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of San Feramado Vellasy in Los inzsles Oounty for
Domestic and Arriculiaral Purnoses.

DRCISION A 6735 D- 300

Decided : /OMJW /7‘3” N . ’

APPIAPAYCES AT STARINT EILD AT LOS ATRILIS, TOVIRIR 17, 1931.

For Avplicant : ‘
B. ¥. Portar Zsiate _ Yo apnesarance

For Protestant :
Chester W. ZErow _ : M. A. Aine of the firm of
' Andrews % Aindrews, Aitorneys
Los Angeleg, Californie.

EXALTE

N
e

Iverett . Bryan, Fydraulic Zninesr, Tivision of uet Resources,
Department of Publie Vorks, State of fzlifornisa.

000

DESCEIPTION CT PROJICT

Application €785 of ihis 2. F. Porisr Istate was filed on Ssoisuber

2, 1830, sesking an apzrovriation of 0.50 cuvic foot ser second from Mormon
Canyon Creelr, tritutary to San Fernanio Velley in Los Anseles Comnty throush—
out the year for Jomsstic and irrigation Turposes. It Was proposed ta divert

the water by puwmoing at a voint 7ithin the ¥Eg g Section 32, T 3 1, R 1€ ¥,

W

Bl

S.E.B. & U, and the watsr was io De used for do estic purposes and the lrri.

sation of 20 acres in =231 Zection 32.
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The zyplication vwes brotest i Toverber 3, 1930, by Cre .+e ”W.
BrOWn; a2 land owner wpon ths strexs lmmediately adjaceny to the =. F. Porter
Zstate préperty, wion the ground that he hed prior to 1923 dzveloned and
used by dlve?slon 2% a point below tha proposed diversiorn point of appli-
cant, all of the normal flow of Browns Conyon Cresz: during the irrigation

ssagon andi that there was therefore no watsr subjset to aporovristion.

APPLICATIONS DULY OCIPLITID. ADVIRTISID. =TC.

Appiication €785 was duly completed and advertise@ in accordancs
th ﬁhe Vater Comrzission Act end the Rules anl Resulations of the Division
of Water Resources, was protested, and a hearing sst tﬁevecn in accerdance
with the prévisions of Section la of the Water Comnissicn Act ofzwﬁiCh_hear_
inz annllcant and proteétéﬂt rgceived due notice. Tils hesrinz wag held on

-

Yovember 17, 1931, and the natter is now fully submitted and ready for action.

AEELiCAIT FAILS T SUFPORT BURDCIT APFROSIIATT T0 MCVIVG PARTY
Action on f{he protest was.conti:ued from tire to tize threvzhout
a pericd of apprcximately_one:year upon a showing that applicaﬁt and protest—
ént hoped to adjust the matier between themselves ﬁithout nearing. There
having been no showinz of progress in the matter notices ¢f hearing were
forwarded on QOcicher 22, 1931. To t{his notice applicant's atiorneys re-

sponded under date of October 22, 1831, advising that applicant would at—

tend the hearing vhich kel been set for November 17, 1901. Cn Tovember 1Zth

however, applicant advised that thers world be no zpoearance on i%s TLahalf

-

and there has been sincs that time no suowing of csuss for failure %o aprear.

Protzstant Brom appesred in proper iime ani iestifisd thatl e

nad develo*ea and used 211 the normal flow of “ormo“ Caayon Cree:x Ju.lnb the




irrigation seasoﬁ since prior to 1923 in the irrigation of some Z0 écres
and for domestic purvoses. DHe testified that his diversion installétion
had.g capacliy of 3£ gallons per minmute which could readily be increased
to double that amount, that during the normal irrization period he ecould
only operate his pumping plsnt 12 hours of each day because of lack of
water, that he had failed to further incréase khis irrizeted acreage depend-
ent upon the stresm not because of lack of desire for such increass, or
because of lasck of further acreags susceptible of irrigation development,
but begause of the limited water suppiy, and that the devslopment prdpoésd
by'aﬁplicant would deprive him of water to ﬁhich he was rightfully entitled
as & riparian owner.

It eppears from the testimony of protestant that unaporopristed
water is not available for_ﬁ devblopmant such as that proposed by appliesnt
and inasmueh as apvlicant fgiled to either appear at the hearing or make a
showing of cause_ror failure to appear and support the burden apprcpriate .
to‘a moving party, it {s our opinion that Applieaticn 6785 ghould he.denied j_

. /
upon the ground of lack of unappropriated water. . /

Application 6785 having been filed, completed, and advertised, a
profest thereto having been received, a hearing having beén held and the
Division of.Water Resources noi beingz fully informed in the premises:

IT 15 EEREEY ORDEREZD that said Application 6785 be denied. -

WITNESS my hand and the seal of the Department of Public Works

of the State of r‘“l*“(\%ni s this ? bZ day of @Mu 1931,
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11' EDWARD I-I‘IA’I’I‘, State Zngineer
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