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Dear Mr. Morgan:

This letter is in response to the letter dated February 4,
j-993 directed to you by the Weber River Water Rights Corrmittee
(the "Comnittee") relative to its concerns regarding ttre
modifigation and automation of the Weber-Provo Diversion Dam and
Canal. We were unaware of the above letter until we received a
copy thereof with the letter from the Comrnittee dated March 23,
1993 directed to Roland Robison, Regional Director, upper
colorado Region, Bureau of Reclamation. The March 23, L993
Comurittsee letter raised a number of the s€une concerns as it's
abowe February 4, 1"993 letter and we responded to ttrose concerns
in our epril 26, 1993 letter to the Regional Director, a copy of
which was sent to You.

ft should be emphasized that this Association disagrees with
ttre Comsrittee's suggestion that this Association's diwersions
from ttre Weber River are or should be limited to some average
guantity diwerted over the past years. It should be noted that
ift" Coro,ittee does not suggest that the Weber River Project or
the Weber Basin Project water rights should be likewise limited.
Clearly, under Utah law, this Association has ttre right to
improwl the efficiency of its water system and is entitled to
make the most efficient use of its water so long as it diverts
only the voh::ne of water to which it is entitled under iLs water
riglts. It strould be re-errphasized that the Weber Riwer Water
Corunissioner tras the auEhority and responsibility to regulate and
distribute tlre waters of the Weber River in accordance with
existing water rights. we fu1Iy expect ttrat ttre water
Commissioner will see to it that ttre prior rights on the Weber
Riwer are fully protected. Likewise, w€ fully expect that t'he
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Water Comslissioner will adninister both the Provo River Project
Weber River water rights and the Weber Basin Project water rights
in accordance with their respectiwe prioriLies.

The Comsrittee notes that even in tines of drought there have
been suffieient flows under current diwersions to fill Deer Creek
Reservoir and cites last year as a prime example. Deer Creek
Reservoir did not fill in 1-992 even thougtr this Association
diwerted and stored all of the Weber River water made available
to it by the Weber River Water Com:nissioner. Howewer, since
1985, Deer Creek Reservoir has filled (except in L992) primarily
from the storage of Provo River water as a result of ttre
replacernent of water in Utah Lake under the L986 Interim Deer
Creek/Strawberry Exchange Agreement. Otherwise such waters could
not trawe been stored in Deer Creek Reserwoir.

The modification and automation of the Weber-Provo Diwersion
Dam and Canal should enable this Association to divert more of
the fluctuating surplus flows of the Weber River and thereby more
fully utilize ttre Provo River Project Weber Riwer water rights.
While we anbicipate that more Weber Riwer water will be diverted
than in prior comparable years, it is our firm position that any
such increased diwersions clearly faI1 within the Provo Riwer
Project Weber Riwer water rights and we hawe so advised the
Committ,ee in our prior meetings. After ilordanelle Reserwoir
becones operational and ttre 1"985 Interim Deer Creek/Strawberry
Exchange Agreement terminates, more emphasis will be placed on
more fully utilizing the Prowo Riwer Project water rigtrts on both
the Weber River and the North Fork of the Duchesne River as a
result of the Utah take Management Plan. Storage in Deer Creek
Reserwoir from those sources will become priority storage and
will not be subject to release E.o Utah Lake. On ttre ottrer hand,
storage of Prowo Rj-ver water in Deer Creek Reserwoir will become
system storage and will be subject to release to Utah Lake under
the Management Plan.

We do not beliewe that any increased diwersions from the
Weber River by this Association will rr. radically alter the
historic practice of diversions . rt or 'r . adwersely
affect Lhe water rights of the Comnittee members, particularly of
the Weber Basin Water Conserwancy District.rr It is the Provo
River Project Weber River water rights which control and not past
diversions. TLre Provo River Project water rights are predicated
on fu1l development. Past diversions reflect less than ful1
developnent, which still has not been achieved. Be that as it
rn€rlr the wtrole purpose of ttre abowe urodification and automation
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is to firm up the Provo River Project water supply regardless of
whether the storage of water in ilordanelle Reservoir might be
incidentally benefited thereby. AccordingLy, this Assoeiation
would strongly resist any restriction on its Provo River Project
diversions by the Water Comnissioner or Reclamation based on
average quantities of water diverted during past years.

we trust that the foregor-ng fu1Iy respond.s to the February
4, 1-993 Committee letter and will clarify any misund.erstanding ofthe position of this Association concerning the above matt,er. ffyou have any questions thereon, please adwise.

President
NPs/JN: dwb
cc: Bruce Barrett, Projects Manager, Bureau of Reclamation

charles F. B1ack, .rr., chairman, weber Riwer waLer Rights
Comurittee

fwan W. Flint, General Manager, Weber Basin Water
Conserwancy District

Don A. christiansen, General Manager, central utah water
Conservaney District



COPIES ALSO SENT TO:

The Honorable Mi-chae1 O. Leavi-tt
Governor of the State of Utah
zLO State Capltol
salt Lake clty, utah 841L4

Ted Stewart, Executive Director
Departnent of Natural Resources
1536 west North Temple
Salt Lake Clty, Utah 84115

senator orri.n c. Hatch
United States Senate
B4O2 Federal Building
salt Lake city, utah 84L38

Senator Robert Bennett
United States Senate
4225 Federal Building
salt take city, utah 84138

Congressman James V. Hansen
U. S. House of Representatj.ves
1017 Federal Building
324-25tl. Street
ogden, Utah 8440L

congressman will-iam orton
U. S. House of Representatives
5L South University, #317
Provo, Utah 84606

congresswoman Karen ShePard
U. S. House of Representatives
23tL Federal Building
Salt Lake City, Utah 841-38


