
January 28, 1992

Mr. Robert L. Morgan
Utah State Eng'ineer
1636 West North Temple
Salt Lake City, UT 84116

4788 Hidden Cove

Taylorsville, Utah 84123

261-3166

- - -l
V\f/+'^a^'p

K. L. Hansen
Pres i dent

North Jordan lrrigation Co.-- l,Fpt.rr:[;

itfJAN 2 s 1es2

. -, i . I- ! '
S"til Lar

RE: Draft Utah Lake Drainage Basin Distribut'ion Proposal

Dear Mr. Morgan:

North Jordan Irrigation Company ("North Jordan") submits the following comments
with respect to the 0ctober 15, 1991 draft distribution proposal for the Utah
Lake Drainage Basin. North Jordan supports the concept of a more fu11y
'integrated distribution program for the Utah Lake Drainage Basjn. However, any
such proposal must protect estab'lished rights jn Utah Lake and the Jordan R'iver.
In thjs regard, North Jordan has some concerns and questions resulting from the
current draft proposal:

1) There is somewhat of an inconsistency between Table I on page 8 and the
tabulation which sets forth storage rights greater than or equal to 100
AF. Table I shows North Jordan as a primary storage right for the
irrigation of 1,069.99 acres with an annual supply of 5,350 AF of water.
Whereas, the tabulation only shows a flow of 27.54 cfs and a footnote
reference that the acre-foot value of this right is being evaluated by the
State Engineer. The footnote comment seems to be unnecessary and tends to
give the impression that Table I is in error.

2) It is djfficult at this time to forecast the precise impact of the draft
distrjbution proposal on the regiment of Utah Lake and the Jordan River.
This is so because the draft proposal will, to some degree, alter the
manner in which the water has been historical'ly managed through the
various reservoirs on the system. A1so, the operatjon of the Jordanelle
Reservojr, once it is completed, wi'll jntroduce an addjtjonal factor into
the overal I management of thi s system. Consequently, i f a new
djstribution plan is implemented, it shouid be done on an interim or trial
basis and should be without prejudice to the respective rights of the
water users. This should be coup'led with an annual meeting and report of
the State Engineer rvhjch reviews the operation of the system for the
previous year.

3) Any d'istributjon proposal that js implemented should reaffirm that it is
not an adiudication of the individual rights of the parties and that any
such adjudication wil'l occur within the framework of the pending statutory
adjudication. Further, it should be made c'lear that this'is not a
proceeding under either the Utah Administrat'ive Procedures Act or under
the Utah Rule-Making Act.

Very truly yours,
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