. . Applicant is not now putting to benefici
_ icial use all of
the water and water rights to which it is legally entitled.”
BEPORE THE STATE ENGINEER STATE OF UTAE :
T er ] aa
of the Metropolitan Water Distriat

of Salt Lake Clty to sppropriate
firty sesond feet of water.

_P.EP.._E.YE&E
T R G

COMES NOW Little Cottonwood Tanner Diteh Compeny, and by

- m h l H

way of Protest to the epplication of Matropollitan Waver Distriot
of Salt Lake City to appropriate rifty seqond feet of under-
ground water from gertaln parts in Sectlons 2 and 11, Township
3 South, Range 1 Eask celt Lake Base and Meridian, Salt Lake
gounty, Stats of Utah, glleges:

1, 'That Frokesbant 1z a mubual irrigation gompRNy
crgenized under she lawe of the Stete of Utah and 1 the oWner of
an interest in the prinary and sesondary water righte of the
Little Costonwood Creek, & nafural water scurse losated in Salt
Lake County, Utsh. S3ald waters are distributed by Protestant o
14 shareholders for use as irpigation water upon lands loeated
betwaen Blg and Little Cottonwood Creeke sast of the stete high-
way in Salt Lake Couady, Utah.

2, Prokestant alleges that there ls no unappropriated
waters in the souree of gubply from whlch applicant seeks to
appropriate.

3, Frobeitant further alleges that the lppliuant'ia net

poW putting to bepefielal use all of the water and water righis

3o whiech 1t is legally entvisled.

ant of" Liktle
Cottoowood Tanner Diteh Company

COmETY OF SALT LAKE 5 =
fm this of August, 1954, personally appeared be-
fore me, D, Howe Moffak, who duly ackmowledged to me that he is
Yise-Preaident of Little coktonwoed Tanner Diteh Company, & for-
poration organized under the laws of the State of Utah, and that
the forsgoing Protest wae aigned in behall of said sorporation by
authorlty of a resolution af 1%te Board of D1

FamiAh, JLEKDEN |k, MOFFAT & MARET
g ATTORMEYE AT Ly
oy s v e EiE



