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MEETING ON THE CURLEW VALLEY

This has been very informative to the State Engineer to have all
of your various opinions and requests. I think that we have taken
notice of most of these anat this time I wilil give you the story
on what I feel that we will do in the next period of time.

I am aware of the USGS study, in fact, very aware of that it
is being done with Fish & Game money, that d%%gnsa necessarily
mean that it is a Fish & Game study. I think Mr. Arnold tried

arioil

to point that out. =

I am one of the 17 advisors to the USGS back in Washington and

if they tried to get away from giving us facts and figures from

an unbiased viewpoint, [ would be one of the biggest hollers in
the United Statas agdwnst it. So I feel that this study is a
valuable study and is not being made by any particular person or
for any particu?ar benefit except to find out where the water is
and as much as we can with our pro&ram what it is doing and what
the effect of development is going to have on the valley.

Now these target dates o fg&?@szniy 1 think, was it Jay, June

, 1973, I think tﬁ@sa &wg QPQQ and k@ ep the USGS on the ball and
maxes them come up with somthing at a particular time and I do
recognize essecza?lf they d¢ i ed in some test drilling
of their own and perhaps involve you folks.

tio / > 1973, For this reason
I am gozna to schedu? a&@iﬁ@@ meet] ublic meeting, to be
held in Jan. 1974, and so any decis W%ke u@dav relative
to a change in a cut-off date will be @ q&an analized in Jan. of
1974. There will be no five year extensions. There will be

nothing that will go beyond this particular twm&

I feel at that at that time we should have a comprehensive report

by the USGS. I think that at that time we sh Qxﬁd expect the

UGSG to come in and inform us all of the results of their study
and I think it will be beneficial to us all. ﬁ th that in mind

and with the request that have been stated here, I feel that per-
haps if there is 2 continuation of diligence, that the cut-off date
of August 31, 1972 will be modified in this magner only; that

we will requ%r aill who don't have a well drilied by August 31,
1972, that there be a well drilled cnce each year, one e well a year,
until through one for 1972 and one for 1973. Beyond that, I am
making no committments. So I think, Mr. Ta;éaf that you maintain

that you have baan diligent in your perusal of the fiiz g that you
have approved. 1 think that we may have b&ﬂﬁ over generous in
approving too many for you at one tome, but that is beyond the

question now.

Question:



But regardless of that, we witl then require you to have a well
drilled in 1972 and one in 1973 and the penality if you don't drill
such a well will be that you lose one of your applications for a
denial of an extension of time. This same policy will go to every-
body else, this is across the board, that is any application that
are pending. We want to have a well drilled in "72" and one in
“73", Now as to proof, I think some of their marked approved,

I realize that proof does involve additional expenditures of money
because ydu have to make and clear your land, you have to prepare
your land and develop and it does cause a considerable amount of
extra expense and work. However, I do feel that this proof should
be pursued as your well is drilled, your Tand should be prepared
and I don't want wells just being drilled and left there as wells.
I want wells drilled, land prepared, and I feel that within two
years after the well is drilled that proof should be submitted

or that application still be denied, even though the well is
drilled, because of lack of diligence.

That is giving you two years beyond the drilling of your well. AS
to the request for stockwatering, Mr. Hansen has corrected me.

He said that we are at the present time allowing up to 44 gpm per
well, which is a little better than the 7 that has been enforced

in some areas. This would be for stockwatering and domestic
purposes and irrigation not to exceed 1/2 of an acre. That is

the policy that is now imxsixe enforced in full and we will continue
that until our next meeting in Jan. 1974.

I believe that covers most of the points.

Now this will be the public policy of the State Engineer. You
won't be imposed by the August 31, 1972 dead line but you will

be cut-off if you don't drill a well this year and next year.
(Earl cuts in) That is in compliance with the submitting of the
proper form and complying with the T4-year period. Mr. Staker
points out kind of a procedure technicality that many of your

are running up against your 14 year period and that does require
the filing of more documents and advertising of your extension of
time and so my statements are going to be modified by any pro-
cedure that you may do wrong . Now I am saying that if you do
everything right procedurly, this will be the policy of the State
Engineer. Now is there an questions?

Question:

Then I think your given until 1974 to get your proof in. [ said
two years? "Yes.”

Question:

Oh, I think this Jan. is a good time to put a cut-off on proof
because that gives you the year before and your election should
be filed and our engineer should be able to get out Z¥&before
the end of your irrigation season and the date of proof.



So lets say that any wells now drilled will be two years or Jan.
13, 1974. Changed to Aug. 31, 1974 to keep the bookkeeping uniform.

That means that your well will have to be completed and the engineer
will have to have time to make land surveys and water measurments
in connection to submitting effects of beneficial use.

Question:

I think that except for htis cne little gap between Jan. 1974 and _
August 31, 1974, the two years hold. But in this particular instance
we have about two years and 8 months.

Question:

I would say anything that is now drilled that you have to August 31,
1974 ardx to make proof and if it is not made by kkem then you will
be cut off.

Question: .

Mr. Staker youx & are incharge of that department, what is the pro-
cedure? Basically we feel will send a letter out, outlining the
procedure basically of just what he has told you.

I think there is that one guestion now on these 84 219, although
it does loock as if this study might unearth some kind of further
information, X I theughit don't feel secure enough that we might
approve any more applications prior to the Jaﬁ méetzng of 1974,
That 84 and the 219 will stay status quo. We wi E\regect them but
we will not approve them either. HNow is ther anything else I have
left out?

Questiaﬁ

Well, anything that you-are now using the water on, you wiXX are
always safer if you segregate your application and make your proof.
If you do that, then nothing can go wrong. If you wait till the
rest of it is done, you might make a s1ip some where and get some-
thing that might be regr$@ag¥w

Question:
Now it is really two more years, 1974.

Question:

You have got to have the one well drilled on Ayg, 31, 1974, Yea
that is right, but if you have two wells you g@ﬂ%‘have one well

this year and one next but if you don't drill one this year and

have a pending application, that application goes.

Question:

Now you have brought in another point. If you have more than one
well on an application I thind we «--

Question:



No. It would be one out of the group. I don't know bow many you
have got but you have to drill one well mx under an application
and I think I better modify my statement a little. I should say
taht that application has got to be completed each year. That is
we are not going to let you drill one well and break up and have
another well under the same application for next year then another
one off the same year. I think we should say one well or one
application, which ever is the most will have to be completed

each year,

Question:

Well,in order to finish that application you have to drill the
other 5 sec. ft. or you lose.

Question:

Boy, you can think of more darn--~--

Dee you are more aware of that in---Dee: The thing you could get
into Charley, ix as you have already got one well drilled, then
tak k& that application has met the qualifications of having

a well drilled, but you only have two years to submit proof, so
you have got to drill that other wéll or you will be cut-off.

Question:
%Eiixxkh&XxixXXR&X&&K&@E%X@ﬁXK&XX%ﬁKXX%%K&@%%i@%

[ thing Dee is right on that. You would still havetill Aug. 31
1974 to amke your proof and I think you would eaghxysax if you were
going to get 10 sec. ft., you would hav o have your other well
drilled. How many have you got in that position.

Question:

Is there any one else that is hit by that particular situation?
Question:

I will be over generous then. I will drop my application re-
quirements and I will say that you have got to drill one well a
year between now and the meeting in Jan. 1974 and ak that these
wells must ke have proof on them by two years. Now you can

go which ever wag you want to go on that and in 1974 we will

take another look at thiswhaole thing.

Question:

Well, that is the purpose of your segreation if you segrate a thing
you can prove up on one and you would have to ask for an extensimn
of time on the other.

Question:

- I think basically my policy ds set up will be impesed and if you

get any exceptions to that we will have to consider them separately.
You have to drill onw well a year for the next two summers or you
wiXix are going to lose the amount of water epuivelant to that well.



