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In propositions 1 and 2, the drainage district would be retained 
as a farmer agency for cooperation with the federal or state drainage 
agency. In-proposition 3 the drainage district would be dissolved and 
replaced by an irrigation agency with authority for drainage. 

Union of Irrigation and Drainage 

In irrigated areas there is an intimate and far'reaching relationship 
between irrigation and drainage. Irrigation is often the prime cause' 
of drainage needs, and adquate drainage may be essential to con' 
tinued irrigation on the lower -lands, and to efficient and complete use 
of all water supplies. 

Where irrigation companies do' not engage in drainage activities, 
they pay little attention, if any, to the drainage problems resulting 
from irrigation. Inefficient irrigation of farm lands and excessive canal 
losses in water conveyance, have persisted year after year for a 
century, thus seriously extending and complicating the drainage 
problem. The union of closely related and overlapping irrigation and 
drainage enterprises is not only advisable, but may be a pre' 
requisite to efficient drainage and continued crop production on the 
lower lands. 

T rained Leadership Essential 

The lack of adequate technical leadership has been the main limiting 
factor in the successful operation of Utah drainage districts. The 
drainage of farm land is dependent on the solution of many technical 
problems of engineering, soil and water relations, and finance. Techni, 
cally,trained men are required to deal adequately with these problems. 
In the case of most districts an engineer was employed to design and 
supervise construction of the drains, but once drains were installed, 

o the engineer was paid off and the district supervisors assumed the re' 
sponsibility for operation and maintenance of the drains. Inadequate 
maintenance was the immediate result and also the cause of many 
drainage failures. It is recommended therefore that adequately trained 
leadership be provided to supervise design, construction, maintenance, 
and operation of drainage works as well as to guide' the institutional 
and financial operations with skill. Without such leadership there can 
be no assurance of drainage success. 

Adequate Financing .Required 

The financial failure of a drainage district is not only a matter of vital 
concern to the debtor and credItor, its relation to land drainage and. 
to public welfare is intimate and far'reaching. 
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To safeguard the interests of debtor, creditor, and the public, it is 
imperative that a dependable revenue system be developed and kept in 
operation. Where drainage is provided by an irrigation enterprise, 
the pledging of water stock is a strong guarantee for the payment of 
taxes. In the drainage district, authority to tax land values has proved 
sufficient to serve the revenue needs if all other elements of the pro' 
gram are sound. These essential elements include : (1) inherent .good 
quality of the soils ; (2) installation of an adequate drainage system; 
(3) economical capital financing ; and (4) technically trained leadership 
•• on the job" to insure the effective functioning of the revenue system 
and the efficient operation and maintenance of the drainage system. 

T o make the revenue system more just, the responsibility of lands 
contributing to the need for drainage should be recognized, and pro' 
'vision made in the law for such lands to carry their just portion of 
the drainage costs. Lands are now taxed on the basis of their assessed 
benefits. It seems evident that drainage organizations should be ex' 
tended to include all lands of a unit area in need of drainage, and also 
the lands contributing to that need ; and that taxation be applied both 
on the basis of benefits and on the basis of contributing cause. 
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APPENDIX 
Certified county assessment roll of proposed Cache County drainage district No. 3 

for the year 1920 

Acre' Assessed benefits 
Name of owner Description of parcel age per acre total 

acres dollars dollars 

SECTIO N 25, Twp . 14 N. , R . 1 W. 
Hazen Spackman W% E% NE~ 40 83 3,325 
Rulon Spackman E% E% NE~ 40 83 3,325 

SECTION 24, Twp. 14 N ., R. 1 W. 

Gertrude McKnight E pt. E pt. SE ~ 10 125 1,250 
T homas Spackman E pt. E% SE ~ 36 94 3,370 
Ether Spackman W pt. E% SE ~ 34 98 3,340 
William Spackman E pt. W% SE ~ 40 120 4,800 

c/o Henry Spackman 
Unknown owner W% W% SE ~ 40 140 5,600 
William E. Rigby SE ~ NE ~ 40 82 3,280 
Eldorus B. Glover Pt. S% NE~ NE~ 10 83 825 
Ephraim I. Blair Pt. N% E% NE~ NE~ 5 129 645 
William F. Glover Pt. W% NE% NE~ 5 161 805 
William F. Glover Pt. W% NE~ NE~ 9 183 1,650 
M. R. Hodges Pt. W % NE~ NE~ 1 225 225 

SECTION 13, Twp. 14 N. , R. 1 W . 

William A. Boman Pt. E% NE~ 17.37 77 1,335 
Amasa Hodges Pt. E% NE~ 5 225 1,125 
Edward Kemp NE~ NW~ 40 79 3,165 

SECTION 12, Twp . 14 N., R . 1 W . 
Daniel D. Buttars S% SE ~ 78 137 10,650 

SECTION 19, Twp . 14 N., R . 1 E. 

Martha L. W . Merrill W% NE %, 80 70 5,610 
Arthur J . Dent E% NE~ 38 57 2,165 
Arthur J. Dent E% NE~ 17 63 1,065 
Arthur J . Dent E% NE %, 20 56 1,110 

SECTION 20, Twp . 14 N ., R . 1 E. 

Andrew W . Hyer W pt. NW~ 56 66 3,695 
Ira Hyer Central pt. NW ~ 42 94 3,965 
Ora Hyer W. pt. E% NW~ 34 102 3,460 
Orson U. Hyer E. pt. E% NW 14 28 119 3,325 
Mead Hyer N. pt. N % NE~ 23 140 3,210 
John C. Hyer S% Nlh NE~ 40 159 6,3 75 
John C. Hyer S pt. N% Nlh NE~ 17 163 2,770 
Brigham Hyer Pt. NW~ SW %, 15 99 1,485 
Joseph H. Lewis Pt. NW~ SW %, 25 92 2,300 


