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1.
12:34 PM 2/26/2008 (to MRGWA) 
Some of us believe transferring water from ag into urban expansion is suicidal. I think this group is already behind and needs to review and better think through its recommendations. They are still mired in the deception growth is inevitable and we must accommodate it.
Posted by Lynn Montgomery
--------------

2.
12:55 PM 2/26/2008 (to MRGWA)
Sounds like status quo to me. Interesting that the link between agriculture and a healthy ecosystem is missing. I guess a secure food supply, habitat and the majority of the recharge don't count. 
Posted by Janet Jarratt
--------------

3.
12:55 PM 2/27/2008 (to MRGWA)

Dear Colleagues:  Probably because I'm coming from my little viewpoint as a “wave farmer,” I didn't read these recommendations quite the same as Lynn did. For example its recommendation for “integrat(ing) water planning with growth management” sounds to me like: “if water supplies aren’t adequate growth should be restricted.” The problem of endless growth economics isn’t going away without some (in the words of the report) “cumbersome and time-consuming... processes” to take planning to the next level. Growth may be suicidal, not inevitable, but we (either society or activists) haven’t retarded it very much with our actions to date.
As for the recommendation to “improve the process for transferring water from agriculture to urban and environmental uses,” there’s quite a division between improvement that makes such transfers easier and improvement that make such transfers fairer.  Forced to decide (as we’re likely to be) I'll bet we’d all go for the latter, no?  
Janet, I hope you’d agree that the link between agriculture and healthy ecosystems is conditional: it all depends on how it’s managed.  Your food security issue seems to me the more compelling one; you can get habitat and recharge without farms.  (We could quibble about babies and bathwater and what’s most effective in this regard, but) the main point is again the same:  if we cannot implement some new policies (as on page 20 of the report?), the economic forces in play are likely to overwhelm the sunflower, the dairy and the wave farms, alike.

This is all so easy to bemoan, but I do think we activists should work to come together a little closer and step up the quality of our responses and demands. I do appreciate that I’m preaching to the choir, addressing one who is sacrificing so much to enter public service in this wonderful world of water. Not only does the middle Rio Grande need more like you, Janet, we need more harmony (unison?) between those like you and Lynn and those like McDonnell and Fort, the more effectively to negotiate what to do next if we intend to protect these things we can’t bear to lose.
I was just reviewing the proceedings of 1994 WRRI conference “The Water Future of Albuquerque and the Middle Rio Grande Basin.” Frank Titus' piece caught my eye. It was entitled “Managing Water to Escape the Bungee Effect.” Even in 94 folks tended to compare our water supply dilemma to “hitting a wall.”  Frank's “hook” was based on Mike Kernodle's observation that “...it'll be more like a bungee cord. When we've stretched it as far as it’ll go, we’ll discover that we're going to be pulled back whether we like it or not.” 

The issue is: can we get a handle on the future or not?  The writers of this report, at least, answer “yes, if.”   What's OUR answer?
Posted by Steve Harris

4.
10:09 AM 3/03/2008 (To Webservant)
Dear John,

    You well know I'm never shy, so please post my comment. I have just cut and am releasing a Water Assembly DVD in widescreen. It's called "Pueblo Perspectives" and features Frank Titus, Everett Chavez, and Peter Pino. Peter's talk, "digging sticks", is awesome. I can send you a copy if you again send your mailing address. I also attach a draft of a whitepaper I got tasked to write by the Water Rights Issues Team. This got submitted to the Board last night. I didn't attend so they didn't have to put up with frantic defenses on my part. I believe it is time to change the nexus of how balance, change, fairness, and implementation are perceived. After D'Antonio insulted regional water planning reps from Taos recently, http://lajicarita.org/currentissue.htm, I think it's time to consider other approaches besides kissing butt on bureaucrats and government officials. They have a very specific agenda which includes the eventual depletion and destruction of our water resources. Regional water plans, state water plans, and everybody else that isn't a developer, pro-growth official, or OSE attorney, cannot have any further influence or consideration. Please comment and suggest, as this is important and needs to be the best possible   

    I sent Janet's comments over to Theo. She said, "With all due respect, while you may disagree, our recommendations have been well thought through and represent a good deal of deliberative work." I replied that the work and time spent by the Assembly on these issues exceeded theirs many times and speculated that some are trying to gain control and power through such groups as hers. Denise and I have had lots of strong disagreements in the past, as she and Chuck completely ignore water rights justice and priority administration as though they don't count at all. Most dismaying, these professors of law.....

Posted by Lynn Montgomery

----------

5. 
7:50 AM 3/4/2008 (To MRGWA)
Ditto [in reply to #2].  We need to begin to model our water management on the desert realities of Australia, where attending to healthy ecosystems is a primary concern, and where water budgets for human use are being implemented...

Posted by Deb Hibbard
-----

6.


