BRFORE THE DIVISION OF Ji7E2 RIGHDS . ,ﬁ e
DEPARTY. ITT OF PUBLIC WORKS v
STAT2 OF CALIFOINIA v

(o

§ OTHE MATTER OF AFPLICATIONS 3213-3453 and 3587
2Y JOIIl OLELENTDS ZD AL, A7) EDZLR He THOMPSON 70
APPROFRIARI FROM ROMHELUMEZ ZIVIR FOR AGRICULIURAL
IURPQOSZIS A0 BY FRAYXX BAEZKER 70 AFPROFRIATE FROM

SALE SOURCE FOR POVER PURFOSTS

DECSISION F0. S:13=-0400-3667 - D 39

Decidsd February 6, 1925

APFEATATCIS AT HEARING HELD December 23, 1924
For appllesnts Jonn Clements et al--Yutter, Hancocok & Ruiherford
Attoraeys by Jolm Hancock
For applicunt Frank Racker J« BEe Cunningnsm, Abtornsr

KO ATPELRATCE

appiicant Xdgnr H. Thompson
Protestant Stockton & Lokelumme Canal Company

ZHAMINERs - Gverett . Bryan, Office Zngineer, Division of (atsr Riguts,
for Bdward Hyatt, Jr., Chief of Divislon of Water Rigntsa,

ORPLIEIOX

On Jamuary 5, 1923, Jonn Clemcnis et al filed their application

Tumber 2213 to apoproprizte unappropristed water from Lokelumna River for
agricultural murpcsss znd on Mey 29, 1923, Zdgur He Thompson filed his ap-
plication Iumber 3403 for tne szme purpose. On October 24, 1923, Frank
Becker filed ais epplicution covering use of weoter from the same source -

for powar LurnossS.

Zacn of t.eze applicati ns was protested by Stockton and Mokeliumme

Canal Company.




These several applications were completed in accordance with
the ¥%ater Commission Act and the requirements of the Aulés and Hegula-
tions of the Division of Water lights, and, beling protested wera set for
a publioc hearing in Hoom 707 Forum Bulliding, Sacramento, at 10:00 a.m.
on December 23, 1924, 0Of thls hearing spplicants and protestant were
duly notified.

Proteatant made no appearance at this hearing but at former
hearings on these samé appllcations it appeared that protestant iz using
the entire flow of the seurce during the period of low flow under zppro-
priation which applicants dec not deny.(

There appeors to be no definite information as to the amownt
to whioh protestant is entitled but it is a matter of common knowledge
that at periods of flood flow there is water in the source running to
waste and therefore subject to gprnropriastiom.

The protest against povwer application llumber 3687 alleges that
due to losses In transit less water will be returred to the stream at the
rower house than is diverted at the intake, both points being well upstreanm
from protestants polnt of diversion. At the hearing 1t was shown that there
i1s no loss between the intakes of the ditc¢h and penstock respectively and
also that conditions are such thet any possible appreciable smouat lost by
seepage would retwn to the source.

All three are applicétions to appropriate unappropriated water
subjeost to vested rights and it is fouud that no injury can result to pro=-
testant from consummation of agricultural avplicsztions Humbers'azls and 3453
as riled. With regard to power application surber 3687 1t is foumd that

practically all water diverted for vower purposes will thereafter be avail-

able for agricultural purposes at any point downstream from the power house.




—— e e e

Apﬁlications Furbers 2213, 2452 and 3687 for permits tc sporo-
priate unappropriasted water having been filed with the Divieion of Vater
dights as above stated, protests having been filed, ‘a public hearing
having been held, and the Division of ¥#ater Xights now being fully in-
formed in the premises:

IT IS HERZBY ORDERED that said applications Number 3213, iiunzber_
3453 and Nurber 3687 be approved and that permits be granted to the appli-
cants, subject to such of the usuzl terms and conditions as may be appr o-
priate.

DATED at Sacramento this sixth day of February

1928, e
by ‘cﬁk

(EDVARD HYATT, JR.) |}
CHIEF OF DIVISION OF VATER RYGHTS
STATS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC\JORKS



