FOREWORD

Two meetings of members of Provo River Digtribution System Board were
held during 1964, they being on Jan, 8th and Jan. 9ih. At the first meet-
ing policy was determined, resolutions made, hearings of individual water
users taken., At the second meeting the State Engineer was not present but
members of his staff representing him were in attendance. The resolutions
of the pravious meeting were presented to the State Engineer representatives
for action. One of the resolutions of Jan.. 8th meeting was the authorization
of the repair and instillation of the South Fork Weir and automatic gaging
station at a cost of not to excead $300, These 1964 minutes show all
regolutions made, and action recommended for 1964 season, which are made a
part of this veport.

In accordance with the authorization and directive #48 of the Board
at their" meeting Jan 8 the Commissioner Has authorized contractor
Stanley Roberts to proceéd with the rehabilation of South Fork rock and
concrete Weir for a lump sum amount of $250. Repairs to be satisfactory
to the Conmigsioner and USGS officials, and to be complete not later than
September 30th 1965, Upon completion of the job the contractor is to sub-
mit & state invoice voucher for payment through Utah State-Btigineer Trust
Funds, The Weir, channel and piping is to be so rehabilitated that the
automatic gage can be reinstalled in the metal gage house to aperate,

Certain pertinent gng,infurmative information and exhibite contained
in the 1960, 19861, 1962 Zn& 1964 Conmissioner Reports are not included as
duplications in this report but are refexensed Ly page and report, They
are as follows: ‘
(1) Articles of Aggociation page VII 1960 report. .
(2) List of Water Users and Acre Rights Wasatch Division 1960 report.
(3) Wasatch Divigion Third District lst ¢lags water rights as of
December 9, 1963 with summary of diversions. Acre right and.
ci's page 30, 1963 report. Alzo see page 3 of 1963 Foreword.
{4) Range and observation of Wells, leber Valley page 71, 1960 report.
(5) . Basis for computing Assessment Provo River page VI 1961 report.
(6) Blue Cliff 50 cfs assignments tabulation page 12, 1961 report.
70 Tabulation of summer UP&L Co. DOC"R? storage release showing con-
veyance losses page VII 1961 repovt.” ~ " to (s o bat
(8) Head of River Storage Res. Acre Foot capacity tables page 47
1963 report.
{9y List of Class "A” water in cfs 100% River for Diversions page
9 1963 report.
{10} Seasonal Changes in Provo River Rights and Methods of computation
page 4 of PForewoyd 1963 report.

Conputead thural Flow of Provo Kiver below n.C.B, provided 100% and more
of Clags “A" demands of decreed rights, together with large wantities of
secondary water for Provo Reg. Water Users Co. Geneva Steel, and others to
July 7th as DC.R, had been declared full May 24th and to that date
gquanitities of River N.F. Water was by passing all Utah County diversions
Onld naers hﬁv:ng no Class """ or secondary rights werd charged for D,C.R.
water during (that period. Clags "A" rights continued at 100% to Aug. 24tih
90% to Sept. 21st, 80% to Oct. lst. 90% to Ot l6th, 100% balance of Seasan
The mbogt that\Class AY over drew on its balance was 1126 Ac. Ft. on Aug.
30ih. Yt shoded a plue balance of 1069 ar el of Izrigation Seasom,

Wasaich division for Disiricis 1 and 2 providéd 100%-of Eirst Class
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"Il*e total Naﬂftal Flow (3493569 A-.'Pi. tan Valley) for ti'e water yesr
Nove 1, 196% o Out. 31, 1968 equaled 4345 of that for the previous vesr
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i for 1904 season, #4838 of thai for 1091 ans 95% o that for 1058 A near normal
: year. 3268 Yecioption Season N.E. cewtrolied araiv ’miy-by tenparaters
. devcioped-ainest-pent e«.tiy uriny-tm- 2NTITEe seawi ., .
Y v ok K s
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All four teen "ke~ soaprising bead of Prove River dtovage fillea ¢
L 2 their allowabie capas iy excent Washingtoa za? Eig Elk for 2 total of «OG3sk
N Ac. Ft, asg shown an ;sage

8 Repxats /T mut led and free boars f20i14:le: were again —arried mt oo
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& i Prove City ¢ extem\.xve repaxfs to . ost -tk dam Murisg 1904 :
’}\ R354

Nuiiesue Tunnel diversion ac ccounted o * H8M® Lre Feet of Deer Creek
i storage after a deduction of a 4% empirical fm-nmla ‘onveyance loss to that
| point on the river. This was 9% of that provided (o D, .C.R, fron m,h-su-
' Tunnei in 'fél ]ator year a g.mparat‘vgﬂy dry year J
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= Weber - z’x.'('fvo Canal delivered m aze feet 1o Prove River during

T the water.yeaz. From this amount m : fect became credited to D ¢
\\ 87\ storage, went to Echo storag “ I‘ne balance was N F, and o
6 veyance 16gs deducticnsy In excess om“h,!’ of Bcho Stocage was
e diverted from the Weber River. (Only acre feet of Head of River .toryog
B afiay logses was used in Utah and Salt Lake Counties ﬂuosgh the Murdo!
:f: Canal. No #9580 P.R.W.U, Co. water was recuised or available when necded
N Weher River during ‘fhe Water years. Deer Uroek Res, officially fii
P ‘.,zmru.d remained filled to TulylB with z capacity in sxcess of 133 (0
‘?i"j ! AP, The last time it -.':.Iled Was om June 7 1993 Pravious to that wa . _
. | fune ‘1.(29 1962 and June—5, 1958, ek 3
| GeTHTTC Trovo River Watar Cc!m"saxom‘r has imased no restriction to the
\é’, tuge of Natural Plow winter water for municipal purposes as the decree .
i provides fu such winter water ues and no ab.onlousent has ever been 3o
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t,he meeting/hold July 25, 1953 with Rivers«sde Couniry Slaue and

"ry neor's office "f‘)l"‘-_:cutg‘:x'\-w it was detarmined it was the re-
g.wuus:',(hx» of officials A of the Ciub to nrovide end furnish evidence of
water yights slaimed top (’"l.ul with initiating -hange o point of diversion
2l -'r;/u of use ang sidn s.;ums to fic é.litate{-thm.x p;eﬂ;-?'qt wethod of goif
»;uf;{.f irrigat! :m, A }dtermmax ion of the pdeqeacy of their water rights
aspifived to lpripate the Roreage develomed ican only be resolved after the
following facts ar.e ~~.tab;if.her%. :

(1) H res watf“’ x‘ght acquired as listed in the flecree Lase #2888

27 cres now irrigated and developed by the Club

{3 nrdm Watﬁr dsvelcpeﬂ ¥ pumms; or return f7ow to the river
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it 1\\!."9?1?;:‘?{:«1‘ a watgsr meter (AF) has been purchased b ;g & te 1t has uot, - o
heen ynstatled on /fﬂ' pump discharge pipe 1f items L} ».?.‘- and 13) have
heen furnished voy of £ e T am not_avare My ing )Q&d scason the AP 7

rights the rwere on a-%-baiis withart f:r-._.j,“,rfw:, to Jeterdine of th
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'rtﬂ/f 2 report. These redommenddtions deal with the potuts of Jates
crary sturage feleases and il uthtigation of B .C.R. lcapagity uwe with
fass "A” water, tq the end that sil parties can rqceive gubstaupial benofit

doh merational nm tites can only be cariried out when & ecarlpforzognt of
unutelized g(xg.'xvnil‘ capacity is. 1lable, It t: m;e,h ted fhat with 4o
and u;h{)ri year sﬁt?:fo*&\dacer ay
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t«ing yveafs of surplus N.F .;/water aopove pxeunt‘ﬁeaervm capacities.
N.F. users abo¥e Utah I,au.e are cmsernmg themslves with the f ol!vuing&

When tHere is excess N E. wate. in Pr‘ovo River nbou recorded Chu A
and Secondayy listed nights it has always been the practize for canals to
fi11 to caphacity with no charge for storage water. This includes all diversions
including $.L. Aquiduct Orem City, and thb City Culinary. See sheet # 3
@ wering ports from May 24 %o July 7. 1% 4, where no Pegr Cresk Storage
uge is charged or listed. J ,,
Thig ditch full right en_yoyed by the «Natutml Flw users in U‘td) and
lleber Valleys when surpluses exists, it is claimed by, N.F. users i
between mdturing most crops planted and a year llkcjl%l when al) availabie
water was Used to keep existing trees aldve during the latter paft of the
irrigation keason. This ditech full use ‘during periods of surpfus, is an
unlisgted baain-right usc. of leong » wdling, sz slaime? by many N.F. users
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An en¥ire change in policy, with a directive from the State Bngineer
and the D.C.R. Asscciation to the comissioner would be necessary if Class
A and Secghdary users are to be restricted to listed decreed and application
rights or [charge without request their storage during periods of river
surpluses!as existed between May 24th and July 6th 1964. Such a policy

would in a1 probability meet with ‘seyistance.

The amont of this surplus use by Utah Valley Canals and users is
available friom analysis of Commissiomers annual reports. That amount is
only a fractionel part of recorded surplus water which might be utilized by
construction of further storage facilities on Provo River. Based on Canal
capacities and analysis of previous surplus uses, 40 cfs would cover that
going to Class “A” diversions and something more than that to Secondary
ugers, Murdock being the principal user. Similar uses are bring made
by 1st to 17th class N.P. users in Heber valley, during periocd of surpluses.

Two interesting investigations conijucted and being conducted on Utah
Valley lands and potential water supply within the past two years are:

a) “Irrigation Water Use in the Utah Valley, Utah”
' Research Paper No, 79 of the Department of Geography University
of Chicago by James Hudson, a graduate student.

b) Charging of Under ground water supply, Utah Valley as reflected
by surface application of water. This investigation is by the
U,8.6.S. with field work headed by Mr. Robert Cardova.

From a digest of (a) one would be led to comclude it is decidedly
academic, but that one can also learn considerable about ourzelves by
reading it. It is well organized from available source material, with
ample tables and charts.

When publication of (b) is available it will be interesting 1o deter-
mine if any new relationships have been developed., Summary of Uteh Valley
Canal deliveries (Irrigation Period) page /4 this report should be helpfull.

A list of avai®able points of diversion from Provo River is incor-
porated in this report as exhibit # II. Those * are exchange points listed
under Application #12230, As many as possible at this time are identified
by name. In that DCR Association members are the principal bodies storing,
distributing, and leaging storages it is suggested they extend their points
of exchange under one change application, to all fore-seable exchange point
sales in order to simplify processing of exchange water. This same action
could well be uged by Provo City for their available Head of River storage
sales. It is apparent and consistant that exchanges covering direct or
NF water can cnly be made by the incorperated canals and not by individuals
owning stock in such incorpordtion. Exchange points indicated by A are
those made by individuals owning stock in some canal company which will
only be honored by the Commissioner unon a directive from higher authority
or a written approval and recuest by action of the board of directors of
the corporation from which exchange is made.

Bxhibit I1T is included to show Secondary direct flow rights below
N.C.R. in order of priority.
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