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Exhibit C - Audience Questions 

 

1. General Questions 

a. What does the Settlement settle? 

b. What is the effective date of the Settlement? What does that mean? 

c. Does the Settlement mean that I cannot divide my land among children and expect 

that they can develop a well on each piece? 

d. What is a fair market value for water rights in this basin? 

e. Can I sell the water right attached to my domestic well? 

f. Currently water rights are not appraised and included in the value of land. Will the 

Settlement affect that? 

g. What happens if the State Engineer does not have accurate water right information on 

file? 

 

2. Water Use 

a. How much water is being used in the Basin? 

b. How much water are the non-Pueblos using?  

c. How much water are the Pueblos using?  

d. How much water does a household use each year? 

e. When will the basin be closed? 

 

3. Water System 

a. Generally 

i. Do I have to hook up to the water system? 

ii. What are the advantages to joining this system? 

iii. Are there penalties for not hooking up? 

iv. What is the average usage per month by households in the county? 

v. If I make a choice about signing up, can I change my mind? 

vi. If I join the Settlement, will I have to surrender my well rights to the county?   

vii. Will I have to give up all of my water right or just that part for indoor use? 

viii. Will the county then be able to sell these water rights? 

 

b. Cost to Water System Customers 

i. When will we know more details about how much service will cost? 

ii. How much will each month cost; the cost per thousand gallons; the base fee? 

iii. How much is the hook-up fee?  

iv. Will there be a subsidy to help people hook up to the system? 

v. What happens to a potential customer’s domestic water right? 

vi. What happens if a potential customer does not own a domestic water right? 

vii. Will the monthly costs depend on how many people sign up? 

 

c. Design of the Water System 

i. Is the entire system going to be built all at once? 

ii. How will the water system be sized? 

iii. Why not make it a Pueblo-only system? 

iv. How many people have sign up for the system to make it viable? 
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v. How far will it be extended? 

vi. If the current system does not serve our area, how can we get it to come our way? 

vii. Where will it take out of the Rio Grande? 

viii. Will the water be treated? 

ix. How will the deep wells work? 

x. How does the December 2009 Bureau of Reclamation report affect the 

Settlement? 

xi. Does that Report say that the project is fraught with problems & cannot be built? 

xii. When will the studies be complete? Will those details be known before we are 

asking to sign the Settlement? 

xiii. Will a sewer system be installed at the same time? 

 

d. Funding the Water System Construction 

i. How will the water system be funded? 

ii. Where is the money coming from? 

iii. Have the governmental entities funding the project committed to the monies? 

iv. Will our taxes go up to cover the costs of construction or operations and 

maintenance of the system? 

v. Will we have to shoulder the costs in some other way? 

vi. When will we know more details about how much the system will cost? 

vii. How much will it cost for the pipeline to go from the road to a house? 

 

e. Construction of the Water System 

i. Who will build the system? 

ii. How long will it take? 

iii. How will the easements be handled? 

iv. Where are the pipes to be installed? 

 

f. Water Availability 

i. What are the sources for the imported water? 

ii. If the Rio Grande and Colorado River are over-appropriated, how can you commit 

more water from them. 

iii. Do we have enough water in the Rio Grande to supply all the current demands 

and the proposed pipeline? 

iv. What if the State Engineer does not approve the Top of the World transfer? 

v. What happens when there is a drought? Or other reason for a shortage on the Rio 

Grande or Colorado?  

vi. What kind of backup is there?  

vii. Will the imported water be used outside of the basin? 

 

g. Operation and Management of the Water System 

i. Who will run the system? 

ii. How will it be managed? 

iii. How will the water authority be constituted? 

iv. How autonomous will that body be? 

v. How will the members of the regional authority be selected? 
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vi. How will the peoples’ voice be heard in the management decisions? 

vii. What is the oversight for the governing system? Is the Public Regulation 

Commission involved? 

viii. Could the system be privatized? 

ix. How will this system be operated to avoid issues other utilities have experienced 

with the Pueblos? 

 

h. Operation Costs of the Water System 

i. Who pays for the operation for the system? 

ii. How much do the Pueblos have to pay? 

iii. Will the County have to subsidize the system? 

iv. If the county is going to subsidize the system, where will the money come from? 

 

4. Well Questions 
a. Does the Settlement affect domestic wells? 

b. How many wells are there? 

c. What happens to my water right if I sign on to the water system? 

d. Will my well have to be capped if I join the water system? 

e. What is historic beneficial use (HBU)? 

f. How will HBU be measured? 

g. If someone with a well joins the Settlement and selects an option that requires a 

reduction of use, what portion of the use will have to be reduced?  The HBU or the 

amount used after .5 acre feet per year (a/f/y)? 

h. If I sign up for the water system, will I still be able to use my well for outside uses? 

i. If the basin is closed, will I be allowed to drill a replacement well? 

j. If the basin is closed when the Settlement is adopted by the Court, and the water 

system will not be built for 10 years, how will the water needs of new construction be 

met? 

k. If I have a vacant lot and want to drill a new well to develop that lot, how will the 

Settlement affect my choices? 

l. If I drill a well between enactment and the arrival of the water system, do I have to 

cap & hook up to the system? 

m. Once the system is built, will we be able to drill a well and move a surface water right 

into it?  Can I transfer my ditch water rights into my well? 

n. Will the wells have to be metered? 

o. Who is going to pay for metering the wells? 

p. How will the wells be monitored? Who will do the monitoring? 

q. Can we change our minds after we have made a domestic well choice? 

r. How does the 1999 post-moratorium Settlement work with the Pueblo water rights 

Settlement? 

s. What if we agree to reduce use, and the system does not come through, are we still 

held to the reduction in use? 

t. Is there any difference based on depth of the wells? 

u. Where there is a multi-household well, can one household join the Settlement without 

committing the other households to the same choice 

v. How will irrigation wells be handled? 
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5. Surface Water Questions 

a. How does the Settlement affect the Acequias? 

b. Will an acequia member, who joins the Settlement, have to cut back water use?  How 

does the Settlement affect water banking? 

c.  Is it possible to sell a surface water right and continue using water from a domestic 

well to water outside the house? 

 

6. Pueblo Questions 

a. Does practicably irrigable acreage (PIA) apply? 

b. What is the basis for the 3660 a/f/a? 

c. What is the basis for the Pueblo Settlement amounts? 

d. Can the Pueblos satisfy their rights from both ground and surface water?  What is the 

source of water for their future uses? 

e. What happens if a Pueblo decides to leave the Settlement after it is implemented? 

f. Why can the Pueblos do anything on their lands that they want to? 

 

 

7. Enforcement Questions 

a. Who will handle enforcement?   

b. How will the policing be done? 

c. Who will monitor and notify if people are over using? 

d. How can State authority be asserted against Pueblo sovereignty? 

e. How will the water master know how much water is being used? 

f. Why should we be expected to rely on the Federal court to enforce the Settlement if it 

won’t take enforcement actions against the Pueblos now? 

g. Can the Pueblos refuse to carry out their part of the agreement?  Does Indian 

Sovereignty shield them if they decide not to carry out their part of the bargain? 

h. Who is going to pay for any litigation? How can the financial & representational 

playing field be level if the Pueblos have more resources than non-Pueblos? Can it be 

leveled? 

i. Why can’t we all follow the same rules? 

 

8. Priority Call Protection Questions 

a. When does a priority of call happen? 

b. If you lose priority do you lose your water right? 

c. What if the Pueblos go back on their agreement to forbear on a priority call? 

d. If an irrigator does not use water for 5 years, is the water right lost? 

e. Will there be any notice before forbearance is lost? 

f. If the forbearance is lost, can it be regained? 

g. Does the 5 year non-use rule apply to domestic wells? 

h. What does the .5 a/f/y for domestic wells mean in terms of forbearance? 

 

9. Court Procedure and Prior Decisions 

a. How many of the water rights have been adjudicated? 

b. How do I know if my water rights have been adjudicated? 
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c. Why are we involved in ditch priority adjudication? 

d. Are there any more wells to be adjudicated? 

e. How does inter se work? 

f. Will there still have to be an inter se proceeding? 

g. Can you join the Settlement for a surface water right, but not for a well? 

h. Is the Settlement is directed to each water right, not to an individual? 

i. What will the forms look like?   

j. At what point in the process will the Court deal with “errors and omissions” from the 

adjudication? 

k. The Court is planning to issue Orders to Show Cause.  What does “show cause” 

mean? 

l. If someone picks the option to not settle, is that considered an objection? 

m. When will we have to sign up for the Settlement? 

n. What is involved with an objection? 

o. Will I have to get a lawyer and go to court if I choose not to join the Settlement? 

p. What happened to the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo? 

q.  Can any of the court rulings be changed? 

r. Can we appeal the Court’s decisions and when? 

 

10. Climate Change, Hydrology and Environmental questions. 

a. Is there enough water in the Rio Grande to supply the system now? 

b. How can this system take water out of a system that is already over-allocated? 

c. What happens to the system when there is no water in the Rio Grande and/or the 

Colorado? Will there be enough water in the Rio Grande? 

d. What will the environmental impact of the system be; what studies will need to be 

done, what will be the effect of those studies? 

e. How does the hydrology of the system work? 

f. What studies were done to determine how to meet the needs of the system? 

g. How will shortages be handled?  

h. Does the Settlement affect the Rio Grande Compact? 

i. Do you have to know how much water there is in the basin before you can do a 

priority call? 

j. How do well-owners find out if their wells are contaminated or at risk of 

contamination? 

k. Will the large wells mine the aquifer to cover surface water shortages? 

 

11. Water Rights 101 
a. What is a water right? 

b. Is a well the same as a water right? 

c. Why don’t we get 3 acre feet per year in our wells? 

d. How do water transfers work? 
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EXHIBIT D - Attendee Exit Survey Results 
There were thirty-nine (39) surveys turned in; that is, about 23% of attendees filled out surveys.  

Most responders answered only some of the questions, thus there are variations in the number of 

responses. 

 
1.  Why did you come to these meetings?  

 To find out about Aamodt/the Settlement.   

 Education. 

 To get more information and clarity. 

 Treasurer on the Acequia de la Commidad. 

 I wanted to know more having downloaded these excellent materials and having read 

them.  I had minor clarifications that I needed. 

 Saw it in the paper wanted to see if there was anything new. 

 I represent a defendant. 

 Concern about how this will affect me and my family. 

 My father-in-law said it would be wise to see what is happening with our water. 

 To obtain a better understanding of the settlement and options. To hear and listen to the 

concerns of all involved. 

 To get current status of settlement and answers to some questions. 

 To gather insight about the issues, so as to be able to pass on information to interested 

members of the Espanola Basin Regional Issues Forum (EBRIF). 

 To hear the general view of what is going on – to hear people’s questions – to get general 

information. 

 I believe our home owners association may be impacted by this settlement. 

 To find out status and get refreshed and updated. 

 To inform myself of the options available to me; to better understand the settlement and to 

understand the next steps. 

 I am new to the area. We have a 1960’s well and acequia rights; none of this made sense 

to me and now it does. 

 To understand how to handle our upcoming water decisions.  To refresh my 

understandings. 

 Interested observers – do not own property in the area, live in SF County outside of city. 

 The housing trust owns a land trust in Jacona. 

 To find out about water agreement and history. 

 For more explanation of what is planned for the future. 

 To learn about the settlement and my options. 

 To be informed of the settlement terms 

 To find out status. 

 To hear the general view of what is going on; to hear people’s questions; to get general 
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information. 

 To find out my options in reference to the water settlement. 

 
2.  Were your questions answered? 

 Yes (12) 

 No (1) 

 Mostly (3) 

 Somewhat/More or Less. (4) 

 Some; I would like to talk about lots. 

 Not all; want a call back later. Want to know about the distribution of entire system & the 

Rio Grande. 

 Not really, please call me or meet one-on-one. 

 Yes, definitely. Excellent. Maps help the questions being answered. 

 Yes; but I am thinking that not everything got covered, so I will come again. 

 Yes for now, after studying the hand out I may have more & will call the Ombudsman 

Program. 

 Yes, but will come again to hear more. 

 Yes. There might be more, not sure at this time. 

 I was participating as a listener. 

 Yes, generally.  

 Many of my questions were answered. 

 Yes mostly, I will probably think of more later. 

 Yes, very best meeting in sometime; answered every question. 

 Somewhat, I do not have a water right & not sure how this will affect me. 

 No specific questions. 

 Yes, very well. 

 
3.  What was your most important question? 

 I did not ask it. 

 What is the final settlement? 

 What areas are affected; only those within a Pueblo or those adjoining a Pueblo or Santa Fe 

County generally? 

 What are the Pros and Cons? 

 What is the time period and the cost to me if I select the different options? 

 What if our neighbors on the same well don’t agree with our position on whether to join the 

settlement? 

 What are my particular options? 

 How the settlement applies to our particular situation. 

 How will this affect the use of acequias? 
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 Questions about reducing the well water rights. 

 Since my well is after 1982, does that mean that I’m out of luck? 

 How can I use my well now and in future? 

 What happens to the water rights? 

 If I have no well, where do I stand? 

 What is the nature of the system? 

 Who will ultimately run the water and sewer facility? 

 What is the cost of hook-up? 

 When the pipeline is to be installed, will the sewer line be done also? 

 Priority relevance & practical administration. The questions are first how to settle the 

Pueblos’ water rights, how priority works, and the feasibility of the pipeline. 

 
4.  How did you find out about the meetings?    

 Newspapers (17)  

 Family/Friends/Word of Mouth (10) 

 County of Santa Fe Media (6) 

 Email (County not designated as source) (6) 

 
5.  What could have been done to make the meeting better? What did you like? 

 Have more time (2) 

 More discussion and less questions or more time. There is so much to this that it should be 

presented in groups, not individually. 

 Allow more time for questions, but I realize that time is limited. 

 More time; I will come to another meeting. 

 Meet with Acequia groups first. 

 Have the presenters up front so they do not need to come forward. (4) 

 People answering questions in the back need to stand up and speak louder. 

 Almost at the end, people were talking in the back which made it hard to hear. 

 You could have spread the word a little better. I don’t get a newspaper so I usually rely on 

the emails from Renee at the local office of the County for my Valley news and events. 

 Post questions and answers. 

 Nelson’s chart was good, but more discussion needed.  More people need to listen in on 

and be at these meetings.  Need an even more detailed handbook. Darcy’s is a good start. 

 Better/bigger charts, use black marker. 

 Have a map showing geographic areas impacted by the settlement. 

 Nothing. It was the best organized and most informative meeting of the 12+ meetings I 

have attended. The booklet is wonderful. 

 Handouts perfect. 

 This was a very professional meeting with great handouts. 
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 The handout is excellent. 

 Very impressed by meetings. 

 It was well done. 

 Since this was my first experience with the Settlement, I felt it was very informative.   

 It was pretty well organized. 

 The Program was very well organized. 

 Excellent. 

 Meeting was very informative. Good job. 

 Nothing. 

 I think this meeting and the materials have been excellent and have made the complicated 

material very clear.   

 Thank you to all the presenters. 

 It was a good meeting. 

 The whole settlement seems very good.  I don’t understand what all the fussing was about 

a few years ago. 

 It was good. I just understand & take in information in a different way I would like a call 

back. 

 Thank you so much, best meeting in sometime, terrific information and most appreciated. 

 Learned a good amount; you and other speakers did an excellent job – very good. 

 Thank you. 

 

6.  Would you tell family, friends, & neighbors about these meetings? 

 Yes. (14) 

 Yes, I have scheduled another meeting for my acequia. 

 

7.  Name and number if you would like a callback from the Ombudsman Program. (7) 



 
 
Exhibit E – Settlement Parties’ Comments 

 
EXIT SURVEY 
 
 

Participants: 
Judge Nelson                 *Doug Sayre                                       
David Ortiz                    *Ted Bagley                           +Frank Demolli      
John Utton                     *Melanie Stansbury                +William Cassel                   
Larry White                   *John Gutting              
Mark Sheridan 
Harry Montoya  
Peter Chestnut              
 
*  Participated by phone 
+ Written responses 

1.  Success in Goals and 
     Objectives Met? 

 
 

a.  In your mind, what were 
the primary 
objectives/goals of holding 
these community meetings? 

FD:  The goal of the community meetings was to educate and inform the public 
of the specifics of the Aamodt Settlement. 
 
WC: Yes.  I think each meeting potentially had different goals and objectives, 
but the participants were flexible enough to adjust to the demands of each group.  
Disseminate information to the residents of the NPT area so that they were 
exposed to accurate, up to date information about the nature, status and operation 
of the Settlement agreement as well as providing them with information to help 
them decide what role they wanted to play in the agreement. 
 
DS:  To inform the public how the Settlement affects them, especially regarding 
the domestic wells and the water system. 
 
TB:  Informational meetings without advocacy. 
 
JG:  Education about the Settlement. 
 

b.  Do you feel like the 
meetings succeeded in 
achieving those 
objectives/goals? 

FD:  Yes.  I measured the success by the numbers and types of questions that 
were asked, whether the participant was affected by the Settlement and the 
sufficiency of the answer.  By this measure, the community meetings were a huge 
success.  The questions ranged from rudimentary to sophisticated.  The wide 
range of expertise was equal to any question that was asked. 
 
Most importantly, all meetings broadcast that a well owner could keep their well 
and approve the Settlement and that the Settlement represented the last chance to 
bring “new” water to the Valley. 
 
WC: Yes. 
 
TB:  Very successful. 
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2.  What Worked?  
a.  Overall, what did you 
feel succeeded in the 
meetings? 
 
b.  What about the format 
and setting worked? 
 
c.  What is a positive 
experience? 

FD:  Almost everything.  Ms. Bushnell adapted well and the introductory 
presentation by Judge Nelson and herself became more polished with time.  
Especially well done was cutting off the dialogue when it became too 
sophisticated or diverged from the Settlement.  The fact that each and every 
questioner had an opportunity to ask their question was extremely important. 
 
The presence and knowledge of all the panel of experts with major kudos to 
Judge Nelson, Darcy S Bushnell, Mark Sheridan, John Utton and Peter Chestnut.  
The kudos are not meant to denigrate the presence and answers of the other 
experts. 
 
This was a sober and focused topic.  The format and setting reflected the topic.  I 
would have suggested that more bottled water be offered during the meetings. 
 
WC:  I think the whole process worked well.  The ½ hour introduction set up the 
issues and established some of the facts so that the people had a framework 
within which to ask questions.  Ms. Bushnell was effective in moderating the 
process and keeping it on track. 
 
I think the Q&A sections were of particular value.  It was apparent that different 
groups had different concerns as well as many of the groups having common 
concerns.  The opportunity to address the individual questions was very 
important. 
 
Keeping the lawyers in the back and making them come forward to speak was a 
good move.  If the introduction could have been shortened a bit, perhaps by 
having a recorded intro that was developed to be informative and short, then 
leaving more time for Q&A, it could have been better. 
 
DS:  Good job of consolidating information so the audience could look at their 
options.  It was a good approach to have ten meeting, a small audience size and 
people there who could answer questions. 
 
TB:  One focused moderator kept everyone on track and on time.  The venues 
were good.  It was a very successful experience. 
 
JG:  One focused moderator kept everyone on track and on time.  The handout is 
great.  People we asked now feel like they are getting solid answers.  The visual 
aids got better over time and were great. 
 
I was surprised that many of the more vocal types did not show up.  I was also 
surprised by the number of people who showed up more than once. 
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3.  What did not Work?  
a.  If you were to do this 
whole process again, what 
would you do differently? 

FD:  The presentation was a work in progress.  I would have divided the 
presentation into four parts: Introduction by Darcy (15 minutes).  
Background/history by the Judge (15 minutes).  Optional break (10 minutes).  
Questions and answers (90 minutes). 
 
The presentation materials.  I would have provided a sheet with phone numbers 
to the County employees who could answer questions after the presentation 
ended.  I would have made them somewhat simpler, but that is a minor comment.  
The materials will always be there for review. 
 
I would have provided a dated mock simple handout for voting purposes that 
listed the four options on the Settlement.  The simple handout would have been 
more basic than the chart contained in the presentation materials.  The simple 
handout could be taken home so that it could be reviewed by the well owner. 
 
While a break was offered, I believe a break would have given the participants a 
chance to speak among themselves so that they could have their questions 
answered by the panel of experts rather than speaking among themselves after the 
presentation had ended. 
 
Questions and/or answers by persons who were not well owners or who were not 
from the panel of experts did not work well. 
 
WC:  I recommend formally structuring the introduction in a video.  I think that 
more individuals’ questions could have been addressed if there was a brief 
“break-out” period where the experts would go to corners of the room and would 
be available to respond to a specific area of inquiry.  Then people could to from 
group to group and deal with the issues that they were really interested in.  
Having one person ask a question that everyone then has to listen to the answer 
to, even if they already know the answer, could be frustrating and not as useful as 
creating the break out groups. 
 
DS:  Ran out of coffee, chairs and handouts.  I would recommend using power 
points with a laser.  Would have helped with maps, especially the water system 
map. 
 
TB:  It would be nice to reach more people. 
 
JG:  Power points are good. 
 
MS:  In the community meetings I conducted the audience liked charts and a 
power point. 
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4.  What did you Learn?  

a.  What did you learn 
through this process. 
 
b.  Did this process change 
how you understand or 
look at the issues in any 
wa? 
 
c.  Did it change your 
perceptions of people in the 
community? 

FD:  Historical amnesia, historical misstatements, confusion and legal myths.  
Much of the Aamodt proceedings are based on statements now in disrepute.  The 
existing Aamodt decisions are final.  The Pueblos already can make a call on 
non-Indian water.  Every well owner has a 3 acre foot water right.  Supporting 
the Settlement will necessarily mean that my well will be shut down. 
 
I was actually pleased that my conception of the Valley people was as accurate as 
I thought.  While, perhaps, 10 percent of the opposition is radical and opposed to 
any Settlement, the majority of the participants asked thoughtful questions and 
the participants justifiably wanted to protect their self-interests and know how the 
Settlement would affect their wells and water rights.  There is a fear about the 
Settlement that stems from miscommunication (this was allayed by the chart of 
options) and fear (karmic, or otherwise, that the Pueblos’ interests and the non-
Indian interests are adversarial).  In my opinion, the answers were well-received 
and appreciated. 
 
WC:  How much the non-Pueblo interests distrust the Pueblos. 
 
DS:  Options and how to present in a more concise fashion.  Learned a lot from 
the brochure.  To use a style that is geared more toward questions and answers 
with a short introduction.  I later got calls from people who attended to get more 
information. 
 
I was glad to see new comers and the participation of the community. 
 
TB:  The meeting size and meeting model was important and lead to a better 
dynamic.  It was a good refresher for me on the settlement and public meetings. 
 
JG:  Smaller meetings were good.  All the questions got answered and the 
presenters did a much better job in the smaller meeting. 
 
My understanding has changed because the answers were more clear.  But I have 
not modified my thinking about the Settlement. 
 

5.  Useful Process to be  
     Used Elsewhere? 

 
 

a.  Do you think this was a 
useful and worthwhile 
process?  Why/why not? 

FD:  Ben Ray was right.  The community needed information and education.  
Congress needed to know that the community was involved and informed. 
 
WC:  I think it is always useful to try to build consensus and this is one way to 
do it.  Yes, useful and worthwhile.  I think this was the first time the residents had 
an opportunity to be exposed to the real facts related to the structure of the 
Settlement and to ask questions and understand the process and procedure of the  
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Settlement.  In this way they can make an informed decision when the time 
comes.  Assuming they understand it. 
 

b.  Do you think it is a 
process that could be 
used/replicated in other 
basins and Settlements? 

FD:  Absolutely. 
 
WC:  Clearly, yes.  If there is enough time and the settling parties are motivated 
to do it. 
 
DS:  Yes. 
 
TB:  Yes. 
 

c.  If so, what would your 
primary advise to others 
undertaking such a 
process? 

FD:  Answer everyone’s questions.  Make some of the handouts extremely 
simple.  Provide water for everyone. 
 
WC:  Take your time setting it up.  Run through some “dry runs” to determine 
what pitfalls may be present and make the actual presentation as informative as 
you can without “overdosing” the residents. 
 
JG:  Preparation and working with Valley residents is necessary; Visual aids are 
important.  As timelines can be developed, they should be presented.  Hope that 
there can be more meetings once Congress is done and Court has made some 
decisions. 

 



Exhibit F - Santa Fe County Website 
 
Aamodt Public Outreach Meetings 

Aamodt public outreach meetings are scheduled to begin today. The meetings will discuss the Aamodt case, settlement 
and proposed Regional Water System. 

Community members are invited to attend one of the 10 scheduled meetings to provide input. 

“The outreach meetings should be a remarkable communication outlet for all parties to openly converse the settlement 
and outcome, as well as obtain information,” said Commissioner Harry Montoya. 

The Joe M Stell Ombudsman Program of the Utton Center at the UNM School of Law will host the Aamodt public 
outreach meetings. Darcy Bushnell, of the Ombudsman Program will be conducting the sessions. Judge Michael 
Nelson and several of the settlement parties will also attend. 

All meetings will be from 6 pm to 8 pm. Refreshments served, hosted by the Stell Ombudsman Program. Space is 
limited. To sign up call (505) 277-0551 or (877) 775-8333. 

Wednesday 2/24 Santa Fe County Pojoaque Satellite Office 
Thursday 2/25 Nambe Head Start 
Tuesday 3/02 Pojoaque Parrish Hall 
Wednesday 3/03 El Rancho Community Center 
Tuesday 3/09 Pojoaque Parrish Hall 
Wednesday 3/10 Santa Fe County Pojoaque Satellite Office 
Tuesday 3/16 Nambe Head Start 
Wednesday 3/17 Santa Fe County Pojoaque Satellite Office 
Tuesday 3/23 El Rancho Community Center 
Wednesday 3/24 Santa Fe County Pojoaque Satellite Office 

The Settlement Agreement is available for review on the Office of the State Engineer website at www.ose.state.nm.us 
under “Hot Topics.” 

The Aamodt adjudication is the longest-running lawsuit in the federal court system and will determine the quantity and 
priority date of all water rights in the Nambe-Tesuque-Pojoaque basin. 

For more information contact, Darcy Bushnell, Joe M Stell Ombudsman Program (505) 277-0551 or toll-free (877) 775-
8333.  

 Aamodt Information/ Handouts (PDF) 
Pojoaque Regional Water System Engineering Report (PDF) 
Pojoaque Basin Regional Water System December Report (PDF) 
Comments on Design, Estimating and Construction (DEC) Review Draft Report (PDF) 
Total Dissolved Solids (PDF) 
Sulfate (PDF) 
Nitrate (PDF) 
Manganese (PDF) 
Iron (PDF) 
Fluoride (PDF) 
Arsenic (PDF) 
Uranium (PDF) 

 

http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/AAmodt_Settlement(11).pdf
http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/AAEngRpt10b.pdf
http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/AamodtDECReport.pdf
http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/AAmodtDecFinalComments.pdf
http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/AATotaldissolvedSolids3152010.pdf
http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/AASulfate3152010.pdf
http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/aaNitrate3152010.pdf
http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/AAManganese3152010.pdf
http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/AAIron3152010.pdf
http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/AAFluoride3152010.pdf
http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/AAArsenic3152010.pdf
http://www.santafecounty.org/userfiles/AAUranium3152010.pdf
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EXHIBIT F - OMBUDSMAN WEBSITE 

Nambe/Pojoaque/Tesuque River Basin 
Adjudication 

(NPT or Aamodt) 

 The Joe M Stell Water Ombudsman Program is a New Mexico state-wide program 
within the Utton Center at the University of New Mexico, School of Law. The 
Ombudsman Program assists unrepresented water right claimants in navigating the 
New Mexico adjudication process. Adjudication activities for non-Pueblo water rights 
include surface water right priorities and post-1982 domestic wells. The Program 
provides a toll-free help line, mailings and public presentations.  

Toll Free Help Line: 1-877-775-8333 for Aamodt questions 
Ombudsman's direct line: 505-277-0551  Darcy S. Bushnell, Director 

The links below contain important information about the Aamodt Settlement: 

 Court Order re Approval of Settlement  
 Community meetings handout and dates  
 Proposed Settlement Agreement  
 Pojoaque Valley Contamination Maps:  

 Uranium  
 Arsenic  
 Fluoride  
 Iron  
 Manganese  
 Nitrate  
 Sulfate  
 Total Dissolved Solids  

 Tesuque Area Contamination Maps:  
 Uranium  
 Arsenic  
 Fluoride  
 Iron  
 Manganese  
 Nitrate  
 Sulfate  
 Total Dissolved Solids  

 Engineering Reports :  
 HKM Engineering Report Sept 2009  
 2009 Omnibus Act  
 Reclamations Design, Estimating & Construction Review (DEC) Final 

Draft 11-24-2009  
 HKM Review of DEC Draft Report 12-21-2009  

For more information about the adjudication, the case & the settlement:  

http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Order_2007-12-18.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/AAmodt_Settlement_Booklet.PDF
http://www.ose.state.nm.us/legal_ose_aamodt_info.html
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/AAmodt_Uranium.JPG
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Uranium.JPG
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Arsenic.JPG
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Fluoride.JPG
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Iron.JPG
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Manganese.JPG
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Nitrate.JPG
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Sulfate.JPG
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Total_Dissolved_Solids.JPG
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/AAmodt_Uranium.JPG
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Tesuque8x_Uranium.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Tesuque8x_Arsenic.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Tesuque8x_Fluoride.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Tesuque8x_Iron.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Tesuque8x_Manganese.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Tesuque8x_Nitrate.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Tesuque8x_Sulfate.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Tesuque8x_TDS.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/AAmodt_Uranium.JPG
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_EngRpt10b.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Omnibus%20Act.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_DEC%20Report_11-25-09.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_DEC%20Report_11-25-09.pdf
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/pdfs/Aamodt_Review_of_DEC_Report.pdf
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 OSE: Access to water right records  
http://nmwrrs.ose.state.nm.us/nmwrrs/disclaimer.html  

 OSE: Adjudication information and court filings  
http://www.ose.state.nm.us/legal_aamodt_adjudication.html  

 OSE: Settlement information & proposed Agreement  
http://www.ose.state.nm.us/legal_ose_aamodt_info.html  

 Ombudsman: NM Adjudication process 
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/ombudsman.html  

 County of Santa Fe: Outreach information; Outreach Handbook: 
http://www.santafecounty.org/news_detail/1156 

For information on the New Mexico adjudication process, click below to view the 
Ombudsman Program's step-by-step video guide.  

Video - The Water Rights Adjudication Process in New Mexico 
 

Para ver el vídeo en español: 

 Haga clic en el lazo de sitio web debajo  
 Seleccione el título en español debajo de la pantalla  

Video - El Proceso de Juicio de Derechos de Agua en Nuevo Mexico 

  

http://nmwrrs.ose.state.nm.us/nmwrrs/disclaimer.html
http://www.ose.state.nm.us/legal_aamodt_adjudication.html
http://www.ose.state.nm.us/legal_ose_aamodt_info.html
http://uttoncenter.unm.edu/ombudsman.html
http://www.santafecounty.org/news_detail/1156
http://lawmedia.unm.edu/public/special_events/Utton_Center/index.php
http://lawmedia.unm.edu/public/special_events/Utton_Center/index.php
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