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Re: Order of Distribution, Duchesne River

Dear Mr. Barrett:

I am writing in response to your letter dated March rr,2004.

The construction of the Central Utah Project (Project) facilities within the Duchesne
River drainage has had a significant effect on thi water use practices of the water users on the
river system' [n order to maximize the use of water, protecfprior existing water rights and allow
the Project to divert the water to which it is entitled, the stati Engineer hL worked with the localwater users, including the Ute Tribe and Central Utah Water Coriervancy District (District), in
developing the delivery schedules that have been submitted to the Districi Court. The delivery
schedules have evolved since the early 1970s as more information and experience have beengained regarding the distribution of water on that River.

These delivery schedules are based on an irrigation duty of 4.0 acre-feet per.rcre. This is
a reasonable and scientifically defendable quantity to meet the irrigation diversion require,mentsfor lands served from the Duchesne River. Also, atl the studies coiducted bt,rt" Bureau of
Reclamation @ureau) in the planning of the lroject were based on an irrigation diversion
requirement of 4.0 acre-feet pe* rcre.

. - 
The delivery schedules divide the irrigation season into specific intervals and define thespecific diversion rates and allowable quantities of water that can be diverted during each period.

The schedules are stnrctured to provide water in the amounts necessary to closely approximate
the ideal demands of the crop and to deliver a full 4.0 asre-feet per acre of water during theirrigation season.
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As stated above, it has always been the intent of the state engineer, based on the best
information available, to maximize the use of water, protect prior existing water rights, and to
allow the Bureau,/District to divert the water to which they are entitled. However, it has never
been the intent of the state engineer that the delivery schedule be used to limit the opportunity of
the water users to divert the full 4.0 acre-feet per acre duty during any period of the-irrigation
season.

Water users who raise alfalfa must cut it, allow it to dry, bail it, and then haul it from the
field. Normally, they get 3 to 4 cuttings of hay each alfalfa is cut varies
throughout the river-system depending on many envi ll as personal
choices made by individual water users. Also, since based on the
consumptive use pattem of alfalfa, the flows listed in the schedule during the early and late
periods of the irrigation season zue very low. This may make it difficult for the water user to
properly manage the water during these early and late periods.

In developing the delivery schedules, the state engineer was aware of these issues and the
variables involved' A edules, it was understood by the state engineer
that the commissioner fity as possible within the delivery sched-ule
parameters in order to et per acre duty during the irrigation season.

With this concern in mind, the state engineer approached the Bureau and the District in
1991 about short-term regulation of water in Starvation-Reservoir. At that time, all parties
involved agreed that short{erm regulation of water (less than two weeks) would be acceptable,
would provide for the wise management of the water resources on the .yit"-, and would ensure
equity in distributing the water.

It is unfortunate th
short-term regulation. An 

s position in opposition to

would come at the cost of 
n through such a position
Tribe, if they elect to

grow alfalf4 receiving less than the 4.0 acre-feet per acre duty of water.

short :Tg" 
of water' Rather'

ssioner and the water
users
commissioner to deliver a tull 4.0 acre-foot duty and assure the equitabt"#tfinfi*t"lilf
water during the irrigation season.

If it is the position of the District and the Bureau to not cooperate in allowing short-term
regulation of water by the water commissioner, then we may need to explore other options to
ensure the water commissioner and the direct flo\r water uslrs have the flexibility necessary in
the delivery schedule to divert and beneficially use the 4.0 acre feet per :rcre duty during theirrigation se:rson.
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I look forward to working with all water users to review this matter and find an
acceptable solution. Please contact me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

t*f o o,b/.
Ierry D. Olds, P.E.
State Engineer

cc: Don A. Christiansen
General Manager
Central Utah Water Conservancy District
355 West University Parkway
Orem, UT 84058-7303

Honorable John R. Anderson
District Judge
Eighth Judicial District
920 East Highway 40
Vernal, UT 84078

Art Taylor, Chairman
Duchesne / Strawberry Distribution System
PO Box 1.23

Duchesne, UT 84021

John Swasey, Water Commissioner
Duchesne / Strawberry Distribution System
HC I Box 145
Duchesne, UT 84021

Bob Leake, Vernal Regional Engineer


