linutes of 1960 Annual Meeting

POT CREEK DISTRIBUTICH SYSTIM
Friday-February 26, 1960 9:30 a.m,
Uintah County Courtuouse, Vernal, Utah

SUMIARY

The water users of the Pot Creek Distribution System adopted & budget
of $425.00 for 1960, and recemmended that 1r. David Rasmussen act as joint
cormiissioner on Brush Creek and Pot Creek Systems,

Mr. M. Clark Feltch, Vernal, Utah, was re=elected chairman of the
Pot Creek Distribution System; iir. Ralph Siddoway, Vernal, Utah, was
elected secretary; and Mr. Allen Bennion, Vernal, Utah, was elected as
committee member.

Of the total $425.,00 budget for Pot Creek, the State of Colorado will
pay 20% and the remaining 80% is to be assessed to the Utah water users
as their share of the distribution costs for 1960,

INTRODUCT ION

Mr. Wayne D. Criddle, State Engineer of Utah, called the nmeeting to
order and explained that although the State Ingineer of Colorado was not
represented, through correspondence Colorado agreed to go ahead and work
with the distribution problems which confronted the Pot Creek interstate
distribution system.

The business before the meeting was outlined by kir. Criddle as: (1)
Discussion of distribution problems on Pot Creek, (2) Hearing the 1959
financial report, (3) Hearing the commissioner’ s report for 1959 and an
outlook for 1960, (L) Recommending a water commissioner for 1960, (5)
Adopting a budget for 1960 and agreeing upon an assessment method, and
(6) Entertaining whatever other business that might properly come before
the meeting,

Mr. Criddle asked the water users what they wanted to do about re-
cording the minutes of the meeting. He stated that if they desired, he
would ask a member of his staff to record the meeting. iir. Bill Allen made
a motion that the minutes of the meeting be recorded by the State Engineer's
Office. The motion was seconded by Mr, Zelph Caulder, and the motion was
carried. Mr. Criddle appointed Clarence E. Erickson, Jr., Distribution
Fngineer, to record the meeting,

The meeting was then turned over to the 1959 Chairman, Mr. M. Clark
Feltch,

GENFRAL MEETING

Chairman Feltch called for a reading of the minutes of the 1959
meeting. The ilarch L, 1959 minutes were read by Mr. Donald C, Norseth,
Distribution Englneer. The 1959 meeting was held at the home of Mr, h.
Clark Feltch, Vernal, Utah. The minutes were aprroved as read.

The chairman then called for a reading of the 1959 Financial State-
ment. lir. Frank Reese, BDusiness Manager of the State Fngineer's Office
read the prepared financial statement, givins an itemized and detailed
account of the expenditures and receipts.




It was moved by Yr. Allen and seconded by lir., Clifton V. McCoy that the
1959 Financial Report be accepted as rcad. Motion carried. lir. Zelph
Caulder, voted "No" and explained that it was because that he thought
that the voting should be by water rights and not by water users,

Mr. Cirddle said that it must be a senatorialized form of governmenb
so that large interests would not control the systems,

Mr. Caulder said, '"Where do they not vote by sgares of stock?"

Mr, Criddle explained that the voting was done on an indivicdual
basis on all the systems throughout the State of Utah.

lr, Caulder commented that the Centhal Canal voted by shares, and to
this lir. Criddle stated, "Yes, on a local canal unit you can vote as you
please, but in the system as a whole each interest must be rerresented
so that dl rights will be protected."

Chairman Feltch then called on Mr. Donald C. Norseth to give a report
of the distribution on Pot Creek for 1959, Mr, Worseth explained that there
were many problems that had confronted the Pot Creek users, such as
regulating the reservoir, but mainly it was a lack of water supply during
the critical months of stockwatering and irrigation, He gave a report of
the d#stribution in general and explained that forecasts for 1960 might
indicate more water than expected for the coming year. He said that two
gages had been installed on the system in 1958 and he recomiended that
all the system be brou-ht up to date by repairing control devices and
installing additional devices where they are needed. He pointed out
that the weir below lMatt arner Reservoir needed to be repaired, and that
it might be best to install a new weir at a better location. Some water
has released to the Colorado rights, but the channels were dry and very
little of the water regched its destinabtion., lr. liorseth said that when
the Pot Creck water users select a comaissioner for 1960 that they should
keep in mind someone who could regulote the system effectively.,

WATER CCIMMISSIONTE

Chairiian Feltch thanked lir. Norseth for the commissioner's report
and then asked the group, "What about a commissioner fer next year?"

lir. Caulder declered, "There are only two substaatial rights on ‘ot
Creek, uhe liatt ‘arner and the Crouse Reserwoir interests, I would like
to see nore economy . There is the gage above iiatt Warner reservoir to
turn down the water when necessary, but I bLelieve that the Colordao Rights
are wasting water, and I don't like to see it turned down the creek when
I know its not going to reacn them to do any good."

Mr. Criddle explained that Pot Creek was getting undue attention end
was way out of line in cost and perhaps in time this distribution can be
made b the users, but the users cooperation must be very apparent hefore
distribution (by the State Engineer) can be lifted. I know that you had
a short water supply, but the Colorado Rights have to be vrotected, too.
There is waste, yes, but where is it not necessary to meet needs? There
is considerable waste in your ditches too. I think that with the problems
thaet you have on Pot Creek that an assessment must be charged against the
users and a commissioner put on Fot Creek,"

Vr. Allen asreed that, "We should have a water naster for a while
longer". Chairman Feltch commented that the creek must be kept wet for
stock and for better transmission, and that it was iwortant to have a
cormissioner on the creek.

Mr, Norseth stated that the best change to cut cost and to get a
better man was to zet together with the Brush Creeck users for joint




supervision by a water commissioner.

Mr. Caulder declared that he thought ti.at this was a cormittee matter.

To this, Mr, Criddle pointed out that the appointment of any commissioner
must be in the hands of the State Ingineer, and that his office was not
attempting to build up a budget aid to waste the water users' money. He
agreed that if they consolidate with Brush Creek that they might cut cost to
a minimum,

Mr. Allen commented that he too thoupht it would be a goodthing to
have one man for the whole Brush Creek-Pot Creek project.

In commenting on Mr, Caulder's thought that the selection of a
caommissioner should be a committee matter, iir. Criddle said, "Yes, I
think that Zelph Caulder's thought to put it in the hands of the committee
is entirely proper at this time since we do not know what the Brush Creek
people may want to do."

The group was asked whom they would suggest to be commissioner, and
that since travel was a large part of the expense that perhapa it might
be better to get a local man. Mr. Rulon S, Hacking suggested dr. Leo
Hacking, ard ir. Allen Bennion proposed that iir, Clifton W. iicCoy might
be considered as water commissioner. Mr. Norseth said that whbomever they
recomnended to be commissioner, the supervision would still by the State
Ingineer's Office. Chairman Feltch averred that to prevent trouble
that the commissioner shouldé be a disinterestec party. lir. Criddle
agreed, but that if the water users selected a local man he must satisfy
all the users.

Chairman Feltch asked the group what they wanted to do about the
matter, and :.r. l.cCoy made a motion to leave the matter of selecting a
river commissioner in the hands of the comittee. The motion was seconded
by Mr. Caulder and carried. (The coimittee chairman, ir. Feltch, was
contacted on March 22, 1960, and ne stated that the Pot Creek users had
ddcided to recomended tie services on lMr. David Rasmussed, the Brush
Creek Commissioner, on the same travel and per diem basis that was paid

in 1959)
1960 BUDGET

The State Engifieer then asked for permissioner to, act on authority
to collect on the szme basis as 1959, except that if a local man is
avaliable for the job and travel and expenses are less, that the Pot Creek
Comiittee would take the responsitdity of adopting 2 new budget and submitt-
ing iy to the State fngineer as s on as possible. Last year $4,25.00 was
set up and $416.00 was spent. Might I sugrest that vou tentatively set
up $L425.00 unless you can agreec on the other approach and have the
committee reduce tue budget accordingly."

Mr. Caulder proposed, "That the mipimum assessment be $25.00 .o
well at least ,10,00", There was no second on the wotion. "IFll
second it on behalf of Leon Greene, I have his proxy here, " Mr. Caulder
stated.

Hr, Criddle commented, "This is a legal guestion...rroxies may be
alright if the grour may wish to acdept them."

"What about stockwatering releases?", ilr. iicCoy said.

"This is an irrigation meeting! ", Mr. Caulder delcared.

"No, this a water users meeting," Mr. Criddle said, "ind all rights
nust be protectec,"

"Well, I'1ll go ahead and second the :otion made by Zelph for the ;10,00
minimwn assessment . " Mr, Allen said.




The motion was put to a vote and deadlocked at 6 to 6. lir. Calder voted
four votes, his vote and vroxies for Leon Creene, Leo Calder and Lucille
Calder.

"There is no Leon Greene on my assessiment role, " ir. Reese declared.
lir, Calder thendbjected to Mr, Searle's voting, too.

Mr. Criddle said that the matter was becoiing very questionable.
"Tiere are five for and five against on the assessment role aund there nay
bc other iatters arise concerning the proxies. The committee nay want to
nake anotner proposal.”

Mr. Calder was asked about tne proxy for Leon Greene, and he stated
that ..r. Greene contracted with him for stockwater. iir. Criddle explained
that a contractual ri:ht was ot a water right, and that tae water right
was still invested in the owner of the water, not ipg the purchascr,

e caid that along with the budget the users might want to wake a cooper-~
ative fizure for a minimum assessment that would be agreeable to everyone,
at least the majority,

Jdr. Teese was asked by iir. Allento please read the irrigation rights
on Pot Creek. lir., Reese rcad from his assessment role the irrigation
rights and naned Zelph Calder, Leo Calder, Vm. Wallace Siddoway ard Bill
Allen °

Mr. Criddle said that rerhaps they might want to :love that the rrobllers
of the selection of a coumissioner, the budget and the minimum assessment
be recommcnded by the Pot Creek Committee, but it would have to stand until
the meeting with the Brush Creel: peonle., and, that he would like to meet
with Pot Creek irmediately afterward., In light of this he suggested
that they adjourn this meeting vntil after the neeting with vrush Creek
and meet again at 1:15 p.m.

The meeting was adjourned until 1315 p.u.

AFTLRNOON IMFFTILG

DETINQUF AT A£°SESSLFNT POLICY

The meeting reconvened at 1:35 p.m. and Mr. Criddleexplained the
assessment nenalty policy which has been adopted by the other systems
throughout the state. He said that assessments would be due Jun: 1 or
60 days after mailing date of the assessment notices. The pronosed
penalty is 10% or a minimum of $1.00 whichever is larger. The weney
collected as assessment penalties would become part of the funds of the
systen in which the7s were collected and bhelr to defray part of the
distribution on costs for the coming year. The State Engineer explained
that the cost of collecting deliguent accounts tarous hout the state was
considercble bothin time and money. The penalty was bein: levied for no
money, but to hel: to insure more prompt payment of accounts to (et
the wmoney necessary to rum the system at the start of distribution,

The users apreed to support the State Fngineer in the state-wide

deliquent assessment policy. iir. Allen said that he would like the groun

to reconsider ir. Calder's motion to have a minimum assessment of $10,00
and that the balance of the total assessment be assessed to the r enaining
accounts on the s.me basis as 1959. The wotion was seconded Mr, Willigm

H., Karren, Jensen, Utah, a Colorado water user. The motion failed by a

vote of 7 to 6 and i.r, Calder recuested taat an entry e macde in the minutes
shewing that he objected to Iir. Searle's voting and that the stockwatering
rights separted from the irripation rights or the question of a $10

minimum assessnent.




tr. Criddle commented that is was true % :at they would probsbly need an
outside wan for a_other year. The area is isolated and there would be
considerable travel involved.

Mr. Allen made a motion to adopt the budget for 1960 of about the
same figure as last vear. ir. Calder said that perhaps the matter might
better be satisfied by the committee and settled at a later date with
pertiaps no commissioner at all,

Hr. Allen was asked to restate his motion and he said, "I move that
we adopt a budget of $425.00 for 1960 on the same tasis as 1959 with Colo-
rado to pav 20% of the total budget." The iiotion was seconded by Ralph
Sidcoway ard the motion carried,

lr. Criddle then ask to authorize the committee to handle the
recommendation of a water commissioner, and for the Committee to contact
+.rs David flasmussed Brush Creek Water Cormissioner or whomever the cormittee
decides to reccommend for the job. The water users agreed.

WTASURING DFVICFS

Mr. Allen said that there was a need for gringing the measuring and
control devices up to date on Pot Creek. He asked if the commissioner
could take charge and work with the Soil Conservation Service to best
locate and recommend the putting &n of necessary measuring devices.

Hr, Criddle sa d that his office would be gald to work wit: thr water
users too and to suggest where the devices might best be put in, and that all
should be as near to the diversion points as possible. He said that the
S5.C.5. considers such requests from the water users as prorer conservation
practices and will cooperate a:d perhaps pay p-rt of tie expense, but that
it was reluctant to do so in cases where such cevices had been ordered
in by the State Fngineer.

The water users discussed the need for a weir below the Matt Warner
Reservoir, and one for t e upper aid loweruser: on the Crouse Reservoir.
lir, Allen made a wotion that the group act on the study for neasuring
devices on Pot Creek but there was no second to tihe wotion,

1060 EXECUTIVE CCOMMITTFE

Chairm-n reltch then moved to the question of selecting an executive
committee for 1960 and orened nominations for committee officers.

Mr. Calder said that "There are only ywo major rights on Fot Creek -
the Crouse and !'att Warner interests, and I feel it ohly fair that I
or Mr. Allen should be recognized on this committee."

Iir. Criddle interrupted to say that Colorado pay 20% of the total
cost and all rights irust be satisfied.

Mir, William d. Kar;en nomimted ! r, M Clark Feltch for chairan. The
nomination was seconded by William Vallace Sicddoway.

tire selrh S, Calder nominated himself by proxies fram the Leo and
Lucille Calder estate.

tr. Feltch was electéd Pot Creek cormittee chairman for 1960,
ir. Ralph Siddoway was elected secretary, ard Mr. L1len Bennion was
elected committee uenber.

There being no fubther business, the mceting was adjourned with
instructions that the committee would contact the State Engineer's Office
as soon as then had decided upon a commissioner for Pot Creek for 1960.



Attending the neeting were:

M, Clark Feltch
Zelph S, Calder
A. Allen Bennion
Wm, Viallace Siddoway
William Allen
Clifton V. McCoy
John Siddoway
Rulon S. Hacking
R. S. Shiner
Alvin Kay

L, Siddoway
¥Williem F. Karren
Carl Searle

Ralph Siddoway
Julian liassey

-~

Wayne D. Criddle, State Engineer
Frank Reese, Business Manager
Donald C. Norseth, Dist. Engineer
Clarence E., Lrickson, Jr.



