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GENERAL FEATURES CF AFPTICATICON 7570

e —

Application 7570 was filed by Dalbert M. Greenleaf on May 31, 1933,

It proposes an appropriation of 0.2 of a cubic foot per second from Bitter

| ' _ Creek ani 0.005 of a cublc foot per seconi from Greenleaf Springs toth sources
bzing tributary to Piru Creek via Locxzwood Creek. Applicant proposes to di-
vert the water within the S3% of NWs of Section 27, T 8 ¥, R 21 W, 5;3.3.&54. |

. : for irrigation purpcses on five and one-half scres of land within S2< of SE2

and for domestic use Within the SE4 of SZ§ and SWi of SE% of Section 27,

e




T8 N, R21 W, S.2.B.&¥. The irrigation semson extends from sbout Hay lat

to about October 1lst of each season. Domestic use will be made throuznout
the entire year.

The application wes protestea by Pacifie Western il Company.

PECTEST

The Pacific Western Qil Company claims the ownership of approxi-~
mately 7300 acres of land within that portion of the "Temescal Rench" lying
wast of the easterly boundary of Venturz County known as the‘"Pacific Hest—
ern Temescal Ranch." The waters of Piru Cregk flow through this ranch and
protestant claims that it and its predecessors in interest are now using and
for mény years last past nave used the waters of Piri Crezk for domestic, in-
dustrial anéd irrigation purposes on seid ranch, the watsr being diverted at
pdints on Piru Creex within the boundaries of sald ranch. Protestant alleges
1n effect that the proposed diversior from the tributaries of Piru Creeik will
diminish both the surface =nd underground.flow of said creek and would result
in_seriously curtalling its water suoply.

HEARING.SET 177 ACCCRDAYCE %ITE SECTICY l1a
OF THT WATZ: COrziISSIcH ACT

‘Application 7570 was completed in accordance with the wWeter Come
mission Act and the reqguirements of the Rules and Regulations of the Divi-
sion of Water Resources and being protested was set for a public hearing in
accordance with Section 1z of the Water Commission Act on Angust 7, 1934,
at 1:30 o'clock P.X. in Room BJ3 California State Buildinz, Los Angeles,

California. 0f this hearing applicant and protestant were duly notified.




GAERAL DISCUSSICY

Dalbert M. Greenleaf, the apglicaht, uwcder date of July EO; 1954,
informed this office thai clrcumstances prevented nie attendance at the hear-
ing and presented his side of the gquestion by corresgondence.

The applicént emphatically denies thet any of the waters of Bitter
Creek and Greenleaf Spring contribute to the flow of Firu Creek during the
irrigation geason and states that were it not for a little development and
care con his part, there would be only a daemp spot in Ritter éreek during
the summer months and thet on July 23, 1934, the surface water of Eitter
Creek was not flowing more than 100 yards past Greenleaf Spring.

.'Tgstimony presgnted at the hesring on behalf of the protestant
indicated that its point bf diversion on Piru Creex was situmte at the uo-
per or northern end of the Pacific Western Temescal Ranch woich is some forty
‘miles below the applicant's proposed point of diversion. |

D. T. Staples, secretary of the Pacific #Western 0il Company.stated
that appfoximately.BiS acres of land were being irrigafed out of aboui BOO
or 1,000 acres susceptible of irrigation and that the Compesny was at the
présent time.developing 40 acres additionsl for irrigation from Piru Creek:
that at the present time there was a sufplus of mater flowing past fhe south—
ern extremlty of its ranch which is being used by the Piru wate: Cémpany.
George C. Williams, a geologist, and witness for the protestant
teatified that in his ovpipnion the surface flow of Bitter (reek contributed
to the fipw in Piru Ci‘ee'k.'although it appears that ne had not followed wp
the stream to determine whether or not the flow Was.continuoqs from appli-

cant's polnt of diversion to the protestant's intske. -It appeared also

that the Wnole countiry above protestant's intaize is folded and crusked




geoclogicaelly and it is impossible to determine wWhether or not the underflow
would contribute to protestant's suprcly.

The Division finds itself in a peculiar position ®wita respect to
the facts surrounding this case. Applicant was prevented by circumstances
.stated to be beyond zis conirol frem appearing at the hearing but submitted
a Written statement uaverified to the effect that the scurces from which he
_seeks.to aporopriate do not, during geriods of low flow, coniribute to the
filow past'proﬁestant's point of diverzion, dut dissipate their waters imme-
diately beiow his point of @iversion. Protestant on the other hand apveared
at the hearing but confessed to no definite knowledge upon this point alleg—_'
ing merely that it was believed these sources did contribuie @a&%&n&e&e}y to
its supply. The Division has made no field investigation but inclines to
the belief that the sources from which applicent seeké to appropriate malke
no substantial contribution té_the protestanils sﬁpply at a point 40 miles
dﬁwnatream during critical periods of low flow. At other times protestant's
witnesses admitted that sﬁrplus water flowed past its point of divérsion,
which surplus protestant hoped later to divert and utilize under riparian
claim. The_ﬁiviSion ig inclined to absolve doubts in favor of ap?licant
‘under these circumstances rather than to deny these surplus waters to appli-
cant bécauée of a prospective use at some later date by protestant.

.;.This office has received a favorable report from the Forest Ser—
vice reiative to granting right of way to the epplicant but upon ccrndition
that sufficient water should be left in the sources for stock watering., A
clause should thérefore'bg inserted in the permit *to the effect that.at a
point convenient of access facilities shmll be provided and maintaiﬁed to

allow fres use of water for domestic and stock vurposes by the public.
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Application 7570 for a permit to-appropriate water having been
filed with the Division of'Water Resocurces, as above stated, a protest hav—
ing been filed, a public hLearing having been held and the Division of Water
Fesources now ceing fnll& informed in the premises:

IT IS FEREBY CRDEFED that Application 7570 be approved and tkat
a permii be granted to the applicant subject.to such of the gsual terms -
and conditions as mey be appropriate and subject to a further special term
and condition as follows, to wit:

At & point convenient of access facilities shall be
provided and meintained to allow free use of water for do—
mestic and stock purposes by the public.

Witness my hand and the seal of the Department of Public Worxs of

. . | the State of California thisg ftfﬁf day of < L/.,,Z’i woé%/ 1934.

EDWARD HYATT, State Engineer
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