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BEPORE #HNE DIVISION OF WATER RIGHTS ﬂ«)
DEPARTHMENT OF PUBLIC WOIKS v
S7ATE OF CALIPORNIA

000

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION NUMBER 1566 (F PHE GREZNADA IRRI-

GATION DISTRICT FOR A PERMIT TC APPROPRIATE UNAPPROPRIATERD

WATIR FROM SHASTA RIVER, IN SISKIYOU COUNTY, POR AGRIQULTURAL
FURPCSES

000

DECISION NO. 1566, D __ 68
Decideu august 5, 1925

APPEARANCES AT HRARING EELD JUNB 9, 1925:
Por Applicant: Jemes M. Allen, Attorney.
For Protestants: Tapscott & Lapscott, Attorneys, by James R, Tapscott,
for Protestant Mary Anionio.

. Clifford E. "utler, Attorney, for Protestants Henry
Piock, Ueorge Piock, Charles O. Payot, Dan Lacas,
and the Rdson~Foulke Company.

NO APPEARANC: FOR Webb Brothers
EXAMINTZRy Baward Hyatt, Jr., Chief of Division of Water Rights
IN ATTENDANCE: Gordon Zander, Hydraulio Engineesr, Diviasion of Water
Rights
cdo

On December 10, 1919, the Iucerne Water Company filed Applicaticm
Number 1566 for a permi{t to appropriaie twenty-three cubic feet per second
of the waters of Shasta River, in Siskiyou County, the waters soaght to be
appropriated to be used as & supplemental supply to the forty oubic test

per agcond for which Permit Number 501 was issuad upon Adpplication Number

. 448, for the irrigation of 4,144 scres of land now included within the




Grenada Irrigation bistrict.

On february 3, 1922, all right: under both Appliestions
Humbsrs 448 and 1565 ware assigned by the Lucerme ¥ater Company {0 ihe
Grsnacda Irrigation Districte

Application Nuwnber 1566 was duly advertised, andi motests
azainst the ssme were filed by Wabb prothers, Dar Lucas, #ary Antonio,
weorge Flock, Henry riock, and Charlaes U, Payot. A4ll protestants are
water users from Shasta River below the proposed polnt of diversion
of the applicstion.

1he zpplication was set for public hearing in the Uity Hall
at Yreis, Califoimia, &t 10:00 4. M., On June 9, 1925, of which hearing

. applicsnt and provestants were all duly notifieds

The hesring Was neld at the time and place specified, Chief
of Division Bdward Hyatt, Jr., presiding. Hydraullc dogineer Gordon
2ander also attended as a raepresentative of the wivision of Water
Rights. James M. Allen, attorney at law, sppsared for the appllicant,
James R. Tapscott, attorney at law, appeared for the protostant
Msry antonio, and Cii.rord B. Butler, attorney at law, appeared for
proteatants Henry Fiock, George ¥iock, Charles 0. Psyot, md Dan Lucas,
as well as for the Edson Foulke Company, who were not record pretestants,
Protestants Vebh Brothers made no appoarance at the hearing,

At the opsming of the uearing, the attorney for ths applicant

sonouneed that ne desirad to so amend the applicatica as to reducs the
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amcunt of wetor applied for to 10 cuble feet per secomd, and to
reduce the paricd of diversion 80 as ${o extend from sbout April lst
to about July 1st, of aach year, which amendments were allowed by
tha axaminer,

Mr. Victor Bove, Secretary of the lmcerne Water Company
and Director of tho Urensda Irrigation Disirict, was called as a witness
for the applicant, and testified that there are & 1little over 3,500
scres of irrigable land within the Distriet, of which about 2,250
acres ara irrigsted at the present time. He testifiaed, further, that
in his opinion the additional ten cubic feet per secomd applied for
would be nacesssry in order to irrigate tae total arsa of irrigabls
land within the District, emd that there is that amount of water avalleble
for appropriation until about July lst in normal yeers. His testimony
was based upon personsl cxperience in irrigating lands within the Dis-
trict with water from Shasta River each year oocimssuneing with 1917,

Mr. Henry Flock, protestant, and one of the lowest water users
on 3hasta River, was o08lled as 2 witness for the protestants eni testie
fied that e is 64 years 0ld, has lived all his ilfe on his ranch on
Shasta River, and has been familiar with the use f water from Shasta
River tarough the Antone and Fiock Ditches ever since he was 0ld enough
to pay attention to it., In his opinion thars i3 no unappropriated
water in Shasta Hiver after about Juns 1st in normal years. ir. Plock's
sttention was ealled $0 the faot that the records of the Division of
Water nighte show thst in the yezr 1920 complaint was first mads of

the vivision of a shorisgs of water by ths lowsr users on Bhasts River
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on July 17th, and in the year 1321 om July 25th. In this connsction
he testified that in each instance there,was an sctusl shortage of water
& wegk or ten deys prior to the Division belng notified, the intervening
pariods baing consumed in an attempt to induce the upper users to turn
some watel.

In aoting upon the application, thare are twd points to be
considered, as followas

{1)s Whnether or not the additional amount of water appliisd
for is needed for the irrigation of lands within the Distriet,

(2)s ‘Whether or not such amount of unappropriatéd water is
avallable in normal years,.

Relative to Point (1), there is the testimony of Mr. Bove to
the effeo$ that the addlitional smount of water iz nesded, sgainat which
no testimony was introduced by the protestants. Actual records kept by
the Division of Water Rights in connection with its investigation in the
3hasta River Adjudication Procesdings show that daring the yesar 1922 there
were & total of 8,367 acre feet of water diverted from Shasta niver during
an irrigation season of 174 days for use on 2,202 acres ¢f land, indicating
& duty of one cablc foot per second to about 32 acrss of land, and in
1925 thare were a total of 10,087 acre-fseet diverted during an irrigation
seagon of 170 days for use on 2,380 acres of land, indicating a duty of
ong cublc foot per second to about 80 acrss of land. in 1922, however,
the Llstrict's systam wa; being repaired during the sarly portion of the

irrigation season, and they were unable to divert wuier to the full
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sapacity of their pumping plant until gometime in May; consequently the
use during that ysar was below normal, It is believed that the amount
of water usad during the 3923 season represents the nomal requirements
of the land, and that a duty of ome cubic foot per second tec elghty
acres of land msy be agsumed; 80 with spproximately 4,000 acres of
irrigsble land within the vistrict, & total diversion of about 50 cudiec
feet per second will be roequired. Subtracting from this the 40 cuble
teat per second clalmed unaer Permit Numbar 501, there remains 10
cubic feet per second reprssenting the additional supply required,
which is the exact amouant of water covered in the amended application.
It is tharefore found that the additional 10 cubic feat per sscond
applied tor is needea for the development of tha full area of irrigable
langd within the Grenadsa Irrigsation District.

nelative to Point {2), the Divisicn has e record of conditiona
on Shasta River covering each ssason commencing with 1920, iuring the
gseasoms of 1922 ami 1923 very complete records of the flow of Shasta
Biver at various points, and of the amounts of water divertaed by.the
varicus systems, were kept as & part of the field iuvestigaticnm in
sonnecticn with the Shasta Hiver Adjudication Proceedings. It was
agreed at the hearing by the atiorneys ropresenting all parties it
volved that in passing upon the application the vivision shonld take
judicisl notice of all date which it has collected, provided, havever,
that such agreement should not bind any party thereto to similar sction
at any other hearinge that might be held by the pivisions
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4 1s sdamitiad by the applicant that all of the protestants

have vasted rights in and to the waters of Shasta River, to the sxtent
of tho beneficial use that nzs been wnzce and that all of such rights are
urior %o the right initiated under the applicat ione There are also

sevaral claimants of prior rights, in addition to the protestants, who

- divert f£ron Snasta River beloew ths proposed poimé of diversion of the

application.

It wounld appear safe to assume, however, that tners was
unen.ropriated water in Shasta River each season uatil such time g3
the entire flow of Shasta River was diverted at the lowest diversion
dem . Such assumption is on the side of safety as it is based upon the
thaory that all clalmants abovs are entitled to the full amount of
wataer that they are using.

Jisregarding the diversion dam of the California Oregon
Powsyr Cmpany, whichn is not used zaring the suumer months, and that
of 'amual Shellsy, whichh is amply suvsiied by return water from the
Antona and Piock ranches, the lowest diversion dam on Shasta River may
be considercd as that at the nead of the Antone and Fiock Ditches.
Assuminge that during the years 1920 and 1921 there was an actual shortage
at this dam ton days before complaint was :ade %o the Division, in ac.
corocance with the testimony of 3r. Pilock, it may ba concluded that thare

was amples water for all users until July 7th in 1920, and until July 15th




in 1921, According to tine observations of fleld representatives of the
Division, there wos omple water for all users until June 24th, in 1922,
until May 28th, in 1923, and untii about May 15th, in 1924, In 1925
it was reportea to the Division that a snortage of water rirst occurred
at the Antons and Flock dam con Juna 26th.

Tha asbove facts indicate June 19th as the =zversge date upon
which a shortage of water in Shasta River has cccurred curing the past
six years, This cyele lincludes two very dry vears, 1923 and 1924, the
latter being the drysst years of record in the northerm part of the
3tete., On the other nani no very wei year is ineluded in the cycle;
1820 and 1321 being slightly below normal, 1922 sbout normal, and 1925
a 1ittle ahove normal. If wa therefore assume ths average date upon
wnich & shortage of water has ocourred darlug the past slix years as the
date upon which such shortage will ocenr in & normal year, cur asswmption
will sgain be on the side of safetye.

‘he rate at which the flow of the river is decreasing at
the time a shortage first occurs will vary from year to year, depsnding
unen the weather. According to the records of the United Btates Gaologieal
Survey Gaging Station on Shasta River immedlately abova Montmgue, the flow
at ihat peint dropped 10 cubic fost ner second, in about two days prior to
Juns 24, 1922, ead in about three duys prior to iay 28, 1923, It may
thaerefore be assumsd that there will be 10 cubice feet per second of uvn=- i

/
sporogriated water in Shasts River until about three days prior to the dste/
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upon which an sctual shortage of water will ocour in s normal year,

or until about Juns 15the
QRBER

Avplication Humber 1886 for a pemlit to gpropriate unapprio-
pristed water naving heen filed with the Division of Water Rights ss
sbove statsd, protests szalnst the sawme having besn filed, s public
hearing naving been held, and the Division of Water Rights now bteing
fully informsd in the premisesi

IT I3 HE4aBY ORDEHSD that said Application Mumber 1566 be

approved as amended, sxcept that the period of diversion be reduced ao
as to and on about Juns 15th inatead of on sbout July lst, and that a
permit be issusd te the applicant subjeet to such ¢of the usual terms

and conditlons as may be sppropriate,

Dated at Sacramenio, California, this _fifth

y of augaat, 19256,

CHIEF OF DIVISION OF WATZR RIGHTS
DEPARTMERF OF FUBLIC %O
STATE OF CALIFORY
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