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water user agreement and other info

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com

Sent: Thu, Jul 13, 2017 at 3:25 pm

To:  Sonny Buhiday'@) 7w m ¥ /s PE &

scan.pdf (26.2 MB)

Hi Sonny

Dan Suhr said you should have a copy of the Water User Agreement and other
information on the aquifer so I attached it tc this email, The Water User Agreement, is
an agreement between pumpers and canal companies in the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer. It
is a legal and binding agreement. To that end the ground water districts forced all
pumpers to put measuring devises on their wells and report their water usage each year.
If the goal to save 240,000 Acre Feet of water per year is not met, their will be
serious consequences. The Idaho Water Resource Board is also committed to a recharge
program that will put 250,000 acre feet into the aguifer each year, if sufficient water.

This year they have recharged almost 700,000 acre feet because of the huge amount of
runoff.

Since all pumpers on the Eastern Snake Plain must reduce their uptake, only a part
of that amount will directly benefit the Mid-Snake reach. Currently, however, much of
the water from recharge will directly benefit our region because some of the best
recharge sites are located in our six county region. the overall goal is to get the
aquifer levels back to the 1991 - 2001 average.

for the best information on how the Mid-Snake could benefit frem both scenarios You
can contact Vince Alberti of Twin Falls at 208-734-6346 or retired representative Bert
Stevenson in Rupert at 208-431-4105. Both individuals are members of the Idaho Water
Resource Board and very knowledgeable about the agquifer.

Hope this helps.
Bob

From: "Bob Muffley" <bmuffleyBmufflevins.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 S:06am

To: "Bob Muffley" <bmuffley@muffleyins.com>
Subject:
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RE: Showing the 2 Letters from the Commission to the WAG

RE: Showing the 2 Letters from the Commission to the WAG
From: Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov

Sent:  Fri, Jun 30, 2017 at 12:10 pm

To:  bmuffley@muffieyins.com

Cc:  Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov

Page 1 of 2

Thank you, Sir. Appreciate your cooperaticn.

Balthasar B. Buhidar, Ph.D.

Regional Water Quality Manager

Twin Falls Regional Office

650 Addison Avenue West, Suite 110
Twin Falls, Idaho B3301

Phone: (208} 736-2190

Fax: (208) 736-2194

Email: Balthasar.buhidar@deq.idaho.gov

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com [mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com]
Sent: Friday, June 30, 2017 10:10
To: Balthasar Buhidar

Subject: RE: Showing the 2 Letters from the Commission to the WAG

Hi Sonny:

You bet. I think the brief history is important to all and the video clearly shows how
bad the river was compared to how it looks now. Let me know if we can help in any way.

I'm going through some old files from 1995 and found some interesting letters on DEQ's
proposed plan. I'm going through all letters sent to or from the commissisn during the

early 90's to see what else I find.
Bob

From: Balthasar.Buhidar@deg.idaho.gov

Sent: Tuesday, June 27, 2017 7:27pm

To: bmuffley@muffleyins.com

Cec: Balthasar.Buhidar@deqg.idaho.gov

Subject: Showing the 2 Letters from the Commission to the WAG

Bob:

Are you fine with the Mid-Snake WAG reviewing the two letters that were send to DEQ and
EPA? The next Mid-Snake WAG Meeting is on July 11, 2017. I plan on showing the video

"Action on the River",
Thanks.

Balthasar B. Buhidar, Ph.D.

Regional Water Quality Manager

Twin Falls Regional Office

650 Addison Avenue West, Suite 110
Twin Falls, Idaho 83301

Phone: {208) 736-2190

Fax: (208) 736-2194

Email: Balthasar.buhidar@deq.idaho.gov

https://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.9.3-RC/popup.php?wsid=c92
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MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman (pence5302@msn.com)
Bob Muffley, Executive Director

122 5™ Ave. W
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648
June 22, 2017
Christine Psyk
Acting Director - Office of Water & Watersheds
USEPA Region 10
1200 6™ Avenue

Mail code WW-192 '
Seattle, WA 98101

Dear Ms. Psyk:

The Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission represents the county commissioners
of Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls in south-central Idaho. All except Lincoln
County border the Middle Snake River. Reluctantly this commission followed the lead of the
Mid-Snake WAG and sent a request to the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality asking
that the current TMDL be reopened. I say reluctantly because we believe the current TMDL is
working well given the hydrologic profile of the river.

I believe a little history into the establishment of the TMDL for the Mid-Snake is important to all
parties. The predecessor to this commission was the Middle Snake Study Group. The study
group was formed in 1989 and represented the counties of Gooding, Jerome, Lincoin and Twin
Falls. It was this group, made up of county commissioners and their appointees, who recognized
that 80 years of hard use had put this section of the Snake River at risk. This recognition didn’t
come because of any effort by the EPA. As a matter of fact, the study group had to use its
political influence with Idaho congressmen and others to get the EPA to look at this section of
the river in the first place. The EPA, at this time, had little or no interest in the condition of the
Middle Snake. It was also members of the study group who furnished the boat and guides so the
EPA could take their original samples. This action by the study group led to the cooperative
development of the original TMDL by the EPA, DEQ, WAG, county commissioner and the
public.

Between 1989 and 1992, developers were proposing hydroelectric facilities on the five remaining
rapids in this section of the river. A hydrologist from CH2M Hill, out of Boise, was hired by a
developer proposing to build such facility at Boulder Rapids. The hydrologist, however, gave an
oral report to the study group describing how the rapids helped clean this section of the river and
said that, if the remaining rapids were developed, the river would be a swamp within 20 years.



He also told us that this part of the river is no longer free flowing through much of the year,
because of storage facilities in the upper Snake and the fact that nearly all water in the river stops
at Milner dam. He concluded that sediments already deposited, over the many years of hard use,
would remain in the Mid-Snake for many years to come. The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (FERC), at the time, held a public hearing for another proposed hydroelectric
facility at Star Falls on the Mid-Snake. The study group, commissioners and many members of
the public filled the hearing room, speaking against the development of the falls, and FERC
agreed. Their ruling essentially killed the other proposed developments and 27 years later, the
Middle Snake is far from being a swamp.

The counties also developed a water quality plan, now mcorporated in the Coordinated Water
Resource Management Plan, which was adopted by the counties in 1992 and continually updated
since that time. The approved plan established this commission, whose long term goal is to
improve water quality throughout the region. The commission does this by education and
cooperative efforts with point and nonpoint source water users, and the public. All county
zoning ordinances must also recognize the plan and use it when revising their ordinance and
entertaining requests for special use permits. There is none other like our commission 111 Idaho
and, I would venture, few in the nation.

Several of the original member of the Middie Snake Study Group are still serving as member of
this commission and can attest to the continued betterment of the river since a TMDL was first
established. These improvements can be attributed to the actions of both point and nonpoint
source contributors in the region. You must remember there is 80 years worth of sediment build
up in the river which, because of upstream developments, can’t simply be washed away.
Consideration must also be given to recent agreements that will result in increasing spring flows
to their 1991-2001 levels. You need to see what the Middle Snake looked like in 1989 so I
recomment you go into our web site www.midsnakewater.org and click on Video. The first
describes the history of the region and the river as it was in 1989. The second describes the
problem and actions to be taken, while the third video discusses the complexity of our region’s
water.

If the TMDL is opened, this commission and the counties we represent will closely follow the
proceedings. We assume your agency will maintain a spirit of cooperation during the process.
Be assured we are serious about protecting our water quality as well as the continued economic
viability of our region.

Sincerely

? Lt ke .
Lew Pence, Chairman .

Formed by a Joint Powers Aprecment between the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls
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good to watch

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com
Sent: Tue, Jun 20, 2017 at 3:29 pm
To:  Sonny Buhidar

Hi Sonny:

while looking for old material I locked at videos produced by the Middle Snake Study
Group back when this all started in the early 90's. the videos graphically describe the
river at that time and it's really something to see. I was on a boat with Governor
Andrus when we got stuck in the middle of the river. I recommend the WAG look at these
to see how far we have come since that time. One even talks about the proposed
hydroelectric facilities that were killed and describes why.

all you need to do is go into youtub and search on midsnakewater. The first video is
"Before and after" and the second is “Action on the Mid Snake" Both of These were by
the Middle Snake Study Group. A third video was produced by our commission and is
called "Waters Above and Waters Below" which describes the complexity of water quantity
issues in our region.

Bob

hitps://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.9.3-RC/popup.php?wsid=fb... 6/30/2017
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RE: draft letter to EPA

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com

Sent: Thu, Jun 15, 2017 at 4:34 pm
To:  Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gav

That's good new. Let me give you another bit of history from 19%90:

You should know that in 1990 a hydrologist from CH2M Hill out of Boise, While working on
a proposed hydro project for Boulder Rapids went against his employer and reported to us
that if we allowed this and four other hydro projects that were in the pipeline to
happen, the Mid-Snake would be a swamp within 20 years. He said that there are deep
holes in the river below each of the remaining five rapids and if the projects went in,
the holes would no longer exist. He said, at the time, these holes were nothing like
they once were because this part of the river 1s no longer free flowing and never would
be because of the storage dams in the upper Snake and the fact that water stops at
Milner. He believed that nutrients and settlement deposited, over the years, would
probably remain in this reach for a very long time. To him it was imperative that all
the proposed hydro projects be stopped. The Study Group and county commissioners forced
FERC to hold a hearing on the Star Falls proposed project and after the hearing the
proposed hydro plant was killed. The proposals at the other four rapids quickly died.

If, what he told us is true, and I believe it was, our problems in this reach of the
river can't and won't be solved by current permit holders. The problem is simply there
and it won't change until all the dams are removed from the middle and upper Snake.

This isn't going to happen. this tells me we will be dealing with plant growth no
matter how stringent you make the TMDL. The good news is that after 27 years, because
of our actions in 1090, the river is still not a swamp. By the way, the Hydrologist was
fired by the developers after giving us his report.

Bob

From: Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov
Sent: Thursday, June 15, 2017 1:54pm
To: bmuffley@muffleyins,com

Cc: Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov
Subject: RE: draft letter to EPAR

No, but not yet. I have received a summary report from Idaho Power Company of low flows
from 1909 through the present on an annual basis. Additionally, DEQ has made contact
with USGS who plans to provide us with flow information relevant for the TMDL after
we've had DEQ-WAG discussions.

Balthasar B. Buhidar, Ph.D.

Regional Water Quality Manager

Twin Falls Regional Office

650 Addison Avenue West, Suite 110
Twin Falls, Idaho 83301

Phone: (208) 736-2190

Fax: (20B) 736-2194

Email: Balthasar.buhidar@deq.idaho.gov

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com [mailto:bmuffleyfmuffleyins.com}
Sent: Thursday, June 15, 2017 10:56

To: Balthasar Buhidar

Subject: RE: draft letter to EPA

Hi again:

Thanks for the info, but I'm afraid I have cne more guestion for you. is DEQ and the
EPA working off any type of hydrologic report describing the behavior of the Mid-Snake

https://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.9.2-RC/popup.php?wsid=15... 6/15/2017
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between Milner and the Bliss dam?

From: Balthasar.Buhidarfdeq.idaho.gov
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 5:54pm
To: bmuffley@muffleyins.com

Cc: Balthasar.Buhidarfdeq.idaho.gov
Subject: RE: draft letter to EPA

Bob:
A number of ways to consider NEPA in light of a permit issuance.

Two permit issuances come to mind: (1} FERC and (2) NPDES. FERC deals with hydroelectric
power; while NPDES deals with direct dischargers to receiving waters. FERC and NPDES
are both federal permits and I've had some experience with both. The federal permit is
opbtained by the federal agency (FERC and EPA} for a specified period of time (e.g. 5
years, 15 years, 25 years, etc.). One provision is to potentially do an environmental
assessment to define those environmental issues that may cause detriment to the
beneficial uses of the receiving water and / or other resources and to allow degradation
within certain limitations. Another provision would be to define the economic impacts to
facilities and/or an industry to comply with provisions / terms and conditions. What
defines these provisions? There are federal guidance documents that help to define the
provisions.

Once issued to the federal agencies, and this is assuming the federal agencies have
complied with all NEPA requirements, permits are issued to individual facilities under
the provision that the individual permits will be complying will all provisions of the
overall permit that has been negoctiated to meet water quality standards or other terms
and conditions. This means that individual permits issued under the overall permit do
not have to go through NEPA consultation UNLESS the permittee is seeking an activity
that is outside the provisions of the overall permit.

Now, a TMDL (Total Maximum Daily Load) is not a permit, is not a substitute for NEPA,
but is the State's process for bringing together point sources and nonpoint sources in
defining impaired waters that will meet water gquality standards (for either numeric or
narrative) based on the TMDL development components of wasteload allocations and load
allocations, respectively.

That’s about as much as I can tell you.

Balthasar B. Buhidar, Ph.D.

Regional Water Quality Manager

Twin Falls Regiocnal Office

650 Addison Avenue West, Suite 110
Twin Falls, Idaho 83301

Phone: (208) 736-2190

Fax: (208) 736-2194

Email: Balthasar.buhidar@deq.idaho.gov

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com [mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 10:45

To: Balthasar Buhidar

Subject: RE: draft letter to EPA

Sonny:

Thanks for your comment. I will work on this. I have another question. I skimmed the
NEPA act and it seems to me that, if a rule is proposed that has sericus economic
ramification to a local area, the EPA must then Work with the local leaders and the

https://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.9.2-RC/popup.php?wsid=15... 6/15/2017
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state to do an environmental Assessment. They would also need to consider any local or
state plans during this process. It also appears tc me that the culmination would be an
EIS. NEPA is one of the primary reasons our commission was formed. I am alsc having a
member of ocur commission, who is an attorney, take a look at this. what are your
thoughts on this?

Thanks

Bob

----- Original Message-==---

From: Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov<mailto:Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov>
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:40pm

To: bmuffleyfrmuffleyins.com<mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com>

Cc: Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov<mailto:Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov>
Subject: RE: draft letter to EPA

Bob:

My suggestion would be to tone down the 2nd and 3rd sentence in the first paragraph. A
more diplomatic approach would be suggested. The rest is fine.

Remember, these are just suggestions. Thank you for the opportunity to provide some
input.

Balthasar B. Buhidar, Ph.D.

Regional Water Quality Manager

Twin Falls Regional Office

650 Addison Avenue West, Suite 110

Twin Falls, Idaho 83301

Phone: (208) 736-2190

Fax: (208) 736-2194

Email: Balthasar.buhidar@deq.idaho.gov<mailto:Balthasar.buhidar@deg.idaho.qgov>

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com<mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com>
fmailto:bmuffley@muffleyins. com]

Sent: Friday, June 09, 2017 10:54

To: Balthasar Buhidar

Subject: draft letter to EPA

Hi again:

since you volunteered, I have attached a rough draft of a letter to Psyk. Can you look
it over and see if You think it may be too strong. I don't want the EPA to go into the
TMDL process with a big chip on the shoulder.

Thanks

Bob

From: "Bob Muffley" <bmuffley@muffleyins.com<mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins,com>>
Sent: Friday, June 9, 2017 5:44am

To: "Bob Muffley" <bmuffley@muffleyins.com<mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins,com»>
Subject:

https://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.9.2-RC/popup.php?wsid=15... 6/15/2017
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RE: draft letter to EPA

From: BalthasarBuhidar@deq.idaho.gov
Sent: Thu, Jun 15, 2017 at 1:54 pm

To:  bmuffley@muffleyins.com

Cc:  Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov

No, but not yet. I have received a summary report from Idaho Power Company of low flows
from 1808 through the present on an annual basis. Additiocnally, DEQ has made contact
with USGS who plans to provide us with flow information relevant for the TMDL after
we've had DEQ-WAG discussions.

Balthasar B. Buhidar, Ph.D.

Regional Water Quality Manager

Twin Falls Regional Office

650 Addison Avenue West, Suite 110
Twin Falls, Idaho 83301

Phone: (208) 736-2190

Fax: (208) 736-2194

Email: Balthasar.buhidar@deq.idaho.gov

————— Original Message-----

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com [mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 15, 2017 10:56

To: Balthasar Buhidar

Subject: RE: draft letter to EPA

Hi again:

Thanks for the info, but I'm afraid I have one more question for you. is DEQ and the
EPA working off any type of hydrologic report describing the behavior of the Mid-Snake
between Milner and the Bliss dam?

————— Original Message-----

From: Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 5:54pm
To: bmuffley@muffleyins.com

Cc: Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov
Subject: RE: draft letter to EPA

Bob:
A number of ways to consider WEPA in light of a permit issuance.

Two permit issuances come to mind: (1) FERC and (2) NPDES. FERC deals with hydreoelectric
power; while NPDES deals with direct dischargers to receiving waters., FERC and NPDES
are both federal permits and I've had some experience with both. The federal permit is
obtained by the federal agency (FERC and EPA) for a specified period of time (e.g. 5
years, 15 years, 25 years, etc.). One provision is to potentially do an environmental
assessment to define those environmental issues that may cause detriment to the
beneficial uses of the receiving water and / or other resources and to allow degradation
within certain limitations. Another provision would be to define the economic impacts to
facilities and/or an industry to comply with provisions / terms and conditions. What
defines these provisions? There are federal guidance documents that help to define the
provisions.

Once issued to the federal agencies, and this is assuming the federal agencies have

complied with all NEPA requirements, permits are issued to individual facilities under
the provision that the individual permits will be complying will all provisions of the
overall permit that has been negotiated to meet water quality standards or other terms
and conditions. This means that individual permits issued under the overall permit do
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not have to go through NEPA consultation UNLESS the permittee is seeking an activity
that is outside the provisions of the overall permit.

Now, a TMDL (Total Maximum Daily lLoad) is not a permit, is not a substitute for NEPA,

but is the State's process for bringing together peint sources and nonpoint sources in
defining impaired waters that will meet water quality standards (for either numeric or
narrative) based on the TMDL development components of wasteload allocations and load
allocations, respectively.

That’s about as much as I can tell you.

Balthasar B. Buhidar, Ph.D.

Regional Water Quality Manager

Twin Falls Regional Office

650 Addison Avenue West, Suite 110
Twin Falls, Idaho 83301

Phone: (208) 736-2190

Fax: (208} 736-2194

Email: Balthasar.buhidar@deq.idaho.gov

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com [mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 10:45

To: Balthasar Buhidar

Subject: RE: draft letter to EPA

Sonny:

Thanks for your comment. I will work on this. I have another question. I skimmed the
NEPA act and it seems to me that, if a rule is proposed that has serious economic
ramification to a local area, the EPA must then Work with the local leaders and the
state to do an environmental Assessment. They would also need to consider any local or
state plans during this process. It alsc appears to me that the culmination would be an
EIS. NEPA is one of the primary reasons our commission was formed. I am also having a
member of our commission, who is an attorney, take a look at this. what are your
thoughts on this?

Thanks

Bob

From: Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov(mailto:Balthasar.Buhidar@deq,idaho.gov>
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 3:40pm

To: bmuffley@muffleyins,com<mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com>

Cc: Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov(mailto:Balthasar.Buhidar@deq.idaho.gov}
Subject: RE: draft letter to EPA

Bob:

My suggestion would be to tone down the 2nd and 3rd sentence in the first paragraph. A
more diplomatic appreach would be suggested. The rest is fine.

Remember, these are just suggestions. Thank you for the opportunity to provide some
input.

Balthasar B. Buhidar, Ph.D.
Regional Water Quality Manager
Twin Falls Regional Office

650 Addiscon Avenue West, Suite 110
Twin Falls, Idaheo 83301

Phone: (208) 736-2190

Fax: (208) 736-2194

https://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/1 2.9.3-RC/popup.php?wsid=fb... 6/30/2017
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Email: Balthasar.buhidar@deq.idaho.gov(mailto:Balthasar.buhidar@deq.idaho.gov>

From: bmuffley@muffieyins.com<mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com>
{mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com)

Sent: Friday, June 09, 2017 10:54

To: Balthasar Buhidar

Subject: draft letter to EPA

Hi again:

since you volunteered, I have attached a rough draft of a letter to Psyk. Can you look
it over and see if You think it may be too strong. I don't want the EPA to go into the
TMDL process with a big chip on the shoulder.

Thanks

Bob

----- Original Message-----

From: “Bob Muffley" <bmuffley@muffleyins.com<mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com>>
Sent: Friday, June 9, 2017 S:44am

To: "Bob Muffley® <bmuffley@muffleyins.com<mailto:bmuffleyfmuffleyins.com>>
Subject:
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STATE OF IDAHO

DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

1410 North Hilton « Boise, Idaho 83706 » (208) 373-0502 C.L.“Buich” Otter, Governor
www deq.idaho.gov John H, Tippels, Direclor

June 9, 2017

Lew Pence, Chairman

Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission
122 5™ Ave. W.

Gooding, ID 83330

RE: Your letter of June 1, 2017 asking that DEQ reopen the Middle Snake TMDL

Dear Mr. Pence,

We are aware of and appreciate the Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission’s and its
member’s long-standing involvement in water quality protection in the Magic Valley. While we share
your reaction to EPA’s heavy-handed approach, we also share your belief that it is in our mutual best
interest toc engage in the TMDL revision process and craft a better TMDL.

For this reason, DEQ thanks you for your support in reopening the Middle Snhake TMDL for total
phosphorus |loading to address recent concerns raised by EPA. We look forward to your help in this
endeavor.

Sincerely,

By W/

Barry N. Burnell
Water Quality Program Administrator

BNB:DAE:If

c: Sonny Buhidar, Water Quality Scientist, Twin Falls Regional Office
TRIM file: 2017AKV50



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman (pence5302@msn.com)
Bob Muffley, Executive Director

122 5" Ave. W
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648
June 1, 2017
Barry Burnell
Water Quality Division Administrator
1410 N Hilton

Boise, ID 83706

Dear Mr. Burnell:

The Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission, representing the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls, following the lead of the Mid-Snake WAG,
ask that DEQ reopen the Total Maximum Daily Load limits (TMDL) on the Middle Snake.

We believe the EPA has crossed the line with threats made to permit holders in the region and
thus, made this a political matter. We also believe, however, the best way for our counties to
exert influence is through the TMDL revision process. The predecessor to our commission was
the Middle Snake Study Group. The study group was formed in 1989 and represented the
counties of Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls. It was this study group, made up of
county commissioners and their appointees, that used its political influence with an Idaho
congressman and others to get the EPA to look at this section of the river in the first place. The
EPA, at the time, had little or no interest in the condition of the Middle Snake. It was aiso
members of this group who furnished a boat so the EPA could take their original samples. This
action led to the cooperative development of the original TMDL by the EPA, DEQ and the
public.

Several of the original members of the Middle Snake Study Group are still serving with this
commission and can attest to the betterment of the river since a TMDL was first established.
These improvements can be attributed to the actions of both point and nonpoint source
contributors in the region. While we concur with DEQ and the Mid-Snake WAG that the current
TMDL is working, we also believe, in the short term, it may be in the best interest of the region
to reopen the TMDL. The threat by the EPA to unilaterally adopt extreme measures on permit
holders, while out of line, seems very real. Be assured we will use whatever political means
available to this commission to ensure a cooperative spirit by the EPA during this process.

Sincerely

WW

Lew Pence, Chairman
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0:,50 Sunwt To Serwators

commenis on S1068 (invasive species)

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com

Sent: Tue, Feb 21, 2017 at 5:37 pm

To:  sbedke@house.idaho.gov, mbeli@house.idaho.gov, shartgen@house.idaho.gov,
ckauffman@house.idaho.gov, Iclow@house.idaho.gov, smiller@house.idaho.gov,
fwood@house.idaho.gov, stoone@house.idaho.gov

The Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission was pleased to see the
introduction of §1068. This bill and its sponsors put all of Idaho on notice as to how
serious this problem is or could become if certain species are introduced. It also
stresses the need to take effective action when discovered,

Our commission member, however, are always skeptical of additional layers of
bureaucracy when what we truly need is more money spent on protection from, and
eradication of, Invasive species. A fee on boat owners alone can't accomplish this
geal. Invasive species can impact everyone in Idaho and we should all share the cost
through the general fund. At the very least the fee could be expanded to include all
RV's and ATV's which can also transport invasive species.

We stated in earlier correspondence that those working with the invasive species
program at the Dept. of Ag work hard and seem to really care. These dedicated
individuals need help. They also need a pay scale compensatory with their huge

respensibility. A little extra now could save the people of this state millions of
dollars in the future.

Lew Pence, Chairman

hitps://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.7.7-RC/popup.php?wsid=2f... 2/21/2017
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RE: revised water quality plan
From: Art Brown

Sent: Mon, Feb 6, 2017 at 2:05 pm
To:  bmuffley@muffleyins.com

Bob

Jim Schlund will be taking Jack Nelsen pesition on the Middle Snake River Commission.
His email address is cs-crafts@q.com, phone # 324-2448 & cell is 420-2211. His address
is 230 Bob Barton Road, Jerome, Idaho 83338,

Art

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com [mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com}

Sent: Monday, February 06, 2017 11:32 aM

To: Ami Bennett; Art Brown; Dan Suhr; Dean Edgar; Duane Turner; Gale Kleinkopf; Irene
Nautch; Kerry McMurray; Mary Davidson

Subject: revised water quality plan

Attached is the latest revised water quality portion of the plan. I'm sending it as a
word document 5o you can make any revisions you think are necessary and bring them to
the next meeting.

Bob

https://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.7.2-RC1/popup.php?wsid=le... 2/6/2017



- 6\”‘ MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
a WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman {pence5302@msn.com)

Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5" Ave. W
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648
January 17, 2017

Senator Anthon Kelly
PO Box 83720

Boise, ID - 83720-0081
Dear Senator Kelly:

We want to thank each legislator in our region for the great job you did last year by increasing
funding for recharge on the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer (ESPA). Stabilizing the aquifer is one
of the most important efforts you could make for the health of our regional economy. This
commission has been pushing for recharge since 1994.

We also want to thank you for your support of the invasive species program under the Idaho
Department of Ag. While there are only a few people in the Department working on this
program, they work hard and really care about the introduction, containment and eradication of
these species. Our hats are off to them. We strongly believe, however, that their funding needs
to be increased to allow certain check stations to be staffed 24/7. There are some major corridors
into the state which are highly traveled at night. Two such corridors in our region are highway
93 on the Idaho/Nevada border and 1-84 at the Idaho/Utah border, Both Nevada and Utah are
known to have quagga mussels infestations.

Perhaps our biggest concern this year is the storage of highly radioactive material at the LN.L. by
the D.O.E. The D.O.E is completely out of compliance with the 1995 agreement with Idaho. It
seems to us that the Department isn’t taking the agreement seriously. The commission was
grateful when Attorney General Wasden wouldn’t sign off on the transfer of a small quantity of
waste to the LN.L. for study because the D.O.E. was out of compliance with the agreement.
Governors Andrus and Batt had a reason for forcing the settlement agreement. 900,000 gallons
of highly radioactive liquid waste is being stored in single wall tanks over fractured basalt just
above the ESPA. The Department assures us that there is no leakage from the tanks, but for how
much longer. This year a double wall tank began leading at the Hanford site in Washington.
Especially concerning to us was a statement that they were no longer going to monitor certain
wells at the site because they always test at high levels anyway.

We are also concerned by the announcement that the D.O.E. wants to install, in conjunction with



a Utah power company, up to seven experimental mini reactors at the L N.L While we have no
problem with nuclear energy, we wonder how smart it is to place experimental plants just above
one of the nations most productive “sole source” aquifers. An aquifer which flows into the Snake
River from American Falls to the Hagerman valley? Surely their are sites in Utah where the risk
would be far less. We now believe, for the security of the Magic Valley economy and the health
of its citizens, Idaho’s elected officials must do everything in their power to enforce the

settlement agreement of 1995 and stop the D.O.E. from locating experimental mini reactors at
the site.

Thanks again for you support over the years.

Sincerely

Lew Pence, Chairman

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreement between the countics of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman (pence5302@msn.com)
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5™ Ave. W
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

August 17, 2016

Gary Spackman, Director

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front Street

P.O. Box 83720

Boise, [ID 83720-0098

Dear Director Spackman:

The Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission representing the counties of Cassia,
Gooding, Lincoln, Jerome and Twin Falls, agrees with you that the ESPA including its tributaries
should be considered a ground water management area. We have mined the ESPA far too long
and now there is no choice but to use all the tools necessary to conserve and enhance this
valuable resource, a resource that is the basis for the economy of the Magic Valley.

The Commission also believes that all who are part the problem with the ESPA should be part of
the solution. A basin wide ground water management area for the ESPA, which includes all
tributary basins, is a good start.

Thank you for your efforts.

Sincerely

Lew Pence, Chariman

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreement between the counties of
Cassia, Geoding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls
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RE: Thanks * chromium ** Hot lettuce?
From: Tami Thatcher

Sent: Fri, Jul 1, 2016 at 1:08 am

To:  bmuffley@muffieyins.com

Bab,

Hope you are getting adequate fishing time in. But in case you need to get in out of the sun, here's some reading:
Here is the July EDI newsletter. I write about hexavalent chromium and other things.

If you ever want to look at the IDEQ's drinking water:

The Idaho Department of environmental quality has drinking water data at the "switchboard.”
http://www.deq.idaho.gov/pws-switchboard on this page go to "sample results.”

Bring up the county of interest http://dww.deq.idaho.gov/IDPDWW/ and then select the community well
or city location.

Then on the left, select "chem./rad resuilts by analyte".

Scroll down to Chromium (or other). Press enter to look at the {ab results. Don't believe the "zero" or
"blank” results. The very low "reporting level" also does not jive with what is actually used as the
"reporting level." 1 don't find very thoughtful people at IDEQ involved with drinking water. Maybe you
will have better luck.

1 also find that the gross beta results are often very high for the Magic Valley compared to say Boise or
Idaho Falls. And that the very high gross alpha resuits don't make sense. Why is there very little natural
uranium yet elevated gross alpha? Thorium levels could be high but the DW data don't show it. I'm not
an expert on these matters; but things don't seem to add up.

Here is evidence of 1960 well monitoring in the Magic Valley, but not the data:

Here's an interesting 1960 report: https://inldigitallibrary.inl.gov/PRR/164409.pdf#search=Minidoka%201960

This shows 1960 wells in the Magic Valley (MV) and says the aquifer moved 35 feet /day or 2.4 miles/year. At roughly
60 miles from INTEC to Minidoka, this would put the waste at Minidoka in a big way by 1977, But some fast paths could
have moved faster and some waste will move slower. No well data is given. But it doesn't say no contamination was
present.

The extent to which Nevada weapons tests or INL airbome fallout contributed to soil contamination, I can't be sure. But
there are a dozen reports, environmental reports for the INL that list off-site sampling of wheat and lettuce. Minidoka is
the only southern sampling location they mention - they never use Jerome, for example. But every single report that
lists lettuce strontium-90 sampling for Minidoka - the sample, every single time, is "no analysis.” I can see this for 1980,
1982, 1995 - basically it is always, "Yes we have no green lettuce - we have no green lettuce today" - or any day for
Minidoka (or Dietrich either) when it comes to INL environmental monitoring. Isn't that odd? And its scary because the
reports admit to some pretty dam hot lettuce in Atomic City and other places.

Here’s what I know: You will never get a straight answer to why the lettuce Is never sampled from any IDEQ or DOE
minions. I find myself wishing there was some way to put these idiots under oath to testify. This may have more to do
with airbome soil contamination than the aquifer — although well water with elevated gross beta is due to strontium
would add to the soil contamination. This elevated strontium-90 that would show up if the lettuce was tested is in no
way due to natural uranium or thorium in rock. This is weapons testing, INL airbome, aquifer contamination to soll by
pumping contaminated water to the surface or some combination of all three.

So this is food (lettuce) for thought. . ..

Sincerely,

Tami Thatcher

-----0riginal Message--—-

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com [mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com]

Sent: Monday, June 20, 2016 2:50 PM

To: Tami Thatcher

Subject: RE: Thanks * chromium

You are the first person we have spoken to that has even mentioned Chromium and I'm wondering why. We are still
trying to assess the risks to the region and things seem to be moving faster then our information gathering. We know
nothing about pre 1990.

Thanks and keep in touch.

Bob

---=-0Original Message—-

From: "Tami Thatcher" <tzt@srv.net>

Sent: Monday, June 20, 2016 4:27pm

hitps://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.5.1-RC/popup.php?wsid=bd9... 7/1/2016
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To: bmuffley@muffleyins.com

Subject: RE: Thanks * chromium

Bab,

More about hexavelent chromium at these links.
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/drinking_water/certlic/drinkingwater/Chromiumé.shtml

Since 2004, California's MCL for hex chrome Is 10 microgramy/liter. And public health goal 0.02 microgram/liter.

As I've said, I don't see Idaho DEQ comprehending the hex chromium problem from the INL INTEC/Test-Reactor-Area
plume. It seems that to them anything under 100 microgramy/liter is A-OK.

1 find much less data available befare 1987 - do you have information on chromium trends prior to the 1990s?

Tami

-----Qriginal Message-----

From: bmuffley@muffteyins.com [mailto:bmuffley@muffleyins.com]
Sent: Friday, June 17, 2016 10:59 AM

To: tzt@srv.net

Subject: FW: Thanks

-——-Original Message--—-

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com

Sent: Friday, June 17, 2016 12:42pm

To: tzt@srv.nit

Subject: Thanks

Hi Tami:

I'm writing to thank you once again for traveling to Twin Falls to speak with us. You gave us a lot of food for thought.
I can't believe that over the years we assumed the state was protecting us through the 1995 agreement. So much for
putting your faith in politicians and political appointees. I'm surprised anyone trusts the D.O.E.

Bob

https://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.5.1-RC/popup.php?wsid=bd9... 7/1/2016
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Mid-Snake Commission Meeting
Irene.Nautch@deq.idaho.gov
Wed, Jun 15, 2016 at 6:40 pm
bmuffley@muffleyins.com
Amy.Williams@deq.idaho.gov, Kathryn.Elliott@deq.idaho.gov, Michael. Brown@deq.idaho.gov

(3.1 KB)

Hi Bob,

| am so sorry | didn’t make it to the meeting. Was home sick most of the
day.

| did want to respond to a few things that were in the May minutes on
Page 2.

The last sentence of the first paragraph is not exactly what | meant to say.
There was a lot of focus being placed on an ordinance for protection, and
| was trying to also emphasize the importance of outreach and education
about where our drinking water comes from and potential contaminant
sources. Source water protection is most effective on a local level when
both regulatory and non-regulatory measures are implemented.
Education is a critical component but not the only one.

Second paragraph- Reread this several times and it seems we were
getting a little ahead of ourselves and off track. Often there seemed to be
a disconnect on what was being discussed — assessment, protection plan,
ordinance development, or enforcing an ordinance. So please forgive me
if the following comments add to the disconnect rather than the opposite.
Regarding the comments about data needs and availability - Source water
assessment information involves water quality data only in the
susceptibility rankings for each well. The modeling inputs to produce the
delineations are hydrogeological- physical data, not chemical/biological.
The assessment also provides information on all kinds of potential sources
of contamination of varying risk. I'm not saying that water quality data
may not also be a valuable tool down the road informing decisions. The
fact is source water protection ordinances have been put in place by
cities and other counties using the delineations from these models
because they want to prevent degradation of either good water quality or

https://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.5.0-RC/popup.php?wsid=8e... 6/16/2016
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somewhat impaired water quality as in the nitrate priority areas. Looking
at soil types and soil permeability might be more important than water
quality in a county where the quality is generally good. My point is you
may not need water quality data to provide justification that a source
water protection ordinance is needed. Once there is an ordinance, | think
in most cases, the decision on a proposed land use development or
expansion is not necessarily a yes or no, but a qualifying yes with site
specific mitigating measures that may be required to protect water and
health. You may certainly want to look at data at some point in the
process and if there are specific monitoring data needed, they can be
requested from DEQ, or other agency. There is also the EDMS database
(administered by IDWR) that includes data from all the state agencies,
which | agree is not very user friendly. There are also a ton of reports on
specific areas and regions that DEQ and other state agencies make
accessible or can be requested. Public water system wells are sampled
regularly and that data is made available on the DEQ website.

Third paragraph- | don’t remember asking where you got the current
source water plan since | know that it was a template used for many
plans, including Jerome’s and others. So if | did, that was my mistake.
Mike’s comment just refers to the fact that we are using a different and
updated template — he’s probably not as familiar with the older plans. |
agree the Commission should get recognition for their work, absolutely. It
would be helpful to know in what ways you would like the Commission
and the water plan to be recognized. If DEQ has been thoughtless in that
regard, | will do what | possibly can to see that it is corrected.

Irene Nautch

Regional Drinking Water Protection Coordinator
{daho Department of Environmental Quality
650 Addison Ave W Suite 110

Twin Falls, Idaho 83301

Phone: (208) 736-2190

Fax: (208) 736-2194

https://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.5.0-RC/popup.php?wsid=8e... 6/16/2016



2014 NPA Delineation and Ranking Process

NITRATE PRIORITY AREA AVG_NO3[MEDLAN[PWS_SWA[N >= 2 mg/L[% >= 2 mg/t]i »= S mg/l[% >= S mg/L[W >a 10 mg/LX >a 10 mgfL| THEND [SCORE| RAMK
MARSH CREEX TFRO | oz7Rd 154 17977 398 40.00 7.16 5.43 43 354 8 256 &4 51 n ___E Trend FrT
WEISER BRo | 25370 40 7501 131 43.50 1321 | 1200 2 116 &9 107 82 77 59 Mo Trend 478 2
LINDSAY CREEK IR0} 28350 [ 269 657 21.00 S.50 412 17 a2 =] 3 43 17 25 Jincr Trend mel 3
[ADA CANYON BRO | 257038 |  anz 198458 | 1002 | 4g.80 5.29 4,07 303 813 74 445 41 138 13 o Trend 198 4
FORT HALL PRO__| 23881 37 1780 3 23.60 1276 | 12.35 5 ] 100 & 75 4 50 Mo Trend 1975] s
BLACKFOOT PRO | ais40 65 3218 30 16.00 4.68 am ) 25 83 13 a 2 7 Incr. Trend _Pm_ 6
{GRAND VIEW 8RO 5954 ] 549 35 100.00 1219 | 900 2 35 100 30 8 13 37 Mo Trend 1900 7
|BRUNEAU BRO 13818 2 39 3 110.00 23.12 21.80 0 4 BO 4 80 E] &0 Mo Trend 1860 8
[NESTAR BRO 3250 5 1 &8 5400 1135 7.49 5 31 [ 51 53 38 a3 No Trend 1ws8] 9
BLACK CLIFFS FRO 1030 2 293 26 2868 1061 9.75 18 18 =) 16 62 13 50 No Frend 138 10
MOUNTAIN HOME BRO 1663 3 406 45 40,00 1n1 ao? 5 18 84 % a 16 36 No Trend 57.18] 11
MOUNTAIN HOME AFB BRO 2242 14 3250 37 9.0 7.20 .60 3 33 9 2 €9 B 22 No Teend 1693 12
PRESTOM PRO_§ 12449 | %4 upe | n 280 arn 401 24 a7 65 ) 40 9 13 No Trend 16. 13
CLEARWATER PLATEAL Lho | 359306 |  ss1 4347 215 77.10 7.24 430 FH 155 T 93 a3 50 ) Decr Tendencyl 16 14
MUD LAXE FRO | t29and | am 1916 &0 15.20 392 | am 1 57 7 n %5 3 7 incr Tendency | 16.02] 15
N. POCATELLD PRO 7229 1 24542 32 1230 419 A08 a4 25 78 10 31 2 6 No Trend 1571 16
ASHTON/DRUMMOND IFRQ_ | 152473 | 254 2564 191 47.00 7.25 6.62 20 168 B8 135 7 32 17 Decr. Tendency| 1551 17
BRO 6692 10 600 47 60.00 3.74 243 12 6 55 20 43 15 32 No Trand 1545] 18
BRO | 16781 26 1496 17 73.30 1162 5.13 3 10 59 [] 53 4 1 No Trend m.m_ 18
PRO 1976 3 75 40 2L00 4.84 3.00 32 26 £5 14 F 8 0 Mo Trend 1505] 20
TR0 | 359150 | 561 76284 518 41.00 5.18 am [ 540 87 88 47 35 & Decr. Trand 14 21
BRO 57 11 1063 19 14,50 4.58 210 a 10 53 B a2 4 n No Trend 14. 2
BRO 2574 a 168 7 16.00 5.79 6.70 1 5 7 4 57 1 14 No Trend ue) n
PRO_ | 27373 35 203 JE) 17.00 4.8 1.77 3 8 [3] 5 38 2 15 Mo Trend 1364 24
MINIDOKA RO | 147501 | 230 18612 337 2100 545 436 [] 230 &8 140 a2 30 9 [Decr. Trend 13 P
SOUTH FREMONT CO. IFRD 7593 12 978 15 35,00 847 1.50 6 B 5 5 33 3 0 Ho Trend Fz_ 26
LAPWAI CREEK o | 34214 53 282 15 10,30 474 4.80 m 12 80 7 47 1 7 No Trend 12650 27
HOMEDALE BRO 5585 9 478 24 16.00 4.16 205 1 1 54 10 42 3 12 Wo Trend 1248 28
GEDRGETOWN/BENNINGTON| PRO | 17764 Fr) 795 22 13.30 472 4.89 a 15 [ 1 50 2 9 No Trend 1246] 29
GRACE PRO | 152954 { 239 877 53 37.20 454 3.20 16 a6 67 18 6 5 7 Ho Trend 1234 0
LOWER PAYETTE BRO | 28587 45 grss | 246 | eroo 5.9 an F2] 169 ] 109 2 33 15 Decr. Trend iss] N
BUSS who | &m1 i1 67 ) 45.00 5.25 3.37 [ 19 [ 10 1 5 17 Mo Trend unl 2
{EMMETT NORTH BEMCH 8RO__ | 11928 19 865 53 22 80 187 280 3 EE) 62 13 15 5 ] Mo Trend 1133] 33
PURPLE SAGE 8RO | 15399 26 032 120 27.00 528 4,55 F2 52 77 55 46 1n 5 |Decr. Trend w74 34
TOTAL et T ar1gy | a4 o3 1261 013 €91
No Trend
Decreasing Tendency
|Decrensing Trend

Tahle 1. 2014 ranked nitrate priority areas with score components,
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2014 NPA Delineation and Ranking Process

Rank DEQ Square Total | MAX. Ave,

Year |AREA NAME Region Acres | Mlles |population| Sites NO3 NO3 MEDIAN | #>22,00 | %>=2.00 | #>= 5.00 | %>=5.00 | $>=10.00 | %>=10.00 BPWS/SWA TREND SCORE | RANK
2002]Burfey/MarshCrid  TFRO  [169563] 265 | 11,787 | 238 | 2000 636 | 58 205 88 140 60 40 17 33 |increase %50 3
2008/Cassia TFRO 193280 302 | 17525 [ 384 | 4000 634 | 574 | 33 86 224 58 65 17 28 INoTrend | 20321 9
2014|Marsh Creek TFRO | 98788{ 154 | 17977 | 402 | 4000 716 | 643 | 358 89 258 64 91 23 43 lincr.Trend | 2228 1
2002|Lindsay Creek Not Ranked
2008Lindsay Creek wo |2s160| 44 1,273 45 186 474 | 38 25 56 18 40 9 20 6 [NoTrend | 1912 22
2014Lindsay Creek o | 28360) a4 2,269] 67 21] 564 | 412 42 63 29 43 17 5 17 |incr.Trend | 2091 | 3
2002|Blackfoot Not Ranked
2008|8lackfoot PRO | 15360| 24 1100] 15 16 698 | 564 15 100 9 60 3 20 13 |NoTrend | 3500 20
2014]Blackfoot PRO |41540] 65 3218 30 16 468 | 402 25 g3 13 43 2 7 2% Jiner.Trend | 1951 6
2002{Rupert TFRO | 116780 182 25,132 236 | 100.00] 560 | 44 183 78 104 a4 18 8 29 [NoTrend | 1980 9
2008]Minidoka TFRO | 147200] 230 18305 319 | 83.00] s3s | 432 [ 224 70 131 1 27 8 56 [NoTrend | 17.25] 12
2014|Minidoka TFRO | 147501] 230 18612] 337 | 83.00] 545 | 426 | 230 68 140 a1 30 9 69 |becr.irend| 1336 | 25
2002|Payette Bro | 30509 | 48 2725] 74 | 234 6.5 5.6 52 70 39 53 15 20 15 |[NoTrend | 1810]| 10
E_Eim-nmﬁzm BRO | 26880 | 42 mﬁm_ 119 28 6.05 4.74 83 70 57 48 22 19 25 |NoTrend 17.70 11
2014[Lower Payette BRo | 2sss7| 45 g7ss| 26 | 61 591 | an | 1ee 68 103 az 38 15 39 |Decr.Trend| 1196 | 31
2002|Purple Sage Nat Ranked
2006|Purple Sage BRO | 14080 p7] 835 87 227 528 asil 66 76| 38 a4 g 10 25|NoFrend [ 1500 | 20
2014/Purple Sage BrRO | 1s3%0] 26| 4032 120 27l s28 ass] @ 77| 55 46 11 9 24pecr. Trend | 10.74 | 34
2002)Twin Falls TFRO |244229] 382 [ 47,687 | 303 3050 530 | 490 | 81 93 132 a4 17 6 59  |incr.7rend | 26,70 ] 2
Ng_ﬂi_.._ Falls TFRQ (3785201 583 63354 805 41.00] 5.20 4.80 536 88 268 48 L) B :L:] __=n-. Trend 24.78 1
2014[Twin Falls TFRO |3s9150{ 561 | 76284 | 618 | 4100 518 | 480 [ 540 87 288 47 35 6 88 |Decr. Trend{ 1469 | 21

Table 2. Selected comparisons between ranking periods.

12



Recharge water quality section in CWRMP Page 1 of 2

Recharge water quality section in CWRMP
Irene.Nautch@deq.idaho.gov
Tue, Jun 14, 2016 at 3:32 pm
bmuffley@muffleyins.com
Michael.Brown@deq.idaho.gov

(3.1 KB)

Hi Bob,

| see that for tomorrow’s meeting you are reviewing the water quality section on managed
recharge on page 43 of your Coordinated Water resource Management Plan. With regard to
addressing public concern for water quality, you might consider including DEQ’s role in requiring
and approving a ground water quality monitoring plan for managed recharge projects. Here is link
to the guidance for developing a plan.

Excluded from this requirement is incidental recharge from canals, surface water seepage, certain
waste lagoons, mining, wastewater land applications, or recharge water using injection wells (UIC
permitted by IDWR, and DEQ comments on their required monitoring). DEQ believes the
importance of monitoring not only the recharge water but also ground water in the area of
potential impact to protect domestic wells and public water system wells. Greatest risk is from
biclogical contaminants. The guidance is currently under review for a revision.

In the Wastewater Rules (IDAPA 58.01.16), Section 600 applies to Land application of Wastewater
(s) or Recharge Waters, which authorizes DEQ to approve ground water quality monitoring
programs for aquifer recharge projects by land application. This rule can be viewed at the
following Web site:

DEQ has an obligation to review monitoring programs for recharge projects, to ensure that ground
water will not be degraded and that negative impacts will not occur to a beneficial use of ground
or surface water. DEQ may also review the recharge project method of application, site-specific
conditions, and source of recharge water to ensure compliance with the Ground Water Quality
Rule (IDAPA 58.01.11). This rule can be viewed at the following Web site:

The IWRB and IDWR recharge sites MP-31 and Shoshone are operating under DEQ approved
monitoring plans. Over a year ago now, DEQ worked with City of Gooding and they have an
approved monitoring plan for which they drilled two monitoring wells down gradient from their
site. DEQ recently approved a monitoring plan for a small recharge site near Howell Creek in Cassia
County.

Irene Nautch

Regional Drinking Water Protection Coordinator
idaho Department of Environmental Quality
650 Addison Ave W Suite 110

Twin Falls, Idaho 83301

Phone: (208) 736-2190

https://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.5.0-RC/popup.php?wsid=1c... 6/14/2016



M e m O Middle Snake Regional

Water Resource Commission
122 5% Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
(208) 934-4781 (208)934-5648 FAX

W
TO: Cassia County Commissioners + Teo

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed budget 6;:‘ e
ATTENTION:

DATE: 6/2/16

FROM: Bob Muffley, Exec. Director

Enclosed is the proposed budget for the Middle Snake Regional Water Resource
Commission for 2016 to 2017. Please review the budget and if you are in agreement, I need
you to sign the enclosed approval of budget form and return it in the enclosed envelope.
The amount for you county’s support of the commission is shown on the budget and I ask
the amount be included in your new county budget for 2016 to 2017.

Thanks and if you have any questions or concerns regarding the budget, give me a call.



Comments on Sen. Davis Vs. Attorney General Page 1 of 1

”’Ju,u“"

Comments on Sen. Davis Vs. Attorney General !

From: bmuffley@muffieyins.com LY

Sent: Thu, Mar 24, 2016 at 1:14 pm

To:  Bert Brackett, Clark Kauffman, Donna Pence, Fred Wood, Jim Patrick, Lance Clow, Lee Heider,
Maxine Bell, Michelle Stennett, Scott Bedke, Stephen Hartgen, Steven Miller

Letter to A.G..pdf (1.1 MB)

Lew Pence, chairman of the Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission and its
commission members are in complete agreement with Attorney General Wasden's stand on the
I.N.L.'s desire to send spent nuclear fuel rods to their facility. Attached is a letter
we sent to Mr. Wasden in October of last year thanking him for his action and explaining
why clean-up at the site is a priority for the Magic Valley. The terms of the 1995
agreement are just as important now as they were in 1995. The Doe needs to clean up the
site and the agreement is the only tool we have to make sure it gets done.
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Memo

Water Resource Commission
122 5" Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
(208) 934-4781 (208)934-5648 FAX

TO: Lincoln County Commissioners

SUBJECT: Expired county appointee to commission
ATTENTION:

DATE: 3/24/16

FROM: Bob Muffley, Executive Director

I must notify you that the 4 year term of appointment for Wendell Johnson
has expired. Wendell represented your county planning and zoning
commission when initially appointed. The bylaws of the commission call for
two appointees from each county. One appointee shall represent the county
planning and zoning commission and one appointee is “at large”. Neal
Bowman is currently your “at large” representative. Your new appointee
may either be a member of your planring and zoning commission or its
executive director. The new appointee will serve a 4 year term of office and
we would like he or she to have some knowledge of water issues in the county
or region, but it is not required. The new member should also be prepared to
attend one meeting per month which is always scheduled for the Twin Falls
County Office Building in meeting room A on the third Wednesday of each
month. The commission will pay mileage for the appointee to attend these
meeting at the maximum business mileage allowed by the I.R.S. Meetings
begin at 1:00pm and usually run for approximately 1 % to 2 hours.

Once you have identified and approved an appointee please let me know. I
will then send out appointment ballots to all member counties.

Thanks and let me know if you have questions.



Comments on Sen. Davis Vs. Attorney General Page 1 of 1

Comments on Sen. Davis Vs. Attorney General

From: bmuffley@muffleyins.com

Sent: Thu, Mar 24, 2016 at 1:14 pm

Jo: Bert Brackett, Clark Kauffman, Donna Pence, Fred Wood, Jim Patrick, Lance Clow, Lee Heider,
Maxine Bell, Michelle Stennett, Scott Bedke, Stephen Hartgen, Steven Miller

Letter to A.G..pdf (1.1 MB)

Lew Pence, chairman of the Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission and its
commission members are in complete agreement with Attorney General Wasden's stand on the
I.N.L.'s desire to send spent nuclear fuel rods to their facility. Attached is a letter
we sent to Mr. Wasden in October of last year thanking him for his action and explaining
why clean-up at the site is a priority for the Magic Valley. The terms of the 1995
agreement are just as important now as they were in 1995. The Doe needs to clean up the
site and the agreement is the only tool we have to make sure it gets done.

https://wm.insurancewebsitebuilder.com/versions/webmail/12.3.2-RC/popup.php?wsid=51... 3/24/2016



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman ¢pence5302@msn.com)
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5™ Ave. W
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

QOctober 27, 2015

The Honorable Lawrence G. Wasden
Office of the Attorney General

700 W Jefferson St., Suite 210

P.O. Box 83720

Boise, Idaho 83720-0010

Dear Attorney General Wasden:

My commission members asked me to write to urge you to stand firm with the Department of Energy, but
instead I get to thank you for holding the line on the 1995 agreement. This commission has been somewhat
naive. We assumed the Super Fund cleanup was progressing as stipulated. You can imagine our concern
when we discovered it was not. We recently had conversations with Susan Burk of IDEQ and Beatrice
Brailsford with the Snake River Alliance, and what we heard from them, as well as various news articles,
was disturbing.

Most of our people and the entire one billion dollar agricultural economy of the Magic Valley is
completely dependant, one way or another, on the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer. It supplies a tremendous
amount of our drinking water and stock water, and irrigates, either through the aquifer or the Snake river,
nearly all of the farm ground in the region. The commission discovered years ago, the interaction between
the aquifer and the Snake River. This occurs all the way through the upper and middle Snake system. Much
of the water for Twin Falls Canal Company comes from springs flowing into the river near American Falls,
and most of the other canals in the region depend on the river flows. If the springs become contaminated, so
does the river. This is bad for the entire state.

The D.O.E. must stay focused on the clean-up of the site and should never be allowed to make us the
defacto nuclear waste dump for the nation. We question the need for research on even small quantities of
commercial nuclear fuel rods. No one has explained to us what the researchers hope to find. We already
know the rods are highly radioactive because power plants are using them longer. If the material is to be
pyroprocessed, it creates nuclear bomb material which should never be done at the I.N.L. facility. We
believe that given an inch they’ll take a mile, and try to convince us it’s an economic benefit to do so. Ten
to twenty million dollars is nothing compared to the economic damage that would occur if the aquifer
becomes polluted.

We ask that the state remain ever vigilant with regard to the 1995 agreement and the demands it places on
the D.O.E. 1t was, and remains, extremely important to the people of Idaho. Over the years, the D.O.E. and
the I.N.L. have done little or nothing to earn the trust of the people of Magic Valley.

Sincerely

Lew Pence, Chairman

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreement between the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falis



M e m O Middle Snake Regional

Water Resource Commission
122 5™ Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
(208) 934-4781 (208)934-5648 FAX

TO: Jerome County Commissioners

SUBJECT: Annual Assessment/ reappointments
ATTENTION:

DATE: 4/23/15

FROM: Bob Muffley

My records indicate that Jerome county has not paid its annual assessment for membership
in the Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission. The original bill sent to the
commissioners in January is attached.

I also need your written permission to piace Jack Nelsen and Dan Suhr on a ballot for
reappointment to the commission. Both member will need to be reappointed this year.

Thanks and let me know if you have any questions.



Invoice
MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL

WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION Deig Invoice ¥

Bob Muffley, Executive Director

)
122 5% Ave. West

Gooding, ID 83330
PH: 208-934-4781

Bill To Secowd reguesT

Jerome County Commissioners
300 N Lincoln RM 300
Jerome, Idaho 83338

Description Amouni

Annual Membership Assessment $2,922.00
Budget Period: 2014 - 2015

NOTE: Checks payble to Gooding County
Tax Payer #82-6000300

For the Account of: Middle Snake Regional Water Resource
Commissicn

Total $2,922.00
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MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman (pence5302@msn.com)
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5" Ave. W
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

Cecil Andrus
P.O. Box 852
Boise, ID 83701

Dear Governor Andrus

The Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission is a regional commission formed by
the counties of Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls counties in 1992. The
Commission was formed to advise the counties on all water quality and quantity issues in the five
county region. We also speak for the counties when working with federal, state and local
agencies as well as the public. The commission members have asked me to write both you and
Governor Batt concerning the transfer of nuclear waste for research purposes to the LN.L. This
commission fully supported your efforts to stop shipments of nuclear waste for the purpose of
storage to the site and creating a time line for the Department of Energy to remove the material
that was already there. We want you to know that you are not alone and we also support your
efforts to stop new shipments of nuclear waste to the I.N.L. under the guise of research.

People residing upstream from the LN.L., certain elected officials and the Department of Energy
always seem to forget those of us living downstream from the site when money is involved. For
a few million dollars, they are willing to risk the lives and livelyhood of over 100,000 people as
well as 40% of the agricultural products sold in the state. Idaho ranks fourth in the nation for
milk production and 70% is produced in the Magic Valley. We can’t understand why the current
governor would want to put that at risk for a few jobs in eastern Idaho.

Our region’s concerns are twofold. First we are concerned with the transportation of the waste
material and second the storage of this material in a seismically active region of the state. People
tend to forget that one of the states most valuable resources, the Snake Plain Aquifer, is just
beneath the surface of the LN.L and it flows in a southwesterly direction. We who live
downstream over this fantastic water resource can’t forget.

It’s good to know that after all these years you both still care about our great state. We want you



to know we are in your corner. Idaho still needs you.

Sincerely

Lew Pence, Chairman

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreement between the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls
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<Katie. Shewmakergldeq idsho.gov>

Cyancbaciaria Training Workshop - Apt 18, 2015

O4/12045 02:45:20 PM

<doug megargle@icig idaho.gov>, <jensen@phdS.ideho gov>, <riablancflphds.idaho.gove, bartihs iNeEnng.com:>, hend@usgs.gove, <wyingsi@bim,
«thomp .gove, Do twin-talls.id uss, <carterk i ghdhw.idaho.gove, <BaliC1¢pdhw.i .govs, <scoll labsiaflegri ideho.gov>, <Padenhdhw.idaho gove,
<Vosmman idaho.gov», <chopkingfBusgs | i 009>, <arnafisionwater.orp>, <cimstead@iicanal.com=, <garymi@seapacolidshe.com>,

qhumnmﬂei?mu' o net, <nosbomeQ@stiinesc Wmm@m <Haty Bargholm@agrim <Xatie. Shewmaker@)deq idaho Hone(

-net>, com>, . com>, A .COMm®>, ! .gav>, <rys msn.coms
“mwoodam@t erg>, <mikeiatonwatsr og>, snyersidahopower.coms, “Savagecattio@mudiake.net>, <rblewgsalf.com>, <CChomey@iu org>, <Amonek(@gma: coms,
<setheridQusgs pove, <andy morion@daarsprings.coms, <bmooreidig idsha.gove, <babwdba us>, <bob_tuik@fws.gov>, sbmndaimitchelfs.fed.us>,
<bh Giciahopowar,con», <olmsiaadg@ticanal com>, <cchomey@tu ore, <cmebans@uags.gove, <chiuck pentzan@sweidahn gove, <robs himbery.uidaho,ady>,
<davifucbr.0ov>, <diliflico.nooding Jus>, <dbogaarigidahotrout.com>, <dlincolnfflerial.com>, <duans.smithco.minidoka.id.us>, <gafornshifuidano.adu>,

Good Aftemoon,

DEQ is hosting a training workshop at its Twin Falls Regional Office on Cyanobacteria {Biue Green Algas). The purpose is pravide information on what it is and how &t
can affect public recreation in lakes, reservoirs and large rivers in Southem Idaho,

In 2014 the DEQ and South Centra) District Haalth experienced numerous phone calls from the public about Cyanobacteria; and conducted various site visits o
Investigate. Salmon Fails Creek Reservoir was the most notable, But it was also discovared at Magic Reservoir (Myrtla Point) and the Snaka River in the Declo Area, jusi
to name a few. In most of these instances, expasure to the public was prominent; followed by pats {dogs) and in some cases livestock. It would appear from varous
credibie sourcas that the Cyancbacteria has been with us for quite some fime. In 2014 DEQ monltoring in Salmon Falls Reserveir, From this menitoring it then became
apparent that the concentrations of toxin and the cefl densities wera very high and were long lasting untif the first frost in Jate November.

Lots of questions from the public about how, when and where. Lots of questions from thase of us invelved with taking samples and answering questions. Lots of opinions
and suggestions from many sources. However, the most critical is having & basic understanding of what exactly is it that is happening and why. So what this training
workshop is intended to do is to provide some answers from the numerous questions asked; and perhaps promote an open atmosphere of helping each other out as we
move into 2015 when we expact the same o happen again.

Various presentations will be given by DEQ, Public Health Services, and associated agencies. Questions can be asked of those that are prasenting. We want to
encourage that

Cyanobacteria Tralning Workshop
April 16, 2015

08:30-12:30

DEQ-Twin Falls - Conference Rooms

Please call Dr, Balthasar Buhidar at {208)736-2150 If you have questions.

Thank you,

Katie

https://hostingemail.xo.com/mail/message. php?window=true&index=34612&mailhox=hW__ 4/13/7015



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5™ Ave. W
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

12/29/2014

COPY OF LETTER SENT TO ALL REGIONAL LEGISLATORS

For those of you who were able to attend our last legislative update session, we thank
you and hope the information you received on cloud seeding and invasive species was
helpful. The cloud seeding efforts by Idaho Power are remarkable and we hope they will
be supported by elected officials at all levels of government. We believe we will see
important cloud seeding partnerships formed in the future and we fully support the effort.

The introduction of quagga mussels, however, is our biggest concern, as it should be for
all who live in Idaho and the pacific northwest. The devastation caused by this invasive
specie has been well documented. This commission is so concerned, we have included a
video of the topic on our web site: www.midsnakewater.org, under the Education
section. I urge all of you to take a look.

We spoke to various people at the Idaho State Department of Agriculture (ISDA) who
told us they are receiving sufficient funds to keep these species from ldaho, but we are
not convinced. We would like to see strong legislative oversight of the invasive species
program under the ISDA. The Idaho Invasive Species Act of 2008 includes specific
language for implementation and enforcement and the ISDA rules appear to follow the
intent of the act. We question, however, if the ISDA is doing all they can to keep quagga
mussels from our state. We would like the ISDA to:

. Operate check stations on a 24 hour-a-day basis. Boaters travel at night as well.

. Have an ongoing program for educating state and county peace officers. This type
of program should be mandatory as, in some cases, peace officers may be our last
line of defense. They need to be continually educated on methods of detection as

well as the importance to the economy of the state.

. Become more transparent concerning invasive species by directly communicating



with the public through advertising campaigns that inform the public on why there
is a need for everyone to be vigilant. The public needs to know there will be a
direct cost to each of them when quagga’s are introduced.

Quagga mussels will cost the people of this state millions of dollars every year. Some
have suggested up to one hundred million dollars a year. This doesn’t include the loss to
fish and other wildlife populations. Because of the economic impact to our region and
the state, we believe the cost of this program should be born by a more broad-based
system than simply the people who own watercraft, most of which never leave the state.
Introduction will most likely come from a watercraft owner who lives in neighboring
state.

once again, we want to thank each of you for your support of this commission and the
counties we represent. If you have an questions, please don’t hesitate 1o call me at 208-
934-5302 or Executive Director, Bob Muffley, at the numbers shown above. You can
also email me at pence5302@msn.com or Bob at bmuffley@muffleyagency.myrf.net.

Sincerely

Lew Pence
Chairman

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreement Between the counties of
Cassin, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls



M e m O Middle Snake Regional

Water Resource Commission
122 5™ Ave, West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
(208) 934-4781 (208)934-5648 FAX

TO: Brian Olmstead
SUBJECT: Meeting Agenda
ATTENTION:

DATE: 7/3/14

FROM: Bob Muffley

¢

I want to thank you for agreeing to talk to the commission members concerning the
proposed changes to the definition of “Waters of the U.S.” as propesed by the EPA. We
are very interested in the concerns of the canal companies in our region and what points
you are going to make in your testimony on the proposed change. The commission has
always been an advocate of locally supported remedies for water quality and quantity
issues and maintaining the economic viability of our irrigated agriculture which is the
economic engine for our region.

Thanks again for agreeing to speak to us and we look forward to hearing your comments.



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5™ Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

June 27, 2014

Justice Jim Jones
Idaho Supreme Court
PO Box 83720

Boise, ID 83720-7590

Dear Jim:

The commission wants to thank you for helping us out, once again for free, by allowing us
to video your Swan Falls presentation. We know this took time from your busy schedule
and we are most great full. The commission believes the Swan Falls agreement has been
forgotten, but is probably more relevant today than when signed by the parties. It is our
hope that the video of your presentation will remind us all of both the cost and the benefits
of the agreement to water users in the region.

Respectfully

Lew Pence
Chairman



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5" Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648
June 27, 2014

Steve Hines
University of Idaho Extension Educator
600 2" Ave, West

Jerome, ID 83338
Dear Steve:

The commission wants to thank you for helping us out by allowing us to video your
economics of water presentation for our web site. Your presentation was such a hit at the
legislative update session last fall that we knew it needed to be preserved on our web site.
Too many people in our region take for granted our currently robust agricultural economy.
We need to be reminded that there is also a downside to the regional economy when the
water supply is short or when water calls are made. Your video presentation was excellent
and reflects well for the University and those who helped provide the data.

Thanks again

Lew Pence
Chairman

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreement between the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls



M e m O Middle Snake Regional

Water Resource Commission
122 5% Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
(208) 934-4781 (208)934-5648 FAX

TO: Lincoln County Commissioners
SUBJECT: Past Due Membership Fee
ATTENTION:

DATE: 5/13/14

FROM: Bob Muffley, Executive Director

I just want to let you know that your counties membership fee as approved by the
commission’s executive committee last June has not been received. The original bill was
sent in late October of last year. The renewal fee for Lincoln County is $1,462.00 for
budget year October 2013 to October 2014. Your check should be made payable to the
Gooding County Clerk, but sent to the address shown above. I have attached a new bill
and enclosed a return envelope.

Thanks for your attention to this matter and if you have any question give me a call.



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION
Bob Muffley, Executive Director

122 5" Ave. West

Gooding, ID 83330

PH: 208-934-4781

Bill To

Lincoln County Commissioners
111 W B st.
Shoshone, ID 83352-5364

Invoice

Daie

Invoice #

5/13/14

]

Descripiion

Amount

Annual membership assessment
Budget Peried - 2013 to 2014

NOTE: Checks payable to Gooding County Clerk -
Tax Payer ID # 82-6000300

For the accouunt of: Middle Snake Regional Water Resource
Commission

$1,462.00

Total 1,462.00




MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5™ Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

March 31, 2014

Chuck Staben, President
University of Idaho
Administration Bldg. 105
875 Perimeter Dr. MS 3151
Moscow, ID 83844-3151

Dear President Staben:

As an alumnus of the University of Idaho, I want to welcome you to Idaho and Idahe’s
premier university. I wish you well in your new position.

S,
The Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission is a regional commission that
works for the counties of Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln, and Twin Falls in south
central Idaho. The purpose of the commission is to keep our county commissioners
informed on all issues pertaining to the region’s water resources. This includes water
quality, quantity and the economics of water within our planning area. The commission
has always relied on extension educators and other university personnel to help us better
understand water issues that are important to the counties we serve.

Two years ago the commission asked Extension Educator, Steve Hines, to help us
completely revise the economic portion of our Coordinated Water Resource Management
Plan. Steve reached out to Extension Educator, Joel Packham, and Dr. Garth Taylor to
help in this endeavor. The result of their collaboration was a near complete overhaul of
this section of the plan, which has now been adopted by all of our member counties. The
new plan gives an in-depth look at the importance of water to the region’s agricultural
based economy. This information is critical to both our county commissioners and the
public.

Early in 2013, the commission decided to use this and other economic information at a
legislative update session in September. The commission holds this event for legislators in
our region each year. Once again we reached out to Steve Hines, Joel Packham, and Dr.
Taylor. This time we asked them to come up with a program to educate the legislators on
the economic importance of water to not only this region, but the entire state. This was
done by showing the consequence to the economy given a 10% loss to our water supply.
Steve Hines gave a masterful presentation that shocked the region’s legislators including
Speaker of the House, Scott Bedkel. The purpose of the presentation was to highlight the
importance of aquifer recharge and the point was made. The Speaker cornered Steve after
the meeting and asked him to make a presentation to the Senate and House Agricultural
Affairs Committees in Boise, which he did in January. This commission has been trying to



convince the legislature since 1992 to fund aquifer recharge, and this year funds were
finally appropriated, thanks to the efforts of Steve, Joel and Dr. Taylor. Needless to say we
are indebted to the University and, specifically, these three individuals.

We also want to thank Extension Educator, Gary Fornshell for his work with the
commission. Gary has always kept us informed on problems facing the aquaculture
industry which is also important to the region. Gary was the first to introduce us to the
dangers of quagga and zebra mussels. This could also have a huge economic consequence
to our region and we are now doing what we can to support the Idaho Department of
Agriculture in their efforts to keep them from the waters of the state.

The commission wants to make you aware of some of the great people you have working on
behalf of the University, and we look forward to working with them and others in the
future.

Sincerely

WKM

Lew Pence, Chairman

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreement between the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls



L. GEORGE URIE TWIN FALLS COUNTY LEON MILLS

COMMISSIONER BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS VICE-CHAIRMAN
THIRD DISTRICT 630 ADDISON AVE. WEST SECOND DISTRICT
P.0.BOX 126
TERRY RAY KRAMER TWIN FALLS, 1D 83303-0126 KRISTINA GLASCOCK
CHAIRMAN (208) 736-4068 CLERK
FIRST DISTRICT (208) 736-4176 FAX (208) 736-4004

(800) 377-3529 Idaho Relay (TTY)

November 22, 2013

Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission
122 5" Ave West
Gooding, ID 83330

Re: Water Quality and Economic Section of the Coordinated Water Resource Management Plan
Dear Sirs:

On Friday, November 8, 2013, The Twin Falls County Commissioners conducted a public hearing
to consider proposed changes to the Water Quality and Economic Section of the Coordinated
Water Resource Management Plan. Notice of the public hearing was published in the Times
News on October 24, 2013. Following the hearing, the proposed changes, as recommended by
the Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission, were approved by the Commissioners.

If you have any questions, please contact our office.

Sincerel

Ray Kramer Leon Mills
Chairman Commissioner

Twin Falls County is an Equal Opportunity Employer



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5™ Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648
July 3, 2013

Justice Jim Jones
Idaho Supreme Court
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-7590
Dear Justice Jones:

Dan Subr told me you had agreed to speak at our legislative update session on September
19, 2013, I don’t know if he told you, but the session will be at the Jerome Senior Citizen
Center, 520 North Lincoln Street and will begin at 6:00 PM.

A few old-timers on the Commission, like Dan and 1, started talking about the Swan Falls
Agreement and we were met with blank stares from some of our Commission members.
We discovered that younger people or those who hadn’t been involved in water issues
didn’t know what it was all about and how it is extremely pertinent in our current short
water year. Some of our region’s legislators fit into this category. We think education is
needed and who better to instruct them then the man who brokered the agreement.

We old people have discussed what we think everyone needs to kmow and believe a brief
history of the circumstances leading to the need for the agreement is certainly important.
People need to know who the players were and what all parties hoped to accomplish. They
need to understand the negotiations and why they settled on the stipulated mandatory
cubic feet per second at Murphy’s gage. They should also know the possible ramifications
should the limits stipulated in the agreement not be met. We will have another speaker talk
about the economic impact of a call after your presentation. The two of you should
definitely get the attention of all who are present.

The Commission wants me to thank you for agreeing to speak. We know you have many
duties and we greatly appreciate your time. On a personal note, I still remember when you
explained the Swan Falls Agreement to me on a cruise on Coeur d’Alene Lake during a
Realtor convention in 1985. I was impressed. Give me a call if I can help you in any way.

Sincerely

Bob Muffley, i irector

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreemeni between the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director

122 5™ Ave, West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648
June 28, 2013
Todd Bunn
City of Gooding
308 5 Avenue West
Gooding, Idaho 83330

Dear Mr. Bunn:

The Commission reviewed the managed recharge feasibility study by Brockway
Engineering for the city of Gooding and was intrigued by the possibilities. The
Commission has always promoted recharge for the purpose of restoring and maintaining
our region’s valuable ground water resource. The latest draft of the Coordinated Water
Resource Management Plan contains support from multiple agencies of the necessity for
recharge. The City of Gooding’s recharge study is the first this Commission has seen from
local government and as such, the Commission is interested in reviewing more specific
information of the recharge plan, as it is now or may become available, We are
particularly interested in the proposed one-to-one exchange and the anticipated fiow of
recharge water to the city’s well(s) and the private wells in the vicinity of the recharge site.

Not only are we concerned with any quantitative impact that additional groundwater
pumping may have on the aquifer, we are equally concerned with the quality of water
entering the system. What are the requirements, if any, for a filtration system at the point
of recharge?

These and other questions have likely already been scrutinized during the City’s cost-
benefit analysis. The Commission is interested in learning more about the analysis that
goes into the formulation of the City’s mitigation plan and look forward to reviewing your
next stages of project planning,

Thank you for allowing the Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission the
opportunity to review the feasibility study.

Sincerely

pes— )=
Lew Pence, Chairman

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreement between the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5" Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

Water Docket, Environmental Protection Agency
Mail Code 2822T, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW
Washington DC 20460

ATTN: Docket ID No. /EPA-HQ-OW-2011-0800

The Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission is a regional commission formed
by the counties of Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls in south central Idahe.
The commission was formed to advise the counties on all water quality and quantity issues
in the five county region. We also speak for the counties when working with federal, state,
and local government entities as well as the public. This commission fought hard in the
early 1990's to get the EPA to designate the Snake river, as it runs through our counties,
Water Quality Limited. It took the help of a congressman, but it was finally designated
and a TMDL established. The public and especially the farm community supported the
cffort. Our region’s farmers and ranchers along with the canal companies in the region,
while under no obligation to do so, immediately took steps to clean up or eliminate tail
water entering the Middle Snake. These efforts were very expensive, completely voluntary
and continue to this day.

The Environmental Protection Agency and the Army Corps of Engineers are now
attempting to change the rules through a 370 page document which changes the definition
of Waters of the U.S. First, we believe it’s absurd that it takes 80 pages of this document
just to define Waters of the United States and second, it will do irreparable harm to the
USDA and the NRCS in their relationship with farmers, rancher and canal companies
throughout the west. It also appears to usurp the authority of the Idaho Department of
Agriculture to werk with producers to meet EPA requirements.

The NRCS has been a friend to agriculture and indeed this commission for many years.
They have great programs to help farmers and ranchers preserve and protect the valuable
farm ground in our region. The NRCS does this by creating voluntary partnerships with
individual farmer to develop tools to protect the soil and preserve the water resources.
Your new language to the Clean Water Act will now make the 56 NRCS technical
standards mandatory to any farmer or canal company who conducts an activity or
conservation practice that may result in a “discharge of dredge or fill material” to waters
of the U.S. The problem in our area is that some of the 56 technical standards weie wiliien
for farmers in the mid-west and don’t apply to our type of farming. We also have farming
methods that aren’t covered by any of the technical standards. The insistence on the 56
technical standards is simply not doable in this region. This is why NRCS personnel work
with individual farmers to help them develop a plan that works for them. Farmers, like
everyone, are more willing to do the right thing when they are part of a fair and equitable



process. If you tell them what they must do, you are asking for problems. The NRCS has
always been a trusted resource for our farmers and ranchers, but we believe the adoption
of this regulation will place the NRCS in an adversarial role for the first time in their
history. This will put future conservation projects at risk which benefits no one. When
you say there is no impact to the farm community, you are wrong.

It also appears the new definition will cover every body of water in the U.S. including
canals, ditches, farm ponds and even wet lands that are only wet a small part of the year.
This is too much. Farmers move soil and water each and every year, but to do so in the
future may require a CWA permit. You don’t have the manpower to make the new
regulation work and it’s not necessary. Where is the common sense?

Since this Commission was formed in the early 1990's, we have found we get much mo:<
accomplished through education and reasoning. People and especially farmers don’t want
to purposely harm their water resources and will cooperate when asked. If, indeed, their
will e o nupaci io farmers the language of the proposed regulation must be changed as it
relates to making mandatory the 56 technical standards of the NRCS, waters covered by
the regulation and the role of state agencies.

Sincerely

Lew Pence, Chairman

cc

Senator Mike Crapo

Senator James Risch
Congressman Mike Simpson
Congressman Raul Labrador

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreement between the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls
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Dan,

At a high level, some facts and information about IPC’s cloud seeding program:

First, a couple of YouTube videos about our program:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8gErtIVnLYQ&list=PLOZrFvgyOp88LOm4LcSfcR6vHehNWBewsz
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JjQdron7kt4

A couple of brochures from the North American Weather Modification Council {of which IPC is a member, representing
the State of Idaho):
http://fwww.nawmc.org/4dcgi/GetContentPDF/PB-1121/winter%20r19%20press final.pdf

http://www.nawmc.org/4dcgi/GetContentPDF/PB-1123/Environment%20r11%20press final.pdf
Some specific talking points:

e IPC does cloud seeding for winter snowpack augmentation.

e Cloud seeding doesn't create weather — it just nudges mother nature to make precipitation processes more
efficient.

* Cloud seeding works by providing additional ice nuclei to storms that have an abundance of super cooled liquid
water — liquid water in the atmosphere that is below freezing but doesn’t/can’t freeze because there isn't a
particle or surface to initiate its freezing.

e |daho Power uses silver iodide as the seeding agent, an insoluble (in water) compound that initiates freezing at
temperatures warmer than naturally occurring ice nuclei.

s We started seeding the Payette in 2003, and have seen an average snowpack increase of over 14%

* In 2008 we started working with the High Country RC&D to enhance their program.

» We currently have 17 remote cloud seeding generators in the Payette, 19 in the upper Snake, and one aircraft in
the Payette.

» Benefits of the current program are 583,000 acre feet (300,000 Payette, 283,000 upper Snake}, 193,000 MWh /
year on average. “ 7, Joo HomeS

® We are currently talking with the Boise and Wood River Basins to collaborate on expanding operations into
those basins

¢ With collaboration, we expect to have approximately 80 remote ground generators and up to 3 aircraft seeding
within the Snake basin.

¢ And, cloud seeding is a drought management or relief action - it’s a water management tool.

Concerns:

* Toxicity. Because silver iodide is insoluble in water, the silver is not available in a free ionic form to be toxic to
aquatic life. Note that people often Google silver toxicity and find that sitver in a free ionic form (Ag+) can be
toxic to aquatic life. They then make the assumption that compounds with silver behave the same, and
therefore must be toxic. Silver iodide (Agl) is about as soluble in water as a quartz based sand.

1



Thanks,
Shaun

Shaun K. Parkinson, Ph.D, PE

Water Resources Leader

River Engineering & Atmospheric Science | Idaho Power Company

(208) 388-2495 cell: (208) 781-1556 | [~4: sparkinsan@idahopower.com

b%Think Green - Not every email needs to be printed
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From: <bmuffley@muffleyagency.myrf.net>
Subject: Re: Nitrate loading model
Sent date: 08/26/2014 11:44:38 AM
To: <Irene.Nautch@deq.idaho.gov>

Irene:

The USGS developed a nitrate vulnerability map for us and also developed a program for county planning
and zoning allowing them to put in a legal description for a proposed development and target that area for
it's susceptibility to nitrates migration to ground water, All P. & Z. administrators in the region received
training on the program and it was used by some, but not others. Most of the administrators have
changed since then so I'm sure the program is not being used at this time. Ken worked with us for many
months to develop the program.

Hope this helps.

Bob

On Tue, 26 Aug 2014 17:16:21 +0000, lrene.Nautch@deq.idaho.gov wrote:
Hi Bob,

Toni Mitchell from our state office emailed me today asking about a nitrate loading model that USGS
developed a number of years ago with DEQ funding. It was to be used by county planners in the Magic
Valley to estimate impacts from various developments. She has been in touch with Kenneth Skinner, USGS
who said that they worked with you and the Commission in getting county officials trained in using the
model? Do you know if counties are using it and if it is helpful? The reason for this inquiry is for the Nitrate
Symposium —we want to highlight available tools for planners and local officials. This might be a good one.

Irene Nautch

irene Nautch

Regional Drinking Water Protection Coordinator
Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
650 Addison Ave W Suite 110

Twin Falls, idaho 83301

Phone: (208) 736-2190

Fax: (208) 736-2194

https://hostingemail.xo.com/mail/message. php?index=58& mailbox=bWFpbC9zZW50LW... 8/26/2014
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Noel Bowcut resignation; Kerry McMurray nomination Page 1 of 1

From "Kerry McMurray” <kermyrgficassiacounty.org>
Subject: Noel Bowcut resignation. Kerry McMurray nomination
Sont date:  089/30/2014 10:18:26 AM
To: "Mufflay Realty and Insurance"<bmuffiiey@mutiieyagency myrf nat>
Attachments: NB utt resignation 0092014.pdf [ 98 KB

Baob: | have attached a copy of Noel Bowcut's letter of resignation. The Cassia County BoCC nominate me yesterday to fill one spot on the
commission, and are working to fill the other place also. They are seeking Input from Burley irrigation District and may have another nomination in a
few weeks. Also, | believe Commissioners Crane and Kunau will be at the Oct. 1 dinner. Thank you.

Kerry D. McMurray
Cassia County Administrator &
Attorney and Counselor- at-Law
Cassia County Courthouse
1459 Overland Avenue

Burley, Idaho 83318

Office: (208) 878-7302
Fax: {208) §78-3510

Emall: kerrym@cassiacounty.org

https://hostingemail.xo.com/mail/message.php?window=true&index=30060&mailbox=bW... 9/30/2014
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SEP 17 201
September 17, 2014 :

I, Noel Bowcut, because of health
reasons must ask to be released as a
member of The Mid Snake River Water
Commission. I have enjoyed representing
the Cassia County Commissioner.

Thank you for allowing me the privilege
of serving you on this board.

Sincerely,

Noel Bowcut



MIKE CRAPO COMMITTEES

U S. SENATOR FINANCE
IDAHO
CO-CHAIRMAN, SENATE RENEWABLES AND G
- , - URBAN AFFAIRS
ENERGY EFFICIENCY CAUCUS ‘!“ “ItEd %tﬂtw %E“gt[
Co-Charman, WEsTERN WATER Caucus ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS
WASHINGTON, DC 20510
CO-CHAIRMAN, SPORTSMEN'S CAUCUS BUDGET
Co-CHaiaman, COPD Caucus INDIAN AFFAIRS

September 30, 2014

Lew Pence

Chairman

Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission
122 5th Ave. West

Gooding, ID 83330-1202

Dear Lew:

Thiank you for conlacting me o express your conceins regarding the Ciean Water Act {CWA). |
agree with you and welcome the opportunity to respond.

As you know, on March 25, 2014, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) released a proposed policy change to greatly expand the
jurisdiction of waters regulated under the CWA. This change would extend the reguiatory reach
of federal agencies beyond navigable waters to intermittent wetlands and other bodies of water.
The EPA and the Corps state that the effort intends to provide greater clarification of which
water bodies are subject to federal regulation under the CWA. However, this proposal will only
create more questions than answers. By expanding the scope and reach of the CWA, the
regulatory change will create greater uncertainty and litigation and increase the role of the
federal government in the lives of Americans across the country. On April 9, 2014, [ joined
several of my colleagues on the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee in writing to
President Obama, expressing our serious concerns and outlining the severe consequences of
this proposal.

| share your concerns regarding recent attempts to expand the reach of the CWA. The federal
agencies that initiated this proposal have previously stated that updated jurisdictional guidance
efforts will likely increase the number and kinds of water bodies subject to federal regulation. By
expanding the reach of the federal government, the proposed action threatens to undermine
states’ primacy in regulating wetlands and other bodies of water not intended under the CWA.
This is clearly unacceptable. Throughout my tenure in Congress, | have consistently supported
efforts to preserve the CWA's original intent and balance the proper involvement of state,
federal, local and private parties to work together for effective and environmentally-sound water
quality management policies.

Like many Idahoans, | am committed to protecting water quality, our natural wetlands and the
tremendous water resources found within our state. Also, ensuring clean and safe water for all
Americans is one of my continuing priorities. Be assured, | will continue to ensure {daho’s views
and interests are represented at the national level as | press for effective and responsible
enforcement of the CWA, and will continue to work to maintain Idaho’s water sovereignty.

WASHINGTON, OC 1IDAHO STATE OFFICE NORTH IDAHO EASTERN IDAHD, NORTH NORTH-CENTRAL EASTERN IDAHO. SOUTH SOUTH-CENTRAL
239 Dirksan Senate Office Bidg. 251 Ebsi Front Sirest 610 Hubberd 410 Mamorial Drive 313 O Street 275 5. 5ih Avanua 202 Falls Avenue
Washington, DC 20510 Suite 205 Suita 209 Suita 204 Suite 105 Sulta 225 Suita 2
{202} 224-8142 Boise, 1D 83702 Coour d’Alene, ID B3814 ldsho Faifs, 1D 83402 Lawistgn, tD BI501 Pocatallo, 1D 83201 Twin Falls, 1D B3301
(202) 228-1375 FAX 1208} 3341778 (208) 664-5450 1208} 622-9779 (208 743-1492 1208) 236-6775 1208) 734+-2615



Again, thank you for contacting me. Please feel free to contact me in the future on matters of
interest to you. For more information on issues before the U.S. Senate as well as news releases
and photos visit my website, http://www.crapo.senate.gov.

Sincerely,

Mike Crapo

United States Senator

MDC:ca



FW: Middle Snake River Water Resource Commission Page 1 of 1

From "Ami Bennetf” <abennett@lco.gooding.id.us>
Subject. FW: Middle Snake River Wailer Resource Commission
Sent data  1014/2014 G8:03:25 AM

To: <bmuffiey@muiiieyagency myrf.nat>

Bob - FYl

From: Richard Stallings [maitta:stallingsforidaho@gmait.com]
Sent: Sunday, October 12, 2014 10:51 PM

To: Ami Bennett

Subject: Middle Snake River Water Resource Commission

1 apologize that | do not know your chairman or board, but I want to express my thanks for inviting me to attend your Third Annual Legislative
Dinner. 1 found it very helpfitl in informing me of the issues facing the Commission. 11 can ever be of any assistance, please do net hesitate to let
me know what [ can do. 1 do realize some of your goals and the urgent nced for the help the Commission Provides. Ranae and I found the speakers
well prepared and interesting and the food was quite wonderful. Thank you very much.

Sincerely,

Richard Stallings

https://hostingemail.xo.com/mail/message.php?window=true&index=30426&mailbox=b... 10/15/2014
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Commentor No. 7: Bob J. Muffley, Executive Director, Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission

From: comment@mercurysioragesis.com
Sent: Wednestay, May 22, 2013 1225 PM
To: MercuryElS

Subject: Mertury Storage EIS - Commend

New from the M

y Storage EIS Website

Name' Bob J Muffley Exceulive Director

Organization: Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Comnussion

Address 1 122 51h Ave. West

Address 2.

City Goodiny

Stue. 10

Zip. 43330

Phone 2-8-934-4781

E-Mail i

Comment: The Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Ission fepr i Cassia Guoding

Lincoln and Twin Falls counues in south central ldaho offers the following ¢ The Commission has
seviewed the SELS on potentail mercury stomye sites in the U.S. and asks that the Idahn National Laboratory
INL be semoved from the list. The Commi has siudied your propesal and foend the risk while appearing
low is more than this region of [daho can logically accept. South ceniral Idaho already recetves mose air-borm
mercury then our rivers snd reservoirs can safely assimitale. Sgveral waier bodics downsircam from the INL are
already listied as waters of concern by the ldaho Dep of Envi tal Quality and advisones have been
1ssued © ing the cu ptiva of fish. Mercury in ils nawral state can most likely be stored safely inthe
storage facilitics described in the SEIS Qur concems howeves are wofold. Fiest 15 imansporniag the substance 1o
the site and the second is seismic activity at the site isell. An accident duing transpostatiun oF escape coused by
scismic activicy could seriausly impact our above ground and groundwaler resources The customs and culture
of this reion are more than any wiier place in ldaho dependeny on the teyion's water resources. Thiny-cight |
percen of the stale's agricultusal product is growa n tlus region and ninety-1wo percent of the private ground s
wrigated crop land. Idaha ranks founh in the nation for dairy production and seventy percent of thal production
iy in this region An economic madel developed by the University of [dsho shows this region of the siatc ns the
most dependent on a clean and adeguate supply of water Damage 0 this vital resource would impact not only
{uzhas residents but alss the multiple secigicats of ldahe's agricutiural exports inchading vegetables wheat dairy
and meat products The commission rarely relies on the old not in my back yard argument bul in this siteation
we believe i is justified Mease consider other sites with Jess potential impact W our nation's food supply and
our stale and regional economy.

Tr
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DOE acknowledges the commentor's opposition to the long-term
management and storage of elemental mercury at Idaho National
Laboratory (INL).

As described in Chapter 4, Section 4.6.4, of the January 2011
Mercury Storage EIS, construction or modification and operation of
a mercury storage facility within the developed Idaho Nuclear
Technology and Engineering Center or Radioactive Waste
Management Complex areas of INL would have negligible impacts
on air quality.

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concerns regarding potential
impacts on water resources in Idaho. As described in Chapter 4,
Section 4.6.3.1, of the January 2011 Mercury Storage EIS,
construction or modification and operation of a mercury storage
facility within the developed Idaho Nuclear Technology and
Engineering Center or Radicactive Waste Management Complex
areas of INL would have negligible impacts on water resources.
There would be no direct discharge of effluents to either surface
water or groundwater from normal storage facility operations and no
impact on water quality. In addition, the design, construction, and
operation of the mercury storage facility would feature structural
controls and practices to prevent the release of elemental mercury
and to prevent any spills or other releases from reaching soils or
surfaces where they could be conveyed to surface waters or
groundwater.  Facility operations would also be conducted in
accordance with an integrated contingency plan and spill prevention,
control, and countermeasures plan, which set forth the actions
facility personnel would take to respond to abnormal operating
conditions, including fires, explosions, or any accidental release of
mercury to air, soil, surface water, or groundwater at the facility.

JuatuzpIS 1opdul] joIuBUUcd ALY [oiuawaiddng Ainotapy Jojuawalg fo 230405 puv JuawaSourpy Wa [ -SucT ouly
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Commentor No. 7 Nnahx..&.. Bob J. Muffley, Executive Director, Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission

Comment side of this page intentionally left blank.
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DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concerns regarding the seismic
hazard in relation to mercury storage at INL. Chapter 3,
Section 3.5.2.3, of the January 2011 Mercury Storage EIS describes
geologic hazards in the INL region. The section describes historical
seismicity (i.e., frequency and location of earthquakes) and the site’s
proximity to active faults. Chapter 4, Section 4.6.2.2, of the
January 2011 Mercury Storage EIS specifically assesses the effects
earthquakes could have on a mercury storage facility at INL using
probabilistic  earthquake ground motion data from the
U.S. Geological Survey to specifically compare the candidate sites.
The data indicate a minimal risk to INL facilities. Regardiess of the
site chosen, the mercury storage facility would be designed and
constructed to withstand the assessed hazard.

DOE acknowledges the commentor's concems regarding the risk to
water resources from a transportation or seismic accident. As
presented in Appendix D of the January 2011 Mercury Storage EIS,
DOE has fully considered the parameters and pathways that would
come into play should elemental mercury be spilled inside a mercury
storage facility, onto the ground, or directly into a surface-water
body from a transportation accident and the resulting threat to
groundwater. In part because ¢lemental mercury is slow to infiltrate
through soil and sediments due to its physical and chemical
properties, DOE determined that the most problematic spill would be
one that is directly into a surface-water body, as described in
Appendix D, Section D.2.8, of the EIS. The possibility of spillage
directly into a river or waterway is further discussed in Chapter 4,
Section 4.4.9.3.2, of the January 2011 Mercury Storage EIS. As
further evaluated in Section D.4.3.2 of the EIS, the overall
conclusion is that a direct spillage of mercury into a body of water
could be of concemn if it is not cleaned up, but there is generally
adequate time for such cleanup. This contention is stronger for a
release to the ground surface that could threaten underlying
groundwater, where mercury would generally pool on the surface
and infiltrae to a depth dictated by the surface tension of the pool of
mercury. On a smooth surface, without fractures or cracks, this
depth (capillary depth) is 0.36 centimeters (0.14 inches), as

sasuodsay §OQ puv Siuauuwios dqng
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Commentor No. 7 (cont’d): Bob J. Muffley, Executive Director, Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission

presented in Section D.4.2.3 of the EIS, with a spill of the entire
contents of a 1-metric-ton (1.1-ton) container producing a pool with
an area of no more than 20.6 square meters (222 square feet). While
the natural variability of land surfaces would affect these spill pool
characteristics, a pool of mercury from a transportation accident
could be contained and cleaned up before reaching groundwater.
Transportation of mercury would be in accordance with applicable
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) hazardous waste
and U.S. Department of Transportation hazardous material shipping
requirements.

Comment side of this page intentionally left blank.
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Summary and Guide for Stakeholders

Table S—4. Summary of Cumulative Impacts Assessment

Contribution of
Proposed Action to

Alternative Resource Area Cumulative Impacts Cumulative Impacts

WIPP Vicinity Land Use Rural area; limited development Negligible
Reference Locations expected within the ROI. GTCC
(Sections 10, 20, and 35) waste disposal facility could require
up to 44 hectares (110 acres) if
WIPP vicinity is selected; one of the
locations being considered is WIPP
Vicinity Section 35. A mercury
storage facility and GTCC waste
disposal facility could be located
within the 260-hectare (640-acre}
area that comprises Section 35
without interference of operations
with each other or compromising the
safety and security of these facilities.
Also present within the ROl are a .
number of oil wells and underground
potash mines located in the vicinity
of WIPP, including an existing
potash mine lease on WIPP Vicinity
Section 10 and one oil well in WIPP
Vicinity Secticn 35. No substantial
cumulative impacts on land use.

Air Quality No exceedance of air quality Negligible
standards.

Infrastructure | No substantial cumulative impacts Negligible
on regional power consumption or
impact on existing capacities. A
maximum of 79 shipments would be
made to the proposed mercury
storage facility during the peak year
of operations and is not expected to
appreciably increase demands on
transportation systems near the
WIPP Vicinity reference locations.
Ecological No substantial cumulative impacts Negligible
Resources on terrestrial resources or loss of
habitat due to disturbance of land
(see Land Use above).

Key: GTCC=greater-than-Class C; ROl=region of influence; WIPP=Waste Isolation Pilot Plant.

§.5.3 The Preferred Alternative

In the January 2011 Mercury Storage EIS, DOE identified WCS near Andrews, Texas, as the Preferred
Alternative for the long-term management and storage of mercury. Based on analysis from this SEIS and
public comment, the Preferred Alternative has not changed. DOE will issue 2 ROD no sooner than
30 days after publication of the EPA Notice of Availability for the Final Mercury Storage SEIS in the
Federal Register. The selection of a site will be based on the January 2011 Mercury Storage EIS, this
Mercury Storage SEIS, and other appropriate factors and will be announced in a ROD in the
Federal Register. '

5-25



U.S.DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY ISSUES DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

FOR THE LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT AND STORAGE OF ELEMENTAL MERCURY

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) has issved the Draft Long-Term Management and Storage of Elemental Mercury Supplemenial
Environmental Impact Statement (Draft-8EIS). As required by the Mercury Export Ban Act of 2008, DOE plans to identify a facility or
facilities for the long-term management and storage of elemental mercury generated within the United States. The Draft SEIS analyzes
additional alternatives and supplements the analyses in the January 2011 Final Long-Term Management and Storage of Elemental
Mercury Environmental Impact Statement (Final EIS). The Drafi SEIS has been distributed to stakeholders who requested it. The
Draft SEIS is available at http://energy.gov/nepa/environmental-impact-statements-eis and additional information is provided at
the project Websile al hitp://www . mercurystorageeiscom. DOE’s Nolice of Availability was published in the April 19, 2013,
Federal Register with additional details. The Draft SEIS is also available for review at Reading Rooms listed on the project Website.

The Final EIS evaluated seven candidate locations for the elemental mercury storage facility, as well as the No Action Alternative. Those
candidate locations are: DOE Grand Junction Disposal site near Grand Junction, Colorado; DOE Hanford site near Richland, Washington;
Hawthorne Army Depot near Hawthorne, Nevada; DOE Idaho National Laboratory near Idaho Falls, Idaho; DOE Kansas City Plant in
Kansas City, Missouri; DOE Savannah River Site near Aiken, South Carolina; and Waste Control Specialists, LLC, site near Andrews,
Texas. The Draft SEIS evaluates three additional locations for a long-term mercury storage facility, all near the Waste Isolation Pilot
Plant (WIPP), which is located approximately 26 miles southeast of Carlsbad, New Mexico.

DOE is inviting comments on the Draft SEIS during a 45-day public comment period that commences on April 19,2013. DOE will hold
public hearings on the Draft SEIS during this period at

the locations listed 1o the right. DOE will accept oral B LTl e

and written comments at the public hearings or written May 7, 2013 May 9, 2013
comments may also be submitted as follows: Skeen-Whitiock Building Auditorium Crowne Plaza Albuguerque
. . » U.S. DOE Carlshad Field Office 1981 University Blvd. NE
U.S, Mail: Df“'ld Levensiein, I?ocumem Manager 4021 National Parks Highway Albuguergue, New Mexico 87102
Office of Environmental Compliance (EM-11) Carlsbad, New Mexico 88220
U.S. Department of Energy Open House: 5:00 - 6:00 p.m. Open House: 5:00 - 6:00 p.m.

Post Office Box 2612

MY 08T FPresentation and Qral Comments: Presentation and Cral Comments:
: 6:00 p.m. — 9:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. — 9:00 p.m.

Website: hup://www.mercurystorageeis.com
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From: Muffley Realty and Insurance <bmuffley@muffleyagency. myrf.net>
To: Representative Pence <dpence@house.idaho.gov>, Representative Bell <mbell@house.idaho.gov>,
Representative Bedke <shedke@house.idaho.gov>, Representative Clow <lclow@house.idaho.gov>,
Representative Hartgen <shartgen@house.idaho.gov>,
Representative Kauffman <ckauffman@house.idaho.gov>,
Representative Miller <smiller@house.idaho.gov>, Representative Wood <fwood@house.idaho.gov>
Subject: HO-277
Date: Fri, 22 Mar 2013 14:02:04 -0400 (EDT)

As Executive director of the Middle Snake Regional Water Resource
Commission, I was instructed, by a unanimous wvote of the Commission, to ask
you to appose HO-277. This legislative change to rules adopted by IDWR in
2009 was proposed by a few individual well drillers who apposed the change
to the minimum seal for wells from 18' to 38', This rule change was
adopted after careful consideration by the Departmnent and many private
groups and organizations, including the Idaho Groundwater Association, as
the best way to protect our "sole scurce"” aguifer. The county
commissioners of our 5 member counties, when forming our Commission,
instructed and authorized the Commission to protect the region's water
resources and the 2009 rules do just that.

Sincerely

Bob J. Muffley
Executive Director

https://register.concentric.com/home/apps/mail/mbox message.cgi?pFolder=Sent&pLastF... 3/22/2013
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March 12, 2012

Middle Snake Water Resource Commission
Attn: Gale Kleinkopf

1572 Princeton Drive

Twin Falls, ID 83301

Dear Gale & Middle Snake Water Resource Commission,

The Twin Falls Public Library Foundation would like to notify you that a new children’s book
has arrived at the Library. This book was purchased with a donation from the Kiwanis Club of
Twin Falls as a thank you for your January 12. 2012 speaking engagement. The title of the book
is;: Oh No! ( Or How My Science Project Destroyed The World) (E Barnett).

This gift will be used by many; and, for recognition, a special bookplate in acknowledgement of
Middle Snake Water Resource Commission has been placed inside the cover of the book. If you
have any questions. or would like additiona! information regarding the work of the TFPL
Foundation, please contact me at 736-6205, or my email address is: tfplfoundation@yahoo.com.
You are always welcome to visit my office at the Library.

Sincerely,

(Ot Voso

Diane Van Engelen
Executive Director
TFPL Foundation, Inc.

DVE:@aa

201 Fourth Avenue East * Twin Falls, Idaho 83301 = 208-736-6205
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} "\‘v /‘ﬂ\ Water Resource Commission
\Y) 122 5' Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330

(208) 934-4781 (208)934-5648 FAX

TO: Commissioner Terry Kramer
SUBJECT: Budget request
ATTENTION:

DATE: 5/17/12

FROM: Bob Muffley, Executive director

A proposed budget for 2012 to 2013 was approved by the commission on 5/16/12. The
proposed budget must now be approved by the Executive Committee of which you are a
member, before it is sent to all member counties for inclusion in next years budget for each
county. If you agree with the proposed budget, please sign the bottom of the request and
return it in the enclosed envelope. If you have any concerns about the budget, please give
me a call. We can call for a meeting of the Executive Committee if necessary.

The Commission has been exceedingly busy this past year. The Commission is working
with Ed Ditlefsen of Web Development in Twin Falls to create a web site for the
commission and the format for a new brochure on water quantity and quality issues in the
region. We are also working with the University of Idaho economics department to update
the current economic portion of the Coordinated Water Resource Management. This has
become a more extensive process then was initially believed and probably won’t be put
togther until our meeting in August or September. The Commission also needs to look at
possible revisions to the recently adopted Drinking Water Protection Plan which is a joint
effort between the Commission, IDEQ and cities in the region. We are waiting for a report
from attorney Jerry Mason to see what, if anything, needs to be done. We hope his final
report will be released soon.

The Commission would like to thank each of you for your suppert. They also want to
remind you that the Commission is hear to help you if you have specific water quality or
quantity concerns within your county.



Inbox Page lot |

From: Hines, Steven <shines@uidaho.edu> J 8 l‘} e
To: <bmuffley@muffieyagency.myrf.net> $ o
Subject: Economic update r’”
Date: Fri, 6 Apr 2012 09:06:03 -0700 P ’

Bob,

After visiting with our economist on campus, he indicated he had other requesis for similar information from Cassia County.

He has the new data and we are going to start working on a complete update for the ag economy in the Magic Valley. Our
timeline is to be finished by mid-July with new numbers.

Steve

Steven Hines
University of ldaho
Twin Falls County
Extension Educator
246 39 Ave E.

Twin Falls, |D 83301

208-734-9580x19

Universityofldaho

https://register.concentric.com/home/apps/mail/mbox message.cgi?pFolder=Inbox&pLastF... 4/6/2012
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Water Resource Commission
122 5™ Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
(208) 934-4781 (208)934-5648 FAX

TO: Terry Kramer, County Commissioner
SUBJECT: Proposed budget
ATTENTION:

DATE: 5/28/08

FROM: Bob Muffley, Exec. Director

Enclosed is the proposed budget for this Commission. As a member of the Commission’s
Executive Committee, you and your fellow members must approve the annual budget
before it is submitted to your respective county commissioners for final approval. A
majority approval by Executive Committee members constitutes approval of the budget.
You will note that while some of the individual items in the budget have changed the end
result is the same as requested last year, This means there will be no change to the counties
individual portion of the Commission’s budget.

To insure a majority votes the annual budget request either up or down, I have enclosed a
ballot for you to complete. Please mark your approval or disapproval and return your
ballot to this office in the enclosed envelope as soon as possible. I have also enclosed a
summary of work the Commission has done or are doing in your behalf during the current
budget year.

Executive Committee members:

Jerry Nance, Lincoln County
Paul Christensen, Cassia County
Bob Moore, Minidoka County
Terry Kramer, Twin Falls County
Helen Edwards, Gooding County
Charlie Howell, Jerome County

Thanks and if you have any questions concerning the budget, give me a call at the number
shown above or my cell phone number 208-539-4781.




MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffiey, Executive Director
122 5" Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

August 17, 2011

Jack Hart
P.O. Box 66
Murtaugh, ID 83344

Dear Jack: '

On behalf of myself and each commission member, I want to thank you for your six years
of service representing Twin Falls county. Water issues impacting our region can be
challenging, but you took it upon yourself to learn the issues, listen to others and then make
your decisions. This is all we could ask of a valued member of the Commission. The
region’s water resources are more protected because of your dedicated service.

Thanks again and we wish you the best in your future endeavors.

With Best Regard

Lew Pence
Chairman

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreement between the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls



WENDY JAQUET HOME ADDRESS
DISTRICT 25 PO. BOX 783

CAMAS, LINCOLN, BLAINE KETC(?;JBI\;‘:’L%A;%:BMD
& GOODING COUNTIES (208 720.0908

EMAIL: wjagquet@house.idaho.gov

House of Representatives
State of Idaho

Lew Pence
122 5™ Avenue West
Gooding, ID 83330

February 3, 2011

Dear Lew,

Thank you for your interest in the matters of the water issues. [ respect your positions on each.
The Governor’s budget includes a budget recommendation of $348,200 for water quality
monitoring. Funding will come from the Water Pollution Control Account on a one time basis.
An addition of $42,700 will be federal doliars.

At this point there is little likelihood that increased revenues will be approved by the legislature
to fund this very important program effort on going. At the same time, | am pleased that funding
has been recommended for this year.

In response to the removal of the IDEQ in poultry and swine monitoring, I have yet to see any
relevant legislation pertaining to CAFO.

In regards to CAMP, I too am saddened by the inability of the committee to find a funding
solution. I share in the belief that the aquifer is a problem and I hope we’re able to work with
them toward finding a solution.

Thank you again for your concern.

Kind regards,

Representative

dy Jaquet

District 25



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5% Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

January 24, 2011 ' ~

5
Senator Michelle Stennett '(D xo '
Idaho State Legislature ( - 5\“
State Capitol Bidg, H .

P.0. Box 83720 [/J/
Boise, ID 83720-0081

Dear Senator;

The Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission representing the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls are writing to let you know our position

on water issues that impact our five county region. Those issues and our positions are
listed below:

1. Water Monitoring:

Understanding the legislature is looking for ways to reduce funding levels in the next
budget year, we must once again stress the need for water monitoring within the region.
IDEQ must continue monitoring nitrate levels in ground and surface waters in the region
to ensure public safety. Two areas of our region are measuring some of the highest nitrate
levels in the state and levels continue to increase throughout the region. If our county
commissioners don’t have reliable data concerning ground water nitrate levels and trends,
they may find it difficult to allow for future growth of concentrated animal feeding
operations in the region. We were also seeing dramatic increases in mercury levels in
several bodies of water in the region. This spurred the EPA to crack down on mining
operations in Nevada. If mercury monitoring is discontinued, we have no way of knowing
if mercury levels begin to drop because of these new regulations.

The public must be able to depend on the state to ensure the safety of their drinking water
and the water used for recreation. The only way to measure safety is through a strong and
continuous water monitoring program.

2. Environmental issues and concentrated animal feeding operations {CAFQ’s):

It is our understanding that the legislature will be asked to remove the IDEQ from
regulating poultry and hogs operations and to place them under the Idaho Department of
Agriculture (IDA). If this is the thinking of the legislature, we believe a self funding
mechanism ( such as a fee) on CAFO operators should be established to offset the cost of
regulatory inspections for these facilities. We also believe that money collected through
fines should stay with the agency to defray costs. Safeguards could be established to ensure
the process is not abused by agency personnel. The cost of inspections should not be a
burden on the tax payer.



3. Comprehensive Aquifer Management Plan (CAMP):

This commission and the counties we represent have always supported the CAMP process
and continue to do so. We, like many others in our region, are very disheartened by the
inability of the CAMP Committee to come up with a funding solution. It seems the health
of the Eastern Snake Plain Aquifer (ESPA) is a high priority as long as someone else has to
pay for it. We’ve heard from the CAMP Committee, the Idaho Water Resource Board and
various legislators as to why none of the funding options presented to date will fly. It
appears to be the old don’t tax me, don’t tax thee, tax the guy behind the tree. This
mentality doesn’t solve anything. This Commission has always believed the aquifer is a
problem for everyone who lives over and draws water from it and a method must be found
to make all water users responsible for fixing it. We now believe the buck stops with our
legislators. We must depend on your knowledge and expertise to help lead us to an
equitable solution.

Thank you for your service to our region and the state. If we can be of service to you, don’t
hesitate to let us know.

Sincerely

Lew Pence
Chairman

Formed by a Joint Powers Agreement between the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5" Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

March 18, 2010

Idaho Public Television
1455 North Orchard Street
Boise, ID 83706

To Whom it Concerns

There has been much discussion between stakeholder, the Idaho Water Resource Board,
The Governor and the legislature concerning the water situation on the Eastern Snake
Plain Aquifer (ESPA) over the last few years. This is a serious problem for all people
residing on the ESPA. This commission discovered that many residents including people in
other regions of the state are confused by the complexity of the issue. For this reason we
contracted with Morgan Communications to produce the enclosed DVD entitled “Water
Above and Waters Below”. The DVD has been praised by those who have seen it including
stakeholders throughout the ESPA. The number one comment is that the DVD does an
excellent job presenting a balanced explanation of what has gone wrong and why.

All rights to the DVD are owned by the Middle Snake Regional Water Resource
Commission and the commission has chosen to furnish it to the public at no charge. If,
after viewing the DVD, you decide to present it to your viewers, please feel free to do so.

Sincerely

(SH &
Bob J. N}«z , Ex¢cufiye ctor

Formed by a Joint Powers Agrcement between the countics of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL

WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5% Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

Copy of letter to Legislators

The Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission representing the counties of
Cassia, Gooding, Jerome, Lincoln and Twin Falls is once again writing to let you know our

position on water issues that impact our five county region. Those issues and our position
statements are listed below:

1. Water monitoring - We were saddened to hear that the IDEQ will discontinue its
partnership with the USGS for water quality monitoring. The entire population of our
region depends on aquifers for their drinking water supplies. There are two areas of our
region with some of the highest nitrate levels in Idaho and other parts of the region that
show nitrate levels are on the increase. We are also seeing increases in mercury levels in the
above ground water resources of the region. We understand the legislature has some hard
decisions to make this year, but we feel we must continually monitor throughout the region
if we are to protect the health and welfare of its residents.

2. Comprehensive Aquifer Management Plan (CAMP) funding legislation - This
Commission has been proposing many of the goals outlined in CAMP since 1992 and we
support the passage of proposed legislation offered by the Idaho Water Resource Board.
This is perhaps the most important legislation of the year for South Central Idaho because
of the poiential economic impact to both this region and the state. We also support the
governors request for one million dollars in state funding for CAMP in next years budget
because it’s an investment which should produce future dividends for all. We believe,
however, that the contribution by power companies should reflect an actual minimum
dollar amount of 1.5 million dollars as they are the ultimate beneficiaries of any increases to
flows resulting from the implementation of the management plan. By placing an actual
amount in the plan, power companies have an annual target for services in lieu of fees.

3. Incidental recharge from normal delivery of surface water through canals - Some
irrigation companies and districts are proposing that they be compensated for historic
water losses associated with the delivery of irrigation water through canals. This
Commission joins our local canal companies in apposing any kind of compensation to
individuals, government entity, or private companies for incidental recharge associated
with the delivery of surface water. Incidental recharge already takes place and does not
add water to the ESPA which is the goal of CAMP. CAMP funds should only be used for
projects that actually increase water flowing into the ESPA.

4. The University of Idaho Extension Service must remain strong - We understand the
devastating economic conditions we find ourselves in, but must advise that we don’t throw



away the baby with the bath water. The members of this commission include

businessmen, farmers, dairymen and the science community and we urge the University of
Idaho and the legislature to maintain a strong Extension presence in the region. Extension
agents are the fact finders, researchers and educators of our state which now, as in the past,
will help lead us out this recession. We can’t over emphasize the importance of our local
extension agents. They are bright and hardworking men and women whose only purpose is
to serve the people of this region. Their help and advise to this commission over the years
has been invaluable.

Sincerely

Lew Pence, Chairman



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muflley, Executive Director
122 5" Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

January 22, 2010

Neal Farmer

Special Projects Coordinator

Idaho Department of Water Resources
P.O. Box 83720

Boise, ID 83720-0098

Dear Mr. Farmer:

The Commission wants to thank you for your report on the tracer tests at the Malad Gorge
State Park. We reviewed the data found in the report and found it very informative. We
see the need for much more study with regard to time of travel and other aquifer flow
characteristics, but I’'m afraid we are unable to contribute more funding at this time. Our
member counties are also struggling through the bad economic times and funding for the
Commission has been greatly reduced.

Thanks again for you request and report. I wish we could help.

Sincerely

Lew Pence, Chairman



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5% Ave. West
Gooding, 1daho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648
August 10, 2009

Minidoka County Commissioners
PO Box 368
Rupert, ID 83350

Dear Commissioners:

Commission members were saddened to hear that you are withdrawing from the
Commission and would, very much, like you to reconsider. One of the primary goals in
creating a regional plan and Commission was to put federal agencies on notice that our
region had a water plan and had defined the customs and culture of the people living
within its boarders. This was done in an attempt to keep our water safe or at least safer
from federal intervention. At the time our region was under the threat of losing more
water resources to the federal Endangered Species Act which is still possible to this day.
The Coordinated Water Resource Management Plan creates another hoop for the fed’s to
jump through.

The Commission has also, over the years, developed good relationships with all the state
and federal agencies that can promulgate rules impacting our regions supply of quality
water. We took the lead on the need for recharge back in the early 90's and we’re just now
seeing it go from possibility to fruition. The Commission also works as a checks and
balance with the various agencies by testifying as a unified multi-county voice when rules
impacting our water resources are under consideration. We also have proven many times
our ability to call on legislators, agency leadership and even the Governor when something
is being proposed that we may or may not like. We don’t always get our way, but we are
listened to and respected. This respect comes from the knowledge that we always represent
the best interest of our region and our county commissioners. The Commission has always
fully disclosed all information to its member counties and has never made a decision, based
on our plan, that goes against a member counties best interest. Representative Burt
Stevenson has always been a supporter of the Commission and came to many of our
meeting during his tenure as a Minidoka County Commissioner.

At your convenience, I would like to visit with you concerning your decision. My home
phone number is 208-934-4781 and my cell number is 208-308-4446. 1 look forward to
hearing from you.

Sincerely

Lew Pence, Chairman



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muffley, Executive Director
122 5* Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

June 18, 2009

Twin Falls County Commissioners
PO Box 126
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126

RE: Commission’s Budget Request
Dear Commissioners:

Enclosed is the proposed budget for the Commission for the next budget year. I apologize
for getting this to you so late in the year. No one to blame, but me. It appears, at this time,
the Commission will have a carryover of around $10,000. The Commission has always
been frugal and likes to have a carryover to cover unanticipated expenses or for
educational opportunities that may arise during the year. The Commission also
understands that the economy is not doing well and county budgets are being stretched to
the maximum. Because of this, we have gone over our budget with the hope of saving
money for our member counties. The 2009/2010 budget reflects the actual cost of running
the Commission except for Legal fees which hasn’t been used. It is estimated that the cost
to keep the Commission going in the next budget year is $14,450.00 which is only $370.00
less then last year. The Commission, however, is carrying more funds in our current
account then necessary so it was decided to credit back $4,000.00 to the proposed budget
reducing our funding request by nearly 28%. The Commission thanks our member
counties for their support over the years and hopes this decrease in our funding request will
benefit our counties and the tax payers in our region. Please call me at the phone number
shown above if you have questions or disagree with the budget request. I have enclosed a
ballot for approval or rejection, Please vote on the budget request and return a copy of the
results of your vote in the enclosed envelope.

The Commission has had a busy year and I believe much was accomplished. We started
the year off by reviewing the new scoring method used by the Idaho Department of Ag. for
CAFO siting and recommended some changes through our testimony. We also continued
to work with Ken Skinner of the USGS to update and upgrade the nitrate modeling tool for
our region. Other work done by the Commission includes working with the ESPA
Advisory Committee for the development of the Comprehensive Aquifer Management
Plan, Working on various educational opportunities with the IDEQ and various water user
groups, supported two opportunities for aquifer recharge pilot projects, and began a
comprehensive review of the water quality portion of the Coordinated Water Resource
Management Plan.

In March of this year the Commission received a request from Jerome County to look at a



community well head protection plan and ordinance submitted to them by the city of
Jerome. The purpose of the plan is to protect the cities drinking water supply by setting up
a 10 mile time of travel zones within the county and allowing the city to look at all request
for special use permits within those zones prior to the issuance of a permit. The
Commission was surprised by the cities request because one of the purposes of our
Coordinated Water Resource Management Plan is to protect the water source of all citizens
in the region. Commission members from Jerome county were asked to attend a city
council meeting where it was discovered that the IDEQ approached the city for the purpose
of developing a community well head protection program. The IDEQ is acting under the
authority of a state statute requiring the Department to work with cities in Idaho to protect
their drinking water supply. The legislature passed this legislation several years ago
because of an agreement they made with the EPA under the Clean Water Act. While
community well head protection in Idaho is voluntary, it seems to comes with a carrot and
a stick approach. If cities adopt a plan and ordinance, they may receive higher scores when
working on grants for water systems. The cities can also tell their citizens that they are
doing what’s necessary to protect their drinking water. The only problem is that most of
the 10 year time of travel zones to protect a community well head lay within the county not
the city. This means that the county must also adopt the community well head protection
plan and ordinance and some of the wording in the IDEQ sponsored city plan is contrary
to our regional plan and, in some ways, limits the ability of county commissioners to make
certain decisions on special uses within the time of travel zones. It also severely restricted
aquifer recharge within the region.

The Commission decided this issue was important to the cities in our region. We
proceeded by working with the Jerome County Commissioners and the [IDEQ to come up
with a streamlined method to allow counties to adopt an ordinance protecting community
well heads while relying on the Coordinated Water Resource Management Plan to act as
the basis for the ordinance, The Commission is working with the IDEQ to develop
language, both in the IDEQ sample ordinance and plan used by the city of Jerome, that will
protect the needs of a county and give cities the ability to comply with the state statute and
the Clean Water Act. The Commission, with the help of the Jerome County
Commissioners have developed a revised drinking water ordinance and plan which has
been submitted to IDEQ for their review. We hope our revisions will be acceptable to the
Department so we can go ahead with the necessary revisions to our plan allowing counties
to adopt a community well head protection ordinance when approached by a city. IDEQ
will eventually be trying to institute this program in all cities throughout the region so it
behooves us to make it as simple and cost effective for the counties as we can.

I want to thank you again for the support you have given the Commission over the years
and remember we are here to help you on all water issues whether regional or county level

in scope.

Sincerely

Bob J. Muflley
Executive Director



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob MufTley, Executive Director

122 5* Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648
May 8, 2009
Mr. Charles Correll, Mayor
City of Jerome
152 East Avenue A

Jerome, ID 83338

Dear Mr. Mayor:

Thank you for your letter of May 7. I want to assure you that this Commission has been
working on nothing else since we were made aware of the problem between the city and county of
Jerome concerning well head protection. I apologize for having no official contact with you since
our executive director’s first letter to the city. I was hoping that you were being kept up to speed
by commission members Jack Nelson and Dan Suhr. I was aware that both will be meeting with
the city council on the 19"

The Commission met in April to discuss your drinking water ordinance and have considered some
possible revisions. We will again meet on the 20™ of this month to study the actual well head
protection plan to see if the commissioners have any concerns and to see how best to work it into
our existing ordinance. After our meeting on the 20® we should be in a position to sit down with
you and your designees as well as representative from the IDEQ to find a solution with all
possible haste. I realize the city has been working on this for many years, but please understand
we were only made aware of your efforts a few months ago. While time is of the essence, we
must still carefully consider all possible ramifications to our member counties. I’'m confident in
the fact that we are all after the same thing. The protection of our ground water resources for the
benefit of all citizens of the county.

Sincerely

WPM'C——L-

Lew Pence
Chairman
Cc:  Jerome County Commissioners
Jerome City Council
Robert Williams
Arthur Brown
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May 7, 2009

Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission
122 5™ Avenue West
Gooding, Idaho 83330

Re: Water quality protection
Dear Commissioners:

The Jerome City Council is in receipt of your letter dated March 11, 2009, in which Mr.
Muffley stated that the Jerome County Commissioners “are not able to consider the
City’s Wellhead Protection Ordinance at this time”. In a previous meeting jointly held
with the Jerome City Council and the Jerome County Commissioners on February 18,
2009, the City Council members and the County Commissioners mutually agreed to have
better direct communication with each other on this issue with the express intention of
adopting a wellhead protection ordinance in the County. At no point since then has the
County communicated to the City that it is no longer their intention to consider a
wellhead protection ordinance at this time.

The City is very appreciative of the County’s interest in water quality issues as expressed
in the Ground and Surface Water Quality Protection Plan which was adopted in 2002.
Unfortunately, this plan is no more than a statement of values and policy preferences. It
is not a regulatory ordinance and there is no enforcement authority vested in the plan or
in the Middle Snake Regional Water Resource Commission to enforce any of its
provisions. Therefore it is imperative, in order for the quality of the drinking water to be
protected in Jerome, that Jerome County adopt a wellhead protection ordinance.

In light of this confusion, the City of Jerome requests that the Middle Snake Regional
Water Resource Commission recommend a specific wellhead protection ordinance for the
County of Jerome that conforms to the particular needs and concerns of Jerome County.
The City will also request of the Jerome County Commissioners that the Middle Snake
Regional Water Resource Commission be directed to provide such a recommendation.
We are confident that any revisions to the existing plan will be unnecessary as it is
sufficiently general and broad in scope to provide the policy direction needed for crafting
and recommending more specific water protection ordinances in each county.

As source water protection is a critical priority in Jerome County, we also feel that it wili
be quite unnecessary to delay the process of drafting an ordinance for Jerome County
with public hearings and proceedings in other Counties that do not pertain to the unique
concerns of Jerome County. Finally, we are confident that an eight to twelve month
deliberation process can easily be avoided and dramatically shortened with a well

City Hall 152 East Avenue A Jerome Idaho 83338 (208) 324-8189 www.ci.jerome.id.us



THE CITY OF JEROME

prepared wellhead protection ordinance recommended by the Middle Snake Regional
Water Resource Commission for the Jerome County Commissioners to consider.

The City and County of Jerome have been working closely together on this issue for the
past ten years and are only too pleased to offer the results of our research and the City’s
adopted Wellhead Protection ordinance as a reference and a starting point for your work
on preparing a recommendation for Jerome County. We would be delighted, should the
Jerome County Commissioners so desire, if members of our own wellhead protection
plan committee were invited to work with the Middle Snake Regional Water Resource
Commission on this project. We have placed Mr. Jack Nelson on the City Council
agenda for Tuesday, May 19™, who is one of your commissioners, and would welcome
the opportunity to commence considering specific language of an ordinance to be
presented to the Jerome County Commissioners at that time.

We appreciate the commitment you share in protecting the ground and surface water
resources throughout the region and hope that we may be able to work together and
achieve a solution to this issue that we all may be proud of. Please do not hesitate to
contact me to discuss any of your questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

(hnto Vel 5167

Charles Correll
Mayor
City of Jerome

CC\bm
Enc. Jerome City and County Wellhead Protection Plan
City of Jerome Wellhead Protection ordinance
Cc:  Jerome County Commissioners
Jerome City Council

Arthur Brown
Robert Williams

City Hall 152 East Avenue A Jerome idaho 83338 (208) 324-8189 www.ci.jerome.id.us



MIDDLE SNAKE REGIONAL
WATER RESOURCE COMMISSION

Lew Pence, Chairman
Bob Muflley, Executive Director
122 5™ Ave. West
Gooding, Idaho 83330
PH: 208-934-4781 Fax: 208-934-5648

March 11, 2009
Mayor Charles Correl and City Council
152 East Avenue A
Jerome, ID 83338

Dear Mayor and Council Members:

Members of this commission and I met with the Jerome County Commissioners and
their legal council on March 10" and determined that the commissioners are not able to
consider the City’s Well Head Protection Plan at this time. Both the County
Commissioners and this Commission, however, are working toward a mutually beneficial
resolution to this situation. We understand your need to protect your citizens drinking
water and we have the same concern. It is for that reason the Jerome County
Commissioners adopted a ground and surface water quality protection plan in 2002. The
problem faced by the County Commissioners is that they already have a ground water
protection plan and by adopting your plan the county would find themselves having two
competing ordinances.

P'm afraid the Commission made an assumption we shouldn’t have made. We were
under the belief that the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (IDEQ) understood
this Commission’s relationship with our member counties. The Commission was formed in
1992 by a joint powers agreement to handle all water quality and quantity planning for
each member county and a Coordinated Water Resource Management Plan was adopted
by ordinance at that time. The Plan has been amended in 2002 and 2007.

The county and this Commission want to create a way to recognize the city’s
groundwater protection overlay and to that end members of the Commission met with Bill
Allred and John Boker of the IDEQ on Monday the 9. Their agency, after reading our
water quality plan, agreed that there should be a way to incorporate city wellhead
protection. By working on this now we should come up with a way to accept city plans
from throughout the region. The only problem is time. We must make the necessary
revisions to our plan and go through the hearing process. Each county will also need to
held public hearings before the change can be adopted. This process could take 8 to 12
months, but please be assured the county and this commission are making every effort to

protect the source water of the city and all residents of the county through out current
planning document.

‘Sincerely

‘
Bob J. Mufiley, Exec

S

¢c¢ Jerome County Commissioners



