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On behalf of the Canyonlands \Vatershed Council, please accept the following Protest 
<md Request for Hearing regarding the Application for Water Right (Application 
(179183), filed by Pinnacle Potash International, Ltd. This protest is filed pursuant to 
Utah Code Ann. §73-3-7. 

The Canyonlands Watershed Council (eWC) is a registered dba of Friends of the Abajos 
(FOA). FOA is a 501 (c)3 non-profit organization dedicated to protecting the mountains, 
canyonlands and waters of southeastern Utah. The Canyonlands Watershed Council is 
dedicated specifically to the protection and enhancement of the water resources and 
waterways of southeastern Utah, which are currently highly damaged by watl'r 
diversions and nearby development. CWC is based in ~1oab, Utah, just south of the 
proposed diversions in this application. 

Pinn,1c1e Potash proposes to drill a maximum of 16 wells for the purpose of 
\vithdrawing groundwater and injecting it back into the ground, dissolving deposits of 
potash and related minerals, bringing them to the surface, and evaporating the \V<1tl'r 
from surface ponds. This activity is proposed to take place on SlTLA land less th,1n <1 
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(according to the applicant-supplied information provided on the UDWR website). The 
proposed project would withdraw up to 20,000 acre-feet a year from Il)C,ll groundwater 
deposits. 

ewc has staff and members affected by the proposed water right change, which takes 
place near to ewC's main offke, along a well-traveled route through a visible and 
scenic area. ewc thus represents "persons interested" as specified in Utah Code Ann. 
§73-3-7. 

CVVC protests Application a79183 on the following grounds: 

1. The application does not contain required supporting information regarding local 
ground and surface water resources. 

Utah Code Ann. §73-3-8 states that the state enginel'r should approve a water right 
application if (among other requirements) there is unappropriated water in the 
proposed source; the proposed use will not impair with existing rights or more 
beneficial uses; the proposed plan is physically and financially feasible and can be 
completed by the applicant. §73-3-8 further states that if the state enginet'r has any 
information that gives him rl'ason to believe that a proposed use of water lllay impair 
more beneficial uses, including culinary, livestock watering, recreation or natural stream 
environments. 

The application to divert water contains no direct explanation, or references to 
supporting documentation, that indicate the existing nature or relationships of ground 
or surface water resources in the area. Given the large number of wells and huge 
amount of water proposed for diversion (up to 20,000 acre-feet annually, or 600,000 
acre-feet over the 30 year period), as well as the necessity for injecting this water into 
underground cracks and caverns, and pumping it to the surface for treatment, the 
proposed plan has the potential to severely impact groundwater and surface water 
resources in the area. 

further, the application contains no doculllentation as to how the proposed works will 
be completed, calling the financial and practical feasibility of the plan into question. 

2. The proposed plan may impair valid existing rights and uses of water, in violation 
of Utah Code Ann. §73-3-8 1(a)(i)-(iv). 

There is no evidence presented of 600,000 acre-feet of unappropriated groundwater in 
tIll' area. The application presents no studies (nor is ewe aware of any) that would 
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indicate that large a volume of water near the proposed wells. Without that evidence, 
the proposed plan has several problems: 

First, the potash mining operation may run out of water (which is essential to the plan's 
operation) and need to be abandoned, leaving unsightly and hazardous abandoned 
mine waste and equipment (as happened locally with the Atlas uranium tailings pile 
and the tourist tram on the Moab Rim, both of which had to be cleaned up with 
taxpayer or donor dollars). The question as to the amount of unappropriated water 
available, when it would not be financially feasible to ship in the water needed for 
mining operations, supports the possible violation of Utah Code Ann. §73-3-81(a)(iii)
(iv), which states that the applicant must have the ability to complete the works for 
which the water diversion is intended. 

Second, such a large diversion from an area with uncharted underground connections 
and an unknown amount of water may impair nearby groundwater uses, such as the 
culinary wells for Thompson and Crescent Junction and private lands (with \Nells 
associated with state source water protection zones) near the SR 313 turnoff, and 
springs and culinary water sources in Arches National Park. Without eVl'n a generally 
reliable idea of how much water is in the area, or how it moves underground, it would 
be irresponsible and illegal to put valid and important existing uses at risk from new 
large-scale groundwater mining. 

Third, the injection of water into underground spaces in order to dissolvl~ potash 
deposits poses a risk of contamination of nearby water resources. Potash and similar 
chemicals, when dissolved, are acidic and dangerous to human uses and riparian 
ecosystems. Again, without even basic groundwater mapping or mining operational 
descriptions provided, it is hard for the state engineer to safely ascertain whether 
nearby wells and springs would be contaminated. 

Fourth, surface waters and natural stream environments may be affected by depletion 
of groundwater sources and the potential contamination of local waterways and washes 
from acidic mining runoff, in violation of Utah Ann. Code ~73-3-81(b)(i). 

3. The application lacks required information regarding the plan's water infrastructure. 

§ 73-3-1(b) of the Utah Code lists a number of application requirements for water 
appropriations. Among others, the applicant is required to describe: 

§ 73-3-3(1)(b)(vi) the place on the stream or source where the water is to be 
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(vii) the dimensions, grade, shape, and nature of the proposed 

diverting channel; and 


(viii) other facts that clearly define the full purpose of the proposed 
appropria ti on. 

Pinnacle's application lacks any description of the nature of diversion wells, injection 
wel1s, water delivery systems, evaporation tanks, runoff or overflow disposal or control 
systems (which is particularly relevant given the dangerous contamination potential of 
potash-laden mining water). This, in addition to violating Code requirements such as 
those above, indicates the speculative nature of the development of the requested rights, 
and the potential for violating existing beneficial uses of water in the area. 

Summary 

On all these grounds, Application a79183 should not be approved. The Canyonlands 
Watershed Council respectfully requests a hearing regarding this Application and 
reserves the right to submit additional evidence in support of this protest 

Sincerely, 

Laurel Hagen 
Executive Director 
Canyonlands Watershed Council 
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