May 7, 19%7
Nr. Colusbus R, Hall,
Oreenriver, Utah.
Dear 8iri REL:1 APPLICATIONS NOB, 6939 AND 9062
GENERAL

This will acknowledge recsipt of your letter of April 27 inm which
you aflvise that the town of Hankaville diverted the waters of Boul coreek
from iSs natural chamnel, theredy cutting your water off from the point
vhere it was formerly diverted and thut the said town has dullded a tight
dan above your point of Alversion and thus provided no means for vou to

oonvey your water, as it was originally dome. You ask what you can do a=
bout the matter.

Thie is a legal question if your statement be in full accord with
the facts and the town of Hankaville refuses to provide a means of divert-
ing your water, as formerly. However I inagine that the town would de reas-
sonable if the matter ware pressented to thea in the right way. I would ade
vise you, thersfore, to take the matter up with them. Seection 100-1-16 of
the Revised Statutes of Utah, 1933, reading as follows, would se~m to be
the point with reapsot to your case and shonld be called %o the atltention
of the town board of Hankevilles

Seotion 100-1-16.

*Yhenever any person has a right of way for any canal
or other water courae it ghall be unlawful for any odb=
sfruction by fence, or otherwise, along or asross such
canal or waler course, without providing gates suffi-
cient for the passage of the owmer of such canal or wa-
ter courss. Any persom violating the provisiona of $his
section is guilty of a miedenmsanor.”

In further reply to your letter let me aivise thiut the full facts

with respeot o your Application No. 6939 and 9062 are given in the en-
closed memorantum, and sent at your reguest.

Yours very truly,

T. H. Rumpherys
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