
IN TH! DISTRICT COURT Of C~VZS CO~~y 

ST.>.TE Or ,.;z;:-,.;' I".:::XICO, on c..."H! 

~elation ot S. ~. R!Y~OLOS, 
State ~nqi~eer, and PECOS 
VA..t..L1.r AR':'£SIA..f CONSt.RVI!. .. SCY 
OIS'i.'RICT, 

vs. 

L. T. LL,.;'IS, et al., 
UNITED STATES Of A."t!:RICA, 

De fen dAn t". 
and 

STAT~ OF N~,.;' ~ICC, on ~~e 
relation of S. E. REYNOLDS, 
State ~~qineer, and P~COS 
VALI.EY Mtl'~S!Aii CONS!F.V),..-.CY 
OISTRICJ:', 

?laL~ti!!s, 

vs. 

HAGI.R.'i.AH CANAL CO., et al., 

Def en dAn t.s. 
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Nos. 2029~ and 22600 

CCNSOLICA-:'!.:::J 

Olo::iRIC7 CCt..'RT 
c-·•..:.,·!:2 CCW~TY. N .• \.{. 

~~-;;.:J In r~iy Office 

/J!cu.J -' cj ) 7'? y' 
0. '"·· '·: :~~-~-l c.!:.< Cl r>-t c or.a:e G:IUrt 

u ________ _ 

COKES NOW the plaintif!, State of New Mexico, ex ~el. S. E. 

Heynolds, State Engineer, and in supplament of the pleadings in 

thi.s cau.se states: 

1. The allegations o! the plaintiff, State of New Mexico, 

ex rel. S. E. Reynolds, State Engineer, in it.s Petition and Amended 

Supplemental Petition in Cause No. 20294, its Petit~on in Cause No. 

22600, and its Consolidation P~tition in Cause Nos. 20294 and 22600, 

con sol ida ted, are hereby adopted and incorporat"ed by reference. 

2. Th at plainti!!'s re l ator, S. !. Reynolds, i~-~J:l-!duly 

appointee State Eng:nee: of the State o! New ~~xico, charged by 

law with su?ervision of the apportio~~~nt: o! the publ~c waters of t~e 

state. 

J . T!'. a t S l!i:: Se 'iue nt c:o c:he f il i ng o f t he P et i t io n~ he.::-e in in 

Ca use Nos. 22600 and 20 29 4, an~ the Con~oli~ a t e~ Pe tition in ~0 3 . 



22600 and 2029-4, 'con.soli-::!a::ed, ::~e Ca:l!s:.ac !:::ga:::.cr. :::;:.s::::::-:: c:1 

~4:ch 11, 1976, to:~lly :eques::ed t~a:: ::~e Ot!ice ct t~e S~a::e 

E:.."\gineer aC;nini s:::e: t~e 'Ja':.ers o! t.:-:e ?ec:s ?.i•.-e : ;:t;:S..:a::: ::::: :::-:e 

coct:ine ot o:io: a??==::=~a:icr. . 

~. :-~at t: .. .'-: e ·..-a:e:s o: t.":e "-cs · .... e ll A:::e.sia.-: tir. ce::;::~-. ::! ;; 4 :e: 

2asi~ natu:ally c!s=~a:ge :o t~e ?e::::s ~ive:. 

5. T~at ::.."'.e s~::ace a:.::! ~-:ce:;:o~.:..-.c · ... a:e:s c: t~e .~i.e i:c:::::: 

S:::e~~ Sys::e~, t~e rtos•el! A:tesia~ u::::!e:;:oi.:.."1C ;;a::e: 3as!~, a::c t~e 

Pecos Rive: ar.c i~ ct~e: t:i~~taries a:e hyC:olcgically i~te::ela::e::, 

o: ~":e Pecos Rive: St:ea~ Syste= .. 

6. That said s~.:::ace anc! l.:.."lc!er;rc~.:..-:c! ._.a::ers o! t:Se ?ec:::s :ti·.·e: 

St:ea..::1 Syste!:l belong to :::-.e ;::u!::li::. a-'lc! a:a sl.!!lject to a;:?rC?:::-ia::ic:: 

fo:::- beneficial use cr.ly i:: t:Se ma~ne: ;::oviced ~y la._., 

7. That sooe o! the ri;hts to t~e use o: the public s~:!ace 

~aters of t~e Pecos River a-~ve t.:,e Ca:ls=ad Irrigation District's 

point o! diversicn,incluc!ing ~~e rights o! ~~e Carlsbad !r:igatic~ 

Distric~, have he:e~o!ore t:een adju~ic-atec! i;; t~e United States 

District CI.Jt.:..rt for t!':e Distric-:: o~ Ne'W ~exico i!'l Cause :;o. 712 !qui..t.y, 

styled United States r:Jf ~erica v. Hooe cc=unit·.r Ditc!'l, a'\d re:>ulti.::; 

in a f~;;:l decree da::ec! ~~y a, lgJJ, caJle::! t!'le Hope Decree. 

8. That the r~g!':t.s to t!'le use c! ~~e public ~aters of ~~e Ros~ell 

Arte~ian Underground Water :asin, ._.hie~ ~aters con~tit~te a su!::-

stantial amount of ~~e his~crically avail~le supply of the ._.aters 

ot the Pecos River, have heretofore been adjudicated in ~~i~ action. 

.. _ .. _,9. That the en!orce~ent. o! ~riori ties u:.de: t!':e ~c~e Decree 

~auld not ~rove t!'le water sup~ly of any user and '-'Oulc! reduc e 

the water =upply a vail a~ le to a la rge ~~~~er ~t users. 

10. That un ti l t:-.e : ic;!':ts t o t!le ~.:s e at t:.e public surface 

anc! und ergro u!'\d waters of.· :::"l e ? ec:::s ?.i~·er St::eai.l Syste!ll here:\..oJ:c.:...: 

not adj udicated he:eir. a::e acjudicated in t~i s action, plaintit!'s 

relato r .,..ill :;e l.:..ia!:l~e t:o s ~..:;: e:v.:..se c!ie a;::;::o:1:ior:..ent at ::."l. e sai::: 

?ublic '-'a t e:s in acco::c.a.-:ce '"' i t..'1 la'-'. 

;.r,.t~:<.Z? C?...::, ?la £:-. ::.:.!' :', S:ate of N e ·~· ~ te xi co . ex :::el. S. ~ . 

= 



1. That the Court name acci:~onal ?ar:ies ~=om tice to ti~ 

the water rights of ~~e Pecos River Strea~ Syster.; 

~~d describe f~!ly ~~c in ~e:ail ~hat :i;h:s, i! any, he cla~~s 

more specifically to state: 

a. When said ~ater right was initia:ec; 

b. PU=?Ose fer which i: is used; 

c. The amount of water necessary fo: ~~e beneficial use for 
which it was appropriated; 

c. Source of water; 

e . If a water right for irrigation is clai~d, the lanes to 
which it is appurtenant; 

t. Such ot.~er catters as may b4 necessary to define a par't.ic:.:lar 
right ~~c its priority; 

J. That the Court dete~ine ~~d define the water right~ of 

each of the several defend~~:~, as against the State of New Mexico 

a. The water rights adjucged each party; 

~- The sou:ce, priority, a~o~,t, pur?ose, periods, an~ 
place of use of each right; 

c. The specific tracts of land to which.water rights for 
irrigation are appurtenant; 

d. Such other catters as cay be necessary to define a particular 
right and its priority; 

4. That the Court enter i ts Order enjoL,ing all ill~al use 

of surface and underground waters of the Pecos River Stre4m Syst~, 

and where necessary require measuring devices in order to facilitate 

administration; 

5. That the Cou::. enter sue:. preli:::~inary, interlocutory, ar.d 

final orders as are necessary to a final cet:e~nat:ion and adjudic-

ation of the water rights of the Stream Sy:ste:t. 

s l!-'..""'.5 
Soecia l Assista nt At torney G~ne=al 
St ate Engin~r Office 
Ba t aan Me~orial Buil d i n g 
San t a fe , New ~ex ico 875 03 

Attorr••:y Lor the State of Nf!'W' M.ex i c:~ 


