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Users Association

Cornments on Utah Lake Distribution PIan

our Association has been meeting and discussing your proposed Utah
Lake Distribution PIan with the Surnmit County Water Users and find we
have conmon concerns and objectives. Please accept this memo as coming
from both associations and send your reply in care of the address on
the letterhead of this memo.

your conment that this proposal is a complex issue and requires an
understanding of the water rights and water supply conditions on a
number of major systems is a correct but disheartening understatement.
The justification that it is need,ed in order to be fair in the
adminlstration of available water is questionable from our viewpoint.
It may help to mention that fair administration of any problem or
situation his its basis in one set of sirnple and evenly adninistered set
of rules and regulations. Combining a large number of problerus and
situations into larger more complex issues only reduces the chances for
solutions and the compromise necessary for solutions-

Water rights on the Provo River were issued and have been adrninistered
for L4O years on a small district level. That system has been very
successful because as a rule irrigation companies have controlled and
utilized the small side drainages themselves, while the river waters
have been administered by the commissioners. That system is simple,
understandable and accepted by everyone invol-ved. People like it
because they understand how they and everyone else fit into the overall
systen.
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Cornbining several river systems into the Utah Lake drainage for
adninistration wilI only spr6ad misunderstanding and suspicion-' The

tirning of the proposat witt'compound .the problems' People in this area
are very suspicious of the CUF project, downstream water users, and

proposals for change.

Questions about Jordanelle water supply, r.iver-adjudication and non-
use downstream have gone unansl^tered. ii is time that someone spent some

time with water users to ""pi"i" 
how all the_pieces in this puzzTe fit

together. The people-who "i" t"questing decisions on Utah Lake should
be-identified "trO 

|n"ir reasons should be explained'

It is very important that we be kept informed by your office so that
we have an opportunity to-piiticipJte fully in your decision making
process. We'iant to know iUout aia have J chance to respond to any

action which will j-mpact, diminish or in any stay lirnit or effect the
water rights developed over the pa.st 135 years' The uncertainty
surrounding your office's consideralion of reduced duties' restricted
winter rights-.rra tn" implementation of a valley wide sprinkler system

need to be "p""iy 
discusied with the water users' If major changes are

in the wind,;h' *.it to-excn""q" ideas about the impacts of these
decisions and their associaied pioblerns? We welcome frank and open

discussions witli-y""r-;;ii"" and suggest they begin immediatery'

water use and conservation practices should be an important part of
any future changes in.the loncept of beneficial use' Farmers have got
to offset rower duties with tonserv.iiott practices to hord their
relative posili& itt tn" river system. Duty changes-w.ithout freedom for
water conservation practices are unaccep€afcf-9' 

- 
.Pubtic ownership of

water that remains unused r"i r""g perioaj of tirne is also questionable'

water conservation has to be a basin-wide prac!+"9' Encouragement of
water use and "o.rr"rt.tion 

practices to meet Leneficial use requirements
should begin at the bottom'oi tn" drainage and.move up-stream to avoid
mismanagement and non-use - This pt--Uf "tu is compounded by hiqh
evaporation losses and t"llt quality- on Utah Lake' Utah Lake is a

barrier to ever obtaining deceni overatl water use efficiencies' Water

management that avoids excessive evaporation losses should rightly be

a policy. storage in utah Lake should be treated as the last resort'

utah Lake and Great salt Lake evapo.ration losses consume well over
half of the total water t"="rti"" 

-itt ttieir drainages ' When one considers
the benefits "g"i"tt 

the losses, it seems like a terrible price to pay'

when you look Jt tn" reneti{s and problems with the lakes' compared with
the other water use in the draina{e, You soon discover that evaporation
losses are a management problem that must be dealt witn affirmati-vely'
The water *.riqe;""t qoir for the Jordan River drainage should be to
minimi-ze the flbws in the Great SaIt Lake'
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The use of Utah Lake for storage in combination with outflows to Great
SaIt Lake create a water management nightmare. Evaporation losses
associated with Utah Lake storage and outflows to Great Lake excess
total water divisions for all uses in SaIt Lake County. Losses equal
consumptive use even when precipitation is included as part of the water
resourle. The point is that Utah Lake is a poor and outdated storage
facility and that water management is trfree and looserr on the Jordan
River. These conditions give our water users heartburn when they think
about an order to send tneir water downstream to reinforce Jordan River
water rights. In practice you will need to take 3.0 ac. ft. of water
from farrners in oui area to provide 1-.o ac. ft. of irrigation water to
Jordan River wat.er users. This could orly be justif ied using rrtunnel
visionfr.

The Central Utah Project Completion Act is now before Congress.
Within the BiII, there are several studies that Congress has directed
the CUWCD to do. The Wasatch County irrigation efficiency irnprovements
study is one of those studies. The BilI provides.money for the Central
Utah Water Conservancy District to conduct, within 18 months from the
day of enactrnent of the act, a feasibility study ald EIS to evaluate
inireased efficiency, enhance beneficial uses, and achieve greater.water
conservation within Wasatch County, to the extent practicable without
interference with downstream water rights. AI1 of the studies included
in the BiIl will in some way irnpact the Utah Lake drainage. We think
it would be wise to delay a decision about iroplenenting the Utah Lake
Distribution PIan until fesults from these studies are available.

We very much appreciate the opportunity to connent on your proposal.
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