STATE OF CALIFORNTA
DEPARTMENT CF PUEBLIC WORKS
BEFORE THE STATE ENGINEER AND
CHIEF OF THE DIVISION OF WATER RESCURCES
olo

In the Matter of Application 11434 of Thomas J. Buchanan to Appropriate
Water from Cottoanwood Canyon Spring and from Jesus Creek, both in Los :
‘Angeles County and Tributary to Mojave Drainage Area, for Domestic Purposes.
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In attendance at investigation conducted by the Division of Water Resources
at the site of the proposed appropriation on May 7, 1948:

Thomas J. Buchanan - Applicant

J. d. Heacock - Associate Hydraulic Engineer, Division of Water Resources

Department of Public Works, Representing the State-
Engineer _

The protestén&, Augusta Kuenzel, was unable to atiend the investigation and

jas‘unrepresented- She was interviewed at her home in Los Angeles on May 3.
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General Description of Project

: Thé prajéct contemplates a diversion of 140 gallons per minu£e~r
ifroﬁ Cottonwood Canycn Spring and 70 minert's inches from Jésus Creek,
year-round, for domestic purposes. The points of diversion are described as
being located respectively'ulthin the SE} NEL and within the NE: SEX of
Section 22, T. 4 N., R. 8 W., S.B.B. and M. Diversion is to be by gravity,
" the proposed works including a concrete diverting dam 8 feet high and 26
feet lpng and a concrete pipe-iine 10 inches in diameter and approximately
5 miles in length. The place of use is to include the E} of Section 1,

" the N} NEL of Section 2 and 260 acres in the Wi of Section 12, T. 4 N.,



R. 8 W., S.B.B. and M. It is to be subdivided into 607 one-acre lots, 95%

of which will be residential and the remainder, business. Gardens are
ex@ectad to.gverage % acre per lot.

_‘ Protesi

Augusta Kuenzel protests that the proposed appropriation will
cut off her water supply and impair'the value of her ranch. She claims a
right to divert from the éources named in Applicatiﬁn 11434 and asserts
thgt_she has diverted the water which she claims, for over 25 years, and
has used such water for irrigétion and stoeck watering, from January te
December, inclusive. Her point of dive:sion is described as lying within
the K% of Section 7, T. 4 N., R. 7 W.. She states that her protest may be
disregarded and dismissed if the applicant will pay one half of the éqst |
of the construction work already-done; | | | | |

| Ths applicéﬁt in énswar to the protest. asserts that the protestant:

.héa'not used the water of Jesus Creek and Cottonwood Sprihg for eight yaaré,
_that the Kuenzel property has been in litigation due to which it would
probably be.impossible to buy a half interest, that fhe pipe line is iorth—
less due to:deterio:ation, the intake and sand trap destroyed by flood and
,ths'resérvoir in need of extensive repair. .He urges that "this fine streahﬁ
be taken out of "cold stbrage"-and that he be given anldpportuhity to develop
it. | | |

Fleld Investigation

The_applicant and the protestant having stipulated to an informal .
hearing as provided for in Section 733(b) of the California Administrative
Code, a field investigation was conducted at the site of the proposed appro-
priation on May 7, 1948, by an éngineer of the Division. The applicaqt was
présent d&ring the iqvestigation. - The protgstant was unable to attend the

investigation but was intervieuéd_at her home in Los Angeles on May 3.
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Records Relied Upon

Application 11434 and all data and information on file thereW1th.

" Discussion

Protestant Kuenzel's objection to the proposed appropriation is
_basad npon rights 1n1tiated hy the filing of Appllcations 460 and 2154, -
These applications were approved and rlghts to which the protestant eventual-
1y succeeded were'duly'conilrmed by the issuance of Licenses 440 and 1171.
However, these fights_becamg forfeited under the provisions of Section_lzhi
of the State Water Code, and by' order dated July 15, 1949, Licenses 44O and
1171 were revoked. In view ¢f the revocation of these licenses the basis
for Augusta Kuenﬁelfs-protest against Application 11434 no longer exists and
that ‘protest is therefore dismissed as invalid.

Whether or not water in the full amount applzed for under Appli-
catibn llhBh exists at the points of diversion proposed thereunder is
‘problematical. According to the report of investigation of May 7, 19&8,
the flow in Jesus Canyon was 20 gallons per minute and that flow was said
to be fairly stable. The extent to which this amount may be increasad by
devalopmsnt and the amount that can be developed at Cottoanood Canyon
Spring, are unknown. The amount Protestant Kuenzel was authorized to divert
under Applications 460 and 4154 (Licenses 440 and 1171), was not to exceed
0.04 cubic foot per:second. ‘

| While indefinite as to amount, it is apparent that some surp;us,-

unappropriated water exists in the sources from which Applicant Buchanan
propoﬁes to divert. The protest by Augusta Kuenzel having beeﬁ_dismissea.
'_ and no other protests standing against Application 1143k, no bar is seen to
the approval of that application. In view of the circumstances Application

11h3ht8hould be approved subject to the usual terms and conditions.
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ORDER

-Application_llhBh for a permit to appropriate water having been
filed, a fiéld.investigation having beex made, a stipulated hearing having
beenrheld in accordance with Article 13, Seétion-?33(b) of the Administrative
Code and.the.state Engineer now being fully-inforﬁed in the premises:

| IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that ApﬁlicationIIIABL be approved and that
& permit be issued to the applicant, subject to such of the usual terms
."and conditions as may be appropriate.

' WITNESS my hand and the seal of the Department of Public Works
of the State of California this o2/ 7 day of(i:2¢§%6492/ 1949.

< T

Edward Hyatt State Engineer




