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Milford, Utah,
November 28, 1960.

Mr. Lee Strong,
Beaver River Water Commissioner,
Beaver, Utsh.

Dear Mr, Strong:

On Spptember 28th, two months ago, I sent you
a letter concerning a water controversy between Mr. G. A.
Fordham and Vivian Edwards of Ureenville on the one hand
and Mr. Jim Williams on the other. This has to do with
award No, 108 in the Beaver River General Adjudiciation
decres,

It appears that you submitted the question of
te respective richts of these partlies to the state engineer
for a decision and agreed to let them know the outcome.

I asked that you please advise me if you have
had eany word from the state engineer and 1f not, that you
again ask thes tate englneer to please give you instructions
withéut further delay.

I have not haerd from you as yet on this matter
and iIf you have not as yet had any instructions from the
state mgineer you should take steps to get such in-
structions, If we cannot clear this matter up befors the
irrigation season starts next spring it will continue to be
a head-ache and trouble for everyone.

I would 1like to ret this matter settled quickly,
ifpossible, Would you please advise me if you have had any
decislon from the State Engineer.

Very truly yo

vmb-Y,
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April 17, 1961
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Bubert Co Lambert
ACTTNO STATE ENGINEER

Sinserely,
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Mre Ine Strong
Don Norseth
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Beaver, Utah N«
August 8, 1960

ponald yorseth
Distribution pngineer
office of state mngineer
gtate mngineers office
salt rake gcity, ptah

Dear Mr. Norseth:.

arguments have deyeloped on several springs and sloughs,
involving awards # 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 59, and 108,
peaver River decree,

The question T wouldlike answered before T go any
further, is this----is the water commissioner charged
with the distribution of these rights since they are
drain, waste and percolating waters? At the time the
Beaver Rlver was being ad judicated, the gtate gngineer
held these waters were not public waters and could not
be filed on,

An immediate answer regard ing the above would be appreciated.

very tryly yours
Lo

water commigsioner,
Beaver Rpiver
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September 19, 1960

Mr, lee Strong
Water Commisslioner
Beaver River
Beaver, Utah

Dear leet REs BEAVER RIVER DISTRIBUTION

In anewer to your request as to whether you have the authority
and responsibility of delivering water to separate and distinst water
mawmnmamwm«mmnmnm

t

The State Engimeer has the responsibility, through his distri-
bution divisicn and water scamigsioners, for the distributien eof all
the water to all the rights within the State of Utah. This responsibility
is not applieable to deliveries of water within irrigation oompanies., He
is alsc responsible for the requiring of installment of measuring devices
that would make possible the distridution of these separate rights. is
an example, if five oanal acupanies eash divert water at one point cf diver-
sion the State Engineer would deliver all five ocupanies’water at the peint
of diversicn and would be respomsible for the delivery of eash eompany's
water as at scme spesified point in the distribution system. The ssme
exanple would be applisable to privats rights and rights within uninoer.
porated associations.

It is that this interpretation will alarify some distri~-
tution matters with whioh you have been confronted in the Beaver River
Systen.

Yours truly,

Hubert C. Lambert
HCL/ e DEPUTY STATE EWOINEER
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Mr. Lelant Streng

Beaver, Vtah
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¥ayas D, Criddle

sut Don Nevseth
2arl Staker
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Dadiaoass Narm ger

X1 Mre los Streng, Oumdsaiener Wy Ire Yardlay
S Ziver Gyoten Spawer, Ttak
Ps O Bex MK
Mswr, Fish wre Roy Tawdley
) m;m



Name® CAKLEN, Charles 5. Account # 54 Heaver Hiver Syslan

Address? :/o¢ Ztanlay Oakden
¥. O, Rex 25T
Beaver Jiir, Utan
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STATE

LICENSED GUNSMITRH
TAXIDERMIST

Mr. W. D. Cridls,
State Engineer

¢/o Capitol Building,
Salt lake City, Utah.

Dear Mr. Cridle:

N

FREEMAN’S GUNSHOP

RANCHORITA - - NORTH CREEK
BOX 22

Beaver, Utah
April 15, I960.
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LATHE anp
MACHINE WORK

PHMONE HEMLock 8-5580
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would like to call your attention to the condition
of distribution of water in the North Creek Irrigation Company of

Beaver, Utah.

I believe the existing condition is intirely wrong

with our Incorporation Articles.

The water rights granted in the

decree is as follows: "Rights acquired by appropriation shall be
designated as "Class A" and are divided into 468 shares at a rar
value of $75.00 per share, Class A stock shall have the prior right
and shall be and is intitled to 13.37 cubic feet of water per second
of time before any other class of stock shall be intitled to the use

of the water."

Now here is the condition that is existing.

Cur

Board of Directors are all men holding great numbers of stock and
in their voting power we of the small holders of stock really have
no vdice; for instance at the present time they are running one-half
hour "A stock and one~-half hour "B stock and I5 minutes of "C stock".
If you will note ™A stock” is intitled to I3.37 whereby "B stock"
is intitled to 5.1 per cubic feet but they are giving "B" the same

time. This I belive

is intirely wrong.

In April 1955 this same condition came up and I in-
ployed an Attorney and he in turn took this up with the Board and

their Attorneyy

At that time they admitted it was wrong and that

they would discontinue the practice, which they did; but this year
they are creeping baock into the 0ld practice.

Second bad condition: By cutting the time to one-half
hour instead of the hour, we are loosing I.37 also they take from
one to two days of time for each turn for dry ditch time, which
means we are loosing one or two days by having to asoak the ditches

the second time.
water shortages.

This to me is a waste of water in these critical



Their contention is that by turning in one-hakf
turns they can keep the crops from burning up. That 468 hours
Plus dry ditch time would mean too long between turns, this I
cannot believe. For example on April IOth I had a water turn
and@ I could but water one-half of my fielde The other half will
have to stand until the next, therefore you may readily see
that one-end ' of my field is going to stand idle. This again is
another waste of mater as I will have to soak my ditches the
second time.-

I have called this to the Secretarys attention on
several occasions and his reply is always in a very belligerent
attitude; explaining in this way, "that is the way we are giing
to do it;i® you don’t like it you may take it to Court or any
other way that you feel; a8 it ism't going to hurt us; as we will
assess the stookholders for costs and you ean pay your own way"”.

I believe this can be straightened out by your Cffice
without a lot of cogts to anyone, as I only wish for fairness.

Thanking you for your time and consideration and
advice.

Yours Respectfully,




H&rch 28 » 1960

Yr, Clifton Beaumont
315 Ne 1 W,
DBeaver, Utah

Dear iir. teaw onts

Thi: is the result of my investigation of the physical conditions
pertaining to Right #123 of the Besver River Decree, about which you
asked, This right is owned in the following manner: (1/3) to Clifton
Beawmont, (1/3) to Vernille Bradshew and (1/3) to Donialdwin.

The water to lower Indian Creek is released through the Beaver Dem
Reservoir which by decree has only 8 storage right a:d must bypass the
natural flow of the creek above the reservoir to downstresm priorities
during the lrrigation season,

The rclecased water flows down the Indian Creek chamnel to the diver-
sion dam in Sec. 36, T275, RTW, This structure serves the Beaumont Ditch
ard the two 'ianderfield Ditches. The total water diverted from Indien
Creek is measured b. the main weir located about 1/2 mile downstream from
the diversion dam. The first L.62 cfs to pass this weir must go to satisfy
priorities in the Muir Diteh and the Manderfield Ditch, Right #123 then
has the fipst call on ary or all part of 1,0 cfs avaliable after the
earlier priorities have been sstisfied. Any natural flow atove 5.62 cfs
would be delegated to later priorities than #123.

The first diversioncownstream from the nain diversion dam is the Muir
Ditech, Thomas Muly has award #120, which cslls for 1/25 of all the water
avalabls to anderfield Reservoir % Irrgation Co,., up to 1/25 of L42.5 cfs
maximum., This also pertains to 1/25 of the first L/v2 cfs measured at the
main weiry,

The next diversion point is one Jointly used by the holders of #123
and the users in the Menderfield Ditches, Any natural flow in excess of
L.62 cfs mess.red at the main weir is diverted into the Bemumont Ditch,
up to a mazimum of 1.0 cfs for the #123. The water released to the
Besumont Ditch is measured through a weir located s short distange downstream
from the Deaumont-Manderfield Diversion dam, The reidsinming water in excess
of Le72 cfs or the remaining part of 2L/25 of the first L.62 cis measured
at the main welr is released down the Manderfield canals,

It is importsnt to note that the owners of #123 and kanderfield fles.
& Irrigation Co. entered into an agreement in 1936 to jointly use the #123
Beaumont Cansl providing that the company enlarge the canal and deliver
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the available water to the owners of award #123 from the diversion point,
as described in the decree, to & point approxi-ately three miles distance
without ant conveyance loss charged.

It is decidedly to the advantage of #123 to have Manderfield Res. &
Irr. Co, use this canal, since nane of #123's water is lost t:rough trans-
mission to its weir, and the continued use of the canal keeps the channel
wet for higher transmission efficiency.

The right of #123 is for a maximum of l.0 cfs when the natural flow
of Indian Creek is abowve L.62 cfs as measured by the main weir. This
right has no derand for the water in Beaver Dam Reservolr other than the
releases of the natursl flow to the reservoir during t:e irrigation
season. This demand is then limited to the 1,0 cfs maxfdmum as outlined
in the preceeding paragraphs.

We understard t.at this is the way in which the River Commissioner
has been delivcring the water, and we believe that ou have been getting
and will continue to get the weter to which you are entitled.

Sincerely yours,

Clarence ¥, Erickson, Jr.
Distribution Engineer

CEEYsvd
cc: Lee Strong
Beaver River Cormissioner



April 7, 1960

Ttah State Enginser
Capitol Building
Salt Lake City, Utah

Dear Sir: /f{; 6,1(2&‘(/ /?)L/.ef,

We feel that there is a condition existing relative to waste of
water in Beaver Canyon that should receive your immediate attention.
The pipeline belonging to the Telluride Power Company and used to
convey water between ths upper and lower power plants is in such
condition that an enormous quantity of water is being wasted.

the water leaking from this pipeline enters the ground, and as a
result does not ever reach the channel of the Beaver River.

We would appreciate your cooperation in rectifying this situation.
Very truly yours,
The Kents Lake Reservoir Comoany

f/,s///ﬁ/

M. d. Warr
President
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nrayne N, sridile
te waclineer
te 7apitol
t take nity, 1Ttah

near *»r. ~riddle:

Tn renly to vour letter dated rrarch 1, 1950 referrin~ to
award “ 120 meaver niver ﬂcﬂrbu, it should be ncted that rr.
nlifton meaumoat iz in no way conaected with this wuter rioht.
Tt is owned hy T'r. mhomas vrulr, veaver, TTtah., Tr. Teaunont is
one-third owner of =2ward 7 123, the other two-thirds is owned
by = qicrile;d negervolir ¢ Ir iration nompany. meard D122 is
owned by vanderfield mescervoir £ Trrisation fomiany,an
incorror *tn‘ v
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"8 T recall, ¥r. Desunon Les cor 1 inby Jere.
(1) e wes JOt beinz delivered nls oue second foot ol water,
(o)~ v ostilllomesservelr o oTrricotion to. Zas 40 rivh

in his CAQJl.
(2} "r.uldr wag
did not
~¢fore v r. auwnodat can
be filled (-ward "l22} to th
rr, Pesumoat recelves the LEXU

Tn 1926 =2n agreement was entered into by 1Tander field neservoilr
; rrrization to. @nd the owners of mward 27 to rermit

randerfield meservoir ¢ Irrisation fo. to enter into their canal,

crovidine tnav enlarred the ditch and delivered the water to
the owners of sward ” 127 from the diversion point,us described
in the decrees to a roint avrroximatelv 7 miles distance without
any loss. mhis the company agreed to do . Tznclosed is a cooy
of the arrcement.

5Y of

+s for *r. "tuir, he is cntitled to cne-twentv fifth ( /25)
«11 the woter available to »anderfield Reserveir & rl atldﬁ
~T. wnich would be 42.5 c.l.s il the water was avallsble which
1tcludco 511 rients awnrded to the comrunv., ~his, as T see 1t,
do=9 aot entitle him to any water in te “s‘vc Nam Reservolr
which is = sepsr=te risht and has no svecified flow but only
an acre foot storsge ri~nt.
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rlease find enclosed & mapg which T have drawn up on Indian
nreek, mhe legal points of diversion as described in the
nreaver wiver mnecree have been plotted and do not conform to
the present diversion points. The points of diversion which
T hsve shown are not correct but are avpproximate.

T assume that all interested varties have at one time or another

rmade an arnlication for chance in vnoint of diversion from that

which has heen described in the decree to the »nresent points

of diversion and that they have been asvvroved by the State mneineerts
nffice,.

T hove this information will be of help in seéting forth the
rishts under Tndian nreek.

-

Tery truly yours

Lor Sy

“ater commi€sioner
nreaver niver gystem
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Maroh 1, 1980
Mr. leland Streng
P. O: Box 168
Beaver, Utah
Dear Lee: mmmmmm
CLIFION mANEET
w-matmmmmwmumm
Besunont in the B River Deores, and the physical cone

ditions under : you ure delivering water to him.

On s map whioh you dre semiing back to Clarence
Bricksen Jater this wesk will you plestse indicate enmsetly
where yoo meawure the water to Besumont aid give us & note

At the Water Users’ mesting in Beaver you will mdl
this question cane up but, with the confusion vom on, &and
my lask of kmowledge of the physical situatios, I stil) do
not have & eleay piutere.

Sincerely yours,
Wayne D. Criddle

WDC/ena

be: Clarence Erickson



Manderfield, Ut. Oct. 4, 1938

The Fosrd of Directors of The Manderfield Irrigation and Reservoir
Co. met st the upper weir to discuss the advisebility of changing the
point of diversion of the water in order to elimenate, es nuch ac
nossible, the waist in seepage in the east gside ditch, and also to try
and do sway with the grevel, which i1n the past, has caused a great
desl of expen2e to keep the ditches cl:azned out.

It wes deside., by the Zoard, that the Company inlarge the
seaumont ditch and take part of the water that way.

By doimg this, we would be able to have more water reach the flelds
in the f2ll of the yesr, then has been dolmg so through the east side
ditch.

The following Bosrd Members were present, Jos. A. Patterson,
Dale S1ly, Loyal Rsldwin and Wi J. Munford.

A. R. Hamilton Beerd Wember Stock Folder and H. K. Boyter, dater
Commissioner were also present.

Meet ing adjurned.

e Je Munford J. A. Patterson
Sec. Pres.
S
. "‘%g, \Q;__
&, 9 E,



Manderfield, Utah, Cct. 12, 1938

& specigl meeting of the Board of Directors of the Manderfield
Irrigation snd Res. Co. wes held at the home of w. J. Munford.
Jog. A. Patterson presiding .

The Beaumont boys met with the Board to discuss the taking care ot
thier second foot of water if the Company takes thier water down the
Feawmont ditch.

It was finalv desided to follow the Beaumont ditch, to where the
Company's di tch will tske out.

And at this point put in a measuring devise in the Begumont ditch
tc messure thier second foot of water. And 21lso one at the hesd of the

ditch.

Théee being no further business meeting thereupon adjurned.

N. J. Munford
Sec. J. A., Patterson

Pres.



