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Water Planning – So What?
State Water Plan Update—What Next?
Ed Moreno: Lt. Governor Diane Denish, we understand, is not going to be here today, but in her stead is Chief of Staff, Judith Espinosa, a very knowledgeable person in these matters.  Also we have Estevan Lopez, Director of the Interstate Stream Commission, and Angela Shackel Bordegaray, the State and Regional Water Planner for the ISC.

Estevan Lopez:  Before I start talking about the agenda topic, I want to say a little about the people who are up here with me. First of all, Judith Espinosa, Chief of Staff for Diane Denish—I think we that are interested in water issues are incredibly fortunate to have her in that position. She understands water issues quite well. I had the pleasure of working with her for almost four years as one of our commissioners, and before that, she was the Secretary for the Environment Department and so she knows quality issues as well. From the perspective of planning, my experience with her during the time she was on the ISC would lead me to believe that she’s going to be a really strong advocate, and already she has been useful in terms of transmitting information to the Lt. Governor. I think all of you need to recognize that, if you haven’t already.

Secondly, Angela is our new water planner for the ISC. Unfortunately we have one water planner right now. Most of you probably worked at one time or another with Mary Helen Follingstad, and Angela has taken that position. As you guys get to know her you’ll find that she is quite capable, and I’m looking forward to working with her as we take off on the next iteration of regional water planning, and the update of the state water plan.

So speaking of the state water plan update, what’s next? I think it’s appropriate to very quickly recap where we’ve been in terms of talking about where we’re going to go. In my estimation, water planning generally is a continuum. We finished a plan, so to speak, in 2003. We labeled it New Mexico’s First State Water Plan. 
I always kind of wonder what Steve Reynolds or Eluid Martinez or Tom Turney would’ve said if they’d had the first state water plan. I’m sure that they in their heads had state water plans, even if they didn’t have them written down somewhere. One of the differences is, in 2003, the legislature mandated that we create a state water plan, and there were a lot of specific issues that it mandated we address. And perhaps the most important aspect of it is the fact that it mandated an extensive public input process—public outreach and public input as to what was going to be part of this plan. I’m certainly willing to be corrected, but I would venture that if Steve Reynolds or Tom Turney or Eluid Martinez or any of the prior State Engineers had state water plans, they [wouldn’t have] undertaken anything like the public input process we did with that first state plan in 2003. They may have had a State Engineer’s water plan, but I think it was Peter Pino who said earlier it’s us that comprises ‘the state.’ So only by going out to ‘us,’ to all of you and anybody else that wants to have input to this, do we really create a state water plan. Obviously I’m biased, but I think we did that, and I hope that most of you recognize at least some aspect—your relation to that state water plan, whatever that might have been.

So I said that planning is a continuum. There was planning before 2003. In 2003 we set down a document. There’s been planning since. We’re going to update our plan in 2008 because the State Water Plan Act said it will be revised in periods of no longer than five years, so we’re getting geared up for that revision. But it’s also a continuum in terms of scale, in my opinion. We’ve been doing regional water planning for probably approaching twenty years now, and within those regions, municipalities and water districts or irrigation districts have been doing their own planning, and we’ve heard today a lot about Upstream/Downstream, in which regions are coming together to figure out the discrepancies, the inconsistencies, the overlap of their regions. And each iteration we go through, hopefully we get it a little closer to right. We’re probably never right because it keeps changing, the goal keeps changing, the data keeps changing—dramatically in some instances—and all through New Mexico, things are changing. 
So I think that it’s not inappropriate to say that in 2003 we had our first state water plan. There was and continues to be some criticism as to the form it took. I personally am really happy with the form that it took. It was a policy-based document, something that said, ‘After we went out and talked to the public all over the state and found out the sorts of issues people thought were important to address, we tried to articulate, as best we could, how we, the state agencies—and I should be real clear about this: while all of the agencies that have jurisdiction over water issues in the state had input to this, largely this reflects the strategic plan for the Office of the State Engineer and the Interstate Stream Commission, but it also reflects the missions of some other state agencies like the Environment Department as well—put together something that said, for all of these issues that our citizens have identified as important, this is how we intend to try to address them, and to try and give you some insight into why decisions are being made as they are, so that over the course of time, you can help shape the way those things are addressed.

We’ve made a huge amount of progress, in my estimation. Every year we’ve created a progress report—this is the most recent one, which we did six or seven months ago. Actually it was a work-in-progress for about eight months so we had to keep trying to update the stuff in it, and it’s available if you’re interested. I’m not going to talk about the individual things in there, but if you look, we did and continue to work on all of the things we said we were going to do, and we’ll continue that, even as we go into updating the state water plan. 

Where we’re going largely depends on what resources we have to work with. I want to report to you that right now we’re just about to start the legislative process, and for any of you that are familiar with the budget process the executive [branch] creates a budget recommendation, the legislature creates a budget recommendation, they go into the sausage machine and out the other end, at some point, comes a budget. But in our budget request, the money that we wanted to have to work with, we tried to make a case for a continuing stream of funding for regional water planning. 
You’ll hear a little later where we are on the status of completing those regional water plans, but again, I don’t think we’re “done” once we get a regional water plan. You’ve got to do implementation and updates because things are changing dramatically around us. Well, the executive budget recommendation has a recurring budget item for regional water planning. It’s not huge—it’s $400,000 a year—but it’s the first time we’ve had that on a recurring basis. If that survives this process, I think that’s really important to us being able to support things like Upstream/Downstream and other similar processes. We also, recognizing that we have to update the state water plan, requested a special appropriation so we can do extensive public outreach this year or over the course of the next year. We don’t know yet how that has fared in the recommendations. I’m optimistic. 
I think there’s a lot of support amongst our legislators. Mimi Stewart is one of them and hopefully she’ll support these efforts as well. I think if we can get these appropriations, we then will be able to go back out to you who make up the state, and at least identify the issues we ought to be trying to address. I’m sure in the process we’ll hear a lot about what we’ve done wrong so far, but hopefully we’ll hear about a few things that we’ve gotten right. I am optimistic about that, and particularly optimistic about the fact that we are in a phase right now where we’ve completed the first iteration of regional water plans. This will be the first time that we try and create a state water plan where now we’ve got regional plans to draw on; we will also be at the beginning of updating regional water plans, and for the first time, we’ll be able to draw on the framework that’s built by the state water plan. 

The value of regional water planning, in my mind, and planning processes generally, is in the fact that we do get feedback from the grassroots level, as has been talked about here. We the bureaucrats get input about what’s important to you. Similarly, as we come up with initiatives and want people who know how to talk knowledgably about water issues, there’s a ready-made audience out there that can help us disseminate this and give us feedback about what we’re doing wrong or right. So I think there’s a great deal of value to it. 

Judith Espinosa: I wanted to give my greetings to you, and happy New year from the Lt. Governor. She was unable to join us this afternoon. It’s getting towards the beginning of the legislative session and it’s difficult, but she will be around and I will be around during the legislative session. We’re up on the fourth floor around the corner from the Governor’s office. Please come and visit us. We’d like to know what the issues are, what’s happening in the legislature. She’s an excellent listener and if she’s not there, I will be. We want to know what your issues are and where there are problems, and where we might be able to support you in your efforts. 
Obviously, coming from Hobbs and being a native New Mexican—Hobbs is even drier than Albuquerque, I think—she knows the value of water, and the value of water for future generations. She has taken a great deal of effort to learn not only what has happened in the past, but also learn a lot of the new issues in water. She was just speaking the other day at the Hundred Years of Water celebration that the OSE and ISC had, about the importance of water management, of active resource management, and also of preparing for our future with water conservation. You have a good ear in the Lt. Governor, and I encourage you to please utilize her office, talk to her and talk to us about your issues.

I come from kind of an advocacy, grassroots, long-time-ago public health background. I always value the importance of a bottom-up approach to planning and making policy, and pushing issues that are socially good, issues for the public good. I believe in grassroots planning and I think that’s what the state water plan has attempted to do its first go-round. As Estevan said, the water plan is really on a continuum. It’s a dynamic plan; it’s not static. What you see here and what we did—and many of you were in that process in 2003—what happened and what got put down in writing is only the beginning. We add to that as we go along and it will be updated. 

The other process that Estevan talked about is the regional water planning effort, which actually started back in 1987 when the legislative created the regional water planning grants and the whole regional water planning scenario. I have to say that the ISC has done a really, really good job, particularly in this administration, of putting together the regional areas, of working with grassroots and local communities to put together those regions and begin the planning process. Many of those regions were put together starting in the late 80s and just now have completed their plans. It takes a long time; this is not ‘low-hanging fruit.’ This is not easy to come together, and I have to say that some of the hardest workers I’ve seen in state government come out of the ISC. When I try and call Estevan, he’s never at his office. I think that’s a good thing. He shouldn’t be in his office. He should be out there talking to people like you, walking the streams and rivers, talking to all of the constituent groups, and that’s what he has done and what the ISC has done in this regional water planning. They have spent many, many hours working with local communities.

Fourteen out of the sixteen plans have been written and presented to the ISC, and fourteen of the plans have been accepted by the ISC. The ISC hasn’t always agreed with everything in the plans; they haven’t always liked all the process that went on in doing the plans, but they [the plans] have always been accepted. Why? Because that was a longtime planning process by local grassroots communities in diverse geographic regions, with diverse populations of all colors, ages, economic backgrounds, of all industries and businesses reflected in those plans, and I have a lot of respect for all of the people who sat down for all of those years and went through that process and dedicated their free time—and believe me, most people didn’t get paid to do this—to put out regional water plans. And whether we all agree with them or not, the fact of the matter is that this reflects that region and that community in New Mexico. I think that is really important. When I first got on the Interstate Stream Commission, I kept saying, we have to make sure the regional water plans are going to be incorporated in the state plan, and that there is some continuity between regional plans and the state water plan, and that the regional water plans are going to inform the ISC and inform policy makers and legislators in this state so that they understand the grassroots’ concerns, and basin concerns, and watershed concerns of people in New Mexico. I think that that is something that the Interstate Stream Commission really heard, both the staff and the commissioners. 

To that end, what the ISC did was create an ‘Ad Hoc Committee’ made up of representatives from all of the regions that had been doing plans. (We still have two plans left—the Taos Regional Plan, and the Northeast New Mexico Regional Water Plan, which hopefully will be completed sometime this year.) But we got all of the regions together, representatives from the acequias, from tribal governments, from all of the regions, to look at the big picture, to start to look at what New Mexico is going to have to deal with in the next fifty to one-hundred years. I know that some of you have been involved in that process. I have been fortunate to sit in on some of those Ad Hoc Committee meetings, and there were struggles. It was hard at the beginning, but folks came together, got a process together, and now they’ve done white papers on infrastructure financing, on watershed management, and on water transfers. Three things! Only three things to look at. The white papers give us all the questions. 
What the Ad hoc Committee is going to do is hash out a lot of the answers, dialogue together on answers to these questions. Water transfers—you can’t even begin to put your hands around all the issues that come up and all of the controversy that comes up when you talk about water transfers. Infrastructure financing—you know, are we going to build a dam on the Gila River? I’ve heard that. That makes people very upset. Are we going to put a ‘project’ on the Gila? What are we going to do on the Gila, the only free-flowing stream we have left in the state of New Mexico? I can give you my bias, but I guess I won’t do that since I work for the Lt. Governor now, but I will tell you that those are very real questions that we have to answer. There are municipalities and Grant County and they’re growing areas of the state and they say, you know why not put some kind of diversion project on the Gila? We need the water to grow, people are coming here, it’s economic development. Those are the balances that this Ad Hoc Committee is working very hard to deal with, and those are the kinds of issues and questions that are going to come up during the state legislature.

I don’t have to tell you: you know how important it is to do this. When we talk about the governance of water, as Estevan says, it’s not just the state engineer and the bureaucrats, it’s you. You’re part of that governance structure. The advocate groups, the public interest groups, and all of the business and industry groups are part of that governance structure, You have to keep banging on the doors. You have to keep telling us what we’ve missed. You have to keep telling us what is right, and what our vision should be for New Mexico. I think that’s what the water plan is going to be about, that what it is about, and what the next reiteration of the state water plan is going to be about.

I’ll have you help Estevan out here for the legislative session. The executive budget has $400,000 for regional water planning. We’re hoping part of that can be used for updating the state water plan, but that is a very important step. It is an expansion step for the Interstate Stream Commission, and the Governor doesn’t give those away lightly, so we were very pleased to see that $400,000 there. It’s not a lot of money, but it will help the grassroots process and hopefully we can build on it over the years. So I would urge you to please call the Governor’s office and tell him you like that. Tell your legislators that this is an important expansion. Tell the Legislative Finance Committee that it’s important for the state, for the ISC, and for you as grassroots planners and people who care about water in the state. I’d appreciate that.

I know Estevan’s door is always open, [as is] Angela’s and everybody else at the ISC and Office of the State Engineer. Please ask them. They have wonderful technical advice and they’re very good at getting whatever information they can to you.

Angela Schackel Bordegaray:  I don’t have a lot to say today. As many of you know, I’ve been in this job about two months, so I’m barely surfing all the information and today we’ve just received a lot more.

As Estevan said, the update for the state water plan is mandated by the statute, and that’s upon us: 2008 is the deadline on it, so that’s this year and next year. So planning has begun, preparing for that, and it includes meeting with you here today. As it’s been said, I see you as a big part of the process, as the leading steering committee on water for the state. As the new state and regional water planner for the state—the shop of one—I need your help. In addition to that, the Ad Hoc Committee that’s been meeting, fostered by my predecessor Mary Helen Follingstad, was formed to define and focus the policy questions, I intend to foster that. In fact the first meeting I have with that group is next Friday. Some of you will be at that meeting and you’ll pardon if we have to park a bit and catch up. You’ll have to catch me up and set about our work agenda rather quickly and continue on with the great work you’re doing.

But I think the level or extent of the state water plan will be determined in large part by the resources but I think we’re heading into a time—the stars are aligning on water, due to crisis and some not positive things, but the positive thing is that the Governor’s eyes are on it, and I’m sitting next to Judith Espinosa who works for the Lt. Governor and I’m working at the ISC with some great people and I think that the state water plan, having been birthed the first time, is something to build from this time. This is a copy of it for those of you who forgot what it looked like. It is a policy document, as Estevan pointed out; it’s a blueprint. It was birthed by the participation of many of you throughout the state, and I think the challenge will be to focus some of those issues. As we’ve heard here today, it’s a process, it’s a continuum, but we’re a lot further down that road.

I guess I’d like to direct you to just a couple of resources. I put the map up there just to make clear. These are the regional planning areas, but to be perfectly correct, the County of Guadalupe is actually part of the Las Vegas/Mora region [Mora-San Miguel Water Planning Region]. For those of you from that region, I wanted to clarify that. We have some progress reports on the state water plan for those who want to take that with you today. The state’s website has the state water plan on it. As we begin to update it, we should probably know what’s in the one we’ve done, and I say that more for myself than for you’all out there, but know that those resources are forthcoming and please don’t hesitate to contact me to get those.

I just want to comment on one of my visions for the state water plan update, and that is to make it an inside and outside driven process. I hope to see some strategic planning from within the ISC and Office of the State Engineer, along with other state agencies involved in water, and that’s one of the efforts that I’m focusing on as a planner trying to learn this job. And then the public outreach, of course, will be doubled, but probably more focused this time around. And again, that’s where you come in, in terms of helping focus some of those discussions and bringing out the issues that maybe weren’t—or didn’t come out the first time around. I’m learning and you’re educating me, so please keep doing that. it’s a joy to be in this job, and with such fine people, and that means everybody in this room who is interested in water in New Mexico.

Questions:

Stephanie [Benenato?]: The question I have for you has to do with integrating the regional water plans into the state water plan. I’m just kind of curious because it came up in the legislature last year—there’s already conflicting elements within regional plans. I’m wondering what the ISC is doing, or if they’re coming up with some criteria [with] which they can judge or evaluate which plan’s criteria is going to go forward, or if they’re thinking about creating super regions, so that like Upstream/Downstream, water planning regions can get together. I’m just curious about how you see the mingling, the integration, of the regional plans into the state water plan, and what the ISC is doing about that now.

Estevan Lopez: One of the specific tasks that was addressed to the Ad Hoc Committee was to try and identify conflicts between regional plans and resolve them, if possible, and also to identify conflicts between the regional plans and the state water plan. I think that is part of what they’ve been doing, but they’ve also been focusing on some particularly difficult issues. I expect that will continue. As to the notion of super regions or whatever you want to call them, the Upstream/Downstream model, I guess—I think Angela is correct: we don’t really know where this is going, but I see [Up/Down] as a really useful model for us to continue in one of these planning iterations that I’m talking about, and if we can get Socorro/Sierra, Middle Rio Grande and Jemez y Sangre to get to some sort of super regional thing, then it probably merits looking further up and down the Rio Grande, so that we end up with, at some point, a sort of basinwide plan. But obviously, again, all of this is going to be driven by resources, and in large part, by what you guys tell us is important to you.

Frank Titus:  Estevan, the state water plan was a monumental contribution several years ago. However, in my mind it is not a plan. I would like to know whether it’s the intent of the ISC to take the advice that comes with the regional planning process and the interaction that’s taking place right now, and turn the state water plan into an actual plan that says where New Mexico intents to go in the future, in terms of managing its water resources?

Estevan Lopez: Thanks for asking that question, because I wanted to refute your earlier statement and I ran out of time. First of all, I believe that it is a plan because it tells the public, generally, how the water management agencies will approach problems, and it lays out what problems are important for us to start tackling. It does not create the state water budget. Not yet. Hopefully at some point when we bring all these regional water plans together and sort out the differences, we will get there. But the part of your earlier statement that I wanted to refute, and it’s implicit in this question, has to do with this vision issue. I agree with you that the state needs a vision about what’s important to us. Do we want to preserve agriculture? Do we want to allowed unfettered growth in cities/ Are those the things that are important to us? But in my mind, those are not water planning questions. To my mind, those are social planning questions. They affect everything, not only water. Let us at a social level decide what sort of society we want, and then task the water planners to figure out how we deal with water resources to get to that end; task transportation planners to figure out how they’re going to utilize their transportation resources to get to that vision; task all of the various things that are going to be affected. That’s the difference—the distinction—that I wanted to draw. I think the sorts of visions you’re talking about are incredibly important, but they need to be looked at from a much, much broader context than simply water. Water is one of the huge considerations, but they are broader.

Lynn Montogomery: I have more of a comment than a question. I’m the mayordomo of the Acequia de la Rosa de Castilla, which is on Las Huertas Creek near Placitas. I’ve become the water. I became the water because I had the audacity to protest a water transfer into Placitas from Valencia County, to protect our spring from depletions, and that our three-hundred year old acequia and the family that still lives there and farms there using that water will be able to hand down to further generations the wonderful system that we have that sustains us. Through this process of protesting a water transfer, I ran into a whole bunch of stuff, and so did everybody else involved in it. We found out how much paucity there is within our institutions as far as how water rights administration goes. It turns out that we really haven’t been doing anything; it’s been a totally laisser-faire system. Whatever anybody wants to do, eventually they’ll do it and that’s it. I’d like to follow what Estevan just said. I think we have to take a slightly different tack. Instead of saying what kind of society we want—since we have a hundred different societies in New Mexico and they’re all different—a slightly different tack would be for all of us to become the water, to imagine ourselves the water resource, and what all these monkeys running around sticking holes in the ground are doing to us, the water. I think that’s it’s very important for us, in order to really get a handle on these things, to institute a sense of ethics. That’s what’s missing. We have to have the ethic of stewardship, that this water resource is part of us, it’s part of our bodies. If something bad happens to this water resource, we should feel pain and find a remedy. We need to start considering that. Ethics are ethereal, they’re subjective, you can’t legislate them, but I think that every planning group and all the bureaucracies need to get together and formulate, define, this sense of stewardship, and educate the public and our youth to instill that sense of stewardship. As a farmer, that comes natural. If you don’t steward your land and your water, you go down. I think we need to make it obvious, especially to urban dwellers, that if they don’t get out there personally and steward their resources, take the responsibility of doing that, they’re being irresponsible. We all have to do it, have that sense of stewardship. 

Bob Wessely: I ‘d like to follow up, possibly at the risk of being a nag. You’ve talked about some money for regional water planning, but what hasn’t been said is if there’s any money or support for regional implementation. The regions are artificial constructs. They’re not political entities; they’re not hydrological entities; they’re kluges of some sort, and it’s been the ISC that’s held them together as regions through the planning process. As we look toward implementation, I guess my question is should we be seeking funding through the ISC to do this? Should we be nagging our legislators to fund the ISC? Should we be going after separate individual grants? Is that a briar patch that you folks want to be, or not want to be in? I’m looking for advice as to how to get regional implementation to be supported.

Judith Espinosa: Thanks for that, Bob. I think that’s a really important question. These aren’t sexy issues. Building water infrastructure— pipelines and dams and big engineering feats, things that people can take back to their regions or areas and you can see—‘We’re going to build a pipeline over the next ten years and it’s going to cost a hundred million dollars,’ it’s like, ‘Ooh cool, we’re going to have a new water supply and that’s going to be good.’ Implementing regional water plans is like, ‘Oh who cares?’ I think that we have to keep talking and educating, not only our legislators and policy makers, but educating our neighbors, our communities, the people in our churches—all the people who don’t really care to sit around in a meeting like this and talk about the importance of planning and the reasons why we have regional planning and why grassroots input is so important. So I think that the education process is very, very important. It’s very important to talk to the Governor’s policy people, to talk to the Governor when you get a chance, and to all of the legislators in the next sixty days about the importance of regional implementation and the need to put the money and resources into doing that. It’s important to talk about how hard it’s going to be over the next ten years to do that, and how maybe we start a process with a revolving regional water planning fund or something like that, a revolving fund that can be created and keep money flowing into it and that grant money can come into. There’s different ways of doing it. You can do it by collaboration; you can do it by collusion; you can do it however you want to, but I think the policymakers need to hear that, from the very top all the way down to your neighborhoods. This is our lifeblood for the future and it’s for all of us. I think that when you talk about education, when you talk about the kind of society we want, we want young people to be well educated and to grow up and live a wonderful life in New Mexico like those of us who’ve been able to do that. How do we do that? We do it through education and environmental planning and long-term water planning and through implementation and through looking at our water budget for the future. The stewardship issue is extremely important, the ethics of water and of keeping our water whole for future generations is important. If somebody can tell me how to make these issues really sexy so that you can get people pouring lots of money into them, let’s do that because it’s always those sound bites that help. I think it’s always long, tedious hard work.

Estevan Lopez: I just want to mention also, keep in mind—your question is a difficult one to answer because the ISC right now—we might get $400,000 per year to work on regional water planning. If we’re going to talk about implementation of anything but very minor things, that amount of money is not going to go very far. But I think there are a number of other resources—capital outlay, the Water Trust Board—where you can show that a region supports these kinds of projects, I think that’s important. Bottom line I do not think you should look at the ISC as the primary funding source for those sorts of efforts. Regional water plans should ideally be used to guide those sorts of efforts.

Angela Schackel Bordegaray: I guess I’m going to focus off the money question for a moment and speak from experience in addressing your question. A plan doesn’t implement itself; a plan is an inanimate object. Implementation of a plan comes from decision makers pushing for what’s in the plan. So, the plans that have been written and accepted, that work has been done. One of the things I’m looking most closely at and learning about in this job is just how much do those plans represent all of the voices in each region. Were they at the table, and that’s from big to small: when I say ‘big’ I mean governmental entities and tribes and pueblos, and when I say ‘small’ I think of mutual domestics, acequias, irrigations districts… What I’ve learned today from you who’ve gotten so far in this area, working on regional plans, and I’ll say this not as a criticism but as an observation: there is a disconnect between planning and implementation because it is so hard to have that representation sustained, have them see it through. That’s the broad continuum we’re working from and I agree with Estevan that it certainly doesn’t come from the state and it’s not going to come from another regional planner like myself. But what you can continue to do is educate, as Judith just talked about, in all the circles, and you really need to knock on the doors and ask of your local governments to reach out to their neighbors, talk to each other, and form these coalitions. The experience I’m referring to and have been most involved in is in the Española basin—the cities of Española, Santa Fe, Los Alamos, Rio Arriba. And I’ve been fortunate to work with fostering a dialogue among governments—tribal and non-tribal in that region—and I would venture to say there’s nothing really like it going on in the state, but I shouldn’t say that because I haven’t been all over the state yet. I know that for that particular structure, the setup has been working, because at the table you have fourteen government entities represented—those cities I mentioned, three counties, and at least six of the eight northern tribes, and sometimes, Cochiti and Santo Domingo have been at that table. Whether they’ve been government representatives or delegates or technical staff, there’s been a discussion, and I might add that this dialogue was also supported by Los Alamos National Laboratories Technical Assistance Office to bring together these parties, so maybe it took a larger body with resources to provide for that. Maybe that’s something to consider for funding in a regional implementation program, is to foster that kind of dialogue. Dialogue is what this is here today, so it’s this kind of dialogue at that level. I didn’t want to let the chance pass to bring that out, that those have to be linked. It’s a constant effort, but you can never give it up. You can have the best minds and the best resources and put out a really great plan, but it’s not going to go anywhere if the people making the decisions and the people with the power haven’t bought in, or haven’t been at the table.

Art Swank [?]: I was wondering if the State Engineer refers to or takes into consideration the regional plans or the state plan when he makes his decisions? I know that in the past, they had the State Engineer Guidelines that he went by but has anything changed?

Estevan Lopez: I assume you’re asking if when a transfer is proposed whether the regional water plans and the state water plan would inform his determination of public welfare? As I framed the question, I think these are resources—the regional water plan and the state water plan—to inform him as to public welfare. As to whether it might be in line with his procedures and that sort of thing, at least as relates to the state water plan, the state engineer was integral in creating that thing and was really focused on trying to make that state plan something he would follow through on. John D’Antonio has done a lot of revamping of rules and regs to make them come into line with the objectives of the state water plan, and to the extent that they’re still not there, he continues to work on those. 

Conci Bokum: As a wrap-up to this session, I want to acknowledge that Mimi Stewart was one of the sponsors of the state water plan legislation. She was a wonderful sponsor; she held that bill together and made sure it was what it came out to be, and I’m very thankful. There are two other people I really want to thank, Bob Wessely, who every year makes all of this computer stuff happen, and Ed Moreno, who did the facilitation for Lucy when she couldn’t be here. 
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