
Day Three, 3/7/2018 

 
Hi all:  first, I'd like to thank the new faces we had in the peanut gallery today, and of course, those steadfast 
folks we see every day.  As much as some of us would prefer to be hanging out in our bathrobes at 8 am, 
watching the trial unfold is a great way to get a handle on the issues being argued and how the court processes 
all the information. 

Today's start was the continuation of Aquifer Science's witness, Norman Carlson, who testified regarding how 
electromagnetism was used to measure subsurface structures.  It could also be used to measure the 
permeability of rocks and other features.  I'm sure there are a couple of you out there who have an absolute 
passion for electromagnetism, but in the interest of keeping the rest of my reading audience, I'm leaving it 
here.  Even the judge interrupted the testimony to remind the lawyer and witness that she's a lawyer, not a 
scientist--in other words, bring it down to an understandable level for all of us. 

Next up was Aquifer Science's hydrologist, Neil Blandford, of DB Stevens.  He was on the stand the rest of the 
day testifying about the results he found when the test wells were drilled and the implications of those 
results.  A lot of his testimony got technical, so I'll list a few of his conclusions, some of which our team will 
dispute when it's our turn to put our witnesses on the stand. 

If AS/Campbell's application is approved, they will be able to draw 350 acre feet of water from one of the test 
wells.  Blandford claims that only 11 or 12 homes and San Pedro Creek  will be impacted.  He said this is due 
to what he called a "bound aquifer" condition.  In this context, it means that he feels  there's an isolated aquifer 
(not connected to our Sandia Basin) whose boundaries are impermeable rocks (faults).  The said the homes 
that would be most impacted are those south of the Campbell land off of North 14.  (Not certain if he meant 
both sides of N14 or just the east side).   
He also claimed that Sandia Knoll's wells are declining and that even though the Knolls is permitted to use up 
to 325 af of water, the most we could expect would be 166 af, over time.  The last I heard some years ago, we 
were only using about 125 af.   
He said that San Pedro Creek would need replenishing of 100-200 af of water annually and they'd accomplish 
that first with potable water, then a mixture of potable water and treated effluent, then just treated effluent.   
There was much discussion about what methodology he used to build his model, how it had been recalibrated 
with Bernalillo County data and why there were some major changes that differed from when this case went 
before the State Engineer.   
That's it for today friends...hope you can join us for a few hours.   Trial starts at 8:45  tomorrow. 

Reported by Kathy McCoy. 

 
DON'T FORGET, IT IS HELPFUL TO HAVE AS MANY PEOPLE SHOW UP AS POSSIBLE.  ALL THE 
COURTROOM DETAILS (LOCATION, PARKING, ETC) ARE POSTED 
ON   DEEPWELLPROTEST.ORG 

 

http://deepwellprotest.org/

