IN THE LISTRICYT CCUAT CF T=: »CU=TE JULICL... JISTRICT

IN aND FCro UTaH SoUaTY ) ST.Tx OF UTadl

?rove Reservoir “oupany
a corporntion, rlaintiff
VS.
Frovo City, et al; Esthma Tann r Cenmurrer,

and Caleb fanner, weorge Tanner
ashgents Servants ancEmployess
of kethma Tanner,

Derendants.

Comes now Esthma Tanner . a defendant in the s bnve entitled
cause, and not waiving her ‘motion to quash and set aside
the order herein iHSued, demrurs to tie retition for an order
to show cause as filed herein and as groundi for demurrer a leges

1. That said vetition does not stute facts
d

sufficient to
constitute a cause of action @gainst tnis nd:.nt;

af

2., That the said petition does nct state facts sufficient
tc con er jurisdiction onthe above entitled Court to grant
the relief pra.ed for or any relief;

3. That the allesstions of the saidpetition, if true, do not
state facts sufficient to constitute = contempt of the order of
the above entitled Court;

4, “hat the Court has no jurisdiction tc grant the relief
prayed for,

Letendant further demurs to the said petition and alleges
that the same is indefinite &nd uncertain in tuat it does n-t
appesr therein and cannot nedetermined therefrom

o dhether this defendant perforred any of the acts complained
of

we N

6., Whether this defendant authorized any of “he act - compleiced of

7+ Whether trisde.cndenthad any knowledge or notice of the acts
complain¥ed of;

&, What interest t e secid petitioner zas in the prosecution of
this action;

9. What interest of the petitioner if any is affected oy the
acts ccmplaired of;

10, Whether the szid petitioner wzs in any manner or at a:l
alffected by tre acts com lained of;

11, Whether the vetitioner has any interest in the Lake Botteonm Canal
and 1f so, whether any such interest wns uffected vy the alleved
acts and conduct of the defendents or either of themn;

le, Whut detriment if any the petitioner suffered by asny of
the alleged acts of this nofendant

L5, Whot parties if any referred o in the soid petition
tuve water from Spring Creek;




14, whether all of the waters of Spring Oreek ate used as ~f
right by the said petiioaner or other pa¥ties;

15. Wheth 'r any « cts of Caleb Tanner or George Tanner
ere auvtncrized by this defendant.

16, ‘het part of the waters of Spring Creek are used by the
petitioner;

17. What part orthe waters of Spring Creek are used by the
parties whow petitioner assumes to represent

1&, Whether defendant used any of the waters of Spring
reek at any time wneén the same were ticketed to the
petifiioner;

19, Where the said acts and conduct comnlained of occurred;
20, When the said acts ccmplained of occurred;

2l, Wher the defendant took water "out of turn" as st:ted in
salid petition;

2. Bhat lands the said waters are diverted upon;

eJ. What effect if any the alleged acts of the defendent in taking
water out of turn has on the Lake Bottom Canal;

e, What injuries are ocassioned by any act of this defendent
to tue users of water in the Lake Bottom Canal;

25, What if any unauthorized acts of the defendant affects the
flow of Spring Creek;

20, Defendant further demurs to the said petition and allepes
that the same is ambiguous in that it szlleges some detriment to
certain parties nawmed therein by the acts of tne defendant and
further arleges thaet the River Commissioner has turned water from
to rrovo fiver to wake up for said parties their decreed rights;

———

asttorneys for i“sthma Teonner,

Received copy of {oregoing tnis
~th day of June 1934,
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Attorneys for pet. tioner







