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r agree that Dean clerico shourd be compensated. for histime and effort this year in riding iitr, charmin tol-earn the system and filling in for her if needed.
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The Mosby frrigation Co. would have their meeting before the
annual distribution system meeting. At its rneeting, the
shareholders would vote on the person they would like to recommend
as commissioner for the coming year. At the distribution meeting,
a representative from the company would present their proposal for
commissioner (based on the person who received the most votes) to
the Deep Creek water right holders. The water right holders would
then vote among themselves whether to accept the companyrs proposal
or not. rf they did not accept the proposar they would select by
vote the person they would like to recommend as commissioner. This
proposal vrould then be considered by the Mosby frrigation Company
(by those shareholders present at the distribution system rneeting)
and either accept it or reject it. rf it was rejected, the company
would make another proposal to the water right holders and tha
process would contj-nue as outlined above until both qroups could
agree on the same person. If no agreement could be reached then adecision would be made by the state Engineer. rf a person owns
both shares in Mosby Irrigation Co. and water rights on Deep Creek,
they would be allowed to vote with both groups. It is assumed thatproxies would be allowed in the voting in fbtn groups.

Alternative No. 2

The voting would be based on those water users who attend theannual distribution system rneeting (again proxies would beallowed). Every water user would be allowed one vote regardless ofwhether their use was based on Mosby frrigation Co. shares or Deepcreek water rights. However, only one vote would be al1owed pe;water using entity. For example, if several members of farnityattended the meeting but their use v/as based on commonly held watelrights or company shares, only one representative frori the familycould vote; or if several members of a corporation which helirights or shares attended, only one representa€ive could vote. Thedecj-sion on the commissioner woutd be based on the majority vote oithose present at the meetj_ng (including proxies).
The proxies used in either voting al-ternative would have tostate specificarly the rneeting at wrricn they are to be used, theperson-being represented by the proxy, and thl personrs name who isauthorized to use the proxy.

't,,\
'j./ .i .. 1

I

//
YES


