
 

Jim Holway’s Comments on Key Policy Issues Facing CAWCD 

Questions are briefly listed below .. then answered in more detail further down.  These questions 

can come from a number of sources, including audience questions during campaign talks, and 

questionnaires from organizations considering endorsements.  If you have another question, 

send it to me at HolwayForArizona@gmail.com and I’ll add it to this list.  Recently added 

questions are in bold type in the list below. 

 

1.  Why do you want to serve? 

2.  What do you think is the most important role of the CAWCD? 

3.  What are the three biggest issues facing the CAP board? 

4. What are the three biggest issues dealing with regional Colorado River water management? 

5.  Should Arizona try to restore its senior rights to Colorado River? 

6.  What do you think about the Nestle bottling plant proposed for Phoenix? 

7.  Which of the most commonly referred to methods of water augmentation would you support?  

8.  Should the CAWCD begin emphasizing water conservation over promoting water use? 

9.  Should the CAWCD address climate change by emphasizing water conservation? 

10. Do you support the use of CAP water for recharge programs?   

11. Should the Central Arizona Groundwater Replenishment District (CAGRD) be required to 

recharge water where it was withdrawn?   

12. Would you support limits to the use of the CAGRD? 

13. Do you think the CAGRD promotes urban sprawl?   

14. Do you support reducing the CAWCD property tax rate? 

15. Do you support CAWCD continuing the incentives for agricultural water pricing? 

16. CAP has been working on regional efforts to find new water sources, which do you support?  

17. CAWCD is considering investing in a seawater desalination plant. Do you support the plant? 

18. Should the CAWCD participate in efforts to maintain the Cienega de Santa Clara?  

19. Would you support greater use of renewable energy or other sources for CAP pumping? 

20. Should CAP play a greater role in regional water policy decisions?  If so, how? 
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21. What do you personally do to use water wisely? 

22. Are you a republican or democrat? 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

A General Comment On My Responses: 

 

My general approach on any specific issue before the CAWCD Board is to approach it with an 

open mind and a commitment to work with fellow board members to craft workable consensus 

positions that will allow us to move forward, to invest in secure water supplies for our future, 

and to serve as wise stewards of both the resource and the natural environment.  I do not 

believe candidates should be taking firm positions on specific issues prior to engaging in 

public dialogue with their fellow representatives.  Now, having given this qualification, I do 

have perspectives based on my 6 years of service on the CAP Board and my 35 years of 

professional experience. 

 

 

1.  A seat on the board comes with no salary and a low profile – why do you want to serve? 

 

I believe I can use my experience, leadership, and consensus building skills to help 

Arizonans to plan and invest for an affordable and sustainable water future.  I also believe 

that if more forward thinking candidates can succeed in being elected to CAWCD we can 

begin to move the board to proactively face our future challenges. 

 

I have always been drawn to community and public service.  In addition, I have always had 

a keen interest in water issues and particularly appreciate the importance of water in both 

the history and future of the American southwest.   

 

 

2.  What do you think is the most important role of the CAWCD? 

 

Delivering a secure and reliable water supply as efficiently and affordably as possible for 

Central Arizona and operating in a socially and environmentally responsible manner.  In 

addition, as a major water policy leader in Arizona CAWCD should also advocate for 

sustainable water management for our state and region and help to educate and empower 

citizens to serve as stewards of our water resources. 

 

 

3. What are the three biggest issues facing the CAP board when it comes to dealing with water 

needs in the three-county service area? What would you propose to address those issues? 

 



Although there are a number of specific issues facing CAWCD where key decisions will 

need to be made, (such as drought contingency planning, water storage & firming, the 

CAGRD, securing new water supplies, Navajo Generating Station and future power supplies, 

Indian water rights settlements, the future of agriculture, and environmental impacts and 

regulations ).  I believe the most significant challenges facing CAWCD have more to do 

with governance and our approaches to water management.  If we can address these 

challenges, we will be well equipped to address any specific water issues that arise.  So, my 

three key issues CAWCD needs to address are: 

 

1. Looking far enough into the future to ensure we are planning wisely for sustainable 

water supplies: 

I will advocate for considering conditions 50 and more years into the future 

and for utilizing scenario planning to ensure we are well prepared for an 

uncertain future.  This is an area in which I have considerable professional 

expertise and experience. 

2. Need to “democratize” water management in Arizona 

The old adage of “its water, its complicated, all the experts agree, pass it” no 

longer works at the AZ legislature, or anywhere else for that matter.  Water 

management will become increasingly controversial and expensive.  

Concerned citizens as well as civic and business leaders need to become 

engaged on our key water management policies.  As a CAWCD Board 

member I will continue to be a strong advocate for ensuring we fully engage 

the larger community on key issues. 

3. Need to achieve consensus and move forward to invest in our future. 

Effective planning and community engagement are good aspirational goals, 

but in the end we need to be able to achieve a consensus and move forward.  

My approach is to build coalitions and to recognize that having a direction 

and being able to move forward as an organization is usually more important 

than having my own view prevail.   

 

 

4. What are the three biggest issues facing the CAP board when it comes to dealing with regional 

Colorado River water management? 

 

1. Drought Contingency Planning & Climate – including drought management, 

shortage sharing, and achieving a better understanding of the potential impacts and 

potential response to Global Climate Change.  We are currently in the midst of 

working with other basin states and major water users within Arizona to negotiate 

voluntary shortage sharing to bring our water demands in line with available 

supplies and reduce the severity of future shortages. 



2. The Law of the River (this is the laws, rules, treaties, and negotiated agreements 

specifying how the Colorado River is to be managed) – keeping it current, relevant, 

and workable … including the ongoing efforts to find consensus solutions that 

adequately address the concerns of all basin states (the 7 states including AZ that 

contribute to the Colorado River) and if possible avoid costly and potentially 

destructive legal battles. 

3. Representing the interests of the CAWCD service area … and perhaps to some 

degree Arizona as a whole in the seven basin states and international negotiations 

related to the Colorado River 

A few additional big issues include:  endangered species and the Multispecies 

Conservation Plan (MSCP), salinity, AZ’s junior rights for CAP water. 

 

 

5. Should Arizona try to restore its senior rights to Colorado River water that flows through the 

CAP canal or should the state accept the junior rights agreed to as a condition of  congressional 

support for construction of the canal? 

 

Well … one could certainly not blame AZ for trying, but lack of political power is what 

landed us in this situation in the first place and we certainly do not have the political power 

now, or in the foreseeable future, that would be required to reverse the deal made.  Having 

said this, I do believe we should explore the opportunity to strike a new deal on the 

Colorado River in the context of everyone’s increasing understanding about the existing 

over allocation and the likelihood that future inflows may become both lower and more 

variable.  We might consider whether it would be in the interest of Arizona to strike a deal 

where all Colorado River allocations were reduced to be more in line with reality, in such a 

situation it might serve Arizona best to take a larger percentage reduction than other states 

if this could be combined with returning us to a co-equal priority with the other states.  In 

fact the current Drought Contingency Planning efforts are taking an approach along these 

lines. 

 

 

6. What do you think about the Nestle bottling plant proposed for Phoenix? 

 

First, the CAP Board, since we are basically the wholesale supplier of water, has no 

authority over how individual cities decide what businesses to approve.  In this case the 

Nestle plant is a decision of the city of Phoenix.  I am not a fan of bottled water, I prefer to 

carry re-usable bottles and reduce much of the bottled water waste.  However, even with 

this practice there will still be a market for bottled water.  I am also not a fan of Nestle.  

Though I have not done any research on their current corporate practices, there are 

certainly reasons they were often boycotted in the past. 



  

I also think we should use controversies such as this as an opportunity to raise awareness of 

the importance and role of water in our region.  In addition to Nestle there was the recent 

issue about the farm in western AZ being used to grow alfalfa being shipped to the Middle 

East for dairy operations. 

  

Having said this, I believe the key question here is what economic return is earned from 

different uses of water.  Water is used in many production processes, whether that is 

agriculture, or microchip manufacturing or a soda or water bottling plant.  We should seek 

to make sure our water is used efficiently and we should look for activities that provide a 

good return in terms of jobs produced and local income for each unit of water used.  So .. 

the question for me would be how does Nestle stack up against other economic uses of 

water.  I have not done this research but I would guess the Nestle plant might stack up as a 

better than average use of water from an economic activity and jobs perspective. 

 

If you would like additional information and perspectives here are just a few of the many 

articles on the topic. 

 

Arizona Republic Article on the issue: 

http://www.azcentral.com/story/news/local/arizona-water/2016/05/19/what-drought-nestle-

plans-35-million-plant-bottle-water-phoenix/84599910/ 

 

An Op-Ed from Rita Maguire (former Director of Arizona’s Department of Water 

Resources, here representing Nestle) defending the Nestle Plant:  

http://www.azcentral.com/story/opinion/op-ed/2016/05/31/nestle-bottled-water-

phoenix/85040872/ 

 

 

7. The seven-state water plan signed in 2007 outlines the need for augmenting the Colorado 

River’s flow. Which of the most commonly referred to methods (desalination, cloud-seeding, 

invasive plant removal, paying farmers to fallow fields seasonally, importing water from other 

sources) would you support and why? 

 

I would not take any water supply option off the table for future consideration.  

 

 I would also advocate that we need short term augmentation and conservation efforts to 

address normal climatic variability and extreme drought events as well as permanent 

efforts to address long term “base load” water needs.  This distinction is critical because 

some methods, such as paying farmers to fallow fields seasonally, will address climatic 

variability but will not produce a permanent supply.  I do believe that voluntary shortage 
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sharing arrangements with agriculture should be aggressively pursued as a part of our 

comprehensive water management approach.  Augmentation supplies should be pursued 

based on the cost per acre-foot of water produced, utilizing the cheapest and most reliable 

supplies first, with any environmental and social costs being part of the cost of the supply. 

Conservation, at least to a certain level, is often the cheapest source of “new” supplies, but 

the reliability and unintended consequences of allocating these conserved supplies must be 

considered.  We should also continue to investigate purchasing water rights and importing 

water from other sources (such as agricultural and tribal users along the Colorado River).  

Desalination is a promising source of new supply and deserves continued research and 

investment as well as negotiations with Mexico and other potential partners.  Personally, I 

am skeptical of the ability of cloud seeding to secure additional supplies that can be reliably 

produced during the appropriate season and that would not lead to successful legal 

challenges from those who believe they have been impacted by either too much water or too 

little water as a result of any “unintended” consequences.  Where cases can be made that 

returning vast landscapes to a less intensively vegetated “native” condition would 

significantly increase runoff, then these claims are worthy of some investigation, though I 

do tend to be skeptical of the long term cost effectiveness and political acceptability of such 

approaches. 

 

 

8.  Should the CAWCD begin emphasizing water conservation over promoting water use? 

I support water conservation efforts and spent much of my career defending and enforcing 

Arizona’s water conservation requirements as the Assistant Director of the Arizona 

Department of Water Resources.   I do not believe CAWCD promotes water use, though we 

do sometimes utilize our property tax revenues to subsidize municipal and industrial water 

rates and I have argued strongly for M & I water rates that reflect the full cost of CAP 

Water and believe the CAWCD Board is finally moving in this direction.  CAWCD is 

essentially a wholesale provider of water and thus I believe our role in promoting water 

conservation (other than through full cost pricing) is limited.  I do support our use of 

property tax revenues to reduce agricultural water costs for a variety of reasons, most 

notably because we agreed to do this through 2030 as part of a water settlement agreement 

with the Gila River Indian Community.  A bit more on my philosophy about water 

conservation is below. 

Conservation is often the cheapest source of water, so it should always be considered as one 

source of supply.  However, conservation alone will not provide the water supplies needed 

for the projected growth of demand in Central Arizona, so all supplies should be 

considered.  Since we need to look far into the future for water supply planning, we also 

need to consider future climate alternatives and how they may impact our water supplies 

(for example it took about 60 years from concept to authorization and finally building of 



the CAP canal).  When I served as the ASU coordinator for the Arizona Water Institute, I 

helped to initiate a study involving CAP, SRP, City of Phoenix, ASU and University of 

Arizona to downscale promising climate models in order to develop scenarios on the 

potential impact of climate change for our region.  This type of critical work must continue.  

Whether or not our elected officials will acknowledge that climate change is occurring, 

water managers are now seriously planning for a dryer climate as one of the alternative 

futures we could face.  Looking at our historic patterns and assuming they will repeat 

themselves is one alternative we should consider.  Looking at the estimates of climate 

experts who project we could have 25% less water before the end of the century is another 

alternative we should consider.  Our challenge is to build a water system that will be able to 

reliably serve our grandchildren and their grandchildren through whatever changes occur. 

There is always more we can do to increase efficiency of water use, but at an increasing 

cost.  I believe some additional conservation can and should be pursued.  I also view this as 

a significant public policy issue.  When it comes to restricting certain uses (such as outdoor 

landscapes and water features) there is also a connection between quality of life, lifestyle 

preferences, issues such as urban heat island, and water use that must be considered.  I 

believe we need to facilitate a better informed public dialogue about these issues and the 

tradeoffs involved in an effort to develop clear public policy for Arizona. 

I believe CAWCD should continue to work with other major water providers in Arizona to 

educate the public and major water users and to develop best practices and to promote 

voluntary conservation efforts.  I do not believe CAWCD should take on any regulatory 

roles related to conservation or water allocation; this role should remain with the State 

Department of Water Resources.  In Arizona we also have adopted public policies to 

restrict certain water uses (prohibiting lakes in new subdivisions, requiring low water using 

landscapes in public rights of way, etc.).  Many of these are public policy choices involve 

important tradeoffs, as discussed above. Charging the true cost of securing, treating and 

delivering water is important, but I believe agriculture is an important component of 

Arizona’s culture, quality of life and economy.  Agriculture can also have a significant role, 

through shortage agreements with cities, as a buffer to help us address our climatic 

variability.  Finally, I believe local food production and hence agriculture should have a 

key role in efforts to improve the sustainability of our region. 

 

9. Should the CAWCD address climate change by emphasizing water conservation above 

promoting water use? 

Conservation is often the cheapest source of water, so it should always be considered as one 

source of supply.  However, conservation alone is unlikely to provide the water supplies 

needed for the projected growth of demand in Central Arizona, so all supplies should be 



considered.  Since we need to look far into the future for water supply planning, we need to 

consider future climate alternatives and how they may impact our water supplies (for 

example it took about 60 years from concept to authorization and finally building of the 

CAP canal).  When I served as the ASU coordinator for the Arizona Water Institute, I 

helped to initiate a study involving CAP, SRP, City of Phoenix, ASU and University of 

Arizona to downscale promising climate models in order to develop scenarios on the 

potential impact of climate change for our region.  This type of critical work must continue.  

Whether or not you believe climate change is occurring, water managers must consider this 

as one of the alternative futures we could face.  Looking at our historic patterns and 

assuming they will repeat themselves is one alternative we should consider.  Looking at the 

estimates of climate experts who project we could have 25% less water before the end of 

the century is another alternative we should consider.  Our challenge is to build a water 

system that will be able to reliably serve our grandchildren and their grandchildren 

through whatever changes occur. 

 

10. Do you support the use of CAP water for recharge programs?  If so, what would be the 

benefits of such programs? 

 

Yes, I support using CAP water for groundwater recharge.  Recharge can provide a 

number of benefits, but the most important is the critical role of recharge in “conjunctive 

water management”.  Conjunctive management is managing all sources of water (Salt and 

Verde River water, Colorado River water delivered through CAP, other surface water, 

groundwater, and treated wastewater) and all demands for water collectively.  The basic 

idea here is that during times of shortage in one supply we rely on other sources, a few 

years ago when reservoirs on the Salt River were low, the Salt River Project (SRP) was 

able to use Colorado River water.  During times when both surface water supplies are short 

we can rely more heavily on groundwater.  Then during times of excess surface water we 

can use these supplies to recharge our aquifers.  For treated wastewater, typically we may 

have sufficient demand to fully use these supplies for landscape watering during the 

summer, but then have excess supply in the winter. Recharging this water into the ground 

during winter and recovering during summer allows us to have the water when it is needed.  

Conjunctively managing supplies in this way leads to greater efficiency of use, reduced 

infrastructure costs, less need for securing new supplies and a much more resilient supply.  

Actively managing groundwater pumping and recharge locations and rates can also be 

used to address local groundwater conditions. 

 



11. Would you support efforts to require that the use of the Central Arizona Groundwater 

Replenishment District (CAGRD) include requirements for recharge in the general area of where 

the water is being withdrawn?   

Yes, in some cases CAGRD replenishment should occur near where the groundwater was 

withdrawn.  Where physical availability of groundwater is limited, or groundwater 

overdraft and consequent water level declines are above some minimal and acceptable 

level, then yes recharge should be in the area of hydrologic impact of use.  In some regions 

there may actually already be high water levels or other groundwater issues that make 

these inappropriate areas for recharge.  The current rules on CAGRD replenishment need 

to be modified to incorporate such management considerations.   

 

12. Would you support limits to the use by cities or developers of Central Arizona Groundwater 

Replenishment District? 

 

Yes.  There is an important and appropriate role for the CAGRD in Arizona’s 

comprehensive water management approach, but it is neither feasible nor optimal for the 

CAGRD demand to grow beyond a certain level.  

 

 The CAGRD, as well as the Active Management Area’s Assured Water Supply Rules, need 

to be modified to: limit the overall demand the CAGRD can supply; target the CAGRD to 

provide an interim rather than a permanent supply to new development on the urban edge; 

create mechanisms whereby water rights and supplies can be secured through some type of 

portfolio building cooperative entity that could be directly served to customers and not 

permanently require groundwater pumping followed by groundwater replenishment where 

infrastructure for direct delivery is appropriate.   

 

 

13. Do you think the CAGRD promotes urban sprawl?  If so, how would you modify it to 

promote more compact development? 

Certainly the CAGRD has allowed continued sprawl.  I don’t think the CAGRD promotes 

such sprawl, but the GRD was created by the development community to make sure the 

states Assured Water Supply Rules would not prohibit access to groundwater when it was 

physically available.  Personally, I do support a more compact urban form and the 

principles of smart growth.  This was in fact is a major focus of my full time job with the 

Sonoran Institute’s Western Lands and Communities Program prior to my resignation in 

2014 to campaign full time for the Arizona Corporation Commission (a race I lost) ….  

However, my years of water management experience have also taught me to be pragmatic 

… and the political forces that created the CAGRD still have more than sufficient political 



power to limit the types of changes that can be implemented.  We can and must implement 

changes to make the CAGRD an appropriate water management tool.  We should be able 

to get support for these necessary changes.  However, I remain skeptical of the political 

feasibility of efforts to use the CAGRD as a “Smart Growth” tool.   

There is an important and appropriate role for the CAGRD in Arizona’s comprehensive 

water management approach, but it is neither feasible nor optimal for the CAGRD demand 

to grow beyond a certain level.   The CAGRD, as well as the Active Management Area’s 

Assured Water Supply Rules, need to be modified to: limit the overall demand the CAGRD 

can supply; target the CAGRD to provide an interim rather than a permanent water 

supply to new development on the urban edge; and, create mechanisms whereby water 

rights and supplies can be secured through some type of portfolio building cooperative 

entity that could be directly served to customers and not permanently require groundwater 

pumping followed by groundwater replenishment where infrastructure for direct delivery 

is appropriate 

We can and must implement changes, such as those mentioned in the two questions above, 

to make the CAGRD an appropriate water management tool.  My years of experience have 

also taught me to be pragmatic and to focus on where sufficient consensus can be achieved.  

As long as we do not overreach and try to do too much we should be able to get support for 

necessary changes.   

 

14. Do you support reduction of the CAWCD property tax rate or should the district wait until 

the housing market and property tax revenue stabilize? 

 

CAWCD has a specific and necessary function to perform, as property values continue to 

recover the Board should consider whether a reduction in the tax rate is appropriate. 

 

My first priority will be to ensure that we are making the necessary investments to ensure 

an adequate and sustainable water supply for our children and grandchildren and beyond.  

My second priority will be to ensure that we are wise stewards of our cultural and natural 

resources, including critical environmental habitats.  My third priority will be to provide 

these services as efficiently and as cost effectively as possible.  I believe a critical role for the 

CAWCD Board, and the key reason we have an elected board, is to be a vigilant and 

effective watchdog over the taxing authority and expenditures of the CAWCD.  However, I 

believe our first responsibility is to the priorities I identified above.   

 

I do believe that the CAP Municipal and Industrial water rates should fully recover the 

costs, including capital investment costs, for providing water to those customers.  I have 

consistently advocated for decreasing the use of property tax to subsidize the M & I rates 



and was recently the only Board member to vote against a property tax increase for this 

reason. 

 

 

15. Are you willing to continue to support providing incentives for Ag water pricing? This 

requires the use of CAP reserve funds to promote continued large scale use of CAP Ag water at 

least through 2030. 

 

I support maintaining a viable agricultural economy in Arizona.  I would like to see 

ongoing efforts along the lines of the project the Arizona Agribusiness Council and I 

initiated through the AZ Water Institute while I was at ASU.  This project involved going 

around the state and asking farmers and farming communities, including tribal 

communities, what they saw as the future of agriculture in their region.  The overall goal of 

the effort was to help the agricultural community develop viable future scenarios and then 

to consider the water implications.  I believe if we want to see ourselves as developing a 

sustainable state, then a sustainable production agriculture economy must be part of that 

picture.   

  

Concerning your specific question, I believe the current pricing incentives for agricultural 

water are appropriate and should be maintained at least through the 2030 date already 

promised and committed to in the water settlements with the Gila River Indian 

Community. 

  

 

16. The CAP had been working on a regional effort to find new water sources, called ADD 

Water. Although that effort has been suspended, the need to secure additional supplies remains.  

Which of these potential sources (increased use of reclaimed water, desalinated sea water or 

brackish ground water; increased conservation efforts; increased use of reclaimed wastewater) 

would you support and why?  

 

I would support them all.  My initial inclination would be to put these potential sources in 

generally the following order for development:  reclaimed wastewater and other reclaimed 

waters, brackish groundwater, increased conservation, and desalinated seawater.   

 

Generally, my ordering here has to do with the immediate availability of the supply, the 

economic costs of developing the supply, and the potential unintended consequences.  We 

do have extensive brackish groundwater, particularly in the southwest Phoenix metro area.  

I support treating and utilizing this water, but I would not support mining this in an 

unsustainable manner.  On the issue of conservation I do believe we can be more efficient 

with our water use, but I believe we already are reasonably efficient in Arizona.  I also 



believe water conservation – when it comes to limiting certain uses – is very closely tied to 

quality of life issues.  When looking at something like our urban heat island, there is a 

complex interplay between water use, landscaping, energy use and quality of life that must 

be considered and recognized as a policy choice for us to make both collectively and 

individually.  Desalination of seawater is seen by some as an unlimited supply of water.  I 

would certainly support additional research to lower the energy costs and to understand 

the role desalination can play in providing an affordable and secure supply.  We also need 

to be aware of potential environmental impacts of desalination. 

 

 

17. Arizona, along with the CAWCD and SRP, have been discussing the possibility of investing 

in a seawater desalination plant at Rocky Point in Mexico. The plant would produce water that 

could be brought into the United States through a pipeline. Would you support the plant? 

 

I certainly consider this option worthy of consideration and further negotiation and 

research.   

 

I would need to receive additional information and participate in board discussions before 

I would be ready to weigh in on the long term role this particular option should take in our 

regional water supply portfolio.  Key considerations would relate to the cost relative to 

other alternatives, the reliability (both physically and politically) of the supply, and the 

potential side consequences.  This issue is not just whether such a supply option should be 

pursued but the appropriate timing for making the additional supply available. 

 

 

18.  Should the CAWCD participate in efforts to keep water flowing to the Cienega de Santa 

Clara wetlands in Mexico to maintain this essential habitat for birds and other wildlife?  Please 

explain. 

Yes CAWCD should continue to participate in efforts to address the Cienega de Santa 

Clara.  Research has indicated that minimal annual flows (approximately 25 – 50,000 

af/year) combined with periodic larger flows (every 5 years of approximately 250,000 af) 

can sustain the Cienega.  CAWCD should continue to participate with the other basin 

states, Mexico, the US Government, major water districts and environmental and 

conservation groups on efforts to secure these flows and maintain the delta.  Some portion 

of these supplies must also come from the Mexican water supplies (such as their allocation 

of Colorado River water).  With the recent changes in IBWC leadership we now see a 

willingness, and even leadership, coming from Mexico to address these environmental 

needs.  I previously worked with the new Mexican IBWC Commissioner, Roberto Salmon, 

when we co-chaired the Arizona Sonora Border 2012 Water Work Group for several years. 

 



 

19. The CAP canal requires significant amounts of energy to move water to central Arizona. At 

some point, CAWCD officials say they will need a new power source to replace Navajo 

Generating Station. Would you support greater use of renewable energy or some combination of 

other sources, including nuclear, natural gas or another coal plant? 

 

Yes, I would support greater use of renewable supplies.  I would also support the 

consideration of other sources for future power supply.   

 

CAWCD needs to develop a broader portfolio of energy supply and also begin planning for 

the eventual retirement of NGS.  I support the Technical Working Group proposal recently 

negotiated for NGS compliance with EPA’s particulate and visibility rules.  This proposal 

was developed by a group of NGS owners, the Navajo tribe and several environmental 

organizations.  Although no one got the deal they wanted this does represent the types of 

hard fought compromises that are essential if we are going to be able to govern our 

increasingly diverse and complex communities.  I have advocated for CAWCD to evaluate 

how to maximize the potential to utilize solar and other renewable resources to power the 

canal and to take both a short and long term perspective to this question.  At this point 

there is support on the CAWCD Board to begin looking beyond NGS, but there is not 

sufficient support to make any short term changes from relying on NGS. 

 

 

20. The Arizona Department of Water Resources, over the last decade, saw its budget cut by 

two-thirds and its staff cut by more than half, although there has been some recovery in staffing 

it is still well below historic levels. Do you think the CAWCD should play a greater role in state 

water issues? 

 

Yes, unfortunately CAWCD does need to be prepared to play a greater role in state water 

policy.   

 

After 2007 we decimating the capacity of our state resource management agencies, 

including the Arizona Department of Water Resources (ADWR).  As the former Assistant 

Director of ADWR I believe this is a mistaken and short sighted approach.  I believe our 

state agencies should have the lead role in representing Arizona on Colorado River 

Management issues and on ensuring we are wise stewards of Arizona’s precious water 

resources.  During my tenure as the Assistant Director of ADWR, I was concerned about 

CAWCD stepping beyond their traditional role and creating turf battles with the state 

agency.  However, if the state continues to underfund critical ADWR programs, then it will 

be necessary and in the best interest of Central Arizona for CAWCD, in collaboration with 

water users and communities throughout the region, to fill the planning, policy, and 



representative of Arizona’s interests vacuum.  As a board member, I will advocate for a 

strong ADWR, for additional “democratization” of water management policy, and for 

ensuring that CAWCD does not build a water management empire beyond what is 

necessary and appropriate. 

 

 

21. Do you think the CAP should play a greater role in regional water policy decisions? If so, 

how? 

 

Yes …. .  CAP needs to play an active role in regional water management.  I believe our 

state agencies should have the lead role in representing Arizona on Colorado River 

Management issues and on ensuring we are wise stewards of Arizona’s precious water 

resources.  During my tenure as the Assistant Director of ADWR, I was concerned about 

CAWCD stepping beyond their traditional role and creating turf battles with the state 

agency.  However, if the state continues to underfund critical ADWR programs, then it will 

be necessary and in the best interest of Central Arizona for CAWCD, in collaboration with 

water users and communities throughout the region, to fill the planning, policy, and 

representative of Arizona’s interests vacuum.  As a board member, I will advocate for a 

strong ADWR, for additional “democratization” of water management policy, and for 

ensuring that CAWCD does not build a water management empire beyond what is 

necessary and appropriate. 

 

I assume here that by “regional” you are referring to the Colorado River Basin.  If you are 

referring to issues within the State of Arizona, but outside of either the CAWCD service 

area or the Colorado River communities I may have a different answer.  So,  how can CAP 

engage in regional water policy:  Participation in 7 basin state negotiations, participation in 

salinity management and environmental (e.g. Co River Multi-Species Conservation Plan) 

forums, participation in international Colorado Basin negotiations, providing technical and 

planning support, facilitation for AZ parties in multi-state negotiations, and when 

necessary stepping in to support ADWR.  For such activities CAWCD should not be 

expected to pay more than a fair proportion of the costs, but could take a lead role if 

necessary and collect support from participating partners to raise the necessary funds.  

 

 

22. What do you personally do to use water wisely? 

 

I live in a 1950’s adobe house.  Shortly after moving in I replaced all of our older toilets as 

well as the showerheads with new low water using fixtures.  When replacing our washing 

machine a number of years ago we invested in one of the first generation low water using 

front loader machines (at considerable extra expense).  In order to reduce running of water 



to get hot water, I added an on demand water heater closer to the point of use for our 

second bathroom.  We have entirely native desert landscaping and have over time removed 

all of the non native trees that were there when we bought the house.  Our house did come 

with a pool, but I minimize water use by draining and refilling the pool much less than the 

recommended every 2 or 3 years.  We utilize evaporate cooling for much of the year and I 

maintain the coolers, as well as other water using equipment and plumbing fixtures to 

minimize any water losses.   

 

22. Are you a republican or democrat? 

Water - Politics - Partisanship & Citizenship 

 

This may be the second most frequently asked question of the 2016 campaign season (after 

the Nestle Bottling Plant –see question #6 on my website FAQs).   

 

I will answer, after sharing some thoughts about politics and water.  This election to the 

CAWCD Board is non-partisan (and the Board is also unpaid), and I for one hope that we 

will continue to keep partisan politics out of Arizona water policy.  Water policy is 

certainly political.  I’ve always loved the quote “Whiskey is for drinking and water is for 

fighting over”.  However, it is an interest group/stakeholder politics where we have cities 

vs. mines vs. agriculture, rural vs. urban, one city vs another city, and for sure one 

Colorado Basin state vs. another state.   We argue, we debate, and we promote our interests 

… however, we also respect each other, seek to understand each other’s needs and 

positions, and search for the common ground that will allow us to make decisions, move 

forward and invest in our future.  We understand how to "agree to disagree" on some key 

issues and not let these stop progress.  This is how politics more generally used to work, 

and I believe we would all be better off if we rejected the bitter, divisive and increasingly 

damaging partisan fervor that seems to be taking over politics in our state and our country.  

From my 35 years of experience working on water, I also don’t believe someone’s party 

identification is a very good indicator of their positions on water issues.  For folks wanting 

to know my political party, I would like to know what issues you care about.  Is it taxes – I 

can tell you that I was the only vote against the recent CAWCD property tax increase 

because I believe our municipal and industrial water rates should fully cover the cost of 

serving these customers and we should not subsidize those rates through your property 

taxes.  Is it whether or not I believe in global climate change – my concern is making sure 

we have a long term secure and sustainable water supply for our region, most climate 

scientists report that we are impacting our climate in ways that could make Arizona hotter 

and reduce our available water supplies.  Yes, I take these climate change projections 

seriously, but for me the important point is that we need to prepare and invest in a water 

supply that will remain reliable whatever our uncertain future may bring – to do otherwise 

would be grossly irresponsible to our grandchildren.  If you want to know my opinions on 



the most important water issues facing Arizona – please look through the other questions 

here.  If you want to know my views on gun rights, abortion, immigration or any other of 

the many issues that seem to divide our country today --- we’ll if it does not impact our 

water management then it’s just not relevant to the CAWCD election.  I’m running to 

serve you by making sure we take good care of our water, because I’ve spent my whole 

career working on such issues and believe that I have much to contribute.  I am not looking 

to run for any other office where my views on such issues might be relevant.  I am a 

democrat, but far more important, I am a father, I am an Arizonan and I am a 12th 

generation American.  I am not interested in seeing a red, blue or even purple Arizona, but 

rather I want my son to be able to participate in an Arizona that celebrates its diversity 

and invests in a better future for all of our children and grandchildren.  Thank you for 

indulging my comments. 

 


