 
Water level record in current domestic well: 1970 26 feet 

1971 3Ofeet 
1978 45 feet 
1980 60 feet 
1994 80 feet 
1996 78 feet 
2004 105 feet Average decline is 

2.25 feet per year 

Patsy, you and Greg were correct about the arsenic. It is about 114 ppb or 
ug/L, in Montezuma Well. 

Kathy 

Kathy M Davis, Superintendent, Montezuma Castle & Tuzigoot NMs Office 
928-567-5276 x 223 Cell 928-821-3913 Fax 928-567-3597.. 

1 http://us.mg3 .mail .yahoo. com/dc/launch?& . gx= 1 5/8/20 1 I 

http://us.mg3


,Print Page 1 of 2 

From : Kathy-MDavi s@nps. gov (Kathy-M-Davi s@nps . gov) 
To: patsy@montezumawater.com; 
Date: Tue, February 16, 2010 4:42:54 PM 
cc :  
Subject: Re: water information 

' 

It is between park housing and the maintenance shop. Not far from the old 
cabin by the picnic area. I do not have a map at this time. 
Kathy 

Kathy M Davis, Superintendent, Montezuma Castle & Tuzigoot NMs Office 
928-567-5276 x 223 Cell 928-821-3913 Fax 928-567-3597.. 

Patricia Olsen 
<patsy @montezumaw 
ater.com> To 

Kathv __ M - DavisIGnps goy 
02/16/20 10 04:3 5 -  cc 
PM 

Subject 
Re: water information 

Kathy, 
Where is the well located exactly. I'm trying to figure it's exact 
location with respect to my wells. Do you have a map that has the well 
designated? 
Thank you for your information. 

, 

Patricia Olsen, President 
Montezuma Rimrock Water Co. LLC 
P.O. Box 10 
Rimrock, AZ 86335 
928-592-921 1 

Cc: Sharon Kim@nps gov; Paul Cliristensen@nps g v ;  Bill-Ostghaus( 
Sent: Tue, February 16,2010 4:23:59 PM 

I http : //us. mg3. mail .yahoo. com/dc/l aunch?& . gx= I 5/8/20 1 1 
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