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I THEE MAPTER OF REVOCATIOY OF FPERUIIT 1439 HERETOTORE
ISSUED UPON APPLICATION 3131 OF FL0RGE P. LUX AT

ORORGE B. HODGKIN ALLO. IG5 TIL3 AFPROPRIATICT OF OUE
TENTH OF A CURIC 00T ¥IR 3ICOND FROLI CLALSHELL CARYON
AND TYC SPRINGS, TRIBUTARY TO RI0O SANTA ANITA UATZRIEED
I 10S ANGEZLES CCUWTY FOR ARGICULTURAL AMD DOLESTIC
PURPOSZES. '
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Dicision A 3131 D 151

Decided  Iay 3, 1927

0o

APTEZARANCES AT ITOARTUS ELD AUSUSE 16, 1926, TOR PIRIUITTTELS

For Permittes:

George P. Inx ' ¥No appearance
George B. Hodgkin J. C. Greer

EKAﬁIhzu: Aarold Conkling, Frdraulic ZEngineer acting for
Faward Eyatt, Jr., Chief of Division of Water Rights.
oCo -~

On iMay 29, 1923, Application Wo. 3131 was approved by the issuance of
Permit 1439, allowing George P. Iux and George B. Hodgkin to appropriate
0.085 cudit foot per second from Clzmshell Canyon and G;Olﬁ.cubic foot cer
second from two springs, both sources being tritutary to the Rip 3anta Ani§3
Yatershed, for agricultural pﬁrposes from about arch lst to about Eﬂ:aa:err
31st of esch sezson on 40 acres of land in the Uwﬁ;of S of Secticn 1¢,:
T 1N, R 1l W, G.B.B. & 2. and throushout the remainder of the ye~r =3 Te-

quired for demestic purboses.
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"The applicants propesed the constructicn eof 2 small concrete
basin about 3 ft. wide, & £4, long and 1 foot deep and the Instaliation of
a 4 inch pump at the point of diversion ir Clamshell Canyocn and the con-
struction of a cdncrete basin & £t. wide, 4 f4. long and 1 foot deep and the
installation of a 2 inch pump at the springs. Three hundred feet of 4 inch
riveted steel pipe and 1100 feet af 2 inch iron pipe were to be laid,

The cost of the entire project was estimated to be apvroximately
$600.00.

According to the terms of‘the rermit, construction work was to have
been commenced on or before August 1, 1923, and to have been completed on or
before July 1, 1925, and complete applicatiog of the water to the broposed
use waes o have been made on or before August 1, 1926,

According to the 1923 progress revort submitted by the permittees
under date of December 19, 1923, a tunnel had been constructed and pipe laid
at an expenditure of $200.00.

According to the 1924 progress revort submitted under date of

December 9, 1924, small tunnels had been started and 2 inch pipe 1laid at &

total expenditure of 400,00,

The 1925 progress revori submitted under date of December 21, 1925,
stated that $440.00 had been expended on the vroject and that one tunnel had
been shtarted and about one half of a mile of pipe lzid. The reason given
for non-completion of the project wss “lack of funda”, Apparently no use of
water had been made,

On May 18, 1926, ir. Zeorge P. Inx was interviewed at ionrovia and
sccording to his statements $440.00 had heen exvended on the préject tut due to
the fact that the small amount of waiter developed did not warrant the laying
of the_pipe line, the project had been abandoned as far as he was concerned

but that he could not answer for the interest of Mr, Hodgkin who had a tenancy

in common with him in the place of use.

-




Under dste of June 2, 1926, Mr. George B. Hodgkin was advised that
if the project had been abandoned our office procedure would be simplified if

he would recuest revocation of the rermit, tut that if this office was not

notified to that effect before July lst it would be necessary to hold a hearing, -

at which the revocation of the permit wogld be considered.

As no reply to this letter was received the matter was set for hearing.

Appearance was mede on behalf of Iir. Gearge Hodgkin who requested an
additional year to complete the project.

As no new matter was brought out at the hearing to indicate that the
applicant was more likely to comvlete the project during the coming year than
iﬁ the last%, his representative was edvised that the applicant's interest would
be besy served by filing a new application.

Althouszh it was stated at the hearing that the nermittee would request
the cancellation of the permit, such a request has not yet been received and
therefore action in the matter will be taken, besed upon the showing made at
the hearing which it is believed was not sufficient %o Justify an& extension
of time to complete the project. The permit therefore should be revolkeds

ORDER

A permit having heretofore been issued in epprovel of Application
3)21 which allowed time witﬁin which to comulete construction work and use
therein proposed, it appearing to the Diviszion of Water Rights that cue diligence
was not beinz exercised by the permittees and that said permittees had failed
to comply with the terms and conditions of the permit, a hearin3 having been held
at which permittaeé were afforded an opportunity to show csuse why the remit
should not be revoked for failure to comply with the terms and conditicns of the

permit and the Division of Tater Rights now veing fully informod in $he premisess

IT 15 ICTRTBY ORDEYTD that said Permit 1439 heretofore l3zued upon
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Application 3131 be revoked and cancelled unon the records of the

Division of Water Rizhis

Dated at Sacramento, California, this 3rd day of ay
1927,
{Edward Hyatt, Jre) V .
WES:SHT CHIEF OF DIVISION OF WATER XIGETDS
‘li
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