




judicated during the turn of this century. Much has
changed during the intervening twme with the urbaniza­
tion of the Wasatch Front. The beneficia1 use of the
water for irrigation of farm land has greatly dimin­
ished, but the water right quantification has remained
the same.

Action: (1) Lobby for the adjudication of
water rights and support efforts to fund the State En­
gineer to accomplish this, (2) Have on-going dialog
with the State Engineer's office regarding the City's
special circumstances under its exchange agreements.

S. Wastewater effluent water rights. In 1993, leg­
islation was introduced in the State Senate that would
give Public Operated Treatment Works (POTWs) the
rights to use and market their wastewater effluent. In
1995, the State Legislature passed legislation allow­
ing POTWs the right to market wastewater effluents.
It's our understanding that POTWs have to honor the
water rights of those who serve water to their service
area. In the case of the Central Valley Waste Water
Distriot (CVWRF) , a good portion of the water coming
to their plant is from the cottonwood Sanitation Dis­
trict and Salt Lake City Suburban No. 1 Sanitation Dis­
trict. Both of these service areas are served culi­
nary water by Salt Lake City which is owner of the
water rights. The City's wastewater treatment efflu­
ent is protected under the legislation.

A reuse plan has been developed whereby the CVWRF
proposes to convey, by a 60 mgd pumping plant and pipe­
line, up to 32,769 acre-feet of treated effluent from
the treatment plant to a point where water could be de­
livered and used in the various canals in Salt Lake

County. Also, approximately 50 mgd, or 26,694 acre­
feet of exchange water could be delivered into Utah
Lake for conservation of water under the Central Utah
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Project Comp~etion Act, Section 207 conservation re­
quirements. The Sa~t Lake County Water Conservancy
District (SLCWCD) and Central Utah Water Conservancy
District (COWCD) have been involved with the CVWRF un­
der the proposa~. The SLCWCD sees an opportunity to
gain an additional water supply by converting the con­
served reused water to M & I water in the future. The
SLCWCD and COWCD wou~d share the CUP debt credit and
CUWCD's 0 & M credit 66% and 33% respective~y. The
S~t Lake City Suburban Distriot No.1 has filed a
Change Application A68488 (57-7628) on the water col­
~eoted in its sewer system and discharged to the CVWRF
treatment faci~ity, including waters from Mi~l Creek
and Big Cottonwood Creek. This is in dispute, as Salt
Lake City and the Metropo~itan Water District of Salt
Lake City believe that this is their water right.

Action: (1) Make sure the City's water rights
are honored by the Centra~ Valley Waste Water District
and we are compensated for the water in the event the
District sel~s or reuses the treated eff~uent, (2)
Take lega~ action to protect the water rights fi~ed on
by the Sa~t Lake City Sanitary Suburban District No.1
and (3) Continue to find beneficial uses for the
City's wastewater effluent.

T. As part of the annexation of Sandy City into
the Metropo~itan Water Pistrict of Salt Lake City,
MWDSLC exchanged 2,000 acre-feet of water in Little
De~~ for 2,000 acre-feet of City owned water in the
Litt~e Cottonwood and Richards Wel~s. In turn Sandy
City purchased the water rights, including the wel~s

and facilities. Salt Lake City retained a portion of
the water right. The City needs to benefioially use
the remaining water right.

Action: (1) The department needs to keep
track of Sandy City use so that Sandy City does not
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overuse this resouroe, and if it does, that it oompen­
sates Salt Lake City, (2) Use water above Sandy City's
rights to protect and beneficially use Salt Lake
City's water rights remaining in the wells.

U. MWDSLC, Sandy City and Salt Lake City are in­
vestiqating a well injection program to utilize winter
stream flows and withdraw the water during the summer.

Action: Participate with the other agencies,
using city water sources and existing wells to utilize
water £rom Deer Creek during the off-peak months or
high run-off flows from Big and Little Cottonwood
creeks.

V. David Vanier and Judith Lamb-Lion Mulue Hol­
low, Big Cottonwood Canyon sales agreement.

Action: (1) The issue has been turned over to
outside counsel.

20. Water Rescource Planning

Coal: Develop master plans to ensure adequate water
supply and facUities to meet future needs.

Work Plan:

A. The Metropoli.tan Water Di.strict of Salt Lake
City (MWDSLC)is oonducti.ng a master plan to determine
the wat.er supply and oapaci.ty needs for i.ts city meme­
bers through the year 2025. MWDSLC is using Salt Lake
City's 1996 Water Master Plan prepared by CH2M Hill
and Sandy City's 1996 Master Plan prepared by EWP and
combining the two plans into a plan that wi.ll provide
the water and faci.li.ti.es to serve the two cities. The
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