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there, meaning Swanson and Enders R e servoirs, a re , basic ally
they' re dead p o ols as far as water level. It's been estimated
Swanson could provide two inches of water to th e cana l sy stem
below Swanson, which is not of beneficial use to anyone. Enders
is projected to have no water to release this summer and, hence,
comes the bill. We d o not feel that two inches of water being
released from Swanson is of beneficial use and actually, under
the statutes of the irrigation d istrict, if one person down
there in the canal, what we call the Meeker Canal system, would
ask for their wa ter, they'd have to release the water, charge
t he c a na l a n d so on , b u t i t wo u l d n o t b e b e ne f i c i a l u se . So
what this bill does, it provides for the irrigation district to
not deliver that two i nches o f wate r. A lso , it wou ld be
delivered, th at tw o inches, in a period of two to three weeks,
which does no t h e l p g r o w a ny t h i ng . We f eel i t wou l d be much
more beneficial to store that two inches of water in Swanson and
hopefu l l y accu mu l a t e eno ugh water o v e r t he su m mer and f a l l , i f
it rains at all, so they could irrigate out of these lakes next
year, in 2004. So the b i ll allows the district to hold the
w ater in the lakes there, Enders and Swanson, no t del iver an y
water unless the ma jo rity of the wa ter use rs req uest it.
There's not been one single water user out of Swanson or E nders
request that potential tw o inches o f water...in the case of
Enders, none...so it relieves the district of liability if they
do not de l iver the water on the basis it's not beneficial use.
It also clarifies the language that would require a majority o f
the wat e r u se r s wou l d ha v e t o r eq u e st t h a t t h a t wa t e r b e
released. T hat way one or two users on the c anal system
couldn't force them to charge the entire canal for two inches of
water. And then it also allows the users to not be affected by
the three-year requirement. If you don't use your surface water
appropriation for three years in a ro w , y ou' ll lose your
appropriation. Well , this lets them roll that over so that if
they refuse it this year they'd still have a t h ree-year w indow
to use their water in the future. That is the bill. I 'd ?
most happy to answer any que stions. It 's a rath e r un i que
s i t u a t i o n we h av e i n so u t h w e s t N e b ra s k a a n d t he co n f u s i o n wi t h
t he s t a t u t e s a n d wha t a c t u a l l y i s ha p pe n i ng ou t t h e r e i n
reality. So be g lad to answer any questions. W it h that, I
r et u r n t h e r e s t o f my t i me t o t h e Ch a i r . Tha n k y o u .

2262


