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STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF WATER RESOQURCES

In the Matter of Applications Nos,
24380, 24881, 24882 and 25036 filed
by the Elko County Fair and Recre-
ation Board, and, Applications Nos.
24885, 24886 and 24887 filed by the
Pershing County Water Conservation
District, to Appropriate Waters
from the Humboldt River,

TRANSCRIPT OF PUBLIC HEARING

APPEARANCES:
LeROY ARRASCADA, Attorney at Law of Reno, Nevada, counsel for
| the Pershing County Water Conservatlon District,
one of the Applicants,

JOHNSON & SLOAN by JAMES W. JOHNSON, JR., Attorney at Law of
Reno, Nevada, counsel for the Applicant Elko County
Fair and Recreation Board.

WILSON & WILSON by ORVILLE R. WILSON ﬁnd STEWART R. WILSON,
Attorneys at Law of Elko,-Nevada, counsel for the
various protestants.

ROLAND D. WESTERGARD, State Engineér.and Hearings Officer,lof

Carson City, Nevada,
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BE IT REMEMBLERED, that the above-entitled matter
came on regularly to be heard, after due notice and publication,
at 10:00 A.M., Tuesday and Wednesday, May 19 and 20, 1970, in the
court room of the Elko County Court House, Elko, Nevada, before
Roland D. Westergard, Nevada State Englneer. Appearances are as
indicated on Page 1 of this transcript.

WHEREUPON the following proceedings were had:

MR. WESTERGARD: I am Roland Westergard, State En-
gineer of the State of Nevada, and the hearing in thls matter will]
now be in sesaslon.

I am sure all of you know Frank_Weinfaﬁch, our
reporter, but I would like to introduce Frank and ask Mr. Starr
H1ll, our Surface Water Engineer, to swear the reporter.

(The reporter was duly sworn.)

The matter of Lne nuiiver of coples of Lhe transcripic
and also the matter of paying for the transeript I -think should
be disposed of first. The State will require the original tran-
sceript and one copy. I would suggest, wilithout objection, that
the parties consult with the reporter in the matter of ordering
their own transceripts. As far as payment of costs; we have two
applicants and, for all practical purposes, one protestant. Could
I have a stipulation from the three partlies of interest as regards
the payment of costs?

MR. WILSON: We would stipulate that the cost of
the transcript bLe borne, as required by the State Englneer, be
borne one-third, one-third, and one-third by the respective par-
ties,

MR. ARRASCADA:_ No objectlion.

MR. JOHNSON: No objcctlon.

MR. WESTERGARD: Let the record show that the
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the Court, or yoursell Mr. Westergard, and I don't see any reason

why we can’t proceed with the argument right now and conclude thig.

We have 45 minutes, lets wrap i1t up and get home.

MR. ORVILLE WILSON: Whatever you rule Mr. Westergai

MR. WESTERGARD: Frankiy I would like some time to
reflect on what transplred today. We will be 1n recess until
9:30 tomorrow mornling for the hearing of arguments at that time,

(Recess was called at about 4:20 P.M.)
Elko, Nevada
wedneéday, May 20, 1970
{(The hearing was reconvened at about 9:30 A.M. out 6r
the presence of the reporter and all sides presented
thelr applicable arguments and authorities. The
reporter was then called in at about 11:48 A.M. and
the following proceedings were had:)

MR. WESTERGARD: Are you ready Frank?

THE REPORTER: Yes.

MR. WESTERGARD: I have dlscussed with counsel off
the record their interests in flling briefs. It is my understand-
ing that Mr. Wllson has clted pertinent information from the cases
that he gave in support of his arguments this morning, the Mr.
Wilsons I should say. It 1s also my understanding that counsel,
both counsel for the applicants, are satisfled that they have com-
mented aufficiently on the cases cited by Mr. Wilson this morning
and for that reason the pertinent facts that may be lncluded 1in
these cases are of record, if not in the transcript of this hear-
ing at least of record in the proceedings this morning.

Is that a true statement as far as counsel_is_con-
cerned?

MA. JOUNSON: As far as I am concerned that is a
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proper statement.

MR, ARRASCADA: That 1is a proper statement.

MR. ORVILLE WILSON: Yes.

MR. WESTERGARD: Let the record show they have
indicated in the affirmative.

-I think first we should dispose of the matter of
procedure from this point on.

| I consider it important to lissue decislions on water

right matters at the earliest posegible date in fairness to 211 the
applicants and protestants involved. Perhﬁps ﬁy eiperience in the
last couple of years has enforced thls feeling because I have
found that the longer these things drag the more complicated they
get. So with that in mind I fully intend and will, in the next
Tew minutés, 1ssue my decision on the applications that are the
subject of this hearing. So there will be no misunderﬁtanding on
the procedures I have also discussed, off the record with counsel
for all parties, the procedures for filing appeals. The statutes
provide that any decision issued by the State Englneer shall be
subject to appeal within 30 days of rendition of his decislon. 3o
may I have the record show, and will the counsel stipulate to the
fact, that any appeals to be filed will be flled within 30 days of
today's date irrespective of the fact that the transeript may not
be avallable for a couple of weeks. Will you stipulate to this
peint?

MR. JOHNSON: I will so stipulate.

MR. ARRASCADA: Stipulate on behaif of the Pershing
County Water Conservation District.

MR. ORVILLE WILSON: So stlpulated. _ .

MR. WESTERGARD: With that I will proceed to give

what I consider to be a very brief background on the reasoning
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behind the actlion that I think the State Englneer has to take 1n
the matter of these applicatlons.

There are four, I think, basic conaslderations here.
One 1s the applicability and interpretatlon of the Humboldt River
Decree.

Second is the avallability of water in the Humboldt
River Stream System to satisfy any future or additional appropria-
tions that are sought on the stream system.

The third 1s what effect would additional appropria-
tions have on existing water rights. . o

And the'fourth, as clted in the statute, ia the mat-
ter of public interest. Are appropriations, in fact, 1n the publid
interest.

Now the bulk of the testimony taken here has really
gone to two points. One is the applicabllity of the Decree. FPar-
agraphs, or, yes Paragraphs 42 and 44 have been cited repeatedly.

The other major point that has been made 1is the
availability of water. I think really these two are tied in toge-
ther so tightly that you almost have to cover them 1in one consld-
eration. The Decree 1s specific, as has been polinted ouf numerour
times 1n the last few hours, in that it says in a normal year dur-
ing the irrigation season the stream system is fully appropriated.
It specifically makes no finding in the nonirrligatlion season.

Cne of the c¢xhibita ¢ record are hydrographs that
were prepared by Mr. Hennen and I don't think the valldity or
accuracy of those hydrographa, the interpretation hés been gques-
tioned, but I don't think the accuracy has been questioned. Thes¢
hydrographs indicate that at.Pallsade at certain times of the_ year
there is water over and above what 1s necessary to satisfy thé

decreed rights on the stream system., Those hydrographs also indi-
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cate that on the tributaries to the Humboldt Stream System below
the dam sites not only dc¢ the hydrographz bhut Mr, Hennen's Gesti-
mony indicated that at times the flows at those points are consid--
eratly in excess of the amounts necessary to satisfy the decreed
rights. And wlth thls background I think we should reflect agaln
on the applicability of the decree and my charge and my predeces-
sor's charge 1in that decree,

In the case law clited by the protestants the point
that struck me was that each interpretation and each ruling based
on that decree, went to the decree itself. And ﬁhis'i? of course,
am well aware of. And the same reasoning and the saﬁe'cdse law
has to be appllied to the llumboldt River Decree. However, I don't
think that argument or that case law elther, went to the fact that
what do you do with water suppllies, and who has the authority on
water supplies over and above that allocated in the decree. There
can be no argument that the Court retains Jjurisdiction, gives the
State Englneer directlion and, in fact, the State Engineer operates
in acceordance with the orders of the Court on the water supplies
that are covered ln the decree. And this we acknowledge, and this
we would certalnly not even propose to change.

There have been some suggestions for changes in the
Humboldt River Decree. I would certainly oppose this at any level
I think this is a valid document that 1s enforceable and must be
enforced in its present form. I do not Anterpret it to say that
in any year that 1s not average there 1s no water avallable for
appropriation.

Now to move to another polint as regards availability
of water. There are, as was polnted out by Mr. Arrascada, limita-|
tions on the rights downstream from Palilsade. Not only with thé

Pershing County District but the irrigable lands below Pallsade by

{113]




1 definition in the decree. Which would alsoc apply Lo storage righis
2 because the statute says the duty of water asslgned tc an area

3 shall be that that has been assigned in any adjudication procedurds
4 on the stream system. So the direct diverslon duty on all the

5 lands below Pallisade 1s 3 acre feet per acre. The two applications
6 for storage of 100,000 acre feet each, which have been 1ssued to

7 the Pershing County Water Conservation District would be bound by

8 that provision. And they are also bound by another provision, ancg
9 that is that the amount of water to be diverted to storage in any
10 given year under those rights is limited to 4 acre feet per acre.
11 As also has been pointed out, the Pershing Distriot-ﬁust show ben-
12

eficlal use over a given perlod of time of the quantities of wate:

Pt
w

that they can 1n fact use from these storage facilitiles.

14 This, I think, gets to the polint of comparlson of

15 storage capaclties with allocated rights. In other words, the

16 total amount of water that can be stored under those Rye Patch

17 applications will total 4 acre feet, 4 times the number of acres

18 that are actually in 1irrigation wlthin the Pershing County Water

19 Conservation District. The testimony here has indicated that now

20 it 1s some 31,000 acres. It 1s true that the District has the

21ir right to increase that within a limited period of time. The polint

22 |l pnepe is that there 1s a possibility, and I think that you have to
| 23

consider this in consideration of availability of water, because

ﬁ G | there is a matter of priority involved on subsequent rights. There
|

) r~iﬁ 25 1s & possibllity that a portion of those rights will revert to:theg
‘ 26 stream system and I realize the valldity of baslng additicnal
| 27 rights on this theory could be questioned., But I think it 1s somg-
o~/ 28 thing that certainly has to be considered. — S
5 29 I was particularly interested 1in the testimony of
30

the expert Hugh Lambert yesterday who, I am sure, everyone recog-
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nizes as a true expert, and the efforts to tie him to a figure
that you could apply to the Pallsade Gauge at any time, as an
amount of water to satisfy the needs of the lower water users.
Mr. Lambert was, as always, very truthful and said that this
couldn't be done. I think this 18 a very pertinent fact in that
not even he was able to, with hils background, say that in any
given year you have to have this much water at Palisade, because
of the various factors, Including the tributary inflow that Mr,
Wilson alluded to. Because of these factors thls was an lmpossi-
bility. -

I mentloned Mr. Hennen's testimony on the fact that
In support of his flow charts that there i3, at various points on
the stream system, water over and above that necessary on a direct
diversion basis to satisfy rights. He also mentioned & flgure in
his testimony that the Corps of Inglneers had indicated that the
yield of these proposed reservolrs would total something llke
18,000 acre feet. So thls is a matter of record as regards the
avallability of water.

Quite a point has been made of the fact that whethe:
you consider on an acre foot basis or a direct diversion basls
that the water rights of record exceed the known sources of supply
except, perhaps, iIn one year over the past 60 years of record.

And this hearing does not and we have not allowed 1t to get 1nto
the realm of operatlon. “But if these reservoirs In fact are con-
structed for flood control purposes there will be a practical
result, and that 1ls that the flow below the reservoir sites will
be limited. . This is going to require some sort of an operaticnal
agreement, What I am saying 1s the fact that in apite_quggg_ggs}
that the direct diversions:under :.the decree, plus the appropriétiq

under storage rights, total some 10,000 second feet. As a practl-
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cal matter, through operational agreements, these are golng to
have to be limited if, 1in fact, these reservoirs are going to be
effectlve in flood control years. I think this has a bearing on
the argument that direct diversionwlise the flgures total something
in excess of what the stream system hao prn::cluceu;i.”r

I am at a loss to understand why one more very aig;
niflcant point wasn't made. And I am sorry, I think Mr. Wilson
started in this direction yesterday and I am sorry he didn't pursuy
1t. He began to compare the record of tﬁe Humboldt Rlver at
Palisade with the record at Imlay. This woula hﬁvé revealed some
very interesting information. It would have revealed there 1s a
considerable loss, partlicularly in periods of high flow. The
effect of upstream storage would be to control the flows 1n the
river and, in turn, salvage, if I can use that terminology, or at
least develop water supplles by virtue of the very physlcal limi-
tations of channel capacity that are now belng lost. Again I
think thils 1s an'important conslderation.

One other thing that I mentioned in the questioning
of Mr. Hennen yesterday, and Mr. Stewart Wllson mentioned it sev-
eral times this morning. 1In the compillation of the amounts of
water available on an acre foot basis at Palisade he Bald 2 or 3
times we willl assume that the peoplé above Pallsade are getting
100% of their rights, 600 or 300, whatever 1t 1s. Whatever the
figure is it 1s a matter of record., Mr. Hennen testified that‘on
a so-called good water year above average waler year, and 1t 1s a
good practice, the practice is the practice of distributing sur-
plus flows equally among the ﬁatev'usera in accordance and a per-
centage and ratlio with their existing water r;ghtsm The_ _pertinent
polnt here is, in fact, that the water users above Palisade 1nl

those good water years have received more than 1005 of thei:r righy

[116]
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This 1s not reflected, haa not been reflected in the flow charts,

or anything else, as to the effect this would have on the fotal

quantity at Palisade 1f, In fact, the stream system were regulateq

to provide the diversion requirements that the decree does provide

How we get to the matter of the substance of the
protest. And without going through them one by one I would like
to comment generally on these.

There has been considerable argument back and forth
about the auphority of the Elko Fair & Recreatlon Board to file
applications. The Statute, NRS 533.325, provi&eg that, 1n part,
any person may f{ile an dpplication to appropriate water.. The
statute, NRS 533.010 deflnes a person., And thls includes an
assoclation or corporatlion.

It is my view, AND I RULE, that bylthe authority
granted in it by an act of the Nevada State Legislature to create
these recreatlon boards, and by virtue of the fact that thils was
fullowed up by Elko County, and a board wascreated, I rule that
they are, in fact, a legal entity and are entitled to file appli-~
cations to appropriate water.

There has been qulte a polnt made of the fact that
the applicants do not own property and therefore cannot place
water to beneficiml use. There was testimony glven yesterday in
fact il these reservolrs arc built one of the requlirements will be
the acquisition of certain lands and water rights. So at that
time certainly there would be a.place and -a means of placlng water
to beneficlal use. And I think that intent, through the previous
studies that have been authorized by the Elko Falr & Recreatlion
Board, I think that intent has been shown. I am not sure, and_I..
don't think that this is a requirement in itself becguse of thel

secondary application procedure, I belleve that under the law the
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Elko Fair & Recreation Board does have the right to acquire primarn
rights and dispose of the water so appropriated under secondary
permit,

There is an inclusion in the applications filed by
the Elko County Falr & Recreation Board, under Paragraph 3, that
says the water 1s to be used for storage and then there 1s an
addition in parenthesis (irrigation and domestic use in accordance
with NRS 533.440). I think that this by law is not, it was not
necessary for the Elko Fair & Recreation Board to include thils

manner of use, other than storage. I don't think that this render

the applications 1neffective. I AM GOING TO RULE AT THIS TIME th#t

they are valid applications for the purpose of storage and that
they have not restricted the use under secondary permits to 1lrri-
gation and domestic purposes.

I think the matter of, wﬁich is included in the pro-
test, that there is no water in the Humbeldt River and 1ts tribu~
taries; I have described my feellngs on this 1n my previous com-
ments. There again is a provision in the, or at least an article
in the protest that goes to the decree, which I have previously
described, as to my interpretation of Paragraph 44 of the decree.

This constitutional question is an interesting,
fairly new concept, I think, in the conslderation of the Humboldt
River water éupplies. At the time action was ﬁaken on those
applications for direct‘diveraion I am sure, as Mr, Arrascada has
sald and as has been impllied by others, the actlon taken was based
on the conditions and the facts that existéd at that time. I
think 1t is also recogniZed thal many of the conditions remain the
same. And I think the facts as pértains to the type qgfgggpopr;gj
tions sought are entirely different. In the first place the '

applications that were lncluded as a part of the protest are on a
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stream system which 1s not tributary to the sfraam system or to
the applications under.consideration here, These applications
were for direct appropriation diverslons during the irrigation
season. So a determination has to be made as to not only the
intent but the capaﬁility of placling water to bénericial use,

This on a direct diversion basis; once every few years, as has
been acknowledged by everyone here, In other words, there are a
few years where there is water over and above that necessary to
satisfy gll therights. But, through s;orage of water supplies,
and for later use, you, 1n fact, can place waﬁer fq beneficlal use
through this means where in fact by a direct diversion,:and I canf
say of course that this was the basis for the State Englneer's
findings at that time, but in reflection I would assume that this
was hls declsion and this would be my interpretation of the resul
of that declision. That in fact the direct dlversion in those
small quantlties, once every few years, was not considered to be
a beneficlal use. But under a storage concept you can hold 1t
long enough to where you can place water to beneficlal use. ‘Thesg
people, as regards the constltutional question, were entitled, of
course, to appeal the declslon of the State ingineer in that case.
To my knowledge they did not do 1t.:

And this brings us to another very 1lmportant point
that has been & serlous concern to me for a long time. And that
is that thls questlon has not in fact, I don't think, had a good
test at least under Nevada law. Mr, Wilson indicated that the
approval of any applications on the Humboldt would throw the systd
open to other appropriations. This has already happened. A water
user below Palisade and above Lovelock has filed for direct appro-
priation on the liumboldt River. And I have been concerned that

1f action were taken by the State Englneer, in one regard or the
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other, and the decision was not appealed, that the people ﬁaking
the appllcatlion might be deprived and someone along later in time
may come along and receive the beneflt with a later priority of
what I deem to be unused surplus. I shouldn't say unused, let me
correct that, surplué-water on the Humboldt River System. Again
in the protest there was reference to the fact that the State
Engineer cannot grant these applicatlions without going to court
and having the decree amended. I have to emphaslze agaln that thg
decree covers the vested rights on the stream system and 1t 1s &
compllation of the adjudicated rights on the stream system over
whlch the court does retain authority and control. ‘But .the State
Engineer does then, in fact, have authority and control.over water
supplies over and above those amounts 1ssued.

The last point of all the protests is that the grant
ing of this application would impailr the existing water rights of
the protestants. I think it has been aqknowledged by the protes-
tants in these matters that there 1s no intent to in fact advaraew
ly effect any existing water right. Of courae, as has been the
case with the storage applicatlons granted to the Pershing County

Water Conservation District, and subsequent rights issued, they

would have to be 1ssued subject to exlsting water rights. I think,

and IT IS MY RULING, that this matter then would be covered by the
inclusion in any appliéation granted, the fact that it was in
fact issued subject to existing water rights.

How this has heen the basls for some dlscusslons of
the Forest Service claims. Frankly, thia-ia thé biggest threat tc
the State of Nevada and to the western states 1n general, this

threat of Federal intervention through the Reservation Doctrine.

It is just a matter of time until the Reservation Doctrine will bj

extended, or attempts will be made. Orville Wiloon deascribed how
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it pertains to military reservations and Indlan reservatlons and
Forest reservations. 1In my opinion 1t 15 Just ﬁ matter of time
until thinlwill be pursued on public lands and others. That, of
course, 1s not necessarily the subjJect of this hearing. But in
any event I think that if they, the Forest Service, or any other
Federal agency were inclined and they have 1nd1catéd that they ard
through one of the exhibits that Mr. Wilzon presented, and if they
do proceed with these inventories I feel that they would then
impose through this Federal administration, a limitation on the
administration of the decree through me ahd thbouéhtour own court
having jurisdiction, a regulation based strictly on diversion
allocations in the decree and will on any duty allocation that may
enter into 1t.
How we come to the polnt of publlc interest. I think
1t 1s difficult to arguethat as long as existing rights that have

been acquired in accordance with law and that are being administen

ed in accordance with law are satisfied, that the development and
appropriation and use of water supplies in an arid reglon, or any
region, 18 certainly in the public interest. And we have a rathen
unlque, I think 1t is allittle unique, asituation at hand here,
The dams that are proposed tc be bullt, are to be bullt primarily
as acknowledged by the Corps of Engineers, primarily for flood
control purposes. There will be some conservation benefilts 1f they
are bullt, i1f not through the development of additional water
supplies certainly through the praotice of enabling water users to
accumulate water and distribute water in larger heads than they
can now. But the point i1s that financing of these structures

would be based on flood control benefits. And_-I thlnk the record

as reported, as reflected in Mr. Hennen's flow sheets, and 1in spite

of the fact that these totals I think are somewhat misleading as 1
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have tried to describe, if in fact there 1s water over and above
those quantities, it can be stored in those feservoirs really at
very little cost to the people developing them. And again, to get
back to the public interest thing. The amount of water avallable
for storage in this instance 1s not nearly as critical as it might
be i1f a project were going to be built and financed strictly for
congervation development. I think it 1s important and I want the
record to show that the applicants have been warned that although
it is my finding that there 18 surplus water1ava1;able at given
timea in the Humboldt River Stream System it 1s sporadic and that
any expendlture of money to develop this water has to bé done
with that understanding.

I think that the procedure that has been followed tg
acquire primary rights with the possibility of then acquiring
secondary permits, 1s a valid procedure in this instance because
it would provide the Elko Fair and Recreation Board, and other
interested pecople, the opportunity to negotiate for use of these
water supplies to be developed in the interests of this particularx
area. GOranting any rights under these applications would bear an
inherent serious obiigation to the applicants. The law providés
that there must be due diligence in . the process of developing and
perfecting & water right.

With this background, IT IS MY ORDER, that the pro-
tests to Applications 24880, 24881, 246882, and 25036, filed by the
Elko County Fair & Recreation Board, are overruled and permits
will be 1aaﬁed-thereunder. |

We then come to a discuaaion of the applications
there wvere filed some several hours later in time. I _was surprlsq

o —

also that ihere was not some testimony given on this point. I am

d

aware of the fact that the reference in the statutes go to estab-
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lishing a date of priority as of the date of filing. We were

faced with a practical problem here of distinguishing between the
priorities on these applications, IT IS THEREFORE MY RULING that
the fact that the Elko County Fair & Recreation Board filed prior

in time, if only by hours, they in fact do havg priority, and thal

to 1ssue permits to the Pershing County Water Conservation Distrig

for the same dams and the same facllities included under these
applications would, in fact, be adverse to the water rights that }
have just 1indlcated are to Le granted to the Elkp County Falr &

Recreation Board. And I therefore deny Applications 24885, 24886
and 24887 filed by the Pershing County Water Conservation District

There 18 the matter of some secondary applications
that have been improperly, probably, the subJect of this hearing.
But we, or I, continued to allow diacuasiona of these in hopes
that these diaoussiéns might bear some light on the declsion to be
made on these applications. It is not proper because Lhey are not
the subjJect of this hearing for ruling on at this time. I do agai
point out the fact that in any secondary applications one of the
prerequisites is an agreement between the primary water right
holder and the secondary water right holder. With that I declare
the hearing at recess.

MR. ORVILLE WILSON: Just a moment. I think we are
entitled to a ruling as to the amount of surplus water that you
have :alloted here.

MR, WESTERGARD: I have indicated that the permits
the Elko County Pair & Recreation Board would be granted. In alld
ing those permits I 1ssue them for the quantitiles for whilch they

are applied with the understanding that the amount to be perfected

will be dupendent on the amount to be placed under secondary use

under beneflclal use.
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‘satisfaction, an intent to do so. And I am ruling that based on

MR. ORVILLE WILSON: Are you making a finding that

there is that amount of surplus water, are you so ruling? I take

1t that 18 your obligation to declare the amount of unappropriated.

water, and that is what we want as we go forward.
MR. WESTERGARD: I am ruling that the Elko County
. 1
Fair & Recreation Board has filed to place this amount of water

to beneficial use. I am ruling that they have indicated, to my

the information avallable at this time 1f, in fact! they do pro-
ceed to place this water to beneficlial use--~--—-v,

MR. ORVILLE WIL3ON: Yes? .

MR. WESTERGARD: Then they will.ﬁe entitled to that
amount of water. |

MR. ORVILLE WILSON: Are you ruling that there is
260,000 aore feet of surplus water in the river?

MR, WESTERGARD: Mr. Wilson, I am not ruling as tb
how much surplus water there 1s available. 1 am ruling to the
fact that there 1s unappropriated water in the Humboldt River Stre
System, ‘

1y - MR. ORVILLE WILSON: Could we have a specific order
on that? That it is clearly underatood that you.are making no
ruling as to the amount of unappropriated water in the river?

MR, WESTERGARD: My ruling 1s there is, in fact,
water available for appropriation. 1 am not determining how mugh.
But this will be determined when the water 1s placed to beneficial
use under the appllications.

With that I thank you very much. _
(The hearing was closed at about 12:20'P.ﬂ. on Wednesday,

May 20, 1970.)
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

1, Prank Weinrauch, the official reporter of the

Fourth Judicial District of the State of Nevada, in and for the

County of Elko, DO HEREBY CERTIFY:

That the foregoing dogument, consisting of pages

numbered 1 through and inoluding 125, 1s airuil, true, and correct

transcript of the teatiﬁony adduced pertaining to Water Applica-

. tions 24880, 24881, 24882, and 25036 filed by the Elko County Faid

& Recreation Board, and Applications 24885, 24886 and 24887 filed

by the Pershing County Water Conservation Dibtfiot,.to the best

of my knowledge, skill, and ability.

DATED and SIGNED_at Elko, Nevada, this 7th day of

June, 1970.
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