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• Senate LegislativeEnergy and Resources Committee passed the "Protection ofUnderground
Facilities (Blue Stakes)" bill that would require cities to be a member of the Blue Stakes
organization. We estimate this willcostthe department about$100,000.

• At the Utah Conservation ForumCommissioner Horiuchi challenged the group to have a
countywidewater auditprogram. TheCounty contributed $15,000 to the group.

• An amendmentwas addedto the SamSafety Actto allowcities to be eligiblefor
reimbursementfor costs to upgrade highhazard dams. Ifpassed, this will allow Salt Lake
City to apply to the StateWaterResources Board for reimbursement of some of the costs
already spent or budgeted for the upgrade ofMt. Dell, Twinand LakeMarydams. We have
been working with the Utah WaterUsers Association to accomplish this amendment.

• Cahoon MaxfieldIrrigation Company (area of Murray, Utah)filed a lawsuit against Salt
Lake City and Sandy Cityover the dissolution of the LittleCottonwood Water Company and
the quality ofUtah Lake water. Thecomplaint claims a breachofcontract and the return of
their Little Cottonwood Creekwater. Cahoon Maxfield has 27.78% of the primary rights in
Little CottonwoodCreekand this waterrepresents about3.6%of the City's total water usage.
The Companyhas for some time tried to breaktheexchange agreement with the City. This is
the third law suit in the past four years thatwe've been in with the Company. The real issue
is that urbanization is reducing the irrigated land andthe Company is trying to regain the
high quality mountainwater. According to our studies, the landunder irrigationhas been
reduced in 1992to about 15%of the areawhen thewaterright was decreed in 1910. With
the rapid growth in Murray, this number hasbeen further reduced since 1992. Before it was
dissolved, the Company had watersales agreements in threesubdivisions in the Albion Basin
and had contactedSnowbird to sell themwater.

• I made an initial inquiry with the East Jordan Irrigation Company to segregate Salt Lake
City's water rights (represented by stock) from the Company and thenfiling a change
application in the City's name. This would protect the City's rights in the event that the
water per share is reduced by the State Engineer as a result of reduced beneficial use as more
farm land is urbanized. This was suggested several weeks ago by the State Engineer when
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we met with him in an efTortto protect thc City's watcr rights in Utah Lake. A meeting will
be sched uled in thc future to begin negotiations.

• Met with City Council staff to d iscuss unscwcrcd struc tures in the City and private wa ter and
sewer lines . Kay Christense n was present Counci lpcrson Reid has constituents who are not
cu rrently connected to the City sewer. There arc over 400 homes and businesses throu ghout
the City that arc not connected. It is estimated that it wo uld req uired about $20 m illion to
ex tend mains and connect these structures to the C ity ' s sewer system. We were asked to see
how ot her City' s hand le thi s problem before ano ther meeting is held.

• Mid-February snowpack measurements indicate that the SilOW pack water content is 114% of
normal at Br ighton; 115% in Ci ty Creek and 11 4% at Cccrct La ke, Li ttle Co llonwood
Canyon.

• Gi l Iker of the Rotary Club contacted me about improving some of tile sites at Rotary Park
and to name them after pro minent Rotary memb ers. I Ie reds th at this will increase the
mem bers ' and their families interest and to continue their volunt eer partnersh ip to keep the
area maintained.

• Post Script - With the Cahoon Max field law suit we now have three law suits attac king the
Ci ty' s wate r rights. All arc an att empt to break the City's canyon wate r sales ordinance. ( 1)
The Silver Fork suit deals with min ing tunnels which are numerous in Big and Litt le
Co ttonwood Canyons. If Sil ver Fork wins, this \\; 11 open the flood gates for anyone desiring
a water right to cla im that the water was used prior to 1934 and file a di ligence undergroun d
water claim, (2) The Farr Harper is even more sinister because it allows the transfer of a
water right up canyon from the valley; and even more distress ing allows well s to be drilled in
the watershed canyons greatly expanding develo pment potential, and (3) TIle Cahoon
Maxfield suit would break our exchange agreement and provide the potential for thou sands
ofacre-feet to he transferred tip canyon. Itcm 2 and 3 are a product of the Sta te's failure to
co nduct adj udicat ion of water rights as ordered by the Court in the 1936 complaint filed by
Snit Lake Cit y et at vs, Tamar Anderson. ct al law suit naming 2000 plaintiffs. Now some
60 years later the prob lem has onl y gotten worse as eastern Salt Lake County is nearly
co mple tely urbanized. Howe ver. under the City ' s excha nge ag ree ments. we arc requ ired to
deliver <IS much wate r today as 80 years ago. Our eng ineering studies show that the Cahoon
Maxfield in 1992 had been redu ced to onl y 15% of its orig inal farm land acreage. The Farr
Ilarper area is about the same. In the case of Farr Harper, it' s a little di fferent in that thi s
tran sfer was because there was 110 exchange with thc C ity, but rather a water right in good
standing unless challenged. But until adj udicated. all these rights are legally in tact. ami it
will requ ire individual law suits to settle each of them. As the value of water and property in
the canyons sky rocket, the incentive (0 cha llenge the Ci ty will only increase; and i f we lose.
fo rever change the City's wa tersheds.

cc: Brian Hatch
Roger Black
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Mr. Crawford sought to utilize his property rights to provide for his family--SLC water department characterized the transferring of water up the canyon as "sinister."

SLC transferred the entire Butler Ditch up the same canyon--Double standard.  

User
Callout
All wells are drilled in someone's watershed.  SLC's water department characterizes this as "distressing." 
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No one is "attacking" the City's water rights.  This is spin to mesmerize elected City officials.  What is being attacked is the Water Dept.'s unwarranted stranglehold of private property outside SLC city limits.  Over 50% of Big Cottonwood Creek is not treated, nor ever has been treated.  Watershed is used as a ruse for the SLC water dept. to dictate to non-SLC residents what they can and can not do with their property. 
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1,000 acre-feet for Snowbird #3, but no even 1/2 an acre-foot for Mr. Crawford record lot.




