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March 9, L992
t'lAR I 1 1992

WATER RIMHTS
SALT LAKF

Re: WUC 75-40,60,6L,IO22,1-425, Parowan Valley

Dear Mr. Bradshaw:

We havenrt taken time to review the Parowan Valley Report but
did pu1l the above numbered water user claims from the computer
data base for review. We have attached a copy of that printout foryour record and review.

The clairns are listed as follows:
75-40 (A15072,a51-82) 3 underground water wells

Iimited to 96.49?S acres

75-60 (A17957,a4I92,a5181) 3 underground water welIs
linited to 160.00 acres

75-6I (AI7958,a5118) 3 undergrround water weIls
linited to 100.00 acres

75-TO22 (Diligence) Wi}low Creek
Iimited to 1G0.OO acres, 1 family, 3l.O ELU

75-L425 (A15072a,a5lt7) 3 underground water wells
limited to 99.10 acres

ToTAL oF 614.5875 AcREs oF TRRIGATIoN' L FAIIILY, & 310 ELU

Your exhibit rtArr describes a water user claim 75-L002, which
is in error. The correct number is 7s-Lo22 as shown on the
attached printout. We hope that this response will answer yourquestions. If you have any additionat problems or questions
concerning the attached information please contact our office for
assistance.

Yours truly,

Gera1d W. Stoker, P.E.
Regional Engineer

r, UT 84713


