KMEMO RE; BOUL CREEXK DISTRIBUTION

On ¥opdey, Oct. 31, Yrs. Roxsne D, Hall and Mre. L. H.
Denney called at the offlce of the State Engineer to learn
if an order had been issued instructing Mr. Pace to install
meusuring device and whether or not such order had been ocarried
out; they representing thut at the present time there wus no
such device,

The Stete Engineer 8:1d4 that in view of the fact that
the adjudication decree ortered the:instelling of such device
he hesitated to meke an order on the ground that if Mr. Pace
would not comply with the order of the Court it was not reason-
able to expect him to pay any more attention to the State
Engineer.

Answering their question as to whether or not Mr, MoBride
could order & weir instelled and sBupervise its construction
the State Engineer answered that Mr, McBride's time wus at the
disposal of the water users on the Sevier and he could not very
well order him to do work in another distriot. If, however,
& privute arrangement wae made with lir/ MoBride the State
Engineer ssw no objection to it.

The State Engineer also pointed out that practically nothing
would be gained by having & welr instelled unless there was &
responsible commiesioner to distribute the water during the
irrigating season; aleo that neither party to the controversy
wes willing to sccept the sigpestion of the other and until this
condition was changed there seemed no way of getting results.
Mrs, Denney took exception to the “eber affidavit to which the
State Engineer answered that there is nothing on the record to
indicate that the affidevit wes unsatisfectory or thet Mr, Hall
had not had full opportunity to teke part in the investigsetion.



