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The parties before the Court in the pending litigation agree that the Proposed
Determination and Recommendation of the Rights to the Use of Return Flow from Water
Imported from the Uinta Basin to Utah Valley by the Strawberry Valley Project (Proposed
Determination) may be confirmed and decreed by the Court as written, subject to the following
stipulations.
1. The Proposed Determination applies to the use of return flows from waters imported into
the Utah Lake-Jordan River Basin by the Strawberry Valley Project (SVP) and others, and is not
binding precedent elsewhere in the State of Utah.
2. For applications to use imported return flow that are either pending but unapproved as of
the date the Proposed Determination is confirmed by the court, or filed subsequent thereto, the
State Engineer will include in any order approving such an application the quantification
methodology that is used to calculate the amount of imported water return flow annually
available under the water right. The quantification methodology is a computational estimate of
the actual amount of return flow water available as a result of the importation into the basin. The

order approving the application shall constitute final agency action.



3. Applications to use imported return flow are subject to the requirements of the Utah
Administrative Procedures Act (UAPA). The following provisions are intended to be consistent
with UAPA and apply in conjunction with UAPA.

A. The applicant may seek modifications in the quantification methodology approved
in the initial order through subsequent applications, which will be processed in accordance with
UAPA,

B. Alternatively, the State Engineer may, through notice of agency action conforming
with Utah Code Section 63G-4-201(1)(a), initiate review of the quantification methodology if, in
the State Engineer’s judgment, facts or circumstances related to the use of imported water return
flows change such that the quantification methodology requires review and possible adjustment.
In an action initiated by the State Engineer under this paragraph, any final order issued will be
made pursuant to UAPA. Any final order issued in connection with such administrative
proceedings may modify only the quantification methodology, and only the quantification
methodology would be subject to de novo review under UAPA.

C. This Stipulation does not waive standing requirements under UAPA.

4. For applications to use imported return flow that are approved prior to the date the
Proposed Determination is confirmed by the court, Paragraph 4 of the Proposed Determination
does not apply retroactively to amend the approval of such applications, including any conditions
of approval.

5. The Proposed Determination does not address the question of ownership or title to SVP

imported return flow or any portion thercof as between the Strawberry Water Users Association,
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Strawberry High Line Canal Company, and the United States, who reserve all rights with respect

to this issue.
6. The parties to the pending litigation will request the Court to dismiss the Objection of

Magna Water District and South Farms, LLC.

SEAN D. REYES

Utah A neral
/‘;l%ﬁ_ e 2 e 20l

AGSTAF F
J OHNSON
MI(‘ AEL M. QUEALY

EMILY E. LEWIS

BENJAMIN J. JENSEN

Assistant Attorneys General
Attorneys for Utah State Engineer
1594 West North Temple, Suite 300
Salt Lake City, UT 84116
Attorneys for Utah State Engineer

Datc ___;é/fi//-z”'/f/

: 'veﬁ‘E.uClyde_
Edwin C. Barnes
Attorneys for Central Utah Water Conservancy District

SMITH.HARTVIGSEN PLLC

Y //{/;47(_" Clz—  Date /[ -/"’ /{1:67/‘1
J. Craig Smith .

David B. Hartvigsen

Kathryn J. Steffey

Attorneys for Magna Water District and South Farm LLC.

4



IKIRTON McG
| &L/ Date 6/51%‘;/ B

3 mstopher 'E. Brambhall |
Anthony W. Schofield
Peter C. Schofield
Attorneys for Provo River Water Users Association

Date 6 ./L-( gl

John H. Mabey, Jr. !
David C. Wright

Attorneys for Strawberry High Line Canal Company

SNOW, CHRISTENSEN & MARTINEAU

% _ Date _,%/Z/W‘/ _—

Shawn E. Dr'raney -

Keith A. Call

Scott H. Martin

D. Jason Hawkins

Attorneys for Strawberry Water Users Association

SAM HIRSCH, Actlng Assistant Atlorney General

szfa«% /éé:wt/ Date  Jyupe 2,20/7%

Thomas K. Snodgrass

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Environment & Natural Resources Division

Natural Resources Section

Daniel D. Price, Assistant U.S. Attorney

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY’S OFFICE

Attorneys for United States of America, Dept. of Interior, Bureau of Reclamation




