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Despite some opposition expressed from the audience, the Walker River Irrigation District board 

of directors at its Friday meeting voted to direct legal counsel to continue with the appeal of the 

federal district court decision to the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals. 

The vote, however, passed by only a 3-2 vote, with directors Richard Nuti and Dennis Acciari 

voting in opposition. 

But first, the board and audience heard an apology from WRID legal counsel Gordon DePaoli to 

the board and water users about the fact the notice of appeal was filed before a discussion of the 

WRID board to determine its standing regarding the appeal. He said if he had to do it over again 

he would have done it differently and had a meeting similar to this before filing the appeal. 

He said the board had received information in the past week or so about the proceedings and 

briefings that explained “why in our judgment we agreed to proceed with the appeal.” 

WRID had appealed to the appeals court the U.S. District Court ruling that denied and remanded 

back for further proceedings the Nevada State Engineer’s ruling No. 6271 that approved the 

water changes needed for WRID’s water leasing program it has proposed with the National Fish 

and Wildlife Foundation. That action also denied the motion for temporary modification of the 

decree and the special master’s approval of the temporary changes. 

The Nevada State Engineer also filed a notice to appeal this decision, as did the Nevada Division 

of Wildlife. 

WRID director David Little spoke the strongest in favor of the appeal. He said the board already 

had voted in support to proceed with the water leasing program as part of the Walker Basin 

Acquisition program, but those in the audience said there were some new board members since 

that occurred. 

To open the discussion, director Nuti disclosed, after consultation with district legal counsel, that 

he was a part of the legal proceedings and his farm corporation, SN Ranch, had filed opposition 

to the water change request before the State Engineer. 

Director David Giorgi said he’d met with constituents from the division he represented and after 

explanation the consensus was to proceed with the appeal. 

Nuti said he spoke with water users in Smith and Mason valleys and it was about split 50-50 

regarding their opinions about the appeal. 



Besides the State Engineer’s approval of the changes for the water leasing program, the 

California State Water Resources Control Board in February 2013 approved WRID’s petitions 

for a temporary change involving the transfer of 25,000 acre-feet of water and instream flow 

dedication for one year. This would change WRID’s stored water rights to in-stream use. 

The federal court ruled the California board hadn’t made four calculations it felt were necessary 

for the approval. It also ruled the junior water rights would be impaired by the temporary 

changes. 

Nuti said he was in favor of the stipulation agreement with National Fish and Wildlife 

Foundation but not with the water leasing program. He said water was so limited and he didn’t 

like to see any water going out of the basin, even if it was temporary. 

The premise of the leasing program was that some water would not be used by WRID water 

rights owners and leased to NFWF to go to Walker Lake. 

Director Dennis Acciari proposed a vote of water right holders on the issue and some in the 

audience also favored that but no action resulted. 

Little, though, said the reason for such a board was to vote and make decisions as they “couldn’t 

run to the water users.” 

WRID board chairman Jim Snyder said he sat in on a meeting with quite a few water users and 

once the situation was explained “there was much better understanding.” He said the majority 

were in favor of the stipulation while there was still some controversy regarding the water 

leasing program. 

DePaoli said the board could put this issue on the agenda at a later time and discuss it. 

“You’ll have plenty of opportunity to go a different direction” even with the appeal proceeding 

now, he said. 

Nuti said he believed twice in the past there were discussions about water lease programs but that 

involved the water going to other users/farmers in the basin, so the water didn’t leave the local 

valleys. 

WRID currently has an agreement with NFWF on a three-year water leasing demonstration 

project to be administered and managed by the district pursuant to the agreement. Then, in 2012, 

the district approved an amended grant agreement with NFWF for a one-year Stored Water 

Program, wherein surface water from the Topaz and Bridgeport reservoirs would be released for 

in-stream dedication to and including Walker Lake, to increase inflows to the lake. 

The changes by Nevada State Engineer and the California board would only take effect until the 

federal decree court entered an order modifying the Walker River (C-125) Decree accordingly, 

and approves at least one of the State Engineer’s temporary change application rulings (filed by 

WRID). 



Nuti said his concern was with farmers who only had new lands or new wells for irrigation. He 

didn’t like the idea that the State Engineer could feel if the local water users were leasing their 

water then they didn’t really need it. 

“In my opinion it gives off the wrong message,” Nuti said. 

“To me, it’s an individual farmer’s decision, not WRID’s,” Little said. 

After the motion to approve the appeal decision, Mason Valley rancher Dale Borsini asked, 

“Does this have to be done right now? Could we table it and hold off?” 

Borsini hoped to await a decision by the State Engineer about wells in the two valleys and likely 

future curtailment orders. 

He said it appeared there was some indecisiveness among the board, to which Little said, “I’m 

not (indecisive).” 

Later, DePaoli said he would like direction that day at least regarding the leasing part. He said 

the board could still later say it didn’t want to do the leasing program. 

Nuti feared the decision could set precedence for future cases but DePaoli said he didn’t think 

that was the case, that it dealt with application 8700 (with State Engineer) “and nothing further,” 

not on any future transfers. 

Ranch owner Tom Reviglio said, “Are we in the farming business or are we in the leasing 

business?” 

He said when water is not used for irrigation but goes elsewhere, it is lost for recharge of the 

local aquifer. 

 


