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Streamflow Prospects for Utah
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SNOWFACK?:

GEMMNERAL OUTLOOK

Snow surveys conducted the last week of December
indicate the snowpack is only about half of the
January 1 average,. Streamflow forecasts are gener-
ally below average but, with only 40% of maximum
snowpack accumulation normally on the ground by
January 1, there is still adequate time to recover.

January 1 snowpack across Utah is much below normal,
The Uintas are nearer to normal than the rest of the
state at 63% of the January 1 average. Percentages

range downward to 53% in Southeastern Utah to 43% in
Southwestern Utah.

FRECIFITATION:

RESERVOIRS :

STREAMFLOW:

Precipitation at mountain stations for the October
through December period was, generally, much below
normal.

Stored water in the 26 irrigation reservoirs in our
sample is at B5% of capacity and 135% of average for
this time of year. Normally these reservoirs are
only storing 63% of capacity by the end of December,
The only dark spot in an otherwise bright reservoir
storage picture is in extreme Southwestern Utah where
the 4 reservoirs sampled only contain about 32% of
capacity.,

Streamflow forecasts are generally for below average
spring and summer flows as of January 1 assuming
average precipitation from now through the forecast
period. Forecasts range from 55% for the Bear near
Harer to 182% for the Sigurd to Gunnison reach of the
Sevier,



Forecasts prepared for this bulletin represent cooperative efforts of the Soil
Conservation Service and the National Weather Service in an effort to provide
the best possible service to water users and managers.



Bear River Basin
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OUTLOOK :

Snowpack on the Bear River watershed as of January 1
was 45% of average, Logan River snowpack was only
37% of the January 1 average. Streamflow forecasts
are for less than average flows assuming average
precipitation from now through the forecast period.
Forecast range from 55% for the Bear near Harer to
91% for the Bear near UT-WY stateline. Reservoir
storage is currently 75% of usable capacity and 109%
of average for this time of year.




BEAR RIVER BASIN

STREAMFLOW FORECASTS

FORECAST

PERIOD

BEAR RIVER near UT-WY Stateline
EEAR near Woodruff

WOODRUFF CREEK near Woodruff
BIG CREEK near Randolph

EBEAR near Randolph

THOMAS FORK near Stateline
SMITHS FORK near Eorder

BEAR RIVER near Harer

LOGAN RIVER near Logan
ELACKSHMITH FORK near Hyrum
LITTLE BEAR RIVER near Faradise

CUE RIVER mnear Freston

USEAELE |
CAPACITYI

EEAR LAKE

HYRUM

FORCUPINE
WOODRUFF NARROWS

WOODRUFF CREEK

AFR-JUL

AFR-JUL

AFPR-JUL

AFR-JuL

AFR-JUL

AFR-SEF

AFR-SEF

AFR-SEF

AFR=-JUL

APR-JUL

AFR-JUN

AFR-JUL

1421.0 "1048.8

15.3

11.3

1 - Reas. max. and reas, min.

BEEAR RIVER, UFFER IN UTAH

REAS. REAS. REAS.
HAX. HIN. MIN.
(Z AVG.)  (1000AF) (% AVG.)
121 67,0 58
126 22.0 15
98 7.0 40
132 1.0 19
1246 15.0 12
9% 15,0 41
102 96,0 44
96 70.0 21
108 6340 52
116 11,0 19
133 8.0 19
128 6.0 13

LOWER IN UTAH

BEAR RIVER DRAINAGE IN UT

BEAR RIVER
LOGAN RIVER

RAFT RIVERK

UFFER (above

LOHER (below

DRAINAGE

BEAR RIVER EASIN

25 YR, HOST MOST REAS.
AVG, PROBAELE PROEAELE MAX.
(1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF)
1160 1050 120,0
14,0  104.0 1820
7330 e 17,0
img g 7.0
Aze0 7m0 159.0
a7 meL e 350
122,0 900 78 124.0
_ 32‘5;0_:' 180,0 55 314,0
122,0  95.0 78 132.0
57,0 7.0 65 66,0
42,0 32,00 78" 5640
4.8 33,0 70 600
|
{1000AF) |
|
|
xx USEAELE STORAGE xx |
THIS LAST | WATERSHED
YEAR YEAR  AVG. |
|
10737 = 987.6 |
; )
8.5 10,3 10,0 | BEAR RIVER:
|
1040 6z e
; _ ]
50.7 = ] BEAR RIVER:
i ]
3.0 i ==='1  EBEAR RIVER,
: |
T
i
|
i
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forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and also (2) below.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 19461-85 base period.

NO, THIS YEAR AS % OF
COURSES  ~==m=memmcmm——————
AVG'D LAST YR, AVERAGE
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Weber & Ogden Watersheds

Mountain snowpack* (inches)
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OUTLOOK
Snowpack on the Weber River drainage had only 52% of
the normal water content on January 1. The 0Ogqden was
slightly lower at 44%., Streamflow forecasts are for
below normal flows. Forecasts range from 66% of
average for inflow to Pineview Reservoir to 85% on
Chalk Creek near Coalville. Stored water in the
reservoirs of the Weber Basin is currently 80% of
usable capacity and 140% of average for this time of

yYear.




WEBER & OGDEN WATERSHEDS in Utah

FORECAST 25 YR. HOST MOST REAS. REAS. REAS, REAS
FORECAST FOINT AVG. FROBABLE FROBABLE MAX. MAX. HIN. MIN,
FERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

WEBER RIVER near Oakley AFPR-JUN 125.0 117 50,0 47
ROCKPORT RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUN 148.0 123 32,0 27
CHALK CREEK near Coslville APR-JUN 56.0 137 20.0 49
WEBER RIVER near Coalville APR-JUN 150.0 118 42.0 33
LOST CREEK near Croyden APR=-JUN 21.0 135 5.0 32
EAST CANYON CREEK near Morgan APR-JUN 39.0 134 2.0 31
HARDSCRABELE CREEK near Porterville APR-JUN 2740 147 9.0 27
SOUTH FORK OGDEN RIVER near Huntsvil AFR-JUN 62,0 107 19.0 33
WHEELER CREEK near Huntsville AFR-JUL 7.0 108 3.0 44
FINEVIEW RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUN 115.0 4 36,0 30
ECHO RESERVOIR inflow AFR-JUN 205.0 126 6640 40
WEBER RIVER at Gateway AFR-JUN 366.0 112 110,0 34
FARMINGTON CREEK near Farmington AFR-JUL 12.0 146 3.0 37

i
RESERVOIR STORAGE (10004F) | WATERSHED SNOWPACK ANALYSIS
!
____________ - e | e —_———
USEABLE |  xx USEAELE STORAGE xx | NO.
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES
| YEAR YEAR  AVG. | AVG'D
___________________________________________ r - l____________—________..____—————____
CAUSEY 6.9 BB 149 OGDEN RIVER 4
EAST CANYON 48,1 Aty WEEER RIVER 13
ECHD 73.9 578 WEEER & OGDEN WATERSHEDS 17

LOST CREEK 20,0 st
PINEVIEW 110.1
ROCKPORT 60,9

WILLARD BAY 165.5

1 - Reas. max. and reas. min. forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and also (2) below.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.



Utah Lake, Jordan River & Tooele Valley

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)
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OUTLOOK $
January 1 snowpack is much below average. The Utah
Lake watershed has only 33% of normal and the Jorda
River tributaries directly east of the Salt Lake
Valley have 57% of normal January 1 water content.
Tooele Valley watersheds are 60% of average.
Streamflow forecasts range from 58% to 108% of
average. Reservoir storage is currently only
slightly less than last year at this time. Stored
usable water is currently 98% of capacity and 146%

average.
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UTAH LAKEs JORDAN RIVER & TOOELE VALLEY

FORECAST 25 YR. HOST MOST REAS. REAS. REAS. REAS .
FORECAST FOINT AVG, FROEAELE FROEAELE MAX. HAX. MIN. HIN.
PERIOD (1000AF)  (1000AF) (% AVG.Y (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

FROVD near Hailstone APR-JUL 113.0 2.0 _ 81 139.0 123 48.0 42
FROVO below Deer Creek Dam AFR-JUL 133.0 870 73 152.0 114 34.0 26
AMERICAN FORK nesr American Fh. AFR-JUL 3.4..0. 28,0 : éz 37.0 109 21,0 ¥
HOEBELE CREEK rnear Springville AFR-JUL 18,7 18:5 0 aga s
STRAWEERRY RESERVOIR inflow AFR-JUL - 60,0 i 58.0 i 97 4 75.0 125 36.0 60
FAYSON CREEK near Fayson AFR-JUL 6.2 9.1 82
UTAH LAKE inflow AFR-JUL 29540 320.0 '_ 108 470.0 159 173.0 99
LITTLE COTTONWGOD CRK rear SLC AFR-JUL l_u.o 33,0 . 80 41,0 100 22.0 54
BIG COTTONWOOD CRK nezr SLC AFR-JUL 39,0 38.0 97 44,0 113 31.0 79
FARLEY'S CEEK near SLC AFR-JUL 17.0 13700 = 81 21,0 124 8.0 47
MILL CREEK near SLC AFR-JUL - 6.9 7:2 104 10.0 145 3.0 43
EMIGRATION CREEK near SLC AFR-JUL 4.4 3.5 74
CITY CREEK mear SLC AFR-JUL 2.0 646 73 9.0 100 4,0 44
SETTLEMENT CREEK near Tooele AFR=-JUL 2.3 1.8 78 3.0 130 0.5 21
SOUTH WILLOW CREEK rear Grantsville APR-JUL 3.0 1.9 63 4.0 133 0.7 23
VERNON CREEK near Verrnon AFR-JUN 1.2 0.7 98 1.5 122 0.2 17
________________________________________________ l T
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) | WATERSHED SNDWPACK ANALYSIS
________________________________________________________________________ 15 S
USEAELE | x*x USEAELE STORAGE xx | NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST | WATERSHED CGOURSES: FEsssE=sssscoooen
| YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D LAST YR. AVERAGE
ok ek s 1134 1280 9381 PRv0 RIVER & UTe Lake 10 26 38
GRANTSVILLE 3.3 242 e —— : FROVO RIVER 5
SETTLEMENT CREEK 1.0 0.8 _Oa.ﬂ ._'0'16 il JORDAN RIVER & GREAT SALT 5
STRAWBERRY-ENLARGED 951.4 5291 5'06.00 : - |I TODELE VALLEY WATERSHEDS q
UTAH LAKE 8683.9 903.0 9_90_:0 _601-6. |l UTAH LAKE» JORDAN RIVER & 19
VERNON CREEK 06 . 043 0.2 0.4 !:

1 - Reas. max, and reas, min. forecasts sre for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and also (2) below.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The averaje is computed for the 1961-8% base period.




Uintah Basin & Dagget SCD’s

Mountain snowpack™* (inches)

40

35

30

25

20

15

Water Equivalent (in)

10

5

0
JAN FEB MAR APR MAY
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HATER SUFFLY
OUTLOOK :

Snowpack on the Uintas is quite variable, High
elevation snow courses have near normal snowpack
while lower elevation courses are nearly bare, Snow
Water content is only 2%% of averaqge on the
Strawberry River but Sheep Creek has 105% of average
for January 1. Streamflow forecasts range from 82%
to 113% of average. Reservoir Storage is very good
for this time of year. Stored water is currently 89%
of capacity and 152% of average for January 1.




UINTAH BASIN & DAGGET SCD'S

FORECAST 25 YR. HOST MOST REAS. REAS. REAS. REAS.
FORECAST FOINT AVG. FROEAELE FROEBAELE MAX. HAX. HIN. MIN.
FERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

DUCHESNE RIVER near Tabiona AFR-JUL 105.0 86,0 82 113.0 108 53.0 50
DUCHESNE RIVER near Duchesne APR-JUL 189.0 155.0 82 214.0 113 98,0 52
STRAMEBERRY RIVER at Duchesne AFR-JUL 69.0 46.0 96 87.0 126 45,0 65
ROCK CREEK near Mountain Home AFR-JUL 95.0 80,0 84 112.0 118 54,0 57
CURRANT CREEK near Fruitland AFPR-JUL 20,0 18.0 20 24,0 120 12.0 60
LAKEFORK RIVER near Mountain Home APR-JUL 70,0 65.0 93 89.0 127 45.0 44
YELLOWSTONE RIVER riear Altonah APR-JUL 66.0 61.0 92 89.0 135 33.0 50
DUCHESNE near Myton AFR-JUL 223.0 22040 99 310.0 139 95.0 43
WHITE ROCKS RIVER near Whiterocks AFR=-JUL 60,0 51.0 85 76.0 127 26,0 43
UINTAH RIVER near Neola AFR-JUL 86,0 76.0 a8 112.0 130 40.0 47
DUCHESNE near Randlett APR=-JUL 257.0 290.0 113 480.0 187 100.,0 39
WEST FORK DUCHESNE RIVER rear Hannaz AFR-JUL 26,0 24,0 92 31.0 119 15,0 28
HENRY'S FORK near Manils AFR-SEF 51.0 50.0 98 73.0 143 32.0 63
ELACK'S FORK near Millburne AFR-JUL 0.0 84.0 93 121.0 134 53.0 39
FLAMING GORGE RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUL 1267.,0 1400.,0 112 1840,0 145 1010.0 80
ASHLEY CREER near Yernal AFR-JUL 92,0 5040 26 68.0 131 36.0 69
___q_________-_,__m-__‘__-_-_-_________________________-________________I _________________________________________________________
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) | HATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS
________________________________________________________________________
USEAELE | x%x USEAELE STORAGE xx | NO, THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES: --————mmoem—smmes
| YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D LAST YR. AVERAGE

PG SR aame @S0 70 | PPER GREEN RIVER in UTAH 5 & 80
MOON LAKE 35.8 25.6 17.6 13,6 : ASHLEY CREEK 2 34 .' : Ai
RED FLEETY 26,0 17.1 19.0 = : ELACK'S FORK RIVER 3 75 90
STEINAKER 33.3 32,2 29.0 18.2 : SHEEF CREEK Z R0 : 105
STARVATION 145,3 149.8 14%9.0 105,2 : DUCHESNE RIVER 11 30 ﬂ? _
STRAMBERRY-ENLARGED 951.4 529.1 5040 == : LAKE FORK-YELLOWSTONE CRE 3 4?__ .: :}6

: STRAWEERRY RIVER 4 i@ ' -'¥§5.

: UINTAH-WHITEROCKS RIVERS 3 40 j . _é&.

1

|

UINTAH BASIN & DAGGET SCD 21 " a8

1 - Reas. max, and reas. min. forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and also (2) below,
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.



Carbon, Emery, Wayne, Grand, and San Juan Co.

Mountain snowpack® (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

*Based on selected stations
Maximum Average @————

Minimum

Current s

HaTER SUFFLY
OUTLOOK S
Snowpack on the watersheds of Southeastern Utah is

below average. Price River snow courses have only
22% of average January 1 water content. The La Sal
Mountains are 83% of average. Forecasts of spring

and summer streamflow range from 67% of average on
Muddy Creek near Emery to 130% for the Colorado River
near Cisco. Reservoir storage is 77% of capacity and
139% of average.




CARBONs EMERY» WAYNEr GRAND: & SAN JUAN Co.

FORECAST 25 YR. HOST HOST REAS. REAS. REAS. REAS .
FORECAST FOINT AVG. FROBABLE FROBABLE HMAX. HAX, MIN. HIN.
PERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

GDOSEBERRY CREEK near Scofield APR-JUL 10.7 8.7 81 14.0 131 4.0 37
SCOFIELD RESERVOIR inflow AFR-JUL 46,0 32,0 70 51.0 111 16.0 35
PRICE riear Heiner AFR-JUL 6340 5640 89

HUNTINGTON CREEK near Humtington APR-JUL 9540 40,0 73 65.0 118 21.0 38
COTTONWOOD CREEK near Orangeville AFR-JUL 47.0 35.0 74 53.0 113 17.0 36
FERRON CREEK rear Ferron APR-JUL 41.0 30.0 73 48.0 117 12,0 29
HUDDY CREEK rnear Emery APR-JUL 210 14,0 67 27.0 129 3.0 14
COLORADO mear Ciscos UT APR-JUL 3443,0  4475.0 130 6470.0 188 2890.0 84
GREEN niear Green Rv.» UT AFR-JUL 3176.0 3300.0 104 4440,0 140 2090.0 b6
MILL CREEK near Moab AFR-JUL ? 5.5 3.0 91 8.0 145 2.0 36
NAVAJD RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUL 744.0 775.0 106 1210.0 158 440,0 58
SAN JUAN near Bluff, UT APR-JUL 1091,0 1200.0 110 1940.0 178 630.0 58
SEVEN MILE CREEK near Fish Lake APR-JUL ; 6.5 56 B4 10.0 154 2.0 31

RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) WATERSHED SNOWPACK ANALYSIS

USEAELE | xx USEAELE STORAGE xx

BLUE MOUNTAINS

CAREON, EMERYs WAYNE» GRA

RESERVOIR CAPACITY| THIS LAST HATERSHED
| YEAR YEAR AVG.
____________________________________________ I
HUNTINGTON NORTH 3.9 3.2 2.5 2,0 |  FRICE RIVER
|
JOE'S VALLEY 54.6 46,2 48.4 42.7 | SAN RAFAEL RIVER
|
KEN'S LAKE 2.3 0.7 0.9 === 1  MUDDY RIVERK
|
HILL SITE 1647 10.6 7.3 3,0 1 FREMONT RIVER
t
SCOFIELD 65.8 48.8 45.0 30,3 |  LASAL MDUNTAINS
|
!
|
|
|

1 - Reass max%. and reas. min. forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and also (2Z) below.
Z - Corrected for uwpstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.




Sevier & Beaver River Basins

Mountain snowpack™* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

FEB MAR APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum Average @————

Minimum Current

WATER SUFFLY

OUTLOOK 2
Snowpack on the Sevier is about half of normal for
January 1. Water content on the Upper Sevier is 53%,
East Fork 57%, South Fork 50% and Lower Sevier 44%,
The Beaver River has 57% of average January 1 water
equivalent in the snowpack, Streamflow forecasts of
spring and summer flows range widely from 60% of
average for Oak Creek near Oak City to 182% for the
Sigurd to Gunnison reach of the Sevier. Reservoir
storage is very good with current storage at 88% of
capacity and 226% of average for January 1.




SEVIER 3t Hatch

SEVIER near Circleville
SEVIER near Kingston
ANTIMONY CREEK near Antimony
E F SEVIER near Kingston
SEVIER blw Piute Dam

CLEAR CREEK near Sevier
SIGURD to GUNNISON

KINGSTON to VERMILLION DAM
VERMILLION DAH to GUNNISON
SALINA CREEK at Sazlina
SEVIER nr Gunnison

CHALK CREEK rezr Fillmore
CHICKEN CREEK near Levan

0AK CREEK near Ozk City
EFHRAIM CREEK near Ephraim
FLEASANT CREEK near Fleasant
SALT CREEK near Nephi

BEEAVER RIVER near Beaver
NORTH CREEK near Beaver (combined N

HINERSVILLE RESERVOIR inflow

GUNNISON
HINERSVILLE (RkyFd)
OTTER CREEK

FIUTE

SEVIER BRIDGE

FANQUITCH LAKE

1 - Reas, max, and reas, min, forecasts are for 5% and 95% exuceedance levels and also (2) below.

SEVIER & BEAVER RIVER BASINS

HOST

FORECAST 25 YR HOST REAS,  REAS.  REAS,  REAS.
AVG., FROBAELE FROBAELE MAX. MAX. MIN. MIN.
PERIOD  (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG,)
AFR-JUL 52,0 49,0 94 79.0 152 27,0 52
APR-JUL 44,0 42.0 95
APR-JUL 34,0 27,0 79 67,0 197 7.0 21
AFPR-JUL 74 6.9 93
AFR-JUL 24.0 21,0 88 46,0 192 10,0 az
APR-JUL 56,0 42,0 75 103.0 184 10,0 18
AFR-JUL 22,0 1640 73
AFR-JUL 44.0 80.0 182 128,0 291 36,0 8z
AFR-JUL 33,0 48,0 145
HAR-JUL 54,0 92,0 170
AFR-JUN 10,7 9.5 89
APR-JUL 99:0 1100 1
AFR-JUL 16.4 10.8 66 21,0 128 2.0 12
AFR-JUL 3.5 2.3 66 4.0 114 1,0 29
APR=JUL 1.6 0.9 60 3.0 188 0.4 25
AFR-JUL 14,9 13,7 92
AFR-JUL Bsb b4 77
AFR-JUL 13.5 8.8 65 22,0 163 2,0 15
APR-JUL 27,0 22,0 81 42,0 156 7.0 26
AFR-JUL 14,46 12,0 82 26,0 178 2.0 14
AFR-JUN 8.9 8.0 90 15,0 169 1,0 1
I e
STORAGE (1000AF) | WATERSHED SNOWPACK ANALYSIS
______ . e _ ]
USEABLE |  xx USEABLE STORAGE xx | NO, THIS YEAR AS % OF
CAFACITY| THIS LAST | WATERSHED BOURSES =mem=mmmemmmmee
| YEAR YEAR AVG. | AVG'D LAST YR. AVERAGE

T 2003 168 168 9.5 - UFPER SEVIER RIVER (south 11

26,0 7.5 - 18 9.3 : EAST FORK SEVIER RIVER 4

S2.6 49,9 50,2 23.8 1l SOUTH FORK SEVIER RIVER 7

71.8 60.1 6.5 29.3 |‘ LOWER SEVIER RIVER (inclu 12

2360 ZEL. 2081 Bl BEAVER RIVER 3

2.3 ZUhE WF — g SEVIER & BEAVER RIVER BAS 26

2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.




E. Garfield, Kane, Washington, & Iron Co.

Mountain snowpack™* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)
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*Based on selected stations
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Average ————
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HATER SUFFLY

OUTLOOK 3

Snowpack on the watersheds of Southwestern Utah is
much below average with the exception of the Esca-
lante River which is 154% of the January 1 norm.
Virgin River snowpack is 31% of averagqe and Coal
Creek is 36% of average. Streamflow forecasts range
from 73% on Coal Creek to 117% for inflow to Lake
Powell, The Virgin and Santa Clara Rivers are fore-
cast at 82% and 79% of average respectively. Reser-
voir storage is only 32% of capacity in the four
reservoirs for which data are available.




E. GARFIELD> KANEs WASHINGTONr & IRON Co.

STREANFLOW FDRECASTS

FORECAST 25 YR. HOST MOST REAS. REAS. REAS, REAS,
FORECAST POINT AVG. FROBABLE FROBABLE HMAX. HAX . HIN. MIN,
FERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

VIRGIN near Hurricane AFR-JUN

92.0 135 18.0 26
SANTA CLARA near Fine Valley APR-JUN
COAL CREEK mear Cedar City AFR-JUL 24.0 120 8.0 40
LAKE FORELL inflow APR-JUL 13543.0 167 6023.0 74
|
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) | WATERSHED SNOWPACK ANALYSIS
|
______________ R s S 1
USEABLE |  xx USEABLE STORAGE xx | NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES
| YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D
- —— - | - - -
GUNLOCK 10.4 | VIRGIN RIVER S
LAKE POMELL 25002.0 PAROWAN q
QUAIL CREEK 40.0 ENTERPRISE TO NEW HARMONY 2
UPPER ENTERFRISE 10.0 COAL CREEK 3
LOWER ENTERPRISE 2.6 ESCALANTE RIVER 2

E. GARFIELDs KANE» WASHIN 12

1 - Reas. max, and reas. min. forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and also (2) below.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.






SNOW DATA MEASUREMENTS

SNOW COURSE ELEV. DATE SN WATER LAST AVERAGE
DEFTH CONTENT YEAR 19&1-25
ASHLEY TWIN LAEKES 10500 no data = T8
ATWOID LAKE 10500 no data 2.5 5.5
EEAVER CREEK DIVIDE 2z20 12/2% ? 1.2 T2 8.7
EEAVER DAMS 2000 1z2/282 3 1.1 G&.= 4.2
EBEN LOMOND FEAE 2000 12/2% Z5 7.7 20.2 14.7
EEN LOMOND TRAIL 000 12/20 10 28 12.9 7.1
EEVAN'S CAEIN E450 12/31 1z 8.9 4.2 2.6
FIG FLAT 10220 12/26 =4 GH.E 15.0 7.0
EIRCH CROSSING 2100 12/23 5 1.1 2.7 3.3
BLACKE'S FLAT-U.M. CK 12/27 11 Z.6 .5 5.0
BELACK'S FIORE 12/27 = Z.3E = &1
ELACE 'S FORE GS-EF 12722 11 2.0 4.2 3.7
ELACK 'S FOREKE JUNCTN 12/22 14 2.1 4.5 3.9
R CREEK 300 12/27 9 2.0 &.2 8.6
BERIAN HEAD 10000 12/26 &= TWT 11.2 2.1
BROWN DUCKE. RIDGE 10800 12/29 Iz 2. 12.5 S.4
ERYCE CANYON 2000 12/29 7 1.0 Z:5 s |
SEO0 12720 Z E.5 10.0 7.1
YTO0 no data - 9.0
. 000 12/20 13 2.6 g.0 6.5
BUG LAKE 750 19 4.3 10,2 8.z
BURT'S-MILLER RANCH 7200 =] .0 .G Z.4
CAMF JACKESION SA00 14 3.4 = &7
CASTLE VALLEY SE20 11 Z.Z Gt [ |
CHALE CREEK #1 Y100 % oL 15.7 10.0
CHALE CREEE #:Z 200 Z0 4.% LB | &6.5
CHALK CREEK #3Z TEO0 : 10 2.4 4.6 .6
CHEFETA 10300 12720 1% 4.5 10.1 5.3
CHEFETA-WHITERKS. LK 10Z50 no data = Gl
CLEAR CREEE MEADOWS Y420 = Z.2E - .5
CLEAR CREEE RIDGE #1 2zZ00 1z 2.6 8.7 .1
CLEAR CREEK RIDGE #Z 2000 10 Cul &5 Gt
CLEAR CREEEK RIDGE #Z &&00 4 .7 4.1 .8
CURRANT CREEK 2000 1 ail T 4.5
DANIELS-STRAWEERRY 2000 4 T 10.2 &.2
DESERET FEAEK PELO 12 ) - 12.2
DILL'S CAMF LEQQ =] | T2 B.2
DONKEEY RESERVOIR F200 pt= Tl 37 2.2
DRY EREAD POND 2250 11 Z.6 T2 S5
DUCE, CREEK R.S. 700 - Z.4E Lo Ly o
EAST SHINGLE LAKE PEOO = 123
FARMINGTON CANYON 2000 zZ1 G.d 14,7 12.7
FARMINGTON CANYON L. &%50 17 .4 12.4 10.4
FARNSWIRTH LAKE PE00 6 7.4 8.2 =i
FISH LAEE STO0 12/27 4 = Ee o
FIVE FOINT LAKE 11000 no data 2.4 T.0
G.E.R.C. HEADQUARTER =700 12/27 1= 2T 10.2 T3
G.E.R.C. MEADDWS 10000 1Z2/2 2z B, 1.&,.T v.2
GARDEN CITY SUMMIT 700 12/2% B 1.2 2.8 T.6
GEORGE CREEL 2540 no data - -
GEORGE FEAK FOQ0 no data - 1Z2.68
GOOSERERRY R.S. 000 1Z7E7 14 S22 5.3
HARDSCRALELE aTO0 12722 10 1.4 ]
HARRIS FLAT 7700 12/27 i .G 3.4
HAYDEN FORE 400 12/&9 14 2.8 G2
HENRY 'S FURE 10000 no data 6.5
HEWINTA G.S. FEO0 12729 ] 23 3.8
HOLE-IN-THE-RIOCE F1E0 12/Z20 10 1.8 Z.a
HOJLE-IN-THE-ROQCE GS 23200 no data 1.0
HICKERSON PAREK 2100 14 22 z.e
HOEELE CREEFK SUMMIT 7420 7 1.3 ==
HORSE RIDGE 2 15 3.6 .0
HUNTINGTON-HORSESHOE 2200 19 EiyD 10.2
INDIAN CANYON 100 12 .1 G.&
JIOHNSON VALLEY 3850 = .7 LR




SNOW DATA MEASUREMENTS (cont.)

SNOW COURSE ELEV. DATE SNOW WATER LAST AVERAGE
DEFTH CONTENT YEAR 1%a1-35

FILFOIL CREEK 1z z.5 7.2 &L 0
EIMEERLY MINE (UFFER) zz g, R &.5
KING'S CARIN (UPFER) E 1.3 E.4 4.5
ELONDIKEE NARROWS 11 Z.a R 2.2
EOLOE-CRYSTAL PERO > 1.4 D é 2.5
LAKEFORE EBASIN 11100 no data 10,3 -]
LAKEFORE MOUNTAIN #1 10Z00 12/8% 15 DL 2L.E 5.2
LAKEFORE MOUNTAIN #3 £400 12/2% s L3 4,8 e |
LAMES CANYCON 7400 12/29 iz 4.3 9.4 7.3
LASAL MOUNTAIN LOWER &200 12/21 13 S EL G 4.5
LASAL MOUNTAIN (UPF) 2250 12/21 = 7.5 9.z 7.6
LIGHTNING LAKE 10500 no data 15.32 102
LILY LAKE Q50 12/320 bt 5.2 7.1 [
LITTLE EBEAR (LOWER) &000 12/29 & 1.2 7.6 4.7
LITTLE BEAR (UFPER) EEEO 12/2% = 1.6 2.1 5.5
LITTLE GRASSY CREEE &100 12/2¢ 1 o] 0.4 1.0
LONG FLAT 2000 12/26 o 125 ZLA il
LONG VALLEY JCT. 7SO0 12/27 =] = 2.3 2.3
LOST CREEE RESERVOIR &130 12/2% %) 0.0 LA :
MAMMOTH-COT TONWOOD S200 12/28 13 3.0 14,3 )
MERCHANT VALLEY (UF) 2750 12/84 & 1.0 v.6 I
MIDDLE EEAVER CREEK S50 no data - 1,3
MIDDLE CANYON 7000 1z2/21 12 4.a &.7 Gl
MIDWAY VALLEY 12/27 19 &2 .0 9.0
MILL CREEEK 40 - LT =
MILL D SOUTH FORE 17 4.3 2.6
MINTE CRISTD R.S. zZa 4.6 11.2

TISEY MOUNTAINCLOW) 11 A | 7.3

T.BALDY K.S. b Gl 13.7
mMUD CREEE #&Z = s - 7.5
(1A, CREEE T 7.2
CONE MILE SUMMIT -
OTTER LAKE 18 EL P2
FANQUITCH LAKE s -4 e
FARADISE FARE 14 4.2 e
FARLEY'S CANYQON SUM. 17 4.4 "3
FAYSON R.S. 15 S 2.7 ;
FICKLE KEG SFRING 11 B 7.2 7.0
FINE CANYON ;s Bt .8 2.0
FINE CREEE 1E Z.6 Y. T
REDDEN MINE LOWER 14 2.0 10.% =
KED FPINE RIDGE 13 il e 7.0
REES'S FLAT 10 Z.2 7.6 &
REYNOLDS PARE - 7.7
KOG CREEK 1 o Gt E.d
ROCKEY BASIN-SETTLEMT 2900 24 7.4 11. 13.7
SEELEY CREEK R.S. g 2 it . 7.1
SERGEANT LAKES - =
SHINGLE MILL ] o ET 4.0
SILVER LAKE(ERIGHT.) &73&C Z0 E.5 1z.%
SMITH & MOREHOUSE TEOO 1z 3.2 7.
SNOWEIRD GAD VALLEY 2700 -
GOAPSTONE R.S. : Z.ZE &7
SPIRIT LAKE 1571 Zé T 7.
SIUAW SPRINGS 12/: 4 L 4.8
STEEL CREEK FAREK 127 b Hu = .7
STILLWATER CAMP 1LE 1z z £.5
STRAWEERRY DIVIDE 12 11 2w 12.1
STUART R.S. 124 = UE 3.1
SUSC RANCH 13/: 1 .1 5.0

ALL FOLES 127: 17 I.E .5

IAYNES CANYIIN 12/ Z1 5.0 - -
VHISTLE FLAT y -

TIMFANDGIS DIVIDE

H
i

=
T

o
—
3
[ ]
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SNOW DATA MEASUREMENTS (cont.)

SNOW COURSE ELEV. DATE SNCIW WATER

DEFTH CONTENT
TONY GROVE LAKE
TONY GROVE R.S. ;
TRIAL LAEE )
TROUT CREEK 400

UFFER JOES VALLEY .
VERNCON CREEE Ead 4.7
VIFONT = Gl
WEESTER FLAT 5 = &.5 G
WHITE RIVER #1 10 S 2.1 &l
WHITE RIVER #Z T400 1 1 4.7 S
WIDTSOE-ESCALANTE #2 800 ] 6.0 .2 5.2
WRIGLEY CREEF OO0 2 1.& &L 6 4.4
YANKEE RESERVOIR 700 1= Z D 4.0 4.4
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SUMMARY

SNOWFACK

CENERaAL OUTLOOK

Poor snowpack conditions continue to darken pros-
pects for good water supplies in Utah this year.
February 1st. reports averaged across the state show
only 57% of usual amounts. Streamflow forecasts
remain below normal with a few exceptions.

The average snow accumulation in Utah on February
1st. is 64% of the peak which usually occurs near
April 1st. With only 36% of that April 1st. average
peak snowpack on the ground , only two months
remaining and droughty weather trends it is unlikely
that the snowpack can catch up to normal by April
1st. Nearly twice usual snowfall during February and
March would be needed. The Uintas remain highest at
64% while conditions are driest in the southwestern
part of the State where snowpack is 44% of average,.
Snow reports at 10 stations were near or below the
minimum on record. Heavy spring snow and rains will
be needed to overcome effects of current shortages.

FRECIFITATION:

RESERVOIRS?

STREAMFLOW?

Precipitation for mountain stations was generally
less than normal for the month of January. Valley
precipitation was generally normal except for near
normal reports in northeastern Utah and Tooele areas,
Southern Utah experienced variable amounts of January
precipitation. Seasonal precipitation is 40-80% of
normal with areas near the Colorado border near
normal.

Water stored in 25 major reservoirs is generally in
very good supply averaging 29% above normal volumes
for February l1lst. Southwestern Utah reservoirs
remain in poor condition with the added concern that
earlier than usual release may be necessary to
supplement the light runoff expected.

Streamflow forecast values are generally below
average, Some are as low as 37% in the Sevier and
Beaver River Basins. A few streams in some basins
are near or above normal, Utah Lake Inflow and City
Creek along the Wasatch front are 105 and 101% of

average respectively. Forecasts elsewhere are in the
60-80% of average range.,



Forecasts prepared for this bulletin represent cooperative efforts of the Soil
Conservation Service and the National Weather Service in an effort to provide
the best possible service to water users and managers.



Bear River Basin

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JA FEB MAR APR MAY
*Based on selected stations
Maximum Average ————
Minimum Current

WATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK:?:

Snowpack on the Bear River watershed is only half of
normal for February 1. The Logan River drainage has
42% of average water content. Bear River Basin
snowpack increased only 60% as much as usual during
January as a result of below normal precipitation.
Streamflow forecasts are down from the levels
forecast last month. Forecasts now range from 27 to
75% of average. Reservoir storage is well above
average for this time of year, a factor that will
gain more importance if below normal precipitation
persists.




BEAR RIVER BASIN

FORECAST 25 YR, MOST HOST REAS. REAS. REAS, REAS.
FORECAST POINT AVG. FROBAELE PROEBABLE MAX, HAX. MIN. HIN.
FERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)
BEAR RIVER near UT-HY Stateline APR-JUL 116.0 87.0 75 118.0 102 5940 51
BEAR near Woodruff APR-JUL 144.0 86,0 &0 155.0 108 33.0 23
WOODRUFF CREEK riear Woodruff APR-JUL 17.3 9.5 55 14.0 81 5.0 29
BIG CREEK near Randolph APR-JUL 5.3 3.0 57 6.0 113 1.0 19
BEAR near Randolph APR-JUL 126.0 70.0 56 147.0 117 30,0 24
THOMAS FORK near Stateline APR-SEF 37.0 10.0 27 20,0 54 5.0 14
SHITHS FORK near Border APR-SEF 122.0 65.0 93 97.0 80 33,0 27
BEAR RIVER near Harer AFR-SEF 3260 140.0 43 254.0 78 45,0 14
LOGAN RIVER near Logan APR-JUL 122.0 75.0 61 104.0 85 48.0 39
BLACKSHITH FORK near Hyrum APR-JUL 7.0 32.0 56 57.0 100 11,0 19
LITTLE BEAR RIVER near Faradise APR-JUN 42,0 25.0 &0 49.0 117 10.0 24
CUB RIVER near Preston APR-JUL 46,8 28.0 60 54.0 115 10,0 21
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) WATERSHED SNOWFPACK ANALYSIS

USEAELE | xx USEABLE STORAGE xx

RESERVOIR CAPACITY)! THIS LAST
| YEAR YEAR AVG.
BEAR LAE 19210 10529 10577 9925
HYRUM 15.3 10.9 10.3 10.3
FORCUPINE 11.3 10,5 7.0 2.9
HOODRUFF NARROWS NO REPORT
WOODRUFF CREEK 3.5 31 1.7 ===

BEAR RIVERs LOWER IN UTAH 8
BEAR RIVER DRAINAGE IN UT 13
BEAR RIVER» UFPER (above 12
BEAR RIVERy LOWER (below 14

BEAR RIVER DRAINAGE 24

LOGAN RIVER

RAFT RIVEK

BEAR RIVER

BASIN

NO.
COURSES
AVG'D

THIS YEAR AS % OF

LAST YR.

AVERAGE

BEAR RIVERs UPPER IN UTAH 6

1 - Reas. max. and reas. min. forecasts are for 5% and 99% exceedance levels and also (2) below.

2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.

The average is computed for the 1961-B5 base period.



Weber & Ogden Watersheds

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JAN

APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum

Minimum

Average ————

Current

HATER SUFFLY OUTLOOKS:

February 1 snowpack on the Weber River watershed is
only 60% of average. During January the snowpack
increased only about 75% of normal which leaves the
snowpack at a level slightly less than is normal for
the beginning of January. Streamflow forecasts now
range from 57 to 80% of the April-June average. Most
Weber Basin forecasts decreased from the volumes
forecast last month with the exception of the Ogden

River which improved slightly. Reservoir storage is
134% of average.




WEBER & OGDEN WATERSHEDS in Utah

STREAMFLOW FORECASTS

FORECAST 25 YR, HOST HOST REAS, REAS. REAS, REAS,
FORECAST FOINT AVG, PROEAELE PROBABLE MAX. HAX. HIN, HIN,
PERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

WEBER RIVER near Oakley AFR-JUN 108.0 101 45.0 42
ROCKPORT RESERVOIR inflow AFR-JUN 128.0 107 31.0 26
CHALK CREEK riear Coalville AFPR=-JUN 44,0 107 13.0 32
WEEER RIVER near Coalville APR-JUN 120.0 94 32.0 25
LOST CREEK near Croyden APR-JUN 19.0 122 3.0 19
EAST CANYON CREEK near Morgan AFR-JUN 33.0 114 8.0 28
HARDSCRABELE CREEK near Porterville APR-JUN 26,0 141 4.0 22
SOUTH FORK OGDEN RIVER near Huntsvil APR-JUN 62,0 107 24.0 41
FINEVIEW RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUN 129.0 106 62,0 91
WHEELER CREEK near Huntsville AFPR-JUL 7.0 108 3.0 46
ECHO RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUN 164.0 101 52,0 32
WEBER RIVER st Gateway APR-JUN 298.0 91 88.0 27
FARMINGTON CREEK near Farmington APR-JUL 11.0 134 2.0 24
_____ ; o P
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) | WATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS
S . S
USEABLE |  xx USEAELE STORAGE xx | NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST | WATERSHED GOURSES - Semsosscpouaea=a

| YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D LAST YR.

CAUSEY 6.9 |

AVERAGE

OGDEN RIVER 4
EAST CANYON 48.1 WEBER RIVER 13
ECHO 73.9 | WEEER & DGDEN WATERSHEDS 17
LOST CREEK 20,0 |
PINEVIEH 110.1
ROCKPORT 40,9

HWILLARD BAY 16545

1 - Reas. max. and reas. min, forecasts are for 5% and 99% exceedance levels and also (2) below.
2 - Corrected for wpstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.




Utah Lake, Jordan River & Tooele Valley

Mountain snowpack™* (inches)
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Water Equivalent (in)
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0
JAN

FEB MAR APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum

Minimum

Average ————

Current

WwaTER SUFFLY OUTLOOK?:

February 1 snowpack ranges from 41% on the Provo
River to 78% on Tooele Valley watersheds. Jordan
River tributary watersheds have 72% of normal water
content in the snowpack., Snowpack accumulation in
the Utah Lake, Jordan River and Tooele Valley area,
as a whole, is lagging about two months behind normal
this year. Streamflow forecasts now range from 56%
for Hobble Creek to 105% for Utah Lake Inflow.

Reservoir storage is above average for those
reservoirs having established averages,




UTAH LAKEs» JORDAN RIVER & TOOELE VALLEY

STREAMFLOW FORECASTS

FORECAST 25 YR. HOST HOST REAS REAS, REAS. REAS.
FORECAST POINT AVG. FROBAELE FROBAELE MAX. HAX, MIN. HIN.
PERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

PROVD near Hailstone APR-JUL 126.0 112 50.0 44
FPROVO below Deer Creek Dam APR-JUL 134.,0 101 38.0 29
AMERICAN FORK near American Fk. APR-JUL 36.0 106 22.0 45
HOBBLE CREEK near Springville APR-JUL

STRAWBERRY RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUL 48.0 80 17.0 28
FAYSON CREEK near Fayson APR-JUL

UTAH LAKE inflow APR-JUL 410.0 139 204.0 69
LITTLE COTTONWOOD CRK near SLC APR-JUL 40.0 98 25.0 41
BIG COTTONWOOD CRK near SLC APR-JUL 44,0 113 31.0 79
PARLEY'S CEEK near SLC APR-JUL 19.0 112 8.0 47
MILL CREEK near SLC APR-JUL 10,0 145 5.0 72
EMIGRATION CREEK near SLC APR-JUL

CITY CREEK near SLC APR-JUL 2.0 100 5.0 56
JETTLEMENT CREEK near Tooele APR-JUL 3.0 130 1.0 43
SOUTH WILLOW CREEK near Grantsville APR-JUL 4,0 133 1,0 33
VERNON CREEK near Vernon AFR-JUN 1.5 120 0.2 19

RESERVOIR STORAGE (10004F) HATERSHED SNOWPACK ANALYSIS

USEABLE |  xx USEABLE STORAGE xx NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST HATERSHED COURSES  —=~rm—=————wr————e
’ | YEAR YEAR AVG, AVG'D LAST YR, AVERAGE

DEER CREEK 149.7 PROVO RIVER & UTAH LAKE 10

GRANTSVILLE 3.3 FROVO RIVER 9

SETTLEMENT CREEK 1.0 | JORDAN RIVER & GREAT SALT 5

STRAHBERRY-ENLARGED 951.4 TOOELE VALLEY WATERSHEDS 4

UTAH LAKE 883.9 UTAH LAKE» JORDAN RIVER & 19

VERNON CREEK 0.6 0

1 - Reas. maxs and reas., min., forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and 3also (2Z) below.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.



Uintah Basin & Dagget SCD’s

Mountain snowpack™ (inches)
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Water Equivalent (in)
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*Based on selected stations

Maximum

Average ————

Minimum Current

HATER SUFFLY OUTLOOKS?Z:

February 1 snowpack on the Uintas is about one month
behind normal accumulation when taken as a whole., The
north slope, however, is near normal with Sheep Creek
at 105% and Black's Fork at 89%, The south slope, on
the other hand, is well below average ranging from 74
to 36% of the February 1 average. Streamflow
forecasts have decreased from last month and now
range from 54 to 87% of average. Reservoir storage
is excellent. End of January storage was 90% of
capacity and 142% of average.

10



UINTAH BASIN & DAGGET SCD'S

FORECAST 25 YR. HOST MOST REAS. REAS. REAS. REAS.
FORECAST POINT AVG, PROBAELE FROEAELE MAX. HAX. MIN. MIN.
PERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)
DUCHESNE RIVER near Tabiona APR-JUL 105.0 81.0 77 104.0 99 55.0 52
DUCHESNE RIVER near Duchesne APR-JUL 189.0 140.0 74 189.0 100 93.0 49
STRAWBERRY RIVER at Duchesne AFPR-JUL 690 40.0 58 58.0 84 23.0 33
ROCK CREEK near Mountain Home APR-JUL 950 76.0 80 104.,0 109 95.0 58
CURRANT CREEK near Fruitland APR-JUL 20.0 11,0 99 16.0 80 640 30
LAKEFORK RIVER near Mountain Home APR-JUL 70.0 550 79 7640 109 37.0 53
YELLOWSTONE RIVER near Altonah AFR-JUL 6640 50.0 76 73.0 111 27.0 41
DUCHESNE near Myton AFR-JUL 223.0 160.0 72 240.0 108 55,0 25
WHITE ROCKS RIVER near Whiterocks APR-JUL 60.0 43.0 72 67,0 112 19.0 32
UINTAH RIVER near Neola AFPR-JUL 8640 62.0 72 98.0 114 26.0 30
DUCHESNE near Randlett APR-JUL 257.0 215.0 84 405.0 158 25.0 10
WEST FORK DUCHESNE RIVER near Hanna APR-JUL 28,0 150 94 23.0 82 7.0 25
"NRY'S FORK near Manila APR-SEP 51.0 34.0 &7 95640 110 17.0 33
LK'S FORK near Millburne AFR-JUL 90.0 71.0 79 105.0 117 41.0 46
FLAMING GORGE RESERVOIR inflow AFR-SEP 1445,0 1250.0 87 1685.0 117 860.0 60
ASHLEY CREEK near Vernal AFR-JUL 92,0 40,0 77 55.0 104 28,0 54
e _--_-----T _______ ——— ——
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) | HATERSHED SNOWPACK ANALYSIS
_____________________________________________________ e ep e e SR
USEAELE | xx USEABLE STORAGE xx | NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY| THIS LAST | HWATERSHED COURSES: —r=rersmmss—m—cos
| YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D LAST YR. AVERAGE
;LQHIN;-EBRGE ----- 3749,0 3100,4 3014.0 s 1---LPPER GREEN RIUE;_;; UTAH 9 82 _H-—BZ
MOON LAKE 35.8 26,5 b 15.4 : ASHLEY CREEK 2 61 53
RED FLEET 26,0 17.2 20.0 o : BLACK'S FORK RIVER 3 83 89
STEINAKER 33.3 32.1 31.3 19.7 : SHEEF CREEK 2 104 105
STARVATION 165.3 1521 147.0 113.0 : DUCHESNE RIVER 15 47 57
STRAWBERRY-ENLARGED 951.4 687.0 509.0 i : LAKE FORK-YELLOWSTONE CRE 3 53 74
: STRAWBERRY RIVER q 29 36
: UINTAH-WHITEROCKS RIVERS 3 48 58
} UINTAH BASIN & DAGGET SCD 24 56 64

1 - Reas. max. and reas. min., forecasts are for S% and 95Z exceedance levels and also (2) below,
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.

The average is computed for the 196

1-85 base period.

11



Carbon, Emery, Wayne, Grand, and San Juan Co.

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

APR MAY

Maximum

Minimum

Average ————

Current

HATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK:

Snowpack on southeastern Utah watersheds, compared to
the February 1 average, ranges from well below normal
on Muddy Creek at 37% to near average on the La Sal
Mountains at 95%. Streamflow forecasts are gener-
ally less than estimated a month ago with the excep-
tion of Mill Creek near Moab and the forecasts on the
San Juan River which increased slightly. Reservoir
storage ranges from 105% of average in Joe's Valley
to 323% in Mill Site and averages 138% of normal in
the four reservoirs of our sample.
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CAREBON Yy

EMERY y

WAYNE »

GRAND »

& SAN JUAN Co.

STREANFLOW FORECASTS

CAREON, EMERY, WAYNE» GRA 21

FORECAST 25 YR,  MOST MOST REAS. KEAS. REAS ., REAS.
FORECAST POINT AvE, FROBAELE PROBABLE  MAX, HAX. MIN, MIN,
FERIOD  (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)
GCOOSEBERRY CREEK near Scofield APR-JUL e W 13.0 108 3.0 25
SCOFIELD RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUL 28,0 61 44,0 76 16,0 35
PRICE near Heiner APR-JUL 78.0 48,0 62
HUNTINGTON CREEK near Huntington APR-JUL 55,0 39,0 7 59,0 107 25.0 45
COTTONWDOD CREEK near Orangeville  APR-JUL 47.0 32,0 68 50.0 106 14,0 30
FERRON CREEK near Ferron APR-JUL 41.0 2640 63 43.0 105 9.0 22
HUDDY CREEK near Emery APR-JUL 21,0 12,5 0 23.0 110 2.0 10
COLORADO rear Ciscor UT APR-JUL | 3443.0 3800.0 110 54900 159 2500.0 73
GREEN near Green Rv.» UT APR-JUL - 3176.0 3000.0 94 4050.0 128 1950.0 61
MILL CREEK near Moab APR-JUL '5,5 5.2 95 8.0 145 3.0 55
NAVAJO RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUL ':f7aq.o 875.0 115 1265.0 166 570.0 75
SAN JUAN near Eluffy UT APR-JUL 1091,0  1300.0 119 1920.0 176 8000 73
““VEN MILE CREEK near Fish Lake APR-JUL =] 5.0 77 8.0 123 2.0 31
Lo S oo ——
RESERVOIR STORAGE (10004F) [ WATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS
N e .
USEABLE |  xx USEABLE STORAGE xx | ND. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES ~ —-===—=mmmm—mmmm-
| YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D LAST YR, AVERAGE
i ——— Yo B e o ; B
JOE'S VALLEY 54,6 459 ‘5‘5;'_7é55;;.: SAN RAFAEL RIVER 7
KEN'S LAKE 2.3 07 14 s : HUDDY RIVER 2
MILL SITE 16,7 11,3 10,3 3.5': FREMONT RIVER 4
SCOFIELD 65.8 50,6 s a1s : LASAL MOUNTAINS 2
: ELUE MOUNTAINS z
'.
1

1 - Reas. max. and reas. min. forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and also (2) below.

2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 19461-85 base period.
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Sevier & Beaver River Basins

Mountain snowpack™® (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum Average ————

Minimum Current

HATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK?:

Modest snowpack increases during January have not
overcome this year's persistent poor snowpack.,
February 1 snowpack is reported 55% of average, an
increase of 7% as compared to average from Jan 1st,
Streamflow forecasts range from 37% of ave. on Oak
Creek to a high of 157% of average on the Sevier near
Gunnison, having dropped an average of 10% since Jan.
lst. Reservoir storage is currently 79% above the

usual,

14



SEVIER & BEAVER RIVER BASINS

FORECAST 25 YR. MOST MOST REAS. REAS. REAS, REAS.
FORECAST POINT AVG., FPROBAELE FROBAELE MAX. MAX. HIN. HIN.
PERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)
SEVIER at Hatch APR-JUL 52,0 43,0 83 67.0 129 23.0 a4
SEVIER near Circleville APR-JUL 44,0 40,0 91
SEVIER near Kingston APR=JUL : 34.0 25.0 74 58.0 171 10.0 29
ANTIMONY CREEK near Antimony APR-JUL 8.9 741 80
E F SEVIER near Kingston APR-JUL :‘2400 21,0 88 3%.0 163 12,0 50
SEVIER blw Piute Dam APR-JUL : 9640 44,0 82 95,0 170 10.0 18
CLEAR CREEK near Sevier APR-JUL : 22,0 13.1 60
SIGURD to GUNNISON APR-JUL 44,0 75.0 170 121.0 275 35.0 80
KINGSTON to VERMILLION DAM APR=-JUN 40,0 45,0 113
VERMILLION DAM to GUNNISON HAR-JUN J 54-0. 85.0 157
SALINA CREEK at Salina APR-JUN if!BoZ 8.5 47
SEVIER nr Gunnison AFR=-JUL : 99.0 110.0 111
CHALK CREEK near Fillmore APR-JUL 16.4 743 45 15,0 91 3.0 18
CHICKEN CREEK near Levan APR-JUL '.305 2,2 &3 4,0 114 1.0 29
CREEK near Oak City AFR-JUL i ) 0.6 37 2,0 125 1.0 62
EPHRAIM CREEK near Ephraim APR-JUL 2540 14.0 56
PLEASANT CREEK near Fleasant APR-JUL 11.5 11.5 100
SALT CREEK near Nephi APR-JUL 13,5 8.1 60 20,0 148 3.0 22
BEAVER RIVER near Beaver APR-JUL 27.0 19.1 . 71 37.0 137 6.0 22
NORTH CREEK near Beaver (combined N APR-JUL 14,6 10.7 73 23.0 158 3.0 21
MINERSVILLE RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUN 8.9 6.2 70 12.0 135 2.0 22
_______ e ' — — -
RESERVOIR STORAGE (10004F) | WATERSHED SNOWPACK ANALYSIS
] e {
USEAELE |  xx USEABLE STORAGE xx | NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITYl THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES
I YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D
GUNNISON 203 203 16,8 117I1 UPPER SEVIER RIVER (sawth 11
MINERSVILLE (RkyFd) 26.0 18.7 19.1 _11}2;: EAST FORK SEVIER RIVER q
OTTER CREEK 52,6 50.4 59.2 g ”27'5i; SOUTH FORK SEVIER RIVER 7
PIUTE 71.8 65.5 62.4 _36;9a: LOMER SEVIER RIVER (inclu 12
“IIER BRIDGE 236.0 219.2 206.2 _103;1;: BEAVER RIVER 3
WQUITCH LAKE 22.3 17.2 19,1 : : SEVIER & BEAVER RIVER BAS 26
L ' = e

1 - Reas. max. and reas., min. forecasts are for 5% and 951 exceedance levels and 3lso (2) below.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1941-85 base period.




E. Garfield, Kane, Washington, & Iron Co.

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

40

35

30

25

20

15

Water Equivalent (in)

10

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum Average ————

Minimum Current

HaAaTER SUFFLY OUTLOOK?:

Snowpack reported on February 1st. continues in a
range of extremes in this part of Utah. The
Escalante drainage is 56% above average while the
Virgin River is 65% below the February 1 average
water content. All other watersheds have one half or
less of usual. Predictions of spring/summer runoff
volumes are 5% above normal for Lake Powell while
others are about 30% below normal.
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E. GARFIELD: KANEr HWASHINGTON, & IRON Co.

STREAMFLOW FORECASTS

FORECAST 25 YR. MOST MOST REAS. REAS. REAS. REAS.
FORECAST FOINT AVG, FROBABLE FPROBAEBLE MAX. HAX. MIN. MIN.
PERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (X AVG.) (1000AF) (%X AVG,) (1000AF) (% AVG.)
VIRGIN near Hurricane APR-JUN 80.0 118 17.0 25
SANTA CLARA near Fine Valley APR-JUN
COAL CREEK near Cedar City APR-JUL 22.0 110 740 35
LAKE POMELL inflow APR-JUL 12000.0 148 5430.0 &7
|
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) | WATERSHED SNOWPACK ANALYSIS
|
- I —
USEABLE |  xx USEABLE STORAGE xx | NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES  —=—-——=-———=--mmm-
| YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D LAST YR. AVERAGE
- - : e |
GUNLOCK 10.4 = | VIRGIN RIVER S
i 1
LAKE POMELL 25002.0 | = 1 PAROWAN 4
kL |
QUAIL CREEK |  ENTERPRISE TO NEW HARMONY 2
o
“PER ENTERPRISE 10,0 |  COAL CREEK o
_R ENTERPRISE 2.6 ESCALANTE RIVER 2
E. GARFIELDs KANE,» WASHIN 12

1 - Reas., max. and reas. min, forecasts are for 9% and 95% exceedance levels and 3lso (2) below.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1941-85 base period.
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SNOW DATA MEASUREMENTS

LAST
YEAR

AVERAGE

1941 - 25

SNOW COURSE ELEV. DATE
ASHLEY TWIN LAKES no data
ATWOOD LAEKE O1/Z6
EEAVER CREELR DIVIDE 01

EEAVER DAMS
EEN LOMOND FEAE

EEN LOMOND TRAIL Q00
EEVAN'S CALIN 450
EIG FLAT 10220
EIRCH CROSSING 100

ELACK'S FLAT-U.M. CK %400
ELACE 'S FORE
ELACK'S FORE GS-EF

ELACE'S FORE JUNCTN O1/86

EDX CREEE 01/E2¢
ERIAN HEAD 01/
ERIGHTON OZ /0
EBROWN DUCE RIDGE 01/

ERYCE CANYUON
BUCE. FLAT Q1/Zé&

EUCE. FASTURE DT 00 no data
EUCERIJARD FLAT 2000
EUG LAEKE TIE0
RURT'S-MILLER RANCH 7200
CAMF JACESON
CASTLE VALLEY

CHALE CREEE #1 O1/&6
CHALE CREEE #Z O1/26
CHALE CREEE #3 01/26

CHEFETA siciale 01/26
CHEFETA-WHITERKS. LE 10350 no data
CLEAR CREEF MEADOWS P4Z0 no data
CLEAR CREEE RIDGE #1 = %

CLEAR CREEE RIDGE #Z
CLEAR CREEE RIDGE #=
CURRANT CREEE
DANIELS-STRAWEERRY
DESERET FEAE

DILL'S CAMF

DONEEY RESERVOIR

DRY EREAD FIOND

DUCE CREEEK R.S. ]

EAST SHINGLE LAKE 2EO0 no data

o
FARMINGTION CANYON 2000 01726
FARMINGTON CANYON L. &350 2
FARNSWORTH LAKE )

FISH LAKE

FIVE FOINT LAKE 11000

G.E.R.C. HEADQUARTER =700 0l1/za
G.E.R.C. MEADOWS 10000 Q1 /zZe
GARDEN CITY SUMMIT 01/5a
GEORGE CREEE no data
GECORGE FEAE no data

GOOSEEERRY R.S.

HARDSCRALEELE A&TOO0
HARRIS FLAT T700
HAYDEN FORE 2400
HENRY 'S FORE 10000

HEWINTA G.S.
HOLE-IN-THE-RQCE

HILE-IN-THE-RQCE GS no data
HICKERSON FARE 01/26
HIEELE CREEK SUMMIT 01/26
HIORSE RIDGE Ql1/z6
HUNTINGTON-HORSESHOE 01/z&
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SNOW COURSE

INDIAN CANYIIN
JOHNSION VALLEY
EILFOIL CREEFK
EIMEERLY MINE (UFFER)
KING'S CAERIN (UFFER)
ELONDIKE NARRIDWS
EOLOE-CRYSTAL
LAEEFORE EASIN
LAEEFORE MOUNTAIN #1

LAEEFORE MOUNTAIN #=

LAMES CANYON

LLASAL MOUNTAIN LOWER
LASAL MIOUNTAIN (UFF)
LIGHTNING LAKE

LILY LAKE

LITTLE EBEAR (LOWER)

LITTLE EBEAR (UFFER)

LITTLE GRASSY CREEE

LONG FLAT

LONG VALLEY JCT.

LOST CREEE RESERVIOIR

MAMMOTH-COT TANWIID
MERCHANT VALLEY (UF)
MIDDLE EREAVER CREEEK
MIDDLE CANYON
MIDWAY VALLEY
MILL CREEE
'L D SIUTH FORE
NTE CRISTZ R.S.
JASEY MOUNTAINCLOW)
MT.EALDY R.S.
MUD CREEk #Z
DA CREEE
ONE MILE SUMMIT
OTTER LAKE
FANDJUITCH LAEE
FARADISE FARE
FARLEY 'S CANYON SUM.
FAYSON R.S5.
FICKLE KEG SFRING
FINE CANYON
FINE CREEE
REDDEN MINE LUOWER
RED FINE RIDGE
REES'S FLAT
REYNCLDS FARE
ROCE CREEF.

ROCEY BASIN-SETTLEMT

SEELEY CREEEK R.S.
SERGEANT LAKES
SHINGLE MILL
SILVER LAKE(ERIGHT.)
SMITH & MOREHOUSE
SNOWEIRD GAD VALLEY
SOAFSTONE R.S.
SFIRIT LAKE
SUUAW SFRINGS
STEEL CREEK FARE
STILLWATER CAMF
“TRAWEERRY DIVIDE
JART R.S.
3¢ RANCH
JALL PIOLES
THAYNES CANYIN

ELEV.

7100
2250
7200
2200
2720
7400

PEGO

11100
10200

2400

PEE0
1OR00
FOE0
AO00
ERE0
100
2000
TEOO

7700
D00
10000

DATE

01/2&
Q1/26
01/26a
01/26

01/27
01727

no data
0Z/70Z
01 2

no data
O1/27
01/2%
01/2a

0Z/0z
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SNOW DATA MEASUREMENTS (cont.)

SNOW CLLIRSE ElLEl:. DATE SNOIW WATER
DEFTH CONTENT

THIBTLE FLAT
TIMFANOGIS DIVIDE
TOINY  GRvCi LAEE
TONY GROVE R.S.
THIAL LAt
I'RkouT CREE

UFFER J0OES VALLEY
VERNOM CREEL

m oo

-

._.
o~
. s

WEESTER FLAT
WHITE RIVER #1

T400
#o WEOO0
OO0

STO0

.
o e DO =




Utah Snowpack Progress

1987

100%
15.9"

13.2“-4 13.5"

907%

80%

70%

10.2"

60%

50%

6.7" [

5.7 4ot

Statewide

NOTE:

Snow water equivalent in inches is compared to the highest seasonal
amount ( 100% ). Monthly averages are accumulated by basin/state.

Averages are for the period 1961-1985.
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Streamflow Prospects for Utah

FORECAST STREAM FLOW

MUCH ABOVE AVERAGE

Spring and Summer Period WORE THAN 130 PERCENT
ABOVE AVERAGE

110 TO 130 PERCENT
o0 NEAR AVERAGE
90 TO 110 PERCENT
BELOW AVERAGE
70 TO 90 PERCENT

MUCH BELOW AVERAGE
LESS THAN 70 PERCENT

A STREAMFLOW FORECAST
POINTS

I D

FIGURES EQUAL PERCENT OF
AVERAGE FOR DRAINAGE
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sSurMMAaRY 2

SNOWFACK?:

CENERaAaL OUTLOOK

Heavy, late February snowfall improved the snowpack
in southern and eastern Utah but only brought the
snowpack up to 70-80% of normal for March 1. North-
ern Utah watersheds have only 65-70% of normal snow
water. Streamflow forecasts remain generally below
average but reservoir storage is above average in
most areas.

The snowpack across the State increased 10% more than
usual during February. The increases, however, were
not evenly distributed. Bear and Weber River water-
sheds only received about 80% of the usual February
increase while southeastern Utah received almost 75%
more than the normal increase during the month. Snow
surveys conducted near March 1 indicate the snowpack
is still below to much below normal in most areas of
the State. Increases ranging from 171 to 336% of
normal would be required in March just to bring the
snowpack to average by the first of April. With nor-
mal increases in March the April 1 snowpack will only
range from 64 to 87% of average across the State.

FRECIFITATION?:

RESERVOIRS:

Precipitation at mountain stations ranged from gener-
ally below normal on the Bear and Weber River water-
sheds to above to much above normal over the remain-
der of the State, Valley precipitation ranged from
less than 50% of normal on some of the stations in
northeastern Utah to almost 250% of normal in the
southeastern area of the State. Seasonal precipita-
tion, October-February, ranges from less than 50% on
a strip from Bear Lake south to the Spanish Fork
drainage to 50-80% in western and the remainder of
northern Utah., The eastern half of the State ranges
from near to above normal.

Stored water in 26 key reservoirs in Utah is 127% of
average for the end of February. All reservoirs sam-
pled which have established averages were above aver-
age except Hyrum which was 393% of average. About
one-quarter of the reservoirs sampled were reported
as full, The only area where filling is doubtful and
water shortages are likely is in extreme south-
western Utah where late February storms have helped

but much more is needed.



STREAMFLOW?:

Forecasts of spring and summer streamflow are still
generally below to much below average. Some stations
on the Sevier are still forecast above average, how-
ever, as are the Colorado and San Juan Rivers., Most
forecasts are slightly higher than last month but
forecasts on the Ogden, Provo R.,-Utah Lake, Jordan,
and Price Rivers have been reduced, Major streams
which originate outside of Utah, namely the Colorado,
Green and San Juan Rivers, have slightly lower fore-
casts than a month ago.

Forecasts prepared for this bulletin represent cooperative efforts of the Soil
Conservation Service and the National Weather Service in an effort to provide
the best possible service to water users and managers.



Bear River Basin

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JAN FEB

APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum

Minimum

Average @————

Current

HaAaTER SUFFLY OUTLOOK:?:

Snowpack on the Bear River watershed increased only
about 80% as much as usual during February. March 1
snow surveys indicate Bear River snowpack is only 57%
of average. Logan River snowpack is 48% of normal.
Streamflow forecasts are generally the same or
slightly greater than last month with the exception
of Cub River which decreased slightly. Forecasts
range from 27 to 82% of average. Reservoir storage
is good with all reservoirs near to much above
average for the end of February.




BEAR RIVER BASIN

STREAMFLOW FORECASTS

FORECAST 25 YR, MOST HOST REAS. REAS, REAS, REAS.
FORECAST POINT AVG, FROBAELE FROBAELE MAX. MAX HIN. HIN.
PERIOD (1000AF)  (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

BEAR RIVER near UT-HY Statelirne APR-JUL 116.0 95.0 'BZ 121.0 104 74.0 64
BEEAR near Woodruff APR-JUL 144,0 88,0 51 144,0 100 55,0 38
WOODRUFF CREEK niear Woodruff AFPR-JUL 17.3 9.5 : 35 14,0 81 9.0 29
BIG CREEK near Randolph APR-JUL 9.3 30 '5?' 6.0 113 1.0 19
BEAR near Randolph APR-JUL 126.0 70.0 56 141,0 112 25.0 20
THOMAS FORK near Stateline APR-SEP 37.0 10,0 27 19.0 91 1.0 3
SMITHS FORK near Border AFR-SEF 122.0 65,0 53 94,0 77 36.0 30
BEAR RIVER near Harer AFR-SEF 326.0 150.0 46 241.0 74 72.0 22
LOGAN RIVER near Logan APR-JUL 122.0 80,0 b6 103.0 84 99.0 48
BLACKSMITH FORK near Hyrum AFR-JUL 57,0 35.0 61 54,0 95 17.0 30
LITTLE BEAR RIVER near Faradise APR-JUN 42.0 2740 64 43.0 102 11,0 26
CUE RIVER near Preston AFR-JUL 46.8 25.0 53 43,0 92 14,0 30
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) WATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS

|

|

|
e e e e e e I —_— -

USEAELE |  xx USEAELE STORAGE xx |

|

|

RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST HATERSHED
I YEAR YEAR  AVG.
BEAR LAKE TR (W08 10577 w25 | SEaR RIVERs UPPER TN UToN
HYRUH 15,3 10,0 .1§.7 = .#o.h | BEAR RIVER, LOWER IN UTAH
PORCUPINE 11.3 .::idga 4 : 3.7 | BEAR RIVER DRAINAGE TN UT
WOODRUFF NARROWS 55.8 50,0 3.2 === |  EEAR RIVERs UPFER (above

EEAR RIVER DRAINAGE
LOGAN RIVER
RAFT RIVER

|
]
]
I
1
|
|
i diEea : |

WOODRUFF CREEK 35 A - === |  BEAR RIVER» LOMER {below
i . |
|
I
I
|
I
I

| BEAR RIVER BASIN

\

1 - Reas. max. and reas, min., forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and zlso (2) below.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1941-85 base period.




Weber & Ogden Watersheds

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY
*Based on selected stations
Maximum Average ————
Minimum Current

WATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK?

Weber River snowpack, relative to average, is
slightly improved from last month. The Ogden River,
however, went from 63% of average on February 1 to
56% on March 1. April 1 snowpack will only end up at
70% of average if March precipitation is normal.
Forecasts of spring and summer streamflow followed

the snowpack trends. Weber River forecasts increased
slightly while forecasts on the Ogden River
decreased. Fore- casts range from 64 to B87% of

average. Reservoir storage is 82% of capacity and
135% of average.




WEBER & OGDEN WATERSHEDS in Utah

FORECAST 25 YR, HOST HOST REAS. REAS. REAS. REAS.,
FORECAST POINT AVG, FROBAELE PROBAELE MAX. MAX. HIN. HIN.
PERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

HEBER RIVER near Oakley APR-JUN 107.0 85.0 79 112.0 105 61.0 57

ROCKPORT RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUN 120.0 86.0 72 128.0 107 50.0 42
CHALK CREEK near Coalville AFR-JUN 41.0 32.0 78 45.0 110 20,0 49
WEBER RIVER near Coalville APR-JUN 127.0 21,0 72 128.0 101 58.0 46
LOST CREEK near Croyden APR-JUN : 15.6  11.0 7 18,0 115 4,0 26
EAST CANYON CREEK near Morgan AFR-JUN 29.0 21.0 72 31,0 107 13.0 45
HARDSCRABELE CREEK near Porterville APR-JUN - 18.4 1640 87 25.0 136 7.0 38
SOUTH FORK OGDEN RIVER near Hunmtsvil APR-JUN 58.0 40.0 &9 54.0 93 24,0 41
PINEVIEW RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUN 122.,0 78.0 64 102.,0 84 49.0 40
WHEELER CREEK near Huntsville AFPR-JUN L 643 4,2 67 5.0 79 3.0 48
ECHO RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUN E163-0 120.0 74 167.0 102 78.0 48
WEEER RIVER at Gateway APR-JUN 32840 225.0 49 300.0 91 150.0 44
FARMINGTON CREEK near Farminqton APR-JUL B2 5.7 70 10,0 122 2.0 24
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) WATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS

I
|
|
1
USEAELE | xx USEABLE STORAGE xx | NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES  =—r=rovresmsnnore
| YEAR YEAR AVG. | AVG'D LAST YR+ AVERAGE
_— o e e e e e e e e S T S | = e e
CAUSEY 6.9 4.4 3.5 2+,3 |  OGDEN RIVER 4 39 56
|
EAST CANYON 48.1 436 43.5 35.4 | WEEER RIVER 14 44 &7
|
ECHO 73.9 63.4 46.0 49,5 |  MWEBER & OGDEN WATERSHEDS 18 44 &4
: ]
LOST CREEK 20.0 176 12.3 13.4 |
|
PINEVIEW 11041 43,8 94.7 48.7 1\
: : |
ROCKPORT 60.9 42,0 3%9.8 30.2 1
1
1

WILLARD BAY 165.5  164.8  154.8  116.4

1 - Reas. max, and reas. min. forecasts are for 5% and 95Z exceedance levels and also (2) below.
Z - Corrected for upstream diversions or chanjes in reservoir storaqe.
The averaqe is computed for the 1961-85 base period.



Utah Lake, Jordan River & Tooele Valley

Mountain snowpack* (inches)
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Water Equivalent (in)
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0 "
JAN FEB MAR APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum Average ————

Minimum E Current

WwaTER SUFFLY OUTLOOKS
Snowpack increased 26% more than usual during Febru-
ary over the Utah Lake-Jordan River and Tooele Valley
watersheds. Snowpack now ranges from 58% of the
March 1 average on the Provo River to 89% for the
Tooele Valley watersheds. Streamflow forecasts are
generally slightly less or equal to last month with
the exception of Strawberry Res. Inflow which in-
creased slightly, Forecasts range from 50 to 96% of
average. Reservoir storage is 130% of the end of
February average.




UTAH LAKEs JORDAN RIVER & TOOELE VALLEY
STREAMFLOW FORECASTS

"""""""""""""""""""" FORECAST 25 YR,  MOST  MOST  REAs.  Reas.  REms.  Rees,

FORECAST POINT AVG. PROEABLE FPROBABLE  MAX. HaX. HIN. HIN,

FERIOD  (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

PROVD near Hailstone RPR-JUL 1130 82,0 7 so 1w 55.0 49
PROVO below Deer Creek Dam APR-JUL 1330 900 48 125.0 94 51,0 38
AMERICAN FORK near American Fk. APR-JUL 34.0 27.0 79 33.0 97 23.0 48
HOBELE CREEK resr Springville APR-JUL 23.3 12.0 52
STRAMEERRY RESERVOIR inflow AFR-JUL 60.0 41,0 48 54,0 90 27.0 45
PAYSON CREEK near Fayson APR=-JUL 743 4.5 62
UTAH LAKE inflow AFR-JUL 295.0 280.0 95 363.0 123 200,0 8
LITTLE COTTONWOOD CRK near SLC APR-JUL 41.0 30,0 73 37.0 90 25.0 61
BIG COTTONHOOD CRK near SLC AFR-JUL 39.0 3640 92 40,0 103 29.0 74
PARLEY'S CEEK near SLC AFR-JUL 17,0 12.5 74 18,0 106 9.0 53
HILL CREEK near SLC APR-JUL 6,9 6ot 96 9.0 130 5.0 72
EMIGRATION CREEK near SLC APR-JUL 4.4 246 7
CITY CREEK near SLC APR-JUL 9.0 6.3 70 8.0 89 5.0 )

TTLEMENT CREEK near Tooele APR-JUL 2,3 1.8 78 3.0 130 0.5 2
SOUTH WILLOW CREEK near Grantsville AFR-JUL 3.0 1.9 63 4,0 133 0.5 17
VERNON CREEK near Vernon APR-JUN 1.2 0.6 50 1.3 107 0.2 16
R B e i e s e ————— e

RESERVOIR STORAGE (10004F) | WATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS
________ _ .
USEABLE |  xx USEAELE STORAGE xx | NO.
RESERVOIR CAPACITY| THIS LAST | HATERSHED COURSES
| YEAR YEAR AVG. | AVG'D

DEER CREEK Tins 18 1398 98/51  PROVD RIVER & UTeH LAKE 10
GRANTSVILLE 3.3 FEGEI s | PROVD RIVER 5
SETTLEMENT CREEK 1.0 09 JORDAN RIVER & GREAT SALT 6
STRANBERRY-ENLARGED 951.4 TODELE VALLEY WATERSHEDS 4
UTAH LAKE 883.9 UTAH LAKEs JORDAN RIVER & 20
VERNON CREEK 0.6

1 - Reas. max. and reas. min.

2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storaqe.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.

forecasts are for S% and 95% exceedance levels and also (Z) below.




Uintah Basin & Dagget SCD’s

Mountain snowpack® (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

*Based on selected stations

Maximum Averagg ————

Minimum Current

WwWaTER SUFFLY OUTLOOK S
Showpack increase during February was 157% of normal.
March 1 snowpack on the Uintas ranges from 47% of
average on the Strawberry River to 126% of average on
Sheep Creek. Streamflow forecasts for streams origi-
nating in Utah have generally increased from the
levels forecast last month reflecting the improved
snowpack picture. Forecasts range from 61 to 105% of
average. Reservoir storage in reservoirs for which an
average is established ranges from 143 to 166% of
normal for this time of year.
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UINTAH BASIN & DAGGET SCD'S

FORECAST 25 YR. MOST HOST REAS. REAS. REAS. REAS.
FORECAST POINT AVG, FROBAELE FROEABLE HMAX. HAX HIN, HIN,
PERTIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)
DUCHESNE RIVER near Tabionz AFR-JUL 105.0 88.0 84 105.0 100 68.0 65
DUCHESNE RIVER near Duchesre APR-JUL 18%.0 154.0 81 192.,0 102 116.0 61
STRAWEERRY RIVER at Duchesne AFR-JUL 690 42.0 61 56.0 81 28,0 41
ROCK CREEK near Mouwntain Home APR-JUL 9540 84,0 a8 107.0 113 6740 71
CURRANT CREEK near Fruitland AFR-JUL 20.0 13.5 68 18.0 90 2.0 45
LAKEFORK RIVER near Mountain Home AFR-JUL 70.0 62,0 87 80,0 114 47,0 &7
YELLOWSTONE RIVER near Altonah AFR-JUL 66.0 62,0 94 86.0 130 38.0 58
DUCHESNE near Myton APR-JUL 2230 165.0 74 234.0 105 78.0 35
WHITE ROCKS RIVER near Whiterocks AFR-JUL 40.0 63.0 105 88,0 147 38.0 43
UINTAH RIVER near Neola AFR-JUL 86.0 8340 97 118.0 137 48.0 56
DUCHESNE near Randlett APR-JUL 25740 200.,0 78 382.0 149 18,0 7
WEST FORK DUCHESNE RIVER near Hanma AFR-JUL 28.0 20,0 71 25.0 89 14.0 90
HENRY'S FORK near Manila AFR-SEF 51.0 47.0 92 67,0 131 31.0 61
_ACK'S FORK near Millburne APR-JUL 90.0 78.0 87 110.0 122 50,0 56
FLAMING GORGE RESERVOIR inflow AFR-SEP 1445.0 110040 76 1476.0 102 768.0 593
ASHLEY CREEK near Vernal APR-JUL 52.0 51.0 98 64.0 123 41.0 79
______________________________ ; —— e —— ——
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) | WATERSHED SNOWFPACK ANALYSIS
e S
USEAELE 1|  xx USEAELE STORAGE xx | NO, THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAFACITY| THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES: r==smmmmssmemme——e
| YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D LAST YR. AVERAGE
FLAKING GORGE  a749.0 29693 2988.0 -~ | UFPER CREEN RIVER in Uik 13 77 95
MOON LAKE 35.8 27.9 21,8 16.8 : ASHLEY CREEK v 71 85
RED FLEET 2640 17.5 2047 o : ELACK'S FDRK RIVER 3 76 96
STEINAKER 33.3 32.2 32.6 2141 : SHEEF CREEK 2 114 126
STARVATION 165.3 160,3 147.3 112.1 : DUCHESNE RIVER 16 46 71
STRAWBERRY-ENLARGED 951.4 4689.3 354.7 - : LAKE FORK-YELLOWSTONE CRE 3 45 82
: STRAMBERRY RIVER 4 3 47
1 UINTAH-WHITEROCKS RIVERS q 54 8z
E UINTAH EASIN & DAGGET SCD 29 o7 80

1 - Reas. max. and reas. min,

2 - Corrected for upstresm diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1941-85 base period.

forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and also (Z) below.
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Carbon, Emery, Wayne, Grand, and San Juan Co.

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY

Maximum

Average ————

Minimum Current

WATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK?:

Southeastern Utah snowpack improved during February
especially on the Blues and La Sals where the snow-
pack is now greater than average for March 1. Snow-
pack now ranges from 51% of average on the Price
River to 132% on the La Sal Mountains. Streamflow
forecasts for Utah streams north of Cottonwood Creek
have decreased while those south of Cottonwood Creek
have increased from last month. Forecasts now range
from 46 to 119% of average. All reservoirs for which
data are available are reporting above average.
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GOOSEBERRY CREEK near Scofield
SCOFIELD RESERVOIR inflow

FRICE near Heiner

HUNTINGTON CREEK near Huontington
COTTONWOOD CREEK riear Orangeville
FERRON CREEK rear Ferron

HMUDDY CREEK near Emery

COLORADD near Ciscos UT

GREEN riear Green Rv.y UT

MILL CREEK near Moab

NAVAJD RESERVOIR inflow

SAN JUAN near Eluff, UT

SEVEN WILE CREEK near Fish Lake

HUNTINGTON NORTH
JOE'S VALLEY
KEN'S LAKE

MILL SITE

SCOFIELD

71

132

105

78

CAREON» EMERY»> WAYNEs GRAND> & SAN JUAN Co.
STREAHFLOW FORECASTS
FORECAST 25 YR.  HOST  MOST  REAS.  REAS.  REAS.  REms.
AVG. PROBABLE PROBABLE HAX. HAX. HIN, MIN,
PERIOD  (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)
APR-JUL _ 66 55 11,0 92 3.0 25
WR-UL | 460 240 52 360 78 140 30
AFR-JUL ' -:79.-0 36,0 46
APR-JUL 55,0 33,0 60 48,0 87 73,0 az
APR-JUL 47.0 32,0 68 48.0 102 16,0 34
APR-JUL 41,0 28,0 68 43,0 105 13,0 32
APR-JUL 2140 15.0 7t 23,0 110 7.0 33
APR-JUL  3443,0  3500.0 102 4877.0 142 7433.0 1
AFR-JUL | 3176,0 280040 88 3658,0 115 1942.0 61
APR-JUL 5.5 6,0 109 8.0 145 4.0 73
APR-JUL 764.0  825.0 108 1138,0 149 558.0 73
APR-JUL 10910 13000 119 1813.0 166 875.0 80
APR-GUL | 68 55 65 8.0 123 3.0 46
i
I e
(10004F) | WATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS
______________ e e—————————————
USEAELE | XX USEAELE STORAGE XX | NO,
CAPACITY| THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURGES  ---------
|  YEAR YEAR AVG, | AavG'D LAST YR.
e R a as v e a
54.6 45,8 3843 44,6 : SAN RAFAEL RIVER 7 48
2.3 0.9 1.3 — tl HUDDY RIVER 2 s
16,7 450 9.2 4,0 |I FREMONT RIVER 4 85
6548 52o7 49.3 322 : LLASAL MOUNTAINS 2 130
: ELUE MOUNTAINS 2 107
!n WILLOM CREEK - WHITE RIVE 0 0
!1 CAREON; EMERYs WAYNEs GRA 21 65
|

1 - Reas., max. and reas., min. forecasts are for 5% and ?5% euceedance levels and also (2) below,

~

The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.

2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storaqe,
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Sevier & Beaver River Basins

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY
*Based on selected stations
Maximum Average ————
Minimum Current

WATER SUFPFLY OUTLOOK:

Snowpack on the Sevier River watershed increased 30%
more than usual during February. If March precipita-
tion is normal April 1 snowpack should be about B80%
of average., Snowpack percentages now range from 68%
on the Lower Sevier to 89% on the East Fork. Water
supply forecasts have generally increased from last
month except for Ephraim Creek and Pleasant Creek
which are substantially less. Reservoir storage is
reported at 95% of capacity and 176% of average.
Gunnison and Otter Creek are full.,

14



SEVIER & EEAVER RIVER BASINS

STREAMFLOM FORECASTS

FORECAST 25 YR HOST MOST REAS. REAS. REAS. REAS.
FORECAST POINT AVYG. FROBABLE FPROBAELE MAX. MAX. MIN. MIN.
FERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (7% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG,) (1000AF) (% AVG.)
i

SEVIER at Hatch AFR-JUL 5240 45,0 87 65.0 125 29.0 56
SEVIER near Circleville APR-JUL 44,0 41,0 93
SEVIER near Kingston AFR-JUL 34,0 27.0 79 4.0 159 7.0 21
ANTIMONY CREEK near Antimony AFPR=JUL 8.9 741 80
E F SEVIER near Kingston AFR-JUL 24,0 23.0 96 38.0 158 14,0 58
SEVIER blw Fiute Dam AFR-JUL 56,0 50,0 89 87.0 155 19.0 34
CLEAR CREEK near Sevier APR-JUL 22,0 15,0 &8
SIGURD to GUNNISOM APR-JUL 44,0 76,0 173 116,0 264 39,0 89
KINGSTON to VERMILLION DAM AFPR-JUN 40.0 50.0 125
VERHILLION DAM to GUNNISON MAR-JUN 94,0 86,0 159
SALINA CREEK st Salinas AFR-JUN 18,2 9.1 50
SEVIER nr Gunnison APR-JUL 99.0 120.0 121
CHALK CREEK near Fillmore APR-JUL 16.4 10.0 61 16.0 98 4.0 24
CHICKEN CREEK near Levan AFR-JUL 3.5 2.2 63 3.0 86 1.0 29

. CREEX near Dzk City APR-JUL 1.6 943 50 2.0 125 0.3 19
EPHRAIM CREEK near Ephraim APR-JUL 25,0 10.5 42
FLEASANT CREEK near Pleasant AFR-JUL 11.5 5.5 48
SALT CREEK near Nephi APR-JUL 13,5 8.8 65 19.0 141 4.0 30
BEEAVER RIVER near Eeaver AFR-JUL 27,0 22,0 81 36.0 133 10.0 37
NORTH CREEK mear Beaver (combined N APR-JUL 14.6 12,4 a5 24,0 164 1.0 7
MINERSVILLE RESERVOIR inflow AFR-JUN 8.9 3;0 90 12.0 135 4.0 45

RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) WATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS

GUNNISON

OTTER CREEK

FIUTE

AVERAGE

7
74

USEAELE |  xx USEABLE STORAGE XX NO.
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST WATERSHED COURSES
| YEAR YEAR AVG. | AVG'D LAST YR.
omason 2.5 20,9 180" AWl UPPER SEVIER RIVER (soth 11 me L e
HINERSVILLE (RkyFd) 2640 21,0 20,2 12.9 EAST FORK SEVIER RIVER 4 101
52,6 52,6 52,0 :u.'z”i SOUTH FORK SEVIER RIVER 7 93
71.8 63.6 66,7 41.5:ﬂ LOWER SEVIER RIVER (inclu 12 66
""VIER BRIDGE 236.0 2276 231;9 1196 \ EEAVER RIVER 3 53 -
QUITCH LAKE 22,3 17,5 19.2 -f5?: SEVIER & BEAVER RIVER EAS 26 72

1 - Reas. max, and rea

s+ mins forecasts are for S% and 95% exceedance levels and also (2) belouw.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storaqge.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.
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E. Garfield, Kane, Washington, & Iron Co.

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum Average @————

Minimum Current

WATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK?:
During February the snowpack in southwestern Utah
increased 74% more than usual bringing the regional
snowpack to 73% of average for March 1. The heavy
storm in the last week of the month raised individual
snow course percentages from 12 to 68% from pre-storm
levels with the greatest increases occurring on the
Enterprise-New Harmony drainages. Local streamflow
forecasts now range from 70 to 74% of average. Gun-
lock and Quail Creek reservoirs are up to about 60%
of capacity.

16



E.

GARFIELD>y

KANE »

HASHINGTON

& IRON Co.

FORECAST 25 YR. HMOST HOST REAS. REAS REAS, REAS.
FORECAST POINT AVG, FROBARLE FRORAELE MAX. MAX . HIN,

FERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)
VIRGIN near Hurricane AFR-JUN 75.0 110 23,0 34
SANTA CLARA near Fine Valley APR-JUN
CDAL CREEK near Cedar City APR-JUL 22.0 110 9.0 45
LAKE POMELL inflow APR-JUL 10411.0 129 4993.0 62

RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) WATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS
USEAELE |  xx USEABLE STORAGE xx NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST WATERSHED COURSES
| YEAR YEAR AVG. AVG'D

GUNLOCK 10.4 : VIRGIN RIVER 5
LAKE POMELL PAROWAN 4

QUAIL CREEK
UPPER ENTERPRISE

JHER ENTERPRISE

40,0

ENTERPRISE TO NEW HARMONY 2
COAL CREER 3
ESCALANTE RIVER 2

E+ GARFIELDy KANEs WASHIN 12

1 - Reas. max.

2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.

The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.

and reas. min. forecasts are for 5% and 99% exceedance levels and zlso (2) below.
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SNOW COURSE

SNOW MEASUREMENT DATA

ELEV.

DATE

ASHLEY TWIN LAEKES
ATWOOD LAKE

EEAVER CREEK DIVIDE
EEAVER DAMS

EEN LIOMOND FEAK

EEN LOMOND TRAIL
EEVAN'S CAEIN

EIG FLAT

EIRCH CRIOSSING
ELACKE 'S FLAT-U.M. CK
ELACKE 'S FORE

ELACK 'S FORE GS-EF
BELACK'S FORE JUNCTN
E{ CREEK

ERIAN HEAD
BRIGHTON

EROWN DUCE RIDGE
ERYCE CANYION

EUCE. FLAT

EUCE PASTURE
EUCKECQARD FLAT

EUG LAEKE
BURT'S-MILLER RANCH
CAMF JACESION

CASTLE VALLEY

CHALE CREEE #1
CHALE CREEK #Z

CHALE CREEE #Z
CHEFETA
CHEFETA-WHITERKES. Lk
CLEAR CREEE MEADOWS

CLEAR CREEL RIDGE #1
CLEAR CREEK RIDGE #Z
CLEAR CREEk RIDGE #3
CURRANT CREEE
DANIELS-STRAWEERRY
DESERET FEAK

DILL'S CAMF

DONEEY RESERVOIR
DRY EREAD FOND

DUCK CREEE R.S.

EAST SHINGLE LAKE
EAST WILLOW CREEK
FARMINGTON CANYON
FARMINGTON CANYON L.
FARNSWIRTH LAKE
FISH LAKE

FIVE FOINT LAKE
G.E.R.C. HEADQUARTER
G.E.R.C. MEADIWS
GARDEN CITY SUMMIT
GEORGE CREEE
GLIOSEEERRY R.S.
HARDSCRAEELE

HARRIS FLAT

HAYDEN FORE

HENRY 'S FORE
HEWINTA G.S5.
HOLE-IN-THE-ROCH
HOLE-IN-THE-ROCK GS
HICKERSION FARE
HOEELE CREEE SUMMIT
HORSE RIDGE
HUNTINGTON-HIRSESHOE

G000
450
10290
2100

200
10000
750
10800
2000
200
FTO0
FO00
7250
7200
2500
520

10200
10280
P420
. 00
2000
&E00
000
2000
PER0
PEQO
300
S50
2700
P00
ZERO0
2000
EFT0
FEOO
2700
11000
2700
10000
7E00
SE40
000
&T00
7700
2400
10000
FE00
D180
2300
2100
7420
2EE0
9800

0Z/Z5
0z/01
0z/01
0z/01
QZ/EZT
QZ/ET
Qz/2é
pz/za
Q3/05
QZ/Z6
0z/04
Qz/03
QOz/E2a

QZ/Z8
QZ/E7
QZ/ 26
0z/01
0z/04
QZ/02
QZ/ 26
oz/ze
0z/Z25
QZ/ES

Qz/04

oz/ze
03/04
Qz/01

/==

Qz/E%
OZ/ET
OZ/ze
QZ/Zé

SNOW WATER LAST AVERAGE
DEFTH CONTENT YEAR 1%9&1-325
4 10.1 1206
29 .4 e
=% 7.1 10,5
s 7.0 10.5
74 Z0.2 E o P
feis] 10,8 1857
36 11.1 g.8
44 1Z.5 14.5
22 BwQ Gad
32 7.0 10,2 .4
- &.2E 12.%9 11.5
Zé &5 =] iy
pat=] [ .9 &
e 7.5 10.2 4
&7 17.1 14.2 =

&= 17.4 =

& 12.2 2.4

12 3.7 1.0

4z .0 12.5

45 10.8 12.0

0 13.0 10,0
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40 10u& 175
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27 2.4 i G

2z T.3 13,64 c
14 .1 Cowlt =
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&0 15.7 L
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Si4 12.4 ta 1
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& =

S &

26 1

1) 7.

40 10.2

21 7.7

5 HLE

BE &7

5 S

40 10.4
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SNOW MEASUREMENT DATA (cont.)

SNOW COURSE ELEV. DATE SNOW WATER LAST AVERAGE
DEFTH CONTENT YEAR 1%&1-385
INDIAN CANYUON 100 38 T3 12,4 10,5
JOHNSION VALLEY S50 17 Ful (S &.4
EKILFOIL CREEE 7200 =24 2.0 12.0 1.5
EIMEERLY MINE(UFPFER) 2300 47 117 14.7 12.1
KING'S CAEIN (UFFER) S720 03/01 = E.T =] 2.5
ELONDIEE NARRUOWS 7400 Oz /26 = | Z7.0 17.4
FOLOE-CRYSTAL FEE0 2122 3 Pl 15.4& 17.4
LAHKEFORE RBASIN 11100 Q4 B 10.% Z0.Z IT.T
LAEEFIORE MOUNTAIN #1 10200 QZ/23 £ 3.7 2 2.4
LAEEFORE MOUNTAIN #Z 2400 Qz /28 Z1 Z.4 Bl
LAMES CANYUON 7400 O3/0Z 40 14..3 14.2
LASAL MOUNTAIN LOWER =200 Qz/Za Fé S.7 Z 7.8
LASAL MOUNTAIN (UFF) FEE0 0Z/zZ6 & 12.1 14.6 1.6
LIGHTNING LAKE 10500 0z/04 EY 18ae £3.85 17.8
LILY LAKE al=1e] QzZ/ze 3V 10.1 15.4 11.%
LITTLE EEAR (LOWER) &000 0zZ/z6 7 &7 10.5 9.8
LITTLE EEAR (UFFER) EER0 QZ/E26 =1 16.2 11.2
LITTLE GRASSY CREEK 100 QZ/22 4] 0.0 4.0
LONG FLAT S000 QZ/22 20 J.Z 6.0
LONG VALLEY JCT. TEOOQ QZ/EZT 11 0.0 4.%
LOST CREEE RESERVIOIR &1Z0 QZ/Z6 14 7.5 5.8
MAMMOTH-COTTONWOICD 2200 QZ/Ca 3% Z7.5 12.4
MERCHANT VALLEY (UF) =780 Qz/ZE 4 13.3 10.5
MIDDLE EEAVER CREEKk SETO = J.é
MIDDLE CANYON TOOQO Q3/02 44 o 131.7
MIDWAY VALLEY FEO0 &0 18.7 12.1
MILL CREEEK &¥a0 = - le. =
ILL D SOUTH FORE 44 1a.6 178
ONTE CRISTO R.S. 41 2.4 Z1wb
MOSEY MOUNTATINC(LCW) Z0 1556 2.2
MT.EALDY R.S. 55 : Z4.5 s
MUD CREEFR #Z 40 7.6 12.5 11.%
OAE CREEK Z0 4.2 10.5 11.4
ONE MILE SUMMIT 16 I | B 1 &.0
OTTER LAEKE =1 2.2 175 148
FANQUITCH LAKE L 02/ Z3 4.5 1.2 3.
FARADISE FAREK 10100 0z/01 40 10.4 17.0 11.2
FARLEY'S CANYON SUM. TS00 QZ/02 = bz 17.7 1.0
FAYSIN R.S. 2050 QZ/ZE 4z 14.1 ]
FICKLE KEG SFRING FE00 o2 11.7
FINE CANYON 2000 QzZ/E 3% Z4.2
FINE CREEE 2200 QZ/22 46 12.2
REDDEN MINE LOWER SR00 QzZ/c8 27 & b i |
RED FINE RIDGE FZ00 Qz /26 4z =] 17.7
REES'S FLAT 7200 QZr22 2z =] 11.4
REYNOLDS FARE 10400 0z/04 &0 & 12.2
RIOCE CREEK 7200 0Z/28 22 z 16.2
ROCEY EBASIN-SETTLEMT 2?00 0z/0z2 £0 4 1&.&8
SEELEY CREEEK R.S. 10000 QZ/Z6 40 PLE 16.7
SERGEANT LAKES 200 0Z/04 2a 7.4 2P
SHINGLE MILL GEZO0 O=/0Z z B T Z.4
SILVER LAKE(ERIGHT.) &730 QZ/Z7 54 14.4 IS, 4
SMITH & MOREHOUSE TE00 QzZ/z8 20 7.8 14,3
SNIOWEIRD GAD VALLEY 2PTO0 0z/04 Te Z7 .4 4.0
SOAFSTONE R.S. 7200 0z/01 - &.0E le,?
SFIRIT LAKE 10200 QZ/z8 =t} 14530 1G.7
SLUAlW SFRINGS FIOO OZ/E5 Z1 2.8 Tl
STEEL CREEE FARE 10100 0z2/01 =1 3.7 4
STILLWATER CAMF 2SR50 : 31 [ c
STRAWEERRY DIVIDE 400 5 7.4 1
TUART R.S. QZ/EZa Z6 4.2 1
UsSC RANCH QZ/0% 5 8.3 )
TALL PFOLES QZ/08 4z 25 =




SNOW MEASUREMENT DATA (cont.)

SNOW COURSE ELEV. DATE SNCW WATER LAST AVERAGE
DEFTH CONTENT YEAR 17&1-385

THAYNES CANYION FE00 Q2/03 g0 13.8 P

THISTLE FLAT SEOO

TIMFANDGOS DIVIDE 140 40 =1

TONY GROVE LAKE 2400 =) 4.2

TONY GROVE R.S. EITEO 22 15.

TRIAL LAKE P20 42 ! 5.3

TRIUT CREEK 2400 36 7.2 10.5

UFFER JOES VALLEY 200 25 & E 12T

VERNON CREEE TEOO = 4.%E 182

VIFONT T&70 24 7.4 12.2

WEERESTER FLAT Y200 9 7.1 12.1

WHITE RIVER #1 SERO ch B.1 17.2

WHITE RIVER #Z 7400 15 2.6 S.1

WIDTSOE-ESCALANTE #Z 2500 (=] 12.6 CLE

WRIGLEY CREEK FOO0O QZ/Z& 39 Ga 1Z.9

VANKEE RESERVOIR 2700 QZ/25 4z 9.5 e




Utah Snowpack Progress

1987

15-9"| 100%

90%
13_2:-—J '—113.5"

80%

70%
102"

60%

50%

6. n
7 40%

30%

h 4.2

1 arr MAY | JUN
4 1st Ist 1st

20%

10%

Statewide

NOTE:

Snow water equivalent in inches is compared to the highest seasonal
amount ( 100% ). Monthly averages are accumulated by basin/state.

Averages are for the period 1961-1985.
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Streamflow Prospects for Utah
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Spring and Summer Period

UTAH LAKE, JORDAN RIVER & TOOELE VALLEY
GARFIELD, KANE, WASHINGTON & IRON CO.

WEBER & OGDEN WATERSHEDS IN UTAH
UINTAH BASIN & DAGGET SCD'S

BEAR RIVER BASIN

5 CARBON, EMERY, WAYNE, GRAND & SAN JUAN CO.
E.

6 SEVIER & BEAVER RIVER BASINS

1
2
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United States

oeermeni ot Jtah Snowpack Progress

Agriculture

Soll
Conservation
Service

Salt Lake City, 1 987

Utah

O

100%
15,8" :
90%

13.2“ e 13.5”
12.0 S

Statewide

NOTE:
Snow water equivalent in inches is compared to the highest seasonal
amount ( 100% ). Monthly averages are accumulated by basin/state.

Averages are for the period 1961-1985.



SNOW MEASUREMENT DATA (cont.)

SNOW COURSE ELEV. DATE SN WATER LAST AVERAGE
DEFTH CONTENT YEAR 1%&1-85
STEEL CREEK FARK 10100 52 16.6 EE.O 12.0
STILLWATER CAMF SE50 =3 Zed 10.0 g.4
STRAWEERRY DIVIDE 2400 e} 0.0 Z0.5 14.%
STUART R.S. T80 e} 0.0 ) e
SUSC RANCH 200 0 0.0 0.0 it
TALL FOLES 200 1 4.9 ’ 2.0 1Z.
THAYNES CANYON TEO0 - -
THISTLE FLAT E500 - L.a
TIMFANDOGOS DIVIDE 5140 04/24 1z .1 0.6 Z2.0
TONY GROVE LAKE 2400 Q4/z23 Za F.1 z SE.E
TONY GROVE R.S. EZE0 04/2%2 4] 0.0 -2 Z.8
TRIAL LAEE DUEQ O4/23 40 13.7 45,7 Cé.
TROUT CREEK 2400 04/24 18 .1 12,64 10.1
UFFER JOES VALLEY 2900 04/24 1 0.1 E.6 &b
VERNON CREEK TEOOQ 04/20 - 0.0E - 5.1
VIFONT TaTO = 2.0
WEESTER FLAT FEO0 Z4/23 z4 v.T w7 16.3
WHITE RIVER #1 2550 04/24 & 1.3 13.3 10.8
WHITE RIVER #3 7400 04/24 Q 0.0 0.0 0.3
WIDTSOE-ESCALANTE #3 %500 Q4/23 2 12.0 . 10.5
WRIGLEY CREEK 000 04/24 1z 3.5 7.3 2.0
YANKEE RESERVOIR 8700 04/22 15 6.0 1.4 T



SNOW COURSE

SNOW MEASUREMENT DATA (cont.)

SN
DEFTH

WATER
CONTENT

AVERAGE

1761 -85

HOEELE CREER SUMMIT
HORSE RIDGE
HUNTINGTON-HORSESHIE
INDIAN CANYON
JIHNSON VALLEY
KILFOIL CREEK
KIMEERLY MINE(UFPER)
FING'S CARIN (UFFER)
KLIONDIKE NARROWS
FOLOE-CRYSTAL
LAKEFORK BASIN
LAKEFORE. MOUNTAIN #1
LAKEFORE MOUNTAIN #Z
LAMES CANYON
LASAL MOUNTAIN LOWER
LASAL MOUNTAIN (UFF)
LIGHTNING LAKE
LILY LAKE
LITTLE EBEAR (LCOKWER)
LITTLE BEAR (UFFER)
LITTLE GRASSY CREEK
LONG FLAT
LIONG VALLEY JCT.
LOST CREEF RESERVOIR
MAMMOTH-COTTONWOOD
MERCHANT VALLEY (UF)
MIDDLE BEAVER CREEK
"DDLE CANYUON
.DWAY VALLEY
MILL CREEE
MILL D SQUTH FORK
MONTE CRISTO R.S.
MOSEY MOUNTAINCLOW)
MT.EALDY R.S.
MUD CREEE #EZ
OAE. CREEE
ONE MILE SUMMIT
OTTER LAKE
FANQUITCH LAKE
FARADISE FARE
FARLEY'S CANYON SUM.
FAYSON R.S5.
FICKLE KEG SPRING
FINE CANYON
FINE CREEK
REDDEN MINE LOKWER
RED FINE RIDGE
REES'S FLAT
REYNOLDS FAREK
ROCE CREEK
ROCEY EASIN-SETTLEMT
SEELEY CREEK R.S.
SERGEANT LAKES
SHINGLE MILL
SILVER LAEE(ERIGHT.)
SMITH & MOREHOUSE
SNIOWEIRD GAD VALLEY
SUAFSTONE R.S.
SFIRIT LAKE
SOUAW SFRINGS

2ROO0
100
S250
7200
2200
a7z0
7400
FEZEO
11100
10200
2400
7400
2200
wEE0
10500
FOE0
000
550
&100
000
700
&130
300
750
SEE0
7000

Za00
SZ00
10100
7500
S050
QE00
S000
2200
S5O0
P00
T200
10400
7700
g700
10000
2200
GEOO
2730
7600
FTO0
7200
10200
gciale]

04/22
04/24
04/24
04/2%
04723
04/24
04/23
04/23
Q4729
o4/24
04724
04/28
04/23
Q4728
04/E%
04722
Q4723
04/2%
O4/z2z
04/232
04/2%
04723
Q47232
Q4/23
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Qa/2%
04/2%
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SNOW MEASUREMENT DATA

SNOW COURSE ELEV. DATE SN WATER LAST AVERAGE
DEFTH CONTENT YEAR 1%&1-26
ASHLEY TWIN LAKES 10500 41 11.1 12.0
ATWOOD LAKE 10500 27 8.6 12.5
EEAVER CREEN DIVIDE =220 & 0 0.0 &.5
BEAVER DAMS 000 04724 Q 0.0 8.0
EEN LOMOND FEAK 2000 Q4/232 4z 18.4 39.4
EEN LOMOND TRAIL &O00 04/2 o} Q.0 L
EEVAN'S CAEIN &450 04/30 O 0.0 G.5
EIG FLAT 10270 Q4723 43 14.% Zl.6
BEIRCH CROSSING 2100 a4/22 Q 0.0 2.0
ELACE 'S FLAT-U.M. CE %400 04/24 14 .5 ¥4
ELACK 'S FUORK FE00 04/24 = 0.0E 11.9
BLACK 'S FUOREK GS-EF 9340 04/23 19 6.8 .9
BELACK 'S FORE JUNCTN 2220 04/2%= 2 2.7 8.2
B CREER FRO0 Q4723 12 [N 12.%8
ERIAN HEAD 10000 04/22 =03 20.0 ZZ.0
BRIGHTON 8750 04/20 20 i1.8 40.2
EROWN DUCK RIDGE 10400 04/24 &5 19.0 £Z2.4
ERYCE CANYUN 000 Q4727 Q 0.0 Q.6
BUCK FLAT FEO0 04/24 Z6 Y. 4 17.2
EBUCK FASTURE FTO0 04/29 &7 .2 172
EBEUCKECQARD FLAT 000 Q4/27 20 8.0 g.%
BUG LAKE 7280 04/2% 5 8.0 19.4
BEURT'S-MILLER RANCH 7200 Sec Q 0.0 Z.4
CAMF JACKSON Sa00 = 3.0 T
CASTLE VALLEY FEZO 16 G.¥ .5,
CHALKE CREEK #1 “100 41 15.2 2510
CHALEK CREEK #Z SZ00 15 a.6 14.4
CHALE CREEK #32 TEOO0 ] 0.0 3.1
CHEFETA 103200 =1 10.1 13.%
CHEFETA-WHITERKS. LK 10350 41 13.5 16.7
CLEAR CREEK MEADOWS 420 0.6
CLEAR CREEEK RIDGE #1 %200 Q4/24 17 éG.1 12.0
CLEAR CREEK RIDGE #z £000 04/24 9 Z.% 10.&
CLEAR CREEX RIDGE #3Z &&00 04724 Q 0.0 0.1
CURRANT CREEK 2000 04/24 Q 0.0 2.
DANIELS-STRAWEERRY 2000 04/524 Q 0.0 9.2
DESERET FEAEL Y50 Z&..7
DILL'S CAMF P200 Q4/24 11 3.8 T.4
DONKEY RESERVIIR FE00 Q4/23 2 2.1 = 8.5
DRY EREAD FOND LS50 04/23 e 1.0 Z4.2 15.2
DUCK. CREEK R.S. 2700 04/23 - O.0E 0.0 @
EAST SHINGLE LAKE 00 04729 2é s SN 45.5
EAST WILLCOW CREEK SEZ60 o4/z22 = 1.0E =
FARMINGTON CANYON 2000 Q4724 40 17.1 44.7
FARMINGTON CANYON L. &?50 04724 Z& 10.4 20.6
FARNSWORTH LAKE Y&00 04/24 &4 19.% ZE2.6
FISH LAKE 700 04/z24 & 1.7 C )
FIVE FPOINT LAKE 11000 Q4/2%9 41 13.1 Z0.4
G.E.R.C. HEADOQUARTER &700 04/z24 Z9 10.7% Z0.Z
G.E.R.C. MEADOWS 10000 04/24 &1 17.4 3Z.7
GARDEN CITY SUMMIT TA00 Q4/232 1z 4.2 8.5
GEORGE CREEK 240 - =
GOISEEERRY R.S. 2000 04724 1a 5.4 T 10,0
HARDESCRAEELE ETOO0 Q4/24 0 0.0 1Z2.0 11.1
HARFIS FLAT 7700 04/23 Q 0.0 Q.0 2
HAYDEN FUORE F400 Q4/22 zZ5 2.5 ZE.4 le.l
HENRY 'S FORK 10000 o4/2% o 11.2 14.¢ 1z.4
HEWINTA G.S. YE00 04723 ZZ 7.1 10,2 10..8
HOLE- IN-THE-ROCK F1G0Q 04724 14 4.0 &.7 &.0
HOLE-IN-THE-ROCK GS S300 = 0.0
HICKERSON FARK 2100 04/24 21 &.0 6.2 .5
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GARFIELD» KANE>»

WASHINGTONYy

& IRON Co.

FORECAST 25 YR,  MOST HOST REAS.  REAS.  REAS.  REAS.
FORECAST FOINT AVG, PROBABLE PROBABLE  HAX. HAX. HIN, HIN.
PERIOD  (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) <(10004F) (% AVG.)
VIRGIN near Hurricane MAY=JUN 43.8 28,0 64 49,0 112 7.0 16
SANTA CLARA near Fine Valley HAY-JUN 4,0 2.1 53
COAL CREEK near Cedar City HAY-JUL 1648 9.6 57 15.0 89 6.0 3%
LAKE PORELL inflow APR-JUL  8046,0  7000.0 87 8860,0 110 53000 66
MAY-JUL  6475.0  5200,0 80 6690,0 103 3840,0 59
|
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) | WATERSHED SNOWPACK ANALYSIS
|
———————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————— 'l—--—-.-—---.--—-.--—-—--—-.—-——---— e AT ———————
USEAELE |  xx USEAELE STORAGE xx | ND. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY) THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES  sneiemscmessssc
| YEAR YEAR AV, | AVG'D  LAST YR. AVERACE
s e e S O o S Yo e Y S s e A e o S T I S U --—-! ————————————————————————————————————————————
GUNLOCK 10,4 7.0 9.3 -— | VIRGIN RIVER 5 80 61
|
LAKE FOMELL 25002.0 0.0 22220,0 - | PARONAN a 89 48
|
QUAIL CREEK 40,0 32,0 24,0 -—= | ENTERPRISE TO NEW HARNONY 2 ) 0
: |
"PER ENTERFRISE 10,0 3.0 §,00 == | COAL CREEK 3 80 65
o
LOWER ENTERPRISE 2.6 0.6 1.3 ——= | ESCALANTE RIVER 1 182 114
|
| E. GARFIELDs KANEs WASHIN 12 84 61
|

1 - Reas. max. and reas. min. forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance le
2 - Corrected for wpstream diversions or chamges in reservoir storage,
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.

vels and also (2) below.

17



E. Garfield, Kane, Washington, & Iron Co.

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

40

35

30

25

20

15

Water Equivalent (in)

10

JAN FEB MAR

APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum

P

Minimum

Average ————

Current

HATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK?®

For more 1nformat'ion contact your 1oca‘i .
_"_Soﬂ Conservation Service Office:

The snowpack in southwestern Utah lost twice as much
melt water last month than is normal for April in
response to the warmer and drier than normal weather
conditions experienced during the month. Snow water
ranges from 0% on the Enterprise-New Harmony snow
courses to 114% of average on the Escalante River
courses. Streamflow forecasts on the Virgin River,
Santa Clara River and Coal Creek are 64, 53 and 57%
of average respectively. Area reservoirs are still
holding only about 68% of their cumulative capacity.

Cedar City Field Office 801-586- -429'
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SEVIER & BEAVER RIVER BASINS

FORECAST 25 YR. MOST MOST REAS, REAS. REAS, REAS,
FORECAST FOINT AVG. FROBABLE FROBABLE MAX. MaX., MIN. MIN.
PERIOD (1000AF)  (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

SEVIER 2t Hatch MAY-JUL 44.9 35.0 78 48.0 107 26,0 58
SEVIER near Circleville MAY-JUL 36.2. 25,0 69
SEVIER near Kingston HAY-JUL 25.7 18.0 70 34.0 132 4,0 16
ANTIMONY CREEK near Antimony MAY-JUL 6:9 5.5 80
E F SEVIER near Kingston HAY-JUL 16,4 12,0 73 22,0 134 5.0 30
SEVIER blw Fiute Dam HAY-JUL 42,0 29.0 &9 57.0 134 4,0 10
CLEAR CREEK rear Sevier HAY-JUL 18.5 14.8 80
SIGURD to GUNNISON HAY-JUL 36.4 51.0 140 - 85.0 234 18.0 49
KINGSTON to VERMILLION DAH HAY-JUN 3z.7 34.0 104
VERMILLION DAM to GUNNISON MAY-JUL 19.0 2646 140
SALINA CREEK at Salina HAY-JUN 16.2 10.2 63
SEVIER nr Gunnison MAY-JuL 796 78.0 98
CHALK CREEK near Fillmore HAY-JUL 13.2 9.8 74 13.0 98 7.0 53
CHICKEN CREEK near Levan APR-JUL 35 2.2 63 3.0 86 1.0 29
CREEK near 0ak City MAY-JUL 1.1 0.4 36 1.0 91 0.0 0
EPHRAIM CREEK near Ephraim HAY-JUL 22.0 11,5 52
PLEASANT CREEK near Fleasant MAY-JUL 11.6 Y ) 48
SALT CREEK near Nephi HAY-JUL 10.8 7.3 68 13,0 120 1.0 9
BEAVER KIVER near Beaver MAY-JUL 24,0 19.0 79 27.0 113 11.0 46
NORTH CREEK near Beaver (combined N MAY-JUL 12.7 10.5 83 18,0 142 3.0 24
MINERSVILLE RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUN 8.9 8.0 90 11,0 124 5.0 56
___________________ —_— U .7 | _-_____-_____I__________________-____________-_-___
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) I WATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS
________________________________________________________________________ e meomem e et
USEAELE | xx USEABLE STORAGE xx | NOD. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST | HATERSHED COURSES  ——=—=-=-=m==mm=me
I YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D LAST YR, AVERAGE
oowass 203 20 182 13 UPPER SEVIER RIVER Gsovtn 11 76 0
MINERSVILLE (RkyFd) 26.0 24.4 23.1 14,46 { EAST FORK SEVIER RIVER q 90 62
OTTER CREEK 526 5246 52,5 39.5 : SOUTH FORK SEVIER RIVER 7 71 60
PIUTE 71.8 69.5 65.1 44,7 : LOWER SEVIER RIVER (inclu 12 51 53
'TER ERIDGE 236.0 211.1 223.4 134.0 : BEAVER RIVER 3 39 40
JUITCH LAKE 22.3 20.3 21,5 g i SEVIER & BEAVER RIVER BAS 26 54 56

1 - Reas., max., and reas. min. forecasts are for 5% and 99% exceedance levels and also (2) belaw.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period,



Sevier & Beaver River Basins

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JAN FEB

MAR

APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum

Minimum

Average ————

Current ———

WATER SUFFLY OUTLOOKS

For more information contact your loca
_Sa'i? Conservation Service Office

Snowmelt during April wes we.i o .

normal as a result of above average temperature ang
below average precipitation., This combination of
factors has brought the May 1 snowpack over the
Sevier Basin to 56% of average. Forecasts of spring
and summer streamflow have suffered an average
reduction of 18% from the levels forecast one month
ago., Forecasts now range from 36 to 140% of average.
Stored water in the reservoirs on the Sevier is 151%
of average and 93% of capacity.

Richfield Field Office 801-896-6261
Fillmore Field Office 801- ?43-
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FORECAST POINT

GOOSEBERRY CREEK near Scofield
SCOFIELD RESERVOIR inflow

PRICE near Heiner

ELECTRIC LAKE Inflow

HUNTINGTON CREEK near Huntington
COTTONWOOD CREEK near Orangeville
FERRON CREEK near Ferron

HUDDY CREEK riear Emery

COLORADD near Ciscor UT

GREEN niear Green Rv.s UT

MILL CREEK rear Moab

NAVAJO RESERVOIR inflow

oAN JUAN near Eluff, UT

SEVEN MILE CREEK near Fish Lake

HUNTINGTON NORTH

JOE'S VALLEY

KEN'S LAKE

MILL SITE

SCOFIELD

CARBON> EMERY, WAYNE: GRAND» & SAN JUAN Co.
STREAMFLOW FORECASTS
FORECAST 25 YR,  MOST MOST REAS.  REAS.  REAS,  REAS,
AVG. PROBAELE FPROEABLE  MAX, MAX. HIN, MIN,
PERIOD  (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)
MAY-JUL 1141 5.9 59 8.0 72 4.0 3
MAY-JUL 41,5 17,0 a1 24,0 58 12,0 29
MAY-JUL 70,0 32,0 a6
MAY-JUL 13,9 640 43 8.0 58 4,0 29
MAY-=JUL 48.9 23,0 a7 31,0 63 16,0 3
HAY-JUL 43.0 23.0 53 36,0 84 10,0 23
MAY-JUL 38,0 2140 55 2940 76 13.0 34
APR-JUL 21,0 11,5 55 16,0 76 7.0 33
APR-JUL  3457,0  3250.0 94 4080,0 118 2525.0 73
HAY-JUL  2649.0  2490.0 94 3130,0 118 1935,0 73
APR-JUL  3182,0  2100.0 66 2705.0 8% 1495.0 a7
HAY-JUL  2599.0  1715.0 66 2210,0 85 122040 a7
HAY-JUL 4.7 50 106 6.0 128 4.0 85
APR-JUL 764,0 9250 121 1140,0 149 7400 97
HAY-JUL 580,0  653.0 121 805.0 149 525.0 97
APR-JUL  1091,0  1300.0 119 1640,0 150 1025.0 94
HAY-JUL 793.0 9440 119 1190,0 150 745.0 94
APR-JUL 6.5 5.0 77 640 92 4.0 62
l
(10004F) | WATERSHED SNOWPACK ANALYSIS
!
l ___________________________ ————
USEABLE |  xx USEABLE STORAGE xx | NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
CAPACITY! THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES ~ ——--—--m----=--—-
| YEAR YEAR  AVG. | AVG'D  LAST YR, AVERAGE
- - - i ___________________________________________________
3.9 4.1 3.7 3,9 | PRICE RIVER 3 15 19
|
54,6 48,2 48,1 46,8 |  SAN RAFAEL KIVER 7 a7 54
|
2,3 140 146 === | MUDDY RIVER 2 21 18
! e
16,7 14.8 9.9 6+3 |°  FREMONT RIVER 3 @ 2%
| =
65,8 57,9 45,7 36,6 |  LASAL HDUNTAINS 2 129 112
|
| BLUE MOUNTAINS 2 355 70
|
| WILLOW CREEK - WHITE RIVE 0 0 0
!
I CAREON: EMERY, WAYNE» GRA 20 57 54
|

- Reas, max, and reas. min., forecasts are for 5% and 954 exceedance levels and also (2) below.
£ - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The averaje is computed for the 1961-85 base period.
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Carbon, Emery, Wayne, Grand, and San Juan Co.

Mountain snowpack™* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JAN FEB MAR

*Based on selected stations

Maximum

Minimum

Average @————

Current

HATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK?S

Snowpack in southeastern Utah ranges from 12% of
average on the Book Cliffs to 112% on the La Sals
following a warmer and drier than normal April which
saw almost twice normal snowmelt, Water supply
forecasts range from 41 to 121% of average with Mill
Creek near Moab and the San Juan River being two of
only four streams in the State with above average
flows expected this irrigation season. Stored water
in area reservoirs is more than one-third greater in
volume than is normal for the end of April.

For more information contact your local
Soil Conservation Service Office:
Price Field Office = 801-63

12



DUCHESNE RIVEK near Tabiona
DUCHESNE RIVER near Duchesne
STRAWEERRY RIVER at Duchesne

ROCK CREEK near Mountain Home
CURRANT CREEK near Fruitland
LAKEFORK RIVER near Mountain Home
YELLOWSTONE RIVER near Altonah
DUCHESNE near Myton

HHITE ROCKS RIVER near Whiterocks
UINTAH RIVER near Neola

DUCHESNE near Randlett

WEST FORK DUCHESNE RIVER near Hanns

HENRY'S FORK near Manila
-ACK'S FORK near Millburne

FLAMING GORGE RESERVOIR inflow

ASHLEY CREEK near Vernal

L SO

UINTAH BASIN & DAGGET SCD'S

MOST
FROBAE
(% AVG

43

30
72
76

75
77
48
55
104
83

a9
62

USEAELE |
CAFACITYI

FLANING GORGE

MOON LAKE

RED FLEET

STEINAKER

STARVATION

STRAWBERRY~-ENLARGED

xx USEABELE STORAGE xx

THIS
YEAR

3136.9
27.4
20.8
31.3

163.8

551.8

FORECAST 25 YR. MOST
AVG, FROEABLE
FERIOD (1000AF)  (10004F)
HAY-JUL 960 5640
APR-JUL 18940 110.0
APR-JUL 69.0 30.0
MAY-JUL 90,0 94,0
MAY-JUL 1646 340
MAY-JUL 67,0 4840
HAY-JUL 6240 47.0
HAY-JUL 18640 : 80.0
HAY-JUL 57.0 43.0
HAY-JUL 84,0 62,0
APR-JUL 25740 175.0
AFR-JUL 28.0 15.3
AFR-SEF 91.0 53.0
APR-JUL 90.0 75.0
APR-SEF 1441,0 850.0
AFR-JUL 1267.0 780.0
MAY-JUL 50,0 37.0
(10004AF)

LAST
YEAR

2939.0
25.4
19.7
29.1

1464

421.4

LAST YR.

1 - Reas. max, and reas., min, forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and also (2) below.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage,
The average is computed for the 1961-89 base period.

AVERAGE

100

45

19
78

&7

REAS REAS. REAS. REAS.
LE  MAX. HAX., HIN, HIN.
) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (10004F) (% AVG.)
68,0 71 44,0 46
136.0 72 85.0 45
40,0 58 71.0 30
48,0 76 43,0 a8
8.0 48 3.0 18
59.0 88 38,0 57
64.0 103 30,0 48
128.0 69 24,0 13
40,0 105 26,0 46
93.0 111 31,0 37
347.0 135 70,0 27
20,0 71 11,0 39
68,0 133 42,0 8z
98,0 109 55.0 51
1110.0 77 620,0 43
1010,0 80 575.0 45
47.0 94 29.0 58
WATERSHED SNOWPACK ANALYSIS
"""""""""""""""""""" NO.  THIS YEAR AS % OF
WATERSHED COURSES
AVG'D
" UFPER GREEN RIVER in UTAH 13 =
ASHLEY CREEK 2 40
BLACK'S FORK RIVER 3 60
SHEEF CREEK 2 87
DUCHESNE RIVER 16 44
LAKE FORK-YELLOWSTONE CRE 3 50
STRAWEERRY RIVER 4 13
UINTAH-WHITEROCKS RIVERS 4 51
UINTAH EASIN & DAGGET SCD 29 51



Uintah Basin & Dagget SCD’s

Mountain snowpack™ (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

*Based on selected stations

Maximum Average @————

Minimum

Current

HATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK::
Snowmelt on the high Uintas usually commences after
mid-April with the highest sites normally avoiding
melt until well into May. This year, however, the
highest snow course in the State (Lakefork Basin,
elevation 11,100')began melt on April 15--27 days
earlier than usual, Earlier and greater (4 1/2
times) than normal melt have left May 1 snow at 67%
of average. Forecasts now range from 30 to 104% of
average with most forecasts in the 40 to 70% range.
Reservoir storage is much above average.

- Roosevelt Field Off

10



UTAH LAKE» JORDAN RIVER & TOOELE VALLEY
STREANFLOW FORECASTS

"""""""""""""""""""""""""""" FORECAST 25 YK,  WOST  MOST RS,  Reas.  Keas.  Reas.

FORECAST FOINT AVG. FROBAELE FROEBAELE MAX. HAX. MIN. HIN,

PERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

PROVO near Hailstone HAY-JUL 100.0 5240 =92 71.0 71 35.0 35
FROVO below Deer Creek Dam HAY-JUL -108.0 5640 52 82,0 76 30.0 28
AMERICAN FORK near American Fhk. HAY-JUL 30,0 2040 &7 24,0 80 17.0 57
HOEELE CREEK near Springville MAY-JuL 16.8 647 40
STRAWBERRY RESERVOIR inflow APR-JUL 60.0 26:0 43 37.0 62 15.0 5
FPAYSON CREEK near Fayson MAY-JUL 5.8 3.1 53
UTAH LAKE inflow MAY-JUL 211.0 140.0 . &6 2050 97 75.0 36
LITTLE COTTONWOOD CRK near SLC MAY-JUL 38,0 26,0 68 29.0 76 24,0 63
BIG COTTONWOOD CRK near SLC HAY-JUL 35.0 26.0 74 29.0 83 22,0 43
FARLEY'S CEEK rnear SLC MAY-JUL 13.0 6.0 46 10.0 7 2,0 15
MILL CREEK near SLC MAY-JUL 5.9 - b 61 4.0 48 3.0 1
EMIGRATION CREEK near SLC HAY-JUL 907 1.3 41
CITY CREEK near SLC HAY-JUL 7.8 3.8 49 5.0 64 3.0 38

.TTLEMENT CREEK near Tooele MAY-JUL 241 1.8 86 3.0 143 1.0 48
SOUTH WILLOW CREEK near Grantsville HMAY-JUL 2.7 1.6 59 3.0 111 0.0 0
VERNON CREEK near Vernon MAY - JUN 0.8 0.4 50 0.8 96 0.1 13
________________________________________________ | B A A A i S S e

RESERVOIR STORAGE ({1000AF) | HWATERSHED SNOWFPACK ANALYSIS
________________________________________________________________________ i ———————————— -
USEAELE |  xx USEAELE STORAGE xx | NO. THIS YEAR AS Z OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST I WATERSHED COURSES  —————-==-==—————=
| YEAR YEAR AVG, AVG'D LAST YR. AVERAGE

s G lans 1aea 9.4 1063 | FROVO KIVER & T LakE 1o 22 28
GRANTSVILLE 3.3 3.2 3.3 e : PROVO RIVER 5 18 26
SETTLEMENT CREEK 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.7 : JORDAN RIVER & GREAT SALT 5 20 23
STRAWBERRY-ENLARGED 951.4 §51.8 421,46 L : TODELE VALLEY WATERSHEDS 3 krd 31
UTAH LAKE 883.9 849.0 1248.46 76648 : UTAH LAKE, JORDAN RIVER & 18 23 27
VERNON CREEK 046 0.6 0.6 0.6 {

1 - Reas. max. and reas. min., forecasts are for 5% and 99% euceedance levels and also (2) below.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.



Utah Lake, Jordan River & Tooele Valley

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JAN FEB

MAR

APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum

Minimum

Average @————

Current

WATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK:S:

During an average April the Provo R.-Utah Lake-
Jordan R, watershed only loses 3.1 inches of snow
water to melt. This April the watershed lost 10.7
inches--almost three and one-half times normal April
melt. The abnormally high melt combined with below
normal April 1 snowpack have left May 1 snowpack at
only 27% of normal. Streamflow forecasts, down an
average of 15% from last month, now range from 40 to
B86% of average. Reservoir storage is above average.

For more information contact your Tocal
Soil Conservation Service Office:

Midvale Field Offme ~ 801-524-4373
Provo Field Office  801-377-5580



WEBER & OGDEN WATERSHEDS in Utah

FORECAST 25 YR. HOST MOST REAS. REAS. REAS. REAS .
FORECAST FPOINT AVG., FROEAELE FROBAELE MAX. MAX., MIN, MIN,
FERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG,) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (X% AVG.)
WEBER RIVER near Oakley MAY-JUN 93,0 71.0 =76 8640 92 57.0 41
ROCKFORT RESERVOIR inflow HAY-JUN 102.0 68,0 &7 92.0 90 46,0 45
CHALK CREEK near Coalville HAY-JUN 34,0 25.0 74 35.0 103 17,0 50
WEBER RIVER near Coalville MAY-JUN 105.0 6940 66 93.0 89 46,0 44
LOST CREEK near Croyden MAY-JUN 11.2 5.6 50 7.0 80 2.0 18
EAST CANYON CREEK near Morgan HAY-JUN 19.0 11,0 58 18,0 95 7.0 37
HARDSCRABELE CREEK near Forterville APR-JUN 18.4 12,0 65 19.0 103 5.0 27
SOUTH FORK OGDEN RIVER near Huntsvil MAY-JUN 43.0 25,0 o8 37.0 86 15.0 35
FINEVIEW RESERVOIR inflow HAY-JUN 74.0 30.0 41 45.0 61 17.0 23
WHEELER CREEK riear Huntsville APR-JUL 6.5 3.8 58 5.0 77 3.0 44
ECHO RESERVOIR inflow MAY-JUN 128.0 85.0 66 114.0 89 57.0 45
WEBER RIVER at Gateway APR-JUN 328.0 225.0 &9 287.0 88 163.0 50
FARMINGTON CREEK near Farmington MAY-JUL 6.7 4.2 63 7.0 104 2.0 30
e A A R S -T ________________________________________________________
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF) I WATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS
_______________________________ T SN
USEAELE | xx USEAELE STORAGE xx | NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITYl THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES  --——---—————————-
I YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D LAST YR. AVERAGE
CAUSEY TR T Ta ae o s x| w a
EAST CANYON 48.1 44,1 40,2 41.5 : WEBER RIVER 15 27 34
ECHD 73.9 70.7 26,9 54,2 : WEBER & OGDEN WATERSHEDS 19 26 35
LOST CREEK 20.0 19.0 14.2 14.3 :
PINEVIEW 110.1 &7.7 7846 7646 :
ROCKPORT 60.9 45.1 24,1 36.8 ;
WILLARD BAY 165.5 165.1 160.1 139.7 {

1 - Reass max. and reas. min, forecasts are for 5% and 95% exceedance levels and also (2Z) below.
Z - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period.



Weber & Ogden Watersheds

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JA FEB

MAR APR MAY

*Based on selected stations

Maximum

rT———

Minimum

Average ————

Current

HATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK?:

April snowmelt was more than twice normal as a result
of record warm temperatures and below average
precipitation, High temperatures and low
precipitation coupled with an already low snowpack
have produced a May 1 snowpack with only 35% as much
water content as usual. Streamflow forecasts for the
May-June period fell an average of 11% from levels
forecast last month as a result of below normal April
precipitation. All reservoirs have above average
water in storage except Pineview which will not fill,

For more information contact your local
Soil Conservation Service Office:
Layton Sub Office = 801-544-9144




BEAR RIVER BASIN

STREAMFLOW FORECASTS

FORECAST 25 YR. MOST HOST REAS. REAS. REAS. REAS,
FORECAST FOINT AVG, FROEAELE FROBABELE MAX. MAX., HIN. MIN.
FERIOD (1000AF) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.) (1000AF) (% AVG.)

BEAR RIVER near UT-HY Stateline HAY-JUL 105.0 66.0 63 81.0 77 54,0 51
BEAR rnear Woodruff HAY-JUL 126.,0 60,0 48 97,0 77 36,0 29
WOODRUFF CREEK near Woodruff MAY-JUL 15.1 6.8 45 10.0 b6 4,0 26
BIG CREEK near Randolph AFR-JUL 5.3 3.0 57 6.0 113 0.8 15
BEAR near Randolph MAY-JUL 95.0 39.0 41 83.0 87 10,0 11
THOMAS FORK near Stateline AFR-SEF 37,0 10.0 27 17.0 46 4.0 11
SMITHS FORK near Eorder APR-SEF 122.0 50.0 41 75.0 61 35.0 29
BEAR RIVER near Harer APR-SEP 326.0 93.0 29 155.0 48 3840 12
LOGAN RIVER near Logan HAY-JuL 107.0 40.0 56 75.0 70 46,0 43
BELACKSHMITH FORK near Hyrum HAY-JUL 38.0 14,1 37 27.0 71 3.0 8
LITTLE BEAR RIVER near Paradise HAY-JUN 29,0 10.7 37 21.0 72 3.0 10
CUE RIVER near Preston MAY-JUL 42,9 15.8 37 31,0 72 5.0 12
............................... i pics | S e B A
RESERVOIR STORAGE (1000AF ) | WATERSHED SNOWFACK ANALYSIS
________________________________________________________________________
USEAELE |  xx USEAELE STORAGE xx | NO. THIS YEAR AS % OF
RESERVOIR CAPACITY! THIS LAST | WATERSHED COURSES ~ ------===-mmmmm e
| YEAR YEAR AVG, | AVG'D LAST YR. AVERAGE
B LAE  lizl.o 11188 11238 10390 | EAR RIVER UFPER TN Ut & 31 e
HYRUM 15.3 15.4 11.2 132 i BEAR RIVER, LOWER IN UTAH 8 19 25
FPORCUFINE 11.3 11.3 11.8 9.5 : BEAR RIVER DRAINAGE IN UT 13 24 a2
HOODRUFF NARROWS 55.8 97.8 57.7 b : BEAR RIVER:» UFFER (3bove 12 25 36
WOODRUFF CREEK NO ﬁEPDRT : BEAR RIVER: LOMER (below 11 14 19
: BEAR RIVER DRAINAGE 21 20 27
: LOGAN RIVER 9 17 24
: RAFT RIVER 0 0 0
i BEAR RIVER EASIN 23 21 28

1 - Reas., max. and reas. min, forecasts are for 5% and 99% exceedance levels and also (2) below.
2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage.
The average is computed for the 1941-85 base period.



Bear River Basin

Mountain snowpack* (inches)

Water Equivalent (in)

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY
“Based on selected stations
Maximum Average ————
Minimum Current

HATER SUFFLY OUTLOOK:

For more information contact your local
Soil Conservation Service Office:

Snow surveys taken the last week in April on the Bear
River watershed reveal the effects of the record warm
temperatures and low precipitation experienced during
the month. Snowpack over the entire drainage is only
28% of normal. The amount of snow water lost to melt
was more than twice as great as usual this April.
Forecasts of spring and summer streamflow now range
from 27 to 63% of average assuming normal
precipitation during the remainder of the forecast
period. Reservoir storage is above average,

Tremonton Field Office 801-257-5403
Logan Field Office 801-753-5616



generally 45-75% of normal in the North, 60 to 85% in
the South and near normal over eastern areas of the
State.

RESERVOIRS:
Twenty-six key irrigation reservoirs in Utah are
holding 88% of their accumulated useable capacity
which is 117% of average for the end of April. About
half of the reservoirs sampled have more than 95% of
their useable capacity filled, Record warm
temperatures in April resulted in much earlier than
normal demand for irrigation releases. On Strawberry
Reservoir, for example, this was only the second year
in the last 27 that it has been necessary to start
releases in April, Additionally, the warm weather
produced greatly increased snow melt in April which
will reduce late season flows and further increase
the demand for stored water. Much below average
precipitation in April also increased demand for and
decreased the supply of stored water.

STREAMFLOW:

The abnormally warm and dry weather experienced in
April has had and will continue to have an impact on
the runoff timing and volume this year. Early and
rapid snow melt will lead to early runoff peaks but
low late-season flows., With numerous precipitation
stations in northern Utah reporting seasonal
accumulations in the bottom 10% of their record,
there may be some reason for concern if dry
conditions persist. The majority of '"'most probable"
forecasts across the State now range from 30 to 70%
of average assuming normal precipitation through the
forecast period. If below normal precipitation
persists, observed flows may more nearly approximate
the ''reasonable minimum' forecasts presented in this
report. If '""reasonable minimum' flows materialize,
unforeseen water shortages may also materialize,
especially in areas where stored water is
unavailable,

Forecasts prepared for this bulletin represent cooperative efforts of the Soil
Conservation Service and the National Weather Service in an effort to provide
the best possible service to water users and managers.



CENERAL OUTLOOK

SuUurMMaAaRY 3
Much warmer and drier weather than normal in April
produced melt on some sites nearly a month earlier
than usual and caused the loss of two to more than
four times more water to melt than normal, Earlier
and heavier than normal melt will compress the runoff
season and reduce late season streamflow levels.
Persistence of below normal precipitation will
necessitate an increased reliance on stored water.
Water shortages are expected to materialize in areas
relying on natural streamflow and areas lacking

adequate stored water. Timely, above normal
precipitation could reduce the impact of impending
shortfalls,

SNOWFACK
Earlier than normal commencement of snowmelt in
addition to warmer and drier than normal weather
conditions in April have depleted the snowpack in
Utah from almost two to more than four times as much
as usual during the month. The Provo River-Utah
Lake-Jordan River watershed experienced the greatest
April 1 to May 1 decrease in snow water content on
record. One month ago the statewide snowpack was 77%
of average. Snow water measurements taken the last
week of April were only 45% of average--a drop of 32%
from the previous month. Area by area percentages
range from 0% on the Enterprise-New Harmony drainages
to 114% on the Escalante River watershed. Near
average snowpack in addition to the Escalante River
drainage was measured on the La Sal Mountains and on
Sheep Creek (north slope Uintas), All other areas of
the State have below average snow water content.

FRECIFITATION:
April precipitation at mountain and valley stations
was generally much below average across the State.
In northern Utah April is normally the wettest month
of the year., This April, however, an extensive area
east of the Great Salt Lake and southward over Utah
Lake received less than 20% of normal. Some stations
reported the lowest April amounts ever recorded
dating back to the early 1900's (Deer Creek Dam-3%,
Echo Dam-4% and Morgan-5%). Elsewhere in northern
Utah precipitation amounts were generally 10 to 40%
of average. April precipitation in southern Utah was
generally 30 to 60% and eastern Utah was 40 to B0X% of
normal. October through April precipitation is



Streamflow Prospects for Utah

Spring and Summer Period =
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BEAR RIVER BASIN

WEBER & OGDEN WATERSHEDS IN UTAH

UTAH LAKE, JORDAN RIVER & TOOELE VALLEY
UINTAH BASIN & DAGGET SCD'S

CARBON, EMERY, WAYNE, GRAND & SAN JUAN CO.
SEVIER & BEAVER RIVER BASINS

E. GARFIELD, KANE, WASHINGTON & IRON CO.

NP WN -

FORECAST STREAM FLOW

MUCH ABOVE AVERAGE
MORE THAN 130 PERCENT
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SUMMARY

SNOWFACK :

CENERAMAL OUTLOOR

The heavy rains during the latter half of May have
brightened the prospects for adequate water supplies
this growing season but, with mid-summer flows of
only 20-60% of average projected, water users relying
on natural streamflow rather than stored water could
be facing water shortages by mid-summer without
continued heavy precipitation,

Snowpack on June 1, following below normal accumula-
tion and early melt this winter season, was only 15%

of average statewide, Percentages range from 0% in
southeastern Utah to 40% of the June 1st. average on
the Uintas. Only the most protected snow courses in

the highest accumulation areas at elevations greater
than 9500 feet were still reporting snow. The
Snowbird-Gad Valley snow course, for example, at 9700
feet had 5.2 inches of water content this year versus
the long-term average of 29.5 inches, The heavy
rains during the last half of May came in the form of
snow at higher elevations which auagmented the
snowpack or at least slowed the melt rate, Without
the May storms the snowpack could have possibly been
exhausted prior to June 1.

FRECIFITATION:

Precipitation at mountain stations during May ranged
from much below average on the Lower Sevier to much
above average on the Upper Provo. Trial Lake, on the
Upper Provo, received 8.6 inches of precipitation
last month making this May the wettest since records
began in 1952, Only two areas reported below normal
precipitation--the extreme eastern end of the Uintas
and an area in southwestern Utah running approxi-
mately from Fillmore to Enterprise. Elsewhere,
rainfall amounts ranged from near normal on the Weber
watershed to much above average over the remainder of
the State. Valley precipitation during May followed
the same trend as was reported at mountain stations
with some stations in northwestern Utah receiving
record rainfall while extremely dry weather was
experienced from Scipio to Milford, Seasonal
precipitation, October through May, is below normal
over most of northern and central Utah, near normal
over the western deserts and above normal at some
eastern Utah stations.



RESERVOIRS: .
A sampling of 23 key irrigation reservoirs at the end
of May showed useable stored water at 86% of capacity
which is 109% of average for this time of year. Heavy
rainfall during the last half of May enabled
reservoir operators in northern Utah to reduce irri-
gation releases and, in some instances, refill reser-
voirs which had filled but had been drawn down due to
heavy, early release demands. The importance of the
May rains to late season reservoir storage cannot be
overstated. They may mean the difference between
shortages or adequate water supplies as the meager
snowmelt runoff declines in the summer months.
Reservoir storage now ranges from 66% of capacity in
Pineview to 109% in Joes Valley.

STREAMFLOW?
Record high rainfall on some areas of northern Utah
during May increased flow from the levels that could
have been expected from melt of the sub-normal
snowpack. May streamflow ranged from one-fifth
normal for inflow to Pineview Reservoir to slightly
above normal on the Upper Bear. As the summer
progresses streamflow is expected to decline to
20-60% of normal in many areas. Late summer flows on
the Weber, Provo, Bear and Duchesne Rivers, for
example, are forecast in the 40 to 60% of normal
range. Water users relying on surface water
supplies rather than stored or pumped water are
likely to experience some shortages by mid-summer.
Users relying on stored water will have adequate
supplies in most areas.

Forecasts prepared for this bulletin represent cooperative efforts of the Soil
Conservation Service and the National Weather Service in an effort to provide
the best possible service to water users and managers.
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