. STATE OF CALIFCRNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WCRES
BEFORE THE STATE ENGINEER AND
CHIEF OF THE DIVISION OF WATER RESOURCES
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In the Matter of Application 12335 by Lawrence K. and Maryetta E. Snyder
to Appropriate Water from a Spring and from an Unnamed Stream, both
Tributary to North Fork of American River in Placer County for Irrigation
and Domestic Purposes.
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- IN_ATTENDANCE AT INVFSTIGATION CONDUCTED BY THE DIVISION OF WATER
- RESOURCES AT THE SITE OF THE FROFCSED APPROPRIATION ON MAY 1949¢

Lawrence K. Snyder Applicant

L. W. Johnson Protestant

He S. Milburn | Pfotestmt.

A S. Wheeler Associste Hydraulic Engineer

Division ot Vater Resources
Department of Fublie Vorks
Representing the State Enginser

Also weémt: Mrs. L. W. Johnson.

00o
Genersal Descrigtioh of the Project
N '!'he applicatj.on contemplates an appropriation for direct
diversion, year round, of 04025 cubic foot per second from a certain
spring and 0.050 cubic foot per second from a certain unnamed stream;
also an appropriation of 3 acrs reet per annum to be collected from the
same mna.med stream hetwaen October 1 and March 1 and temporarily stored.

The water is to be used for irri_gation and domestic purpous. The spring
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is tributary to the unnamed stream which in turn is tributary via Bunch
Canyoﬁ to North Fork o.f American River. The proposed diversions are to
head within the SW: N of Section 22, T 14 N, R 9 E, M.D.B.&M., in
Placer Countyg Diversion from the spring is to be by pumping and from
. the unnamed stream by gravity assisted by an earth and rock dam 7 feet
high by 2 feet long which w:Lll also impound the water stored. Conduits
.ﬂi}l include a 1% inch pipe 450 feet long, leading from the spr:ln.g and
300 lineal lfeet. of 4 inch well casing heading at the reservoir. The |
place of use, which includes a dwelling, a half acre garden, a 1 acre
orchard and 3 acres of gensral crops, lies within the same guarter
quarter secﬁio_n. Ifrigation is to extend from March to Septembér, both
 inclusive. The applicants claim also a riparian right to the watérs
filed upone

_ Protests

L. W. Johnson prote'sts that the pfOposed diversion will not
leave enough water in the stream to supply his domestie requirements.
He c'le.ims a riparia.n right and the use of water for domestic purposes,
incluciing stock watering, within the N} SE} of Section 22, T i N,

R 9 E.. He states that his protest may ioe disregarded if the applicants
do not build a dam and do not withhold water or appropriate for any
purpose other than their own domestic use. _

He S. Milburn protests that the proposed develépment.. will
seriously reduce the flow of water heretofore available to him, wil-l.
leave an amount insu.fficient_ for his necessities, and will lower the
ground water level.. _H_a claims that he holds a riparian right , that he
diverts water. within the SE: of Section 23 of the township in question

for domestic purposes inc'lud:l;ng stock watering and for p_rdspecting and
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mining and that water has been used for those purposes since prior to
1505« He states that his_protest may be disregarded if the applicants:
do not dam the stream, use water for domestic purposes only and allow

the water to flow freely in the stream as heretofofén

FPield Irnvestigation

" The applicants and the protestants héving stipu;ated to an iﬁe
formal hearing as provided for in Section 733(b) of the California Admin-
istrative Code a field investigation was'conducted at the site of the
groposed approrriation on May 4, 19h9 by an engineef of the Division;_
The applicants and the protestants were present or represented during'
the investigation.

) Records Relied Upon

Apnlication 12335 and all data and information on file

therewith. . | |

- Discussion__
_ - According to the repof£ of investigation the socurce referred to
in.the application as "Unnamed Stream” is locally kmown as "Live Oak
. Creek", the surfaé%%ggrwﬁich at the time of investigation waé 0«25 cubice
_ fodt per second at the applicants' property, 0.75 cubiec foot per.séccmd
at the Jommson place and 1.00 cubic foot per second at the Miiburn plaée.
The same report states that In the opinion of all of'the parties there
is no surface flow beiow the applicants! prcppsed intake after about
June 15 but that there are numerous pools which are fed by subsurface
flow. &ccording to the same report the spring filed upon, the flow of
which was estimated at 2.25 gallons per minute at time of investigation,

yields a fairly constant flow, water from the spring does not rehéh the
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protestants durihg the summer months, and the protestants do not object
to the applicants’ use of the spring water. The protestants' main ob-
Jection, it is stated, t'.p us.e of croek water by the applicants springs
from the fear that the proposed dam will intercept lsubsur_face_ flow and
thus prevent the accumulation of water in the' pools.
. As to the extent of use of water by the protestants, Protestant

. Johnson according to the report of the inve_stigation of May 4, 1949 uses
"Unnamed Stream? for the watering of up to 15 heé.d of livestock and for
the subirrigation of some 5 or 6 acres of pasture, an area which is also’
supplied in part from a side ravine; and_ProteStant Milburn uses water
from the same source for stockwatering only, his livestock drinking
directly from. thé st.ream or from pools in the stream bed.

As to the protestants! apprehension that the -proposed dam w1l
cut off all subénrface flow it is noteworthy that the proposed dam accor-
ding to the application is to be an earth a.nd-foék structure which re-~
| . sumably will not be either completely wa.ter-'tight. or an obstacle to
" water movement underground. The effect of a permeabie dam in such eir-
cumstances may actually be beneficial rather than adverse. In this con-
nection it is stated that seepage through an earthfill dam located Just
below the applicants! property #nd built by one John H. Lienau supplied
the protestants with more water during the summer of 1948 than would
have been a_:va.ilable no mally. |

The Lie_néa dam is said to impound approximately 10 acre feet.
‘The flow in "Unnamed Stream" (Live Oak Creeic) below the ILienau dam on
June 17, 1949 iras estimated by ﬁhe engineer who investigated Application

12335 to be 0,10 cubic foot per second which in his judgment was ample



for the protestants' needs. Protestants Johmson and Milburn are con-
. siderably concerned over the Licenau devélopment because of an arrangement
| in¢luded there_ixi for the trapping and recovery of seepage passing the
dam. Mr. Lienau has filed Applications 13160 and 13172 in connaction
with his project, .u.nder_ which applications he seeks to appropriata 22
gallons per minute and 26 acre feet per annum, for fish f:ulture_.- In a
dié_cussion of the situwation Mr. Lienau is reported to have stated thaﬁ
'Ke has discontinued the recovery of seepage water - the practice objected
.'to by the lower users - and will purchase water from the P_acific, Gas and
Electric Company tb maintain water level in the reservoir when the  sur—
facé flow of the stream fails. It is to bs noted that Appliecation 12335 -
is prior to Applications 13160 and 13172, the pfocassing of which is .as' |
yet incompleﬁe. It is apparent however that permeable dams insofar as.
they impound flood waters and do not hinder underflow, tend to relieve
the extreme low water conditions which are o object ionable to downstream
users.

In viéu of the flow cbserved at the time of the field investif-
gation of Appliecation 12335 .and of the probability that such flow or a
larger flow during winter months may be expected, it may be assumed
that the | 3 ..acre feet per annum applied for may ordinarily be collected
in the manner proposed, and that such c¢ollection in starage.-will not
injpre low_e_r users. JInasmch as the protestants do not object to the
amfopriatio;i- by the applicant of water from the siaring filed upon, no -
~ bar exists to the appro_val_ of that element of the application. Yfith”
reference to the proposed diversion for direct é.ppliwtion without

storage, from "Unna.méd Stream" (Live Cak Creek), it is apparent from
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_the information adduced that the proposed diversion of 0.05 cublie foot

 per second will not injure the protéstahts earlier than mid-June of a

normal Season, at least, nor thereafter in a season of more~than-normal
supply, provided only that the subsurface flow be not impaired, to the
disadvantage of stockwatering.and sub-irrigation. From mid-June until
October 1, when the irri.ga.-tion season ends, sﬁrface flow ordinafily will
be deficient but it may cccur occasionally and when it does the- appli-
_cant can use it to great advantage and without injury to the protestants.
For the reasons above stated nc bar is seen to the approval
of Appiigation 12335, nor is necessity seen for curtailing the peried
to which diversion shall be confined. In the opinion of this office -
| Application 12335 should be approved and permit issﬁed, sub.ject to the
] . usual terms and conditionse .
"l' | | _. S : 0o
.Applicatio_n 12335 for a pérmit. to appropriate water having
been filed, a fiéld inveétigation having been made, a stipulated hear-
- ing having been held in accordance with Articl’e.733(b) of the' Adminis-
trative Code and the State Engineer now being fully infomed in the
‘premises:

IT IS HERFBY ORDERED that Application 12335 be approved and
that a permit be issued to the applicants, subject to such of the usual
terms and conditions as may be appropriate. '

WITNESS ny hand and the ssal of the 'Depa'rtment of Publie

o State of California this 17th day of April, 1950..

ﬂ W _/&,‘,“”‘ L

A- .L- _au_“OIlStOD.
State Enzineer
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