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The irrigation canals included in this thematic determination of .eligibility are his­
torically associated with the development of irrigation in the Uinta Basin, Utah. . 
Although . some of the Indian and Ashley Valley .canals were constructed before the turn of 
the century, most date from the time the Indian_Reservation was opened to homestead 
entry (August 28, . 1905) and have_been in continual use to the present time. The.devel­
opment and construction of _irrigation canals was critical in establishing an agrarian 
way of life in the Uinta Basin. Canals, laterals, ditches, reservoirs and appurtenant 
structures were parts of _the irrigation system that enabled water to .be delivered. to the 
individual farms. The canals, of necessity, have been continuously upgraded through 
time and have, therefore, not been evaluated based on engineering significance. 

The Uinta Basin is a large area of land in the .northeastern part of the State .of 
Utah. The Basin is a diss.ected plateau . regi()n characterized by level bench lands and 
broad valleys along the.major waterways. The Uinta Mountains form the northern boundary 
of the Basin. These mountains, which are one of the few mountain ranges in the world 
that run east and west, are the water source for rivers that drain through the Basin. 
The principal rivers and creeks which supply irrigation water include the Duchesne, 
Lake Fork and Uinta rivers, and.Ashley Creek. The Whiterocks River is. tributary to the 
Uinta .River; the Yellowstone River is tributary to the Lake Fork River. Prior to the 
development of reservoirs, these rivers would gradually dry up as the winter snows 
melted from the mountains. Numerous rocky ridges, mesas, .and .large areas of rough, 
broken, steep and stony land are within the Basin. Only a small proportion of the Uinta 
Basin is suitable for agriculture. 

Alfalfa, and other grasses, are the major crops grown here. Oats, wheat, . and a 
variety of other crops, comprise a small proportion of agricultural production. Low 
levels of annual precipitation prevented fruit and other garden produce from becoming 
profitable. Grazing lan& for livestock were increasingly set aside. Sheep, cattle . 
and turkeys were raised for market. During the period of 1921 through 1925, the.produc­
tion of a~falfa seed was an important cash 1rop when nearly one-third of the total out­
put· in the state was produced in the Basin. In 'almost all cases; fields are irri­
gated by the flooding method. . 

Irrigation in the Uinta Basin developed .for the .most part in a different pattern 
compared to other areas of the state. Unlike the gradual settlement of ' Mormons in the 
Great Basin, the Uinta Basin was suddenly thrown open to settlement in_1905 when home­
stead entries were allowed on the . former Uintah Indian Reservation. Over fifty years 
of experience in developing irrigation systems in other parts of Utah gave these settlers 
the knowledge and experience to develop complex and efficient irrigation systems •. Irri­
gation technology, including canal construction and irrigation methods, was well-advanced 
by 1905. . 

The two organizations which took the greatest advantage of this knowledge were..... the 
Uintah Irrigation Project (Indian) and .the Dry Gulch Irrigation Company • . Over half of 
the canals . in the Uinta Basin were constructed by these two organizations. Engineers 
and construction supervisors .were on both organization's payrolls. Construction labor 
was generally paid in cash, although the 'Dry Gulch company occasionally allowed labor . 
to be applied to annual assessments. Both organizations were capable of drawing on sub­
stantial financial reserves, either through bonding, loans, assessments or federal appro­
priations, and there f ore could hire exper ienced people and purcbase _pre-manufactured . 
structures such as headgates, flumes and weirs. The res~lt was a far more sophisticated 
irrigation system compared to other areas in the Uinta Basin and the State of Utah. 
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In contrast to the Dry Gulch and Uintah Irrigation Project, numerous smaller irriga-
tion companies and associations in the Basin did not have these resources, neither finan­
cial or techno~ogical, to develop irrigation systems in the manner of the larger organi­
zations. Labor ""as most often performed by shareholders in the companies. Only on rare 
occaslons did the irrigation company have a paid employee. Even then, such as in the Ashle 
Valley,' only part of the payment ""as in cash, the remainder being paid ""ith oats or other 
farm products of the shareholders. 

In laying out canals, the larger irrigation companies utilized the services of a 
surveyor. The smaller canals and ditches ""ere simply surveyed by eye or by sighting the 
grade with a ""ater-filled bottle. Because of' the dissected nature of the Basin, canals 
often had to cross benches, draws and .creeks. Sometimes a canal would simply drop off the 
edge of a bench through a series of ""aterfalls, only to continue its course ~fter1Nards. ­
S'ighting a canal so that -it could irrigate as many acres as possible was no easy task in 
certain circumstances. The Knight Ditch, for exampl~, was built and designed to irrigate 
land on the Blue Bench, just north of Duchesne. To get the water onto the bench, the con­
tractors had to build five miles of side-hill flumes and cross several broad hollows. 
Syphons were used to cross these hollows but problems ~ith the wood,flumes began almost 
immediately. Most often, ho""ever, companies did not construct canals where they would 
require a large number of structures. Generally, cash and resources were scarce while · 
labor ""as abundant. . 

Until recent years, all canals in the Basin ""ere gravity flow, earthen canals. Cana.ls 
were dug with pick and shovel, slipscrapers . and go-devils. Canals constructed prior to 
1905 were generally crude with very fe"" structures. Rock and brush dams diverted water int 
the canal while farmers directed the flow onto their fields simply by cutting a hole in the 
side of the field ditch. As the area became more populous and the demand on the available 
water greater, ways of accurately measuring the water became necessary. Headgates and 
gauging stations, at first constructed out of ""ood, were placed in the canals. These ori­
ginal structures required systematic replacement as spring floods, ""inter storms and ice, 

- and other. causes tore at the structures. Metal headgates, flumes and ""eirs, reinforced 
with concrete, replac~ the original wooden structures. ' 

Operation and maintenance costs are assessed annually to water-users. Mainte,nance 
and rehabilitation of all the' ,canals has become part of the historic process. Similar to 
other industrial and commercial processes, irrig~tion companies have had to provide its 
shareholders ""ith a product: water. In order to provide that product, canals had to be 
dredged periodically, relined ""here seepage was great and structures replaced as they fell 
into disrepair. 

. Eighty years of systematic replacement and rehabilitation of canals has resulted in 
a diminished number of histo~ic structures associated with the canals. The integrity of a 
canal is assessed within the context of ~ total irrigation system. Specific structures,are 
only one part of this system. A canal can run anywhere from one to over twenty miles, 
require one or thirty headgates, and d~liver water flow capable of irrigating tens or 
thousands of acres. In this survey, the historical significance of a canal was judged 
-,by its association with the important themes in Uinta Basin irrigation development. 
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The survlry of hist,oric irrigation canals in the Uinta Basin was conducted by three 
~embers of a HABS/HAER team of the ,National-Park Service. Supervisor for the project was 
:raig Fuller, historian for the State of Utah. Jim Jurale, master's candidate at the Uni­
; ersity of Wyoming and David Stalheim, historian formerly with Washington State's Office 
jf Archae'ology and Historic Preservation, were t:he team's other two members. 

At the. beginning of the project (June, 1983), the project team was given a list of 
canals in the Uinta Basin. This list was compiled by Carol Wiens of the Bureau of Recla­
T.ation and formed the study unit. Extensive fi~ld survey work was completed 'en every canal, 
documenting important features, crops that were irrigated, and relative importance of the 
canal in the agricultural and community development of the area. ' A short synopsis of field 
survey results was written and placed" in project files. Photographs of important features 
~ere' taken with 35mm cameras ' and contact prints mounted to the backs of HABS/RAER inventory 
cards. Some oral interviews were conducted with ditch ripers, watermasters and farmers 
encountered during the field survey work. 

With the exception of a 1982 cultural resource survey along the Duchesne River, there 
~as not been any historical survey work done in the Uinta Basin. Historical research was 
conducted in numerous depositories. Historical information was obtained from Uintah Irri­
gation P,r.oj ect records, local libraries, recorder's offices in Uintah, Duchesne and Wasatch 
counties, the State Engineer's Office, several private irrigation company records, Utah 
State Historical Society, Utah State University, University of Utah, Brigham Young Univer­
sity and the Fe'deral Archives in Denver, Colorado. 

HABS/HAER inventory cards were completed on every canal. Inventory cards have been 
included in this determination of elegibility for those canals that have been determined 
eligible. On August J2, 1983, a committee of six people gathered in Salt Lake City to eval­
uate the historical significance of irrigation canals in the Uinta Basin. Canals were 
evaluated against National Register criteria. The committee of six included 

Carol Wiens, Bureau of Reclamation, Cultural Resources; 
Chuck Lane, Bureau of Reclamation, Environmental Office; 
Donald Jackson, HABS/HAER program, National Park Service; 
Kent Powell, Assistant State Historic Preservation Officer, State of Utah; 
Greg Kendrick, Historian, Rocky Mountain Regional Office, National Park Service; 
Craig Fuller, Supervisor, Uinta Basin Historic Irrigation Survey. 

The committee determined that Uintah Irrigation Project and Dry Gulch Irrigation 
Company canals were significant within the themes of Uinta Basin irrigation development, 
plus the Rocky Point Canal, Knight Ditch, Jepp Thomas Canal, Ashley Central Canal and 
the Duchesne Feeder Canal. Those canals surveyed but not determined eligible under National 
Register criteria are listed in Table J. 

The Powerplant and Pole Creek canals werE~ included in the original ,study unit but have' 
~een ommitted because they are used solely .for power purposes. These canals, however, 
could be determined eligible within the theme of power development in the Uinta Basin. 
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Table 1 Canals determined NOT eligible 

Rhodes Canal. -
Farm Creek Canal (Duchesne River) 
Tabby Canal. 
Pioneer Canal . 
Murray.White Canal 
Cit)r Canal . 

• Pleasant Valley Canal 
Farnsworth Canal 
Lake Fork Western Canal 

*" South Boneta Canal 
Purdy Canal~ 
Ute land Canal 
Payne Canal 
Dodd Ditch 
Larsen Ditch 
Uintah Independent Canal 
Military.Canal-j 
Mofr.at-Canal . 
Whiterocks and Ouray Valley Canal 
High Line Canal .. 
Ashley Upper Canal 
Steinaker Ditch 
Pitt's Ditch 
Steinaker Feeder Canal 
Rock Point Canal 
Steinaker.Service Canal' 
Midview Lateral 

Page four 
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The individual canals included in this ·thematic determination of eligibility, 
~ith one exception, are significant .for their historic association with the settlement 
and subsequent .development of irriga~ion in the Uinta Basin, Utah. In order. to estab­
lish an agrarian economy, irrigation of the arid~ yet fertile land, was an absolute 
::lecessity. Thirty-five of the sixty-eight.irrigation c~nals that were surveyed in the 
3asin were constructed, operated and maintained as systems by two central organiza-. 
tions--the Dry Gulch Irrigation Company.and.the United States Indian Irrigation Service's 
~intah Irrigation Eroject. No individual canal within these systems was more important 
:han the others; each canal was part of.the whole and played an equal role ~ithin that 
?articu.lar project •.. Four independent canals (Jepp Thomas, Rocky Point, Ashley Central 
and Duchesne Feeder) were also determined eligible for their important role in the settle­
~ent and subsequent development of irrigation in the Basin. Finally, the Knight Ditch 
~as determined eligible because it embodies the distinctive characteristics of the 
?eriod and methods of construction of canal building in the early twentieth century. 

Between 1861 and 1905, most of the Uinta Basin was set aside as the Uintah Indian 
Reservation1 created by Executive Order in 1861. 3,186.square miles or 2,039,040. 
acres .were under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Indian Affairs and .the U.S. "Army~- .. • 
Several Indian agents were assigned to the reservation to establish farms and agencies 
in order to. persuade the Indians to become sedentary people. Small ditches, constructed 
under the s'upervision of the Indian agents, irrigated isolated farms adjacent to the 
streams. Some of these ditches were enlarged after 1905 .as part . of the Uintah Irri­
gation Project •. ·Most.of these early ditches, however, have n9t been located in this 
survey due to inadequate information and. the effects of erosion over the years. 

The land of the Uintah Indian Reservation was severely diminished in 1905.when 
parts of the reservation were opened to homesteading and other parts assigned as National 
Forests and reservoir sites. The new reservation, called the Uintah & Ouray Indian 
Rese~ation, encompasse.d only 389,000 acres. Slightly over 113,000 of these acres 
were allocated.to Indians under a trust.patent; these allotments were distributed in a 
checkerboard fashion along.the major rivers in the Basin. The Indian allotments, and 
269,710 acres of tribal grazing lands~ became the focus of the Uintah Irrigation Project, 
authorized by .an Act of Congress on June .21, 1906 (34 Stat. 375). The Act authorized 
the U.S. Indian Irrigation Service to spend up to.$600,000 for the construction of the 
irrigation system; the allocation.was to be reimbursed from the proceeds of the sale of 
lands from the former Uintah Indian Reservation. 
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"By June 30, 1937, according to project books of account, $926,059.99 had 

been exPended for the original construction of project works. Additional expen­
ditures of $142,496.11 were made from an allotment of Public Words Administra­
tion funds for drainage and rehabilitation purposes in the years 1935, 1936 and 
1937,_and $89.21 from a regular construction appropriation on the Uncompahgre 
Reservatio~, giving a total expenditure of $1, 068,645.31 for construction 
purposes." 

The Uintah Irrigation Project was designed to irrigate 77,195 acres of project 
~ands. 162 miles of_main canals, 635 miles of laterals and sublaterals, and over 
5,000 structures (flumjs, headgates, wei~s) primarily_made of wood, were constructed 
)etween 1905 and 1935. The lumber used in the origianl construction came from the 
Cndian Timber Reserve in the Uintah Canyon and

4
0n Dry Gulch, and was sawed to specifi­

~ations at the tribal sawmill near Whiterocks. By the 1930's, the bulk of the origi-
1al structures were requiring systematic replacement because of their age and condition. 

"Engineers, at the turn of the century, were cognj.zant of the fact that irri­
gation development was entering an_era of rapid development. ·Wood was consid­
ered to .have a life of ten years (as a_material used in canal construction). 
Cement and masonry, while more expensive, ~ere recognized to be more durable 
and thus more economical in the long run." . 

rable 2 includes a list of all canals constructed by the Uintah Irrigation Project, and 
therefore determin.ed_eligible • 

. The earliest development of irrigation in the Uinta Basin by non-Indians occurred 
in the Ashley Valley, located in the eastern portion of the Basin. _ Excluded from the 
jriginal boundaries of the Uintah_Indian Reservation~ the Ashley Valley was first settled 
in the 1870's. The first ditch tapping water ,from Ashley Creek, the major water source 
in the valley, was dug by Captain Pardon Dodds, a former Indian Agent on the Uintah 
~eservation. In 1879, two larger_canals were constructed: the Ashley Central and the 
Ashley Upper, followed one year later with.the construction of the Rock Point Ditch. 
~lt~ough each canal was independently operated, the irrigation companies .of_the Ashley 
Valley were joined together through the Ashley Reservoir Co. in a cooperative effort to 
develop reservoirs and increase_the flow of Ashley Creek. The Ashley Central was the 
first canal constructed in the valley which still maintains its historical association; 
therefore, this canal is the_only one determined ' eligible in the Ashley Valley. 

The opening of the Uintah_Indian Reservation was anticipated several_years in advance 
by Mormon_colonizers. -The Great Basin, and other Mormon colonies, were quickly running 
out of available farmland. Pressure to open the Reservation_to homestead entry had been 
exerted, for several years. _Easses were allowed to prospective homesteaders_to see the 
available land on the Reservation. Some irrigation companies _held preliminary meetings 
outside of the Basin, often organized through Mormon church wards. By the time the 
~eservation was actually opened, the colonizers were quick to act in developing irriga­
cion systems and establishing community se~tlements. 

By far the largest_and most complex_non-Indian irrigation system to be developed 
i n the Basin, and in Utah, was the.Dry Gulch. The Dry Gulch Irrigation Company was 
organized and articles -of incorporation adopted-on December 1, 1905. , Four years after 
organizing, the corporation increased its capital stock from $200,000 to $800,000. The 
company applied for 2, 110 s.econd-feet of water from the Lake Fork, Uintah and Duchesne 
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rivers. An additional application~for.50,OOO acre-feet of the flood waters of the Lake 
Fork River' was made. Eighty thousand acres lying west of the Uintah River, east of the 
Lake ,Fork River and north of the Duchesne River, were owned by stockholders in the Dry 
Gulch Irrigation Company~ 

The Dry Gulch company constructed several _of thei1: own canals and laterals but .­
relied heavily on conveying water through Uintah Irrigation Project canals. Uintah _ 
No.1, Bench, U.S. Lake Fork, and Uintah canals were all used in this manner •. Indian 
lands were condemned as right-of-ways for private irrigation canals and laterals. Water 
and land became ' go intermingled that at one point both organizations were paying the 
same ditchrider. Surveyors, like Ed. Ha~ston, worked for both the Uintah Irrigation 
Project and the Dry Gulch.Irrigation Company. 

Like all other irrigation companies i~ the Uinta Basin, the Dry Gulch Irrigation 
Company is a cooperative. The company offered their prospective stockholders. an effi­
cient irrigation system •. With such. a large financial_backing, the company could hire 
experienced engineers, surveyors, supervisors and managers. The company could also 
afford expensive construction costs. The Dry Gulch Irrigation Company designed an 
irrigation system which would irrigate all eighty thousand acres of its stockholders. _, 
Project . lands were subdivided into.classes of land according to_geographic location and 
water supply. Even today, canals are not 'looked at as individual entities but as part 
of an overall irrigation system. Table 2 includes a list of canals operated by the Dry 
Gulch Irrigation Company, and therefore determined eligible. 

Although the Dry Gulch Irrigation Company and the Uintah Irrigation Project jointly 
worked together, in some aspects they were adversaries. The Indians_had applied and 
received prior water rights to .the Lake Fork, Uintah and Duchesne rivers. The_Indians, 
however, had to prove beneficial use of the water under Ut~ State Law •. The supervisors 
and ,agents of the Reservation had.limited success_in persuading the Indians to farm their 
allotments. When.Albert_Kneale came to the Rese~ation .. in 1914 as Superintendent, .he 
attempted to put under cultiv?tion the number of acres applied for in their water appro­
priation. 

','Unsuccessful, Kneale then encouraged.whites to buy or lease Indian lands. 
A number.of whites came to the Basin resulting in diminished lands for the 
People but did save the water rights ••• The whites' beca,e partners in the use 
of the Uintah Irrigation Project without Ute consent. 1I 

- - - -
_The other irrigation canals in the Basin were constructed either by small, private 

companies or .by an association of adjacent landholders. These systems were generally 
designed in a simple and direct fashion. Some of these canals, however, ,were extremely 
critical in settling key communities in the Basin. The Rocky Eoint and Ashley Central 
were two such systems. Respectively, these canals irrigated lands around.Duchesne and 
Vernal, two of the larger cities in the Basin. There were, of course, smaller communi­
ties with smaller irrigation systems. An excellent example of this theme is represented 
in the Jepp Thomas Canal near Tabiona. Other canal systems were developed in_a specu­
lative nature. The Knight Ditch .was designed to irrigate the Blue Bench, located north 
of Duchesne. The project failed, however, due to difficulties in canal construction • . 
These four independent canals (Jepp Thomas, Rocky Point, Ashley Central, Knight Ditch) 
have been determined eligible for the significant themes they represent in Uinta Basin 
irrigation development. 

--
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In order to guarantee a sufficient water flow in private canals, the private irri­
ga=ion companie& in.the Basin began an extensive reservoir construction program. Numer­
ous high mountain. lakes were dammed and other reservoirs created at lower elevations. 
Pr~jects .that required large capital investments, however, were not feasible without 
fe~eral assistance. One of.the largest, and earliest, reservoir projects undertaken 
1~ the Basin was the Moon.Lake Project. 

Investigations into utilizing Moon Lake as a reservoir occurred as early as 1918. 
O~ March 26, .1918, the Dry Gulch Irrigation Company.joined with John De and LeRoy Dixon 
of Provo, Utah in constructing and impounding the waters at Moon Lake. An earthen 
d~ was constructed, but failed, resulting in serious damage. Only enough work was done 
at the lake between 1920 and the early 30's to maintain storage rights by the company. 

Unusually dry years in the early. 30's prompted the formation.of the. Moon. Lake 
~.;ra~er User's . Association in .1934. Table 3 shows the amount. of shares subscribed in the 
Association by various private irrigation companies. The purpose of the Association 
was to gain financial and technical support from the federal government. President 
Fra:lklin D. Roosevelt approved the Moon Lake Eroject on November 6, 1935. "The' govern­
me=t agreed to construct and the Association agreed. to gepay the.cost of the Moon Lake 
Reservoir and related works, not to exceed $1,500,000." Moon Lake, when finished, 
provided water to the irrigation companies proportionate to the amount of shares sub­
sc=ibed • 

. Another part of the Moon Lake Project was the Midview Exchange. The.Duchesne Feeder 
Ca=al and Midview Reservoir (Lake Boreham) were constructed with C.CoC. labor.to irri­
ga1:e ."Indian ProJect lands on the Lake Fork, River in ex~nge fot:. Lake Fork waters which 
a=e used.on the 'higher lands of the Moon Lake Project." The Bureau of Reclamation 
a;?ropriated water from. the Duchesne Riv.er', conveyed the water through the Duchesne 
Feeder Canal to the Midview Reservoir, which, in.turn, supplied water.to the Pahcease 
Ca:::lal, Midview Lateral to the U.S. Dry Gulch Canat" .. and other Indian canals .along the 
Lake Fork River. Although ' the Duchesne Feeder Canal.is not quite fifty years old, it 
is included in this determination of eligibility because enough time.has elapsed to 
illustrate the historical'.significance the Moon Lake Project and Midview Exchange had 
o~ irrigation in the Uinta Basin. 

Irrigation developed quite differently in the Uinta Basin compared to.most.other 
a=eas of the state. An area.once passed.over by the Mormons because they believed ,that 
the land had little agricultural potential, the Uinta Basin was, rapidly settled, canals 
dcg and .fields 'cultivated when the Reservation' was opened .in 1905. .Irrigation of the 
Basin was generally developed in a well-organized, systematic approach by two large, 
well-financed organizations--the Uintah Irrigation Eroject. and.the. Dry Gulch Irrigation 
Cc=pany •. Instead of providing irrigation water on a, case-by-case basis, the. larger 
p~cture was. scrutinized, assessing which lands were.best suited for agriculture and/or 
i= water could be economically provided to that area. The canals of the Dry Gulch Irri­
ga=ion Company and the Uintah I:rrigation Project, plus five other individual canals 
(=~cky Point, Ashley Central, Knight Ditch,.Duchesne Feeder, Jepp Thomas), represent 
t~e significant themes in the historical development of irrigation in the Uinta Basin, 
U=ah. 
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Table 2 Canals determined eligible 
I 

Uint~h Irrigation ~roject Canals 

Jasper Pike Canal 
Rridger Jim Ditch 
Gray }!ountain Canal 
Pahcease Canal 
Myton Townsite Canal 
Riverdell Canal 
Ouray Schoal Canal 
Leland Canal 
Wissiup Ditch 
U.S. Lake_Fork Canal 
Red Cap Canal 
U. S. -Dry _Gulch Canal 
Uintah Canal 
Uintah No. 1 Canal 
Big Si~ Canal 
Ditch D_ 
Bench Canal 
Ditch A 
Harmes Canal 
Ditch B 
U.S. Deep. "Cree"4Canal 
Ouray Park Canal 
Henry Jim Canal 
U.S. Farm Creek Canal (Whiterocks River) 
U.S. Whiterocks Canal 

Dry Gulch Irrigation Company Canals 

Lake Fork ~o. 1 Canal " "//i A
) 

C Canal 
Lake Fork Canal 

'Yellowstone Feeder cana~ 
Hancock Lateral 
Sheehan Lateral 
Martin_Lateral 
Page Canal 
State Road Lateral 
Cedarview Canal 

Others 

Jepp Thomas Canal ., 
L Duchesne Feeder Canal 

Ashley Central Canal/ 
Knight Ditch _ . 
Rocky Point Canal 

l' f· 
'/ " '. ( ,A ", /1 I 

1/V ;)/ J/' I \ ' (~ '." , 
I "" J 

'I .' , 

Page five 
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Table 3 Shares subscribed in Moon Lake Water User's Association 

Name of Company Number of Shares 

Monarch Canal and Reservoir Co. 
Lake Fork Irrigation Co. 
T.N o Dodd Irrigation Co. 
Farmer's Irrigation Co. 
Farnsworth Irrigation Co. 
Lake .Fork Western Irrigation Co. 
Uteland Ditch Co. 
Dry Gulch Irrigation Co. 

Total 

250 
1,520 

500 
3,400 
7,400 
1,250 

830 
29,400 

44,550 

Source: U.S. Interior, "Reclamation, "Draft-final feature Report--Moon Lake Dam 
. Moon Lake Project," by L.Wo Spengler, 1947, p. 4-j:. 
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HISTORIC IRRIGATION CANALS 
OF THE UINTA BASIN 

~'" 
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UTA H SHOWING A PORTION OF THE UINTA BASIN 

~O(J ~(~.l h~"Jo 
Q 

SCALI: 

..• 
1 

'" \J~ .... '1\ 1:. 

~AP tllI'::>EO ON Qi\r..:... ~.:tll'll ~ I-:I.'.~D lITL ~':>. I'JH (.' 

__ - ' 0- _. _ __ --;:-;,...."...-_ 

SETTlEMENT OF THE UINTA BASIN, BEGINNING IN THE 18705 AND 
STRETCHING INTO THE 20th CENTURY, REPRESENTED A CAREFULLY 
PLANNED AND PRAGMATIC EFFORT OF THE MORMON CHURCH TO 
COLONIZE ONE OF THE LAST REMAINING AGRICULTURAL FRONTIERS 
IN UTAH. CONDITIONED BY EARLIER COLONIZATION EFFORTS 
THROUGHOUT THE GREAT BASIN KINGDOM, THE MORMON CHURCH 
FULLY UNDERSTOOD THE IMPORTANCE OF IRRIGATION FOR THE 
INITIAL SUCCESS AND ULTIMATE SURVIVAL OF THEIR SETTLEMENTS 
IN THE UINTA BASIN. THE COMPLEX SYSTEM OF HISTORIC 
IRRIGATION CANALS EXISTING IN THE BASIN TODAY LARGELY 
REFLECTS THE KNOWLEDGE, SKILLS, AND COMMITMENT OF THESE 
20th CENTURY LATTER - DAY SAINTS . THE MAJORITY OF THE 
IRRIGATION CANALS WERE CONSTRUCTED, OPERATED, AND 
MAINTAINED BY TWO LARGE ORGANIZATIONS: THE MORMON 
CONTROLLED "DRY GULCH IRRIGATION COMPANY" AND THE UNITED 
STAT ES INDIAN IRRIGATION SERVICE'S "UINTAH BASIN PROJE CT." 

THIS PROJECT WAS UNDERTAKEN BY THE HISTORIC AMERICAN 
ENGINEERING RECORD (HAER) OF THE NATIONAL PARK SERVICE'S 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN REGIONAL OFFICE, IN COOPERATION WITH THE 
UPPER COLORADO REGION, BUREAU OF RECLAMATION. UNDER THE 
DIRECTION OF HISTORIAN GREGORY D. KENDRICK (NATIONAL PARK 
SERVICE), THIS PROJECT WAS COMPLETED DURING THE SUMMER 
OF 1983, AT THE HAER FIELD OFFICE, DUCHESNE, UTAH, BY 
PROJECT SUPERVISOR CRAIG W FULLER (BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY), 
PROJECT HISTORIANS DAVID B. STALHEIM (THE EVERGREEN STATE 
COLLEGE) AND JAMES A. JURALE (UNIVERSITY OF WYOMING), 
PROJECT ARCHITECTS JAMES A. CAUFIELD AND BONNIE J. HALDA 
(NATIONAL PARK SERVICE), AND PROJECT PHOTOGRAPHER CLAYTON B. 
FRASER (LOVELAND, COLORADO). 
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