
METER INSTALL FORM 
DATE: _____________ 

WATER BUDGET ADMINISTRATION OFFICE TRACKING # ____________________ 
 

CUSTOMER NAME: _____________________________________________________ 

MAILING ADDRESS: _____________________________________________________ 

CITY: _______________________   STATE: ________   ZIP: _____________________ 

CONTACT PERSON: _____________________________________________________ 

WORK #: ________________________    OTHER PHONE #: _____________________ 

METER SIZE: _______________           TEMPORARY              PERMANENT 

SERVICE ADDRESS: ______________________________________________________ 

ZIP CODE: _______   SUBDIVISION: _____________________PHASE: _____________ 

 

CITY      COUNTY                COMMERCIAL       SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL         MULTI-FAMILY RES        # Units_________ 

 

OFFSET FEES         RIGHTS DEDICATED           RETROFIT CREDITS          AFFORDABLE HOUSING         WATER BUDGET: _______ 

 
Temporary or permanent new meter service requires that the following items be in place at the service site at the time of completion of this form.  If 

requirements are not met, and administrative fee of $100 will be applied to the customer’s utility bill and the meter will not be set.  Customer will be 

required to complete an additional meter set form when requirements are met.  The $100 administrative fee will be applied each time the requirements 

are not met.  The water system must be accepted by SDCW Engineering staff in the particular subdivision in which service is requested.  If the subdivision 

is not accepted, the customer will be contacted and the meter will be set within 10 business days upon acceptance.  If the subdivision is accepted, 

requirements are met, and paperwork is complete, the meter will be set within 7 business days.  If you should have any questions regarding the meter set 

status beyond the 10 business days, please contact Customer Service at 955-4333. 
 

METER LID EXPOSED 
 

HOSE BIB OR FROST FREE HYDRANT TIED IN 
 
PRESSURE REDUCING VALVE  
(Existing homes only) 
 

ADDRESS CLEARLY POSTED  
(At meter can) 
 
MARK THE METER YOKE  
(If the can has multiple services) 

 
By signing below, customer certifies that all requirements of this meter install form are in place.  Customer acknowledges that if the requirements are 

found not to be in place at the time the work order is issued for the meter set, a $100.00 administrative fee will be applied to the customer’s first utility 

bill and the meter will not be set. 
 

_______________________________________________              ___________________ 

CUSTOMER SIGNATURE                  DATE 

………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
WBAO APPROVAL: _______________________________     DATE: __________________ 

ENGINEERING APPROVAL: _________________________     DATE: __________________ 

COMMENTS:  ________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
DATE ENTERED: __________________           WORK ORDER #: _______________________ 

S/A #: __________________     READ CYCLE: _______________________     RTE#: __________________ 

ADDRESS BOOK #: ______________________________________________________________________ 

UCIS ACCOUNT #: ______________________________________________________________________ 
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We met today with 

Sandy Hurlocker from 

the Santa Fe National 

Forest regarding the 

return flow 

pipeline.  Here’s some 

notes to summarize 

the meeting: 

 

We began the meeting 

discussing which 

special use permit  

(SUP) – the City’s or 

the BDD’s – was going 

to be used for this 

project.  The City SUP is 

used for the Buckman 

wellfield as well as the 

municipal 

reservoirs.  The BDD 

SUP is used for the 

intake structure and lift 

station.  The 

determination was 

made to use the BDD 

permit.  Marcos also 

pointed out that this 

will likely go better if 

we reach out to Santa 

Fe County in order to 

include them in the 

project proposal, all 

the more so if we 

intend to use diversion 

 

We met today with Sandy Hurlocker from the Santa Fe National Forest regarding the return flow pipeline.  Here’s some 

notes to summarize the meeting: 

 

We began the meeting discussing which special use permit  (SUP) – the City’s or the BDD’s – was going to be used for this 

project.  The City SUP is used for the Buckman wellfield as well as the municipal reservoirs.  The BDD SUP is used for the 

intake structure and lift station.  The determination was made to use the BDD permit.  Marcos also pointed out that this 

will likely go better if we reach out to Santa Fe County in order to include them in the project proposal, all the more so if 

we intend to use diversion capacity at BDD that belongs to the County.  Also, the BDD’s permit is multi-agency and 

includes the BLM, which is better because much of the proposed pipeline – including the likely location for the lifting 

station – is on BLM property.   

 

Sandy feels that the ESA consultation with the Fish and Wildlife service has the potential to be more problematic (re: low 

flow constraints, Biological rather than consultation concerning other endangered or threatened species) than NEPA 

compliance with the existing BDD Project’s FEIS & ROD.  This consultation can proceed in parallel with some of the other 

components, but likely requires a more focused version for the return flow pipeline proposal. 

 

Rather than addressing NEPA requirements by amending the BDD Project’s FEIS or readdressing the ROD requirements, 

Sandy suggested that a “focused EA would be able,  within less than 20 pages, to focus on the issue(s) at hand and 

demonstrate that they are not impacted.”  He felt this approach was more likely to be successful than a Categorical 

Exclusion.  In order to demonstrate no impact it is vital to STAY WITHIN THE AREA ALREADY CLEARED FOR DEVELOPMENT 

in the original BDD process.  This is true of both the return flow pipeline alignments as well as any construction near the 

river.  The EA does not need a great deal of construction specificity, mapping where’s the return flow pipeline going to be, 

how are we going to rehab the area once it’s installed (same process as used for BDD pipelines), or how will it be installed 

(minimize open trenches left unsupervised)? 

 

This project is independent of the BDD Project, it’s an Augmentation but the BDD Project is not in any way dependent 

upon this project for it to function.  For this reason, Sandy does not believe that segmentation is likely to be an issue with 

this project. 
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