INTRODUCTION

Distribution of water of the Lower Jordan River has become more
complex with additional development of acreage on the lower reaches of the
river and the contributory streams. For many years, conflict has existed among
the water users on the Lower Jordan River and Surplus Canal over water use.
In 1934, many of the water users requested the appointment of a water com-
missioner to supervise water regulation. Mr. B. F. Lofgren was appointed commissiorer
i+ 2934 and Mr. R. E. Redden in 1935. The annual reports of these two commissioners
ere avallable in the State Engineer's office. These reports contain much data
as to the water supply and problems of those years.
In 1961 a request was made for a water commissioner to be appointed
by the State Engineer, however, following a meeting with some of the water users,
the following arrangement was worked oug,in lieu of appointing a commissioner.
1. The water of the Lower Jordan River was divided, 50%
delivered into the Surplus Canal, and 50% remaining in
the Jordan River, this to be accomplished under direction
of Mr. Al Thomas of the North Point Consolidated Irriga-
tion Company.
2. The North Poig? Consolidated Irrigation Company was to use
the entire flo% of Surplus Canal for 11 days, and the re-
maining water users to use the entire flow for the next
9 days.
3. The duck clubs on the Surplus Canal and Lower Jordan would
work out a distribution pattern among themselves.
This distribution agreement worked out fairly well for the remainder
of 1961, however, frictioq developed each year at different times over water
division and lack of a central regulating authority.

May 24, 1966 & petition for the appointment of a water commissioner
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was received by the State Engineer, and in accordance a meeting was held on June
14, 1966 in the State Engineer's office concerning the water rights and the
possibility of organized water distribution on the Lower Jordan River. At
the meeting, the concensus of many water users was that a commissioner was
not necessary at this time. A later meeting was set for July 21, 1966 to dis-
cuss any further developments and to determine the necessity of appointing a
comissioner. At this later meeting, the larger users agreed that a commissioner
was necessary and they felt it advisable as low flows were expected during August
and September.
There has been no general determination of water rights, supply,
and allocation on the Lower Jordan River and it is obvious from the second-feet
of water claimed, that all rights cannot be supplied water. A list of the rights
of record was prepared by the State Engineer's office for the June 1kth meeting
showing an accumulative total of 2225 second-feet of water. This 1list is
included as Table I. For all purposes and for irrigation and year-around periods
of use, the water users, after a review of this list and a list prepared 7-21-66
limited to the larger rights, agreed that without prejudice and influencing any
determination of water rights and for the 1966 year only, that water allocation
should be made as follows:
1. Only diligence rights should be considered and they should be
considered as being of equal priority.
2. The flow of Lower Jordan River at the head of the Surplus Canal
should be divided 50% into the Surplus Canal, and 50% into
the Lower Jordan River. It is noted that although quality
is a problem, that both branches agreed they would have to get

by on the 50% allocated quantity.
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3. That the water regulation should be limited to rights diverting
more than one second-foot of water or irrigating more than 50
acres of land, ‘the assessment also to be limited to these
categories.
L. The water in the Surplus Canal and in the Lower Jordan River
to be allocated on this basis if a 100% of rights can be served
or on a percentage basis, in accordance if the water supply will
not give full right satisfaction.
The July 21, 1966 list of larger users is included as Table IT. With
the establishment of this agreement by the water users, the July 2ist meeting
was agreed that a commissioner should be appointed. The commissioner's duties
was to divide the river between the Jordan River and Surplus Canal on a fifty-fifty
basis, supervise the diversion down each branch, work with the county on flood
regulation and to keep visual contact of the summer users to prevent over-diversion

and of waste water.

FINANCES

The State Engineer's office, in accordance with the prevailing

statutes, was to assess the water users to defray the cost of the distribution

e ?rr,
system. A budget of $3000.00 was established as follows: — 0 il e o

—

1. salary ($350.00/month) $2200.00
2. Travel (10¢ per mile) 378.00
3. Compiling report 200.00
k. Miscellaneous Items 222.00

For a total of $3000.00

This budget to be utilized and revised as necessary by the State
Engineer's office soley for distribution of water in the Lower Jordan River
and to be expended only as necessary for these purposes. Any unused portion

would be held in trust for the entire system.
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The assessment basis, as agreed by those present at the July 21st
meeting, was to be pro rated on the same basis as the water supply. The basis
established by agreement is as follows:

1. 50% of the total assessment to be levied against the water users

A5 S sy Cit [/
on the Surplus Canal and 50% of the totaljbudzet on the water

users ogithe Lower Jordan River. The individual assessment on
both branches to be levied on a pro rata share according to the
water being allocated to each right. It is noted that the rate
per second-foot on the ILower Jordan River will be different

from the rate charged per second-foot on the Surplus Canal. This
differing yard stick was pointed out to the water users but they
agreed to this basis. The assessment as calculated is included

in Table IIT.

COMMISSIONER
The water users when asked for a recommendation as to whom they would
like appointed as commissioner, requested that the State Engineer appoint a
competent engineer with the provision that he has no interest on the river.
The commissioner's duties would be to regulate all waters of the
Jordan River from the Surplus Canal heading to the Great Salt Lake in accordance

with the agreement setforth at the meeting.

REPORT
At the termination of his tour of duty, the commissioner is to com-
pile a report of his activities?qghough copies t¢¥e made to supply each
water user, who pays an assessment. In addition he is to supply intermittent

reports that the State Engineer may be kept advised of conditions on the

system.
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Table IIT Assessment for Lower Jordan River Distribution System
PRI AR Owner of Right Cfs of Right 2/ Assessment
Surplus Canal Diversions Cts $
1. North Point Consolidated Irr. Co. 125.70 638.79
c/o Edwin Whitney, 220 Kearns Bldg, Salt Lake City
2e Thomas E. Jeremy 5.00 25.401
2463 Michigan Ave., Salt Lake City \\
I North Point Fur & Reclamation Co. 3.00 16.29
c/o James M. Shulsen, President
371 G. Street, Salt Lake City
Rudy Fur & Reclamation Co. 16.40 93.51
c/o Dee Anderson, President
4437 South Main St., Salt Lake City
or Iake Front Gun & Reclamation Club 14.60 Th.20
758 South 5th East, Salt Lake City
6. Harrison Reclamation Company .00 49,80
c¢/o A. L. Hemsted, Scott Bldg., Salt Lake City
Subtotal 177.10 900.00
i/ Jordan River Diversions ///
Thomas E. Jeremy L.Ol 10.93 .~
7t Utzah Improvement Company {+50 Lo 5h
c/o R. S. Clenidenin, Attorney at Law
Continental Bank Building, Salt TLake City
8 Jaordan rur & Reclemation Company D250~ rb‘ﬂl <
2500 West 3rd South, Woods Cross, Utah “7.95 394, /% )
9 Carl Urie 150 9.50
c/o Mrs. Margaret Urie
581 West TLOO South, Bountiful, Utah
10 Edward S. Gilmer L.0O 10.69
3819 Scuth 20 East, Salt Lake City
11 Utah Power & Light Company 75.00 I/ L5 43
i c/o Mr. Robert B. Porter -
;’ff P. 0. Box 899, Salt Lake City _
j S Subtotal 151.54 900.00
, Total 328.6k4 1800.00/
}fé? = P —— =
{1/ / Assessment, based on three-month work pﬂrloﬂ. —
2/ Obtained from Area Office survey on 1.0 cfs per 50 acres of irrigation and 1.0 cfs
- per 100 acres of Marsh or open-pond surface.
g/ Part of Account No. 2 but must be calculated in separate divisions. -
| E/ Agreed Cfs figure - Calculated on a base of 10 cfs of consumption and an arbitrary
75% remainder - Total assessed 58.75 cfs. 10 d Lt
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