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November 8, 2009

James Robinson
PO Box 157
Rockiand, ID 83271

RE: Proposed Ditch-Maintenance Fee For City of Rockland

Dear James;

| have read the newspaper articles that you sent, and have the following response. No legal advice is
intended, just my take on this situation. First, IDWR will not get involved in this problem, as itis a
private matter between the water users. Second, your authority and responsibility stop once water is
delivered to the headgate on the East Fork; people are entitied to have their water delivered as
requested as long as they have paid their water bills to District 41 and their priorities are available
based on river flows. So this problem would not appear to impact you directly unless you aiso control
the diversions from the city ditch. If there any questions on the legality of the City's plan to require the
payment of new fees, the Attorney General's office is the place to call; they can revue the situation and
possibly render a legal opinion on the matter.

The part of this situation that would concern IDWR is the use of water on land not covered by water
rights. | have enclosed a map showing the place of use of the City’s water rights. "While the area inside
the red line covers about 60 acres, the rights can only be used on 46.4 acres. As long as the City's
water rights are used within these limits, it would be a matter between the City and affected water
users. | found only five other parties listed as having water rights in the city ditch, and Mr. Farr is not
among them (we do not have a record of who gets water under the City’s rights).

Regards,

James E, Stanton
Sr. Water Resource Agent
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