STATE OF IDAH®

Department of Water Resources

Eastern Region

Claimant: Joe Knotwell

Water Right(s): 31 -00115 31-00116

LEGEND

@ Point of Diversion
Legal Description: T.13N., R.39E.

Sec. 32 SWSW, SESW
SESE  Pplace of Use '

D IR Point(s) of Diversion: T.13N., R.39E.
Section Line Sec. 31 SESWNE (31-00116)
GIS Place of Use lllustration
Sec. 32 SENWNW (31-00115) 1987/1988 NAPP photography

: Quarter-section line Prepared by: A. Ruberry
Date: June 2000
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0171972001
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATION OF WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW

RIGHT NUMBER: 31-115
NAME AND ADDRESS: JOE S KNOTWELL

RAMONA KNOTWELL

BOX 133

DUBOIS, ID 83423
SOURCE: EAST CAMAS CREEK TRIBUTARY: CAMAS CREEK
QUANTITY: 0.6 CFS
PRIORITY DATE: 05/01/18%6
POINT OF DIVERSION: T13N R3I9E 532 SENWNW Within CLARK County
PURPOSE AND
PERIOD OF USE:

PURPGSE _OF USE PERIQD OF USE QUANTITY

IRRIGATION 05-01 10-31 0.60 CFS

STOCKWATER 05-01 10-31 0.03 CFS

PLACE OF USE:
IRRIGATICN Within CLARK County
T13N R3I9E 832 SESW 27
STOCKWATER Within CLARK County
T13N R39E 832
SESW

27 ACRES TOTAL

OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT:

THIS PARTIAL DECREE IS SUBJECT TO SUCH GENERAL PROVISIONS
NECESSARY FOR THE DEFINITION OF THE RIGHTS CR FOR THE
EFFICIENT ADMINISTRATION OF THE WATER RIGHTS AS MAY BE
ULTIMATELY DETERMINED BY THE COURT AT A POINT IN TIME NO LATER
THAN THE ENTRY OF A FINAL UNIFIED DECREE. SECTION 42-1412(6},
IDAHQ CODE.

THE QUANTITY OF WATER DECREED FOR THIS WATER RIGHT FOR
STOCKWATER USE IS NOT A DETERMINATION OF HISTORICAL BENEFICIAL
USE.

STOCKWATER: 100 CATTLE

EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Decreed

Water Right 31-115 !
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IN THE DISTRICT COQURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO,
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION CIVIL CASE NUMBER: 39576
OF RIGHTS TO THE USE OF WATER FROM
THE SNAKE RIVER BASIN WATER S5YSTEM

Ident. Number 31-115
Date Received: 5/6/88
Receipt No:

Received By:
AMENDED AMENDED

NOTICE OF CLAIM TO A WATER RIGHT
ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW

1. Name of Claimant(s)
RAMONA KNOTWELL Phone: (208)374-5218

BOX 133
DUBOIS ID USA 83423

JOE S§ KNOTWELL Phone: (208)374-5218

BOX 133
DUBOIS ID USA 83423
2. Date of Priority: 05/01/1896

3. Source: EAST CAMAS CREEK Trib. to: Camas Creek

4. Point of Diversion:
Township Range Section 1/4 of 1/4 of 1/4 Lot County

13N 39E 32 SE NW NW CLARK

5. Description of diverting works:

TREATED TIMBER HEADGATE & WEIR INSTALLED IN 1975. SEE REMARKS.

6. Water is used for the following purposes:

Purpose From To C.F.S. (or} A.F.A
IRRIGATION 05701 10/31 0.6
STOCKWATER 05701 10/31 0.03

7. Total Quantity Appropriated is:
0.6 C.F.S.

8. Total consumptive use:

9., Non-irrigation uses:
Number of other uses: 100

21-115 0970872000 1
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10. Place of use:

Township Range Section 1/4 of 1/4 Lot Use Acres
13N 39E 32 SE SW STOCKWATER
SE SW IRRIGATION 27
Section Acres 27
Total Acres 27

11. Place of use in counties: CLARK

12. Do you own the property listed above as place of use? Yes

13. Other Water Rights Used:

14. Remarks:

NEW HEADGATE INSTALLED UNDER SUPERVISION OF §.C.5. & A.S5.C.5
HEADGATE DIMENSIONS: WIDTH-6FT, LENGTH-S5FT, DEPTH-3FT
WEIR DIMENSIONS: WIDTH-3FT, LENGTH-4FT, DEPTH-2FT
APPLICANT FEELS DECREE IN ERROR . SEE DESCRIPTION QF DIVERSION POINTS IN ORIGINAL
DECREE AS THEY REFER TO THE WRONG CREEKS. ALSO SEE ATTACHED LETTER FROM PETER JENSEN
CIRCA SEPT. 28,1905
**% CLAIM AMENDED TO REFLECT DECREE AND WM DELIVERIES

STOCKWATER 100 HD CATTLE

15. Basis of Claim: Decreed

31-115 09/08/2000 2




16. Signature(s)

{a.) By signing below, I/We acknowledge that 1/We have received, read and understand
the form entitled "How you will receive notice in the Snake River Basin
Adjudication." (b.) I/We do do not wish to receive and pay a small annual
fee for monthly copies of the docket sheet.

Number of attachments:

For Individuals:

I/We do solemnly swear or affirm that the statements contained in the foregoing
document are true and correct.

i El ey A
Signature of Claimant{s): __ Z@{’ 5 /6/\@2;{@[// Date: (/2 Z’OZ (4%

Date:

State of Idaho )

) S8,
County of Zﬂagrﬁ/tf )
770

Subscribed and sworn (or affirmed) before me this 27—
of 54_4;22:. 2000 Jﬁzwﬁﬂgﬂw‘{
Notary Public f
Residing at zﬂﬁf) Z‘:us ‘:;)Mo

My commission Expires ?3«%/05

31-115 05/08/72000 3
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHOQ,
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION CIVIL CASE NUMBER: 39576

OF RIGHTS TO THE USE OF WATER FROM

THE SNAKE RIVER BASIN WATER SYSTEM.
Ident. Number: A31-00115
Date Received: 5/06/1988
Receipt No: E000189

NOTICE OF CLAIM TO A WATER RIGHT
ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW

1. Name: JOE 8. KENOTWELL 208-374-5218
Address: BOX 133
DUBOIS, ID 83423
AND/OR
Name: RAMONA XNOTWELIL 208-374-5218
Address: BOX 133
DUBOIS, 1D 83423
2. Date of Priority: MAY 01, 1896
3. Source: EAST CAMAS CREEK Trib. to: CAMAS CREEK

4, Point of Diversion:

Township Range Section 1/4 of 1/4 of 1/4 Lot County
13N 39E 32 NE SW NW CLARK

5. Description of diverting works:
TREATED TIMBER HEADGATE & WEIR INSTALLED IN 1975 SEE REMARKS.

6. Water is used for the following purposes:

Purpose From To C.F.S {or) A.F.A.
IRRIGATION 0415 10/15 0.800 9
StreK Lo Ter IR Ve QM?;%/
7. Total Quantity Appropriated is: ¢V7£:A&?¢f)
0.800 C.F.S. (and/or) A.F.A,
8. Total consumptive use is Acre Feet Per Annum,

9. Non-irrigation uses:

10. Place of Use:

Township Range Section 1/4 vf 1/4 Lot Use Acres
13N 39E 32 SE SW IRR 40.0
Section Acres 40.0

A31-00115 Page 1 bate: 05/06/88

MICROFILMED
NOV 17 1982




10. Place of Use: Continued
- Total Acres 40.0

11. Place of use in counties: CLARK
12, Do you own the property listed above as place of use? YES

13. Other Water Rights Used:
A31-0116.

14, Remarks:
NEW HEADGATE INSTALLED UNDER SUPERVISION OF §.C.5. & A.5.C.S.
HEADGATE DIMENSIONS: WIDTH-6FT, LENGTH-5FT, DEPTH-3FT.
WEIR DIMENSIONS: WIDTH-3FT, LENGTH-4FT, DEPTH-2FT,.
APPLICANT FEELS DECREE 1IN ERROR . SEE DESCRIPTION OF DIVERSION
POINTS IN CRIGINAL DECREE AS THEY REFER TO THE WRONG CREEKS. ALSO
SEE ATTACHED LETTER FROM PETER JENSEN CIRCA SEPT. 28,1905,

15, Basis of Claim: DECREED
Water Right Number: 310115

Case Number: 635
Court : : EAST
Decree date: 11,/01/1930
ERNEST SAUVE W. H. ABBOTT.
Decree Plaintitf vs Decree Defendant
A31-00115 Page 2 Date: 05/06/88

MICROFILMED
NOV 17 1992




16. Signature(s)

(a.) By signing below, I/We acknowledge that I/We have received, read and
understand the form entitled "How you will receivelpotice in the Snake River
Basin Adjudication." (b.}) I/We do do not X_ wish to receive and pay
a small annual fee for monthly copies of the docket sheet.

Number of attachments:

For Individuals:

I/We do sclemnly swear or affirm that the statements contained in the
foregoing document are true and correc

t.
L . \/ - l_"__mh i/ ;
Signature of Claimant{s): (__JQLK‘C;:‘/%i&jéjﬁé: Date: - & P
/ ” i;

Date:

R

State of Idaho )

~

) SS.
County of _%%mmm@g& )

Subscribed and sworn (or affirmed) before me this b day

of (\/\Q/La) 19 88 rl—})()ma "d/LQJQm\

Notary Public

Seal )
Residing at éZ(;ﬁglx
Qo)
My Commission Expir(és &~ A2 ,_,{9?91/
A31~00115 Page 3 Date: 05/06/88

MICROFILMED
NOV 17 1992
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STATE OF IDAHO®

Department of Water Resources

Eastern Region

Claimant: Joe Knotwell

Water Right(s): 31-00115, 31-00116

IR

LEGEND

@ Point of Diversion
Legal Description: T.13N., R.39E.

Sec. 32 SWSW, SESW
SESE Place of Use !

Point(s) of Diversion: T.13N., R.39E.

Section Line Sec. 31 SESWNE (31-00116)
GIS Place of Use lliustration

Sec. 32 SENWNW (31-00115) 1997/4988 NAPP photography

Quarter-section line Preparsd by: A. Rubamy
Date: June 2000




SRBA - DIRECTORS REPORT Page 1 of 1
Return to SRBA Home Page
IWT072 IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
RECOMMENDED WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW
Right Number: 31-00115
Name and Address: RAMONA KNOTWELL
JOFE 8 KNOTWELL
BOX 133
DUBOIS, ID B3423
Source: EAST CAMAS CREEK Tributary: CAMAS CREEK
Quantity: .60 CFS
Priority Date: 05-01-1896
Diversion Point: T13N R39E S32 SENWNW Within Clark County
Purpose and
Period of Use: Purpose of Use Period of Use Quantity
Irrigation 05-01 TO 10-31 .60 CFS
Stockwater 05-01 TO 10-31 .03 CF§
Place of Use: Irrigation Within Clark County
T13N R39E 332 SESW 27
27 Acres Total
Stockwater Within Clark County
T13N R39E 532 SESW

Other Provisions Necessary for Definition / Administration of this Water Right:

THE QUANTITY OF WATER DECREED FOR THIS WATER RIGHT FOR
STOCKWATER USE IS NOT A DETERMINATION OF HISTORICAL BENEFICIAL
USE.

STOCKWATER: 100 CATTLE

Explanatory Material: Basis of Claim - Decreed

Return to SRBA Home Page

http://164.165.134.61/D3100115XX.HTM 1/28/2002




PAGEZ 1
CENZRAL INFORNRIION

STATE OF IbRMD
DEPARTMENT OF NATER RESIURCES

ADJUDICATION CLAIM VERIFICATION FEPORY

22345351
03718793

CLAIM NUMBER. A31-30115

LASTZ KMNOTHELL

ADDRESS:  BOX L33

CITT: DBO1S
PHONE NUMBER. 239-374-5218

DUKRZR CODES €

LAST: KNOTHELL

ADDESS: BOX 133

cITr: D1BOIS
PHONE NUMIERT 229-374-5218

GWNER COREZ C
FIE.D EXAN REQUIREDR?

VERIFICATION REJQUIRED DUE T3 REMARKS?

FIRST: JIE 5.
SYATES I0 IIP. 8352%

FIT: RiMOXA
STATES ID IIP: 33823

*IELD
DATABAS: EXAMINER
Y

CLAIM REMARKS:  NEW WEADGATE INSTALLE) UNDER SUPEQISION OF S.Ca5e ©_AeSuCuS.
HEADGATE JINENSIONS: 4IDTH-3ET, LENGTH-SFT, DIPTH-3FT.
HEIR DIMENSIONS: WIDIH-3FT, LENGTS=GFT, DEPTH-2FT.
APPLICANT FEELS DECREE IN ERRUR . SEE DESCRIPYION OF DIVERSION
POINTS IN ORIGIWAL DECREEZ A5 THEY REFER TO THME WRON: CREEXS. ALSO
SEE ATTACAZD LETTER FROM PETER JEWSEN CIRCA SEPY. 23,1905.



PAGES 2

FIELD EXAMINATION INFORWATIIN CLAIN MOMEER: AS1-)C115
CONTACT PERSONC ,ézum - PHINE NUNBER: (__ ) -

DATE OF FIELD EXAMZ __7_ 7 A>POINTHENT MADES ¥{__ ) w(__ ) viser __ :__ __ M_ xr(_)

ACCHPANIED BY: ..}.og K’sa?)"(ﬂ/bl(-__ — PHINE NU%SER: [__ ) -

RELATIONSAIP TO CLAINANT: __ T el er R

DIRECTIONS TO PROPERTY 7 MNOTES:
- ,‘"\
st .:.u/ )‘f" £ [Zw’f:dou,n SLEUEOAL  TivneD  emriorl. FHQ CCEHD Lo prpetty?. . AATOEr ST TS
Dire LSSt Pope Tous [B sec (bt} ) (Bonount, Aoso  emeripin Tidin. Sl
L2 AEPrES ey bemz;/aﬂmma}a_ Ao T ppn, Drmeliwstuse




PAGEC 5
PRIJRITY JATE REVIEM PAGE

NUMBER: A31-)0115

Ae A CLAIN: ® A31-0011% PRIORITY DATED 05-01-183% STASES D
8. WR RECORD: # 31-00115 "PRIORITY DATE: 05-01-1896 STAGEZ D
C. FIELD ZXAM RZQUIRED? FIELD

UATABASE EXANIXER
]

OUE T) PRIOUTY DATE DXSCREPANCY? (Y/M)

ARE THERE OBWIOJSS REMSONS TO QUESTION THE PRIJRITY DJATE CLATmED? v(__) n(_))
IF YES EXMLAIN.

worss: S iz pomips (LA ~ e

— = p >
mm.mgg_gfm MIEL o r #S
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Thomas Kmotwell 31 415 /

3606 - Hay 1 - 0.6 CofoB,

//

31 iiﬁ‘///

1897 = June 1 0.8 6.feB.

Cne-fourth
mile up Little Spring Oreek from
the land to be im-igatad, and hera-
inafter ﬂeﬁcribado

Point of Diversion:

Source: Lliitle Spring Cresk, a
tritatery of Qamna Graek.

Point of Divarsion, Ond=fourth.-
rile up Cemas CGreek fyom the land

R e IR T S € 5 A RS «Mﬂn&sam,;mﬁmmm .

. Fo, 80

dssoribed,

_For use on the i‘ollowing deacribed

to-wit: The South Half of
the Bortruccs Quarter of Section
32, Tawhahip 13 Horth, Range 59
East, B.M.




PAGES
POINT OF QIUEQSIQN REVIEM SMEET

'

CLAIN NUMBER: AS1-)Q115

A4 CLAIN POINT OF OIVERSION AND SOURCES

RIGHT IP. RGE. SEC.
231-00113 134 39E 32
OTHER AJ CLAIMS WITH SA4E AJd PGD
& PREFIX R PREFIX
NONE SONE

SOURCEZ EAST CAMAS CREEX

B.

WR POINT OF DIVERSION 2MD SOQURCE:

RIGHT T4P.  RWGE. SEC.
51-00115 13N 3T 32

OTHER WR RECORDS JITH SAME WR POS

31-00116

SOUAEZ CAMAS CREEX

1/% 174 ¥ T

NE sS4 w
HR RECORDS IN SAME 4D ACRE TRACT
3100023

TRIDI CAMAS CREEX

bV 44 174 174 Lor

NE W

A4 CTLAIMS IN SANE 40 ACRE YRACY
A PREFIX R PREFIX
A31-10037 NINE

TRIAT MUD LAKE

k3

CLARK

Ce

NOTZISZ

FIELD EXAM REQUIRED?

DUE 1O POR QISCREPANCY? {vrn) Y
DUE TO SOURCE DISCREPANCY? (Y/N) Y

FIELD
EXMMINER

DATABASE

LHTy2/ Ber B LBTACE A% bﬂ& Fep il Ll tef? ‘/% t,%,y//&ﬁ&fb

Vit X e AT L AEAD T2 EEE PRI TS, e LN T /' ) S~ ODHC@) /4’/’474&5 FAAT

e Lempen  J2uvepsst DS wmy seecss oor - BRSO B Mo

ey Doersre A2 L orrre £ — Zhogemiy A LS pir  Carpps ek -
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POLST OF JIVERSION REWIEN SHEET CONTINUED CLAIN WUMBER: A31-30115
RECIANENDZD POINT(S) OF DIVERSION AND SOURCES

TW. R3E. SECa we 174 1% Lot couNTY DIVERSION NaME

LBy HE 3z SE M M ok

sovace:_ /=, ZM <l T8: r@mﬁs >

REVIEWZD 3Y: é“-’“ nre: _ &/ f,ﬁ;’:’f‘:_

SYSTEM DESCRIPTION: Sezxae (1) photo fLmne
LErpan DItrs coe; Frpiissl FHETSi L2rbvn aonl flaitont Bpfotasr sty Fio DSTEL Frp Sl

I rg s =

MM W TS SFets LS alnslA s




PAGZL 5
PLAZE OF USE REVIEW SHEET

. ROCOT ATER RIGHT WUMBERSI A31~00115

8. POY LISTING

(¥] " LANDSAT FIELD . RECOMM.
THP RNG SEC 174 1/% LOT NAME &/ACES A KRES DATA EX&%. .  ACRES
1IN 39 52 S: oM ““KNOTMELL , 4Ot S. 851-70115 /40,0 3130115 7 2.0
58 M NRAGENBARTH , MARGAREY A31-10256 7 - 7
Sz sM KNOTHELL , THOMAS 3130116 7
ToTaL &CIES 3100115 %030 %230
ARE IRRIGATED ACRES FOUND IN TRACYS OTHER THAY INDIZATED asowE, Y( ) w( )
IF YES SEZ ATTASHED SHEET:
. FIELD EXAM 2EQUIRIO? FIELD POU COUNTYS CLARK S & 04"-
. ( ) DATR IASE EXAMINER i 5
DUE TO POU DISCREPANCY? (Y/N v /4& b
—— : /57,
PRESUMPTION FLAGS
NOTES: vz
Jogzrsrr LS s R S S Beed Sec. B2 FTISAZIRL I A0T S C#S
ra ﬂ/}éh
REC PMENDATIONS:

P
TOTAL ACREIS: p’z/’f /
REVIEWED 3Y: _ A GAT. anrE: 5/ 45

o e 1o . - Mt it e s gt s s et
—=— t— et ——4 —

A\




A. ad CLAIMED USESS -
z//

PURPDSES mg:mm - DIVERSION QUANTITY
A331-00115  IRRIGATION FROA }5‘ T0 <300 CFS
TOTAL DIVERSION ATE/VILUME CLAIMED =300 CF5

8. 4R REIOROED USESS

PIRPQSES HONTH/DRY DIVERSION QUANTITY
51-00115 IRRIGATION FREY 0%-21 TO 09-01 « 500 CFS
31-04115  STULXMATER FRO . T0 « 500 CFS
51-00115 DOMESTIC TRO1 0 «500 CFS
TOTAL DIVERSION RWMTEAVILUME CLAIMED _ =300 CFS

PRESUMPTION FLASI

| - o
C. FIELD EXAM REQUIRZD? FI2LD
DATABASE EXANINER =

DUE T3 WATER-USE JISCREPARCY? {vm) Y

DUE T3 DIVERSIOW RATE CISCREPANCY? [Y/N) Y

DUE T2 PERIY) FRON/TC DISCREPANCY? {Y/N) Y _ Stockwater 1S gefined by decree.
' 7 .
D. PERIO) OF USE: \__.---"""/ -
RECOMMEND AS CLAINED? Y(__) »_ )
RECOMAZND TO WR STANDARDS OR OTHEX? w__) W__) EXPLAIN IN MOVES, 3ELOW.
NOTZES2 M

*/azzoa i // O _AIOTT SOECEND BY Qmmsa'}}:omm _z%/q/ fg_ﬁ_é/_aa__si.w :




PAGET 3 -
DINZRSION ANOUNT REVIEW SMECT / CLAIM NMBER. A3l-J0115

f. DOES JIVERSION RATE CLAIMED RGREE MITH EXISTING RECORDS? _) !(.[) ( é
L 4 O.5c

AJ TOTAL CLATMED DIVERSION RATE: 0.300  CFS
¥R ROGT RIGHT TOUTAL DIVERSION RATE: 0.500  CFS
&4 IF MO OR IF STATUTORY CLATM OR BENESICIAL USE THEN FLOM MTASUREMENT REQIIRED. 4a% g:a:m;m; sz Ao ,_-,74

& IF AN ANOUNT SMALLER THAN THE OUIGINAL BDIVERSION RMTE IS5 &
fifr CLAIMED AND A% EXAM IS MOT REQUIRED, ZXPLAIN IN MITES. Mt

FLO#4 WEASIREMENT REQUIRED? FIELD -
DATABASE EXANINER

OUE 1O STASE OR DIVERSION RATE DISIREPANIY? (Y/N) Y o

FLOd MEASYREMENT
o SEE ATTACHED CALCTLATIONS.

NZASUREMENT NZTHOD

Ce ARE OTHER WATER RIGHTS USED? ¥( ¥Y) N{__) IF YIS COMPLETE IVERLAP REVISM.

OTHER RISGATS LISTED IW CLATN. ASL1-0115.
NO CLAIMS FOUND MITH SANC P AND IRRIGATION JSAGE

LIST ALL RIGNTS WITH SAME PDU BUT NOT USED FOR IRRISATION.
C.AIN ND. PURPOSES NEME MONTHITAY RATE VO ME

A33-10254 DG MESTIC HAGERGARTH , MARGARET FR3M 01-01 T2 12-31 04D (FS

L s s ©. 5.:7( - /,jfs’r:tm Sz L2l o Dopommr Fooes Esmmsy «TEOR,

LA prrermimme 14:7_ Derivers .



PAGES ?
DIVERSION AMOUNT REVIEW SMEET CONTINJED

CLATM WRBER: AS1-30115

Ba RETE/VORLUME CRLIULATIING:

1A. [IRRIGATION RATE
AZRES _ X 3.02 CFS/ACRE = _ CFS
T""{TACEN FROM P/U REVIESY

DIES AMIUNT CLADMED EXCEED 0.02 CFS/AIREY? v(__) M

)
#k% IF YES RODITIONAL MATER USE FORM FILED aND ATTACNED? ¥(_) %(_ ) ®

2. IWIGATION CONSUNPTIVE. USE
CLAINED CONSUNPTIVE USE = AF/A
AZRES _ ___ X ONSUNPTIVE YOL. R:/A FOR AREA =

e el g e i

TITAL CONSUPTIVE U5 AFTR

3. IWIGATION DIVERSICN VOLUNE
CLATHED DIVERSION VOLUNE = F/A
AZRES _ . X OIVERSION VOL. AF/A FOR AREA _ =

TITAL DIVERSIIN VOLUNE AF/A

4. CALCULATIONS FIR USES OTHER THAN IRRIGATIONC

SEE ATTACMED SHEET? ¥( )
P/D 176 UP CAMAS CREEX FROM P7U.

NOTZS: (ISCLYDE LIMITATIONS ON CONSUMPTIVE US: FDR ZOMSINED RIGHTS.)

. {TRRLCATION)

18. CAMLCULATIONS




DIVIRSION AMDUNT REVIEW SMEET CONTINUED

CLAIN WSER. A31-0113

RECIMMENDATIONS:

:/,’ZB-I lya

TCTM. FOR THIS UGHT

REVIEWED 3Y: _

o ocpr=wr—eTorzor cegeme omsT=TE= == T
RZC. OI¥ REC. DIY REC. TONS.
RATE CF5 Y. AE7A USE

DATREASE EXAMINER SATABASE EXMYUNER OATABASE EXANINER

DATED

i

— —

T e e T T e i e s e ——




PAG:ZZ 11
BASILS OF CLAIM WNWIEH SMEET

CLATH WUMBERD A31-30115

. CHICK ONLY THE FOLLOAING THAT APPLYI

ACCE*TED NEZEDS
AS LLAIMED REVIEH
QU ERSHIP ¢ ) )
FORTELT/A 3ANDON - : () { )
ADDITIONAL DIV. ANCUNT - f ) )
B. SPLIT HATER RIGHT REVIEM
RWOT WATER RIGHT NIMBER: 31-0011%
DATABASE EXAMINER
TOTAL DIVERSION RATE OF WR SPLITS 0.50) —_— CF5
SPLITS:
DLD RIGHT CURRENT DIVERSION CURREYT "R®  "r" DIV. m RIGHT DTVURSION
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QUIXLOOK INFORMATION

STATZ OF 10AMO
DEPARTMENT DF WATER RESDURCES
ADJUDICATION CLAIN VERIFICATION REPORT
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STATE OF IDAMO
DEPARTHENT JF MATER RESJURLES
ADJUDICATION CLAIW VERIFICATION TEPORY

23252243
Q3713795

=2 18
PROSILE REPORT CLATR sUPBER: A3L-)0115
ONER PRICRITY USE PERIOD STVERSION IIVERSION
C0E ¥ANE £ ADDRESS DATE WATER USE fROM 10 RATE VOLUNE
€ JOI S KWOTMELL 0570171896 IRRIGATION M~-15 10-15 0.80 FS
€ RAMONA KNOTUELL -
BOK 153 TOIfL DIVERSION: 0.80 FS
BUIOIS XD 83423
{238) 315218
WATER SDURCE: EAST CAMAS LREEK TRIBUTARY TOI CAMAS CREEX STAGE: DECREED
POINT(S) X DIVERSION: T13N RI9E $32 NESHN CLARK COUNTY
PLAZE OF USE LESAL DESCRIPTION FOR: IRRIGATION
NE “ S SE 5
NINE NWNE SHNE- SENE = NINH WM SuMM SEMM S WESW WMSW SWSW SESH I MESE MMSE SWSE SESI
T RS TLTACLTACLIACLI AC ILTACITACLIACLTAC 2 LTACLTACLTACLTAC :LTACLTACAT ACATAZ : s -
13N 39¢ 32 ¢ : 2 o ! 40.0
TOTAL AIRES 40.0
POU COUNTYS TLAN
OTHER RIGHTS: A31-0116.
REMARKS:  NEM WEADGATE INSTALLED UNDE? SUPEVISION OF $.CaSe §_RuSeleSe p oy -
MEADJGATE JIMENSIONS: JIDTH-SFT, LEMGTM-SFT, DEPTH-3T. P
WEI® DIMEVSIONS: WIDTH-3FY, LENGY#-4FT, DEPTH-2FT. Y
APPLICAWE FECLS DECRES IN EAROR . SEE DESCRIPTION JF DIVZRSION
POINTS IN ORIGINAL DECREE A5 TMEY REFER YO TNE WROW: CREEXS. MLSO
SEE ATTACMED LETTER FROM PETER JEWSEN CIRCA SEPY. 23,190S.
DATES: EXAM MADE DATE: VERIFIED DAYE:
I sCE MATER DISTRICT NUMSER: 31 FIZLD INSPECTIIN FLAS:
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01/25/72001

NOTICE COF ELRROR
REPLY

Please type or print e¢learly, f£ill out this form completely and mail.

Return this reply form to IDWR by the deadline date printed below if you want IDWR to change your
recormendation or you want to let IDWR know that you agree with its recommendation.
YOUR DEADLINE FOR RETURNING A NOTICE OF ERROR REPLY I8: March $, 2001

Water right number: 31-115%

RAMONA KNOTWELL

BOX 133

DUBOIS ID B3423

Telephone Number: (208)}374-5218

JOE § KNOTWELL

BOX 133

DUBOIS 1D B3423

Telephone Number: (208)374-5218

1. Describe the portion of the proposed recommendation with which you disagree (e.g.
priority date, period of use, sourcel:

2. Describe the changes you wish to make in the proposed recommendation:
3. Give a brief explanation as to why you disagree with these portions:

rigf I AOREE with this proposed recommendation: no changes need tc bs mads.

I.J.l'l‘lx 7}/5’,7{/ D BIGNATURE: . _6¢. < ”2415};7,/&;?9&0 ,]/Z«’-l’/’ff?bé /}%ﬁ—[ 4/"_,{1:“(/ /

Ao S (S uslige/! ){}'ﬁ 470 40 K &dar o T < 4

Please print your name

IDWR Regional Office, 900 N $kyline, Idaho Falls, ID 83402, 2085257161
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LAW OFFICES

HOLDEN, KIDWELL, HAHN & CRAPO

IDAHO FALLS OFFIGE WEST ONE BANK KEY FINANGIAL GENTER BOISE OFFICE
P.O. BOX 50130 702 W. IDAHO SLIITE 810

FRED J. HAHN 830 SHOUP AVENUE BOISE, IDAHO 83702 WM. LYMAN BELNAP, P.A.
KENT W. FOSTER IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO 83405 RANDALL B. REED
ROBERT E. FARNAM RONALD D). CGHRISTIAN
WiILLIAM D. FALER FREDERICK J. HAHN 1l
STEPHEN E. MARTIN TELEPHONE (208) 523-0620 TELEPHONE (208) 343-0820
CHARLES A. HOMER TELEFAX {208) 523-9518 TELEFAX {208) 343-8078
3’,’}3“,}’ ALE'LM[E 'éh’ipo ARTHUR W, HOLDEN

- 1877-1967
GAYLE A, SORENSON, P.A, ROBLT B L DEN
DONALD L. HARRIS {1011-1471)
MARIE T. TYLER TE?@; g[,,‘(s;anz.a]po
JOHN G. SIMMONS December 16, 1992 WILLIAM 8. HOLDEN

ROBERT M. FOLLETT
KUMEN L. TAYLOR
JAMES K. SLAVENS

{1807-1988)

Ray W. Rigby, Esqg.

RIGBY, THATCHER, ANDRUS,
RIGBY & KaM

P.0. Box 250

Rexburg, Idaho 83440

RE: Hamilton and Siddoway Water Rights
on East Camas Creek and Ditch

Dear Ray:

Since our recent telephone conversation, I have had an
opportunity to review this matter with Harold and Max Siddoway
and with Jack and John Hamilton, When these people purchased
the land from Sherm Halverson in the early 1980s, they were
sold three water rights, which under the Sauve v. Abbott decree
are appurtenant to the lands they purchased. '

At the time of purchase, there was substantial evidence
that irrigation practices had been carried on the lands for
many years. It was represented to the Siddoways and Hamiltons
that the water under the three rights for irrigation of the
land came from East Camas Creek through the existing diversion
structure on the McCormick land and the ditch presently used,
which traverses much of their land. They recall discussions
with other users of the ditch at about the time they commenced
operation of their respective lands, From what we have heard
of their description of these discussions, we would
characterize them as falling into two basic categories: (1)
(and these discussions did include communications with Don
Shenton) confirmation of the fact that the water for the newly
purchased lands did come through the present headgate and
ditch; and (2) permission to construct three new headgates to
better accomplish the proper distribution of the water.




Ray W, Rigby, Esq.
December 16, 1992
Page 2

Both Hamiltons and Siddoways have reported relatively
recent conversations in which Joe Knotwell has vigorously
insisted that he never gave them permission to use the ditch
and never would., Their reaction is that they never sought
permission to use the ditch, but understood everyone to agree
that their use of the ditch was appropriate and consistent with
their rights, and the means by which water had been, and was to
be, conveyed to their lands. Before constructing the new
headgates however, they did seek to notify the other users and
be certain their was no objection,

So, we are extremely skeptical that an assertion that the
use of the headgate and ditch by Hamiltons and Siddoways was
permissive would be sustained in court. Regardless of that
issue, much of the ditch is located on property owned by
Hamiltons and Siddoways, and is constructed out of dirt to
which they have title. Messrs. Knotwell, Hirschi and Bennett
may very well have an easement across these lands, but, as we
understand the law, Hamiltons and Siddoways can make any use of
their land, including that portion of the other users' easement
located thereon, which is not inconsistent with or does not
unreasonably interfere with or burden that easement, It is
difficult to conceive that it is impossible, from an
engineering standpoint, to have all users use the same ditch
structure to convey available water under their respective
water rights. If modifications of the structure are needed,
that is usually a possibility limited only by economics.

It is also difficult to imagine that a court would regquire
it in this case, but we suppose that if all else failed, the
eminent domain rights provided by the provisions of Chapter 11
of Title 42 of the code would furnish adequate legal means to
resolve the matter of the Hamiltons' and Siddoways' use of the
ditch. Even if there is something which is now legally
insufficient about their rights to receive water through the
existing headgate and ditch, there surely cannot be any serious
dispute about the validity of their water rights. Mr.
Shenton's records appear to be quite clear that all water
available from East Camas Creek under the applicable priocrities
have been delivered each season since 1982 to the Siddoways,
and since 1983 to the Hamiltons, and each have been charged and

have paid their annual assessments for every year since that
time,




Ray W. Rigby, Esq.
December 16, 1992
Page 3

However, as you and I discussed, and as the Hamiltons and
Siddoways firmly believe, this is not a matter for resolution
in the courts. Our experience in recent years with the
litigation process convinces us that each opposing group would
be required to expend many thousands of dollars just to reach a
final determination by the court. Even if an out-of-court
resolution required the expenditure of funds to implement some
construction or other aspect of the arrangement, it would be
much more productive than spending it on litigation, and
probably far less costly than litigation as well.

You indicated that at least one of the perceived problems
is the priority of the rights of Hamiltons and Siddoways. We
are not sure we understand why that is a problem, but one
alternative for resolution our clients are willing to explore
is the mixture of priorities so everyone has the same. This
could probably be done in any number of ways, but one way would
be to organize, much like a canal or ditch company, so the
organization or entity held the water rights and the users
rights were represented by stock or other membership
certificate., Then with a rotation system so that each
shareholder or member received the water for the proportionate
number of days represented by his stock or membership interest,
S0 long as water was available, perhaps each could do a better
job of irrigating because all would not be trying to do so
simultaneously with whatever water was available under the
priority of the respective rights.

As we understand it, the rights under which water is
diverted into this particular ditch from East Camas Creek
consist of the following from the Sauve v. Abbott decree:

OWNER DECREE # "IDWR IDENT, # PRIORITY ‘AMOUNT
Ken Bennett 1¢ 3j-orozz T 31-0a023 06/01/1891 1.1 cfs
Dave Hirschi 43 ? &/ -eoesE 06/01/1891 .7 cfs
Hamiltons & 29 31-0055 0870871893 3.2 cfs

Siddoways
Hamiltons & 29 31-0053 0570171896 .4 cfs
Siddoways
Joe Knotwell 60  z)oput ? /v 0570171896 .6 cfs
Hamiltons & 29 31-0054 06/01/1897 1.0 cfs

Siddoways




Ray W. Rigby, Esq.
December 16, 1992
Page 4

We also expect that IDWR will be attempting to adjust these
amounts in the SRBA processing; they have already suggested
that some of these amounts should be reduced because (IDWR
says) no one can divert more than 1/50 of one cubic foot per
second per acre actually irrigated, and the acreage actually
irrigated in some cases is much less than the number produced
by multiplying the cfs amount of the right by 50. So maybe the
amounts listed above will not be what we eventually end. up
with. But for illustration purposes, if the total number of
cfs diverted through the ditch is 7 cfs, and a 7 day rotation
is used, if everyone had the same priorities because the ditch
company owned the rights, someone with 1 cfs could perhaps use
all the water 1 out of every 7 days.

As we say, this is just for illustration purposes because
the details ought to be made to fit the circumstances and to
benefit the shareholders or members of such an entity in the
way that benefits all of them the most.

The second possibility or concept for resolution our
clients are willing to discuss would be to construct a new
diversion and ditch system for them to get out of the existing
ditch entirely. This would have the advantage of your clients
and our clients being independent of each other so far as their
respective diversion and delivery systems are concerned., It
may have some disadvantages as well, and there are certainly
some potential problems, It may not solve the priority problem
you perceive, and, of course, it would be necessary to acquire
rights of way for a new diversion structure and ditch across
the McCormicks' or other intervening land. It would require
the expense of a new ditch system, but of course even that
would probably be far less expensive than litigation, and at
least the money would go to construction rather than fighting.

We see both the concept of forming a mutual ditch
organization and of creating a second independent ditch system
as possibilities for an acceptable resolution of the
controversy., We have not tried to be specific about details of
either approach because virtually every detail, so far as our
clients are concerned, is negotiable. The thing that is not
negotiable is whether our clients have valid water rights under
which they are entitled to divert water from East Camas Creek
for the irrigation of their lands. Hamiltons and Siddoways are




Ray W. Rigby, Esgq.
December 16, 19982
Page 5

not going to fold up their tents and go away into the night.

Nor do we feel pessimistic about the outcome of any necessary
litigation.

We are willing to negotiate to see if an acceptable
solution is possible. Our clients are concerned that a meeting
between them and the other users may not be as productive as we
would hope. They have suggested that I meet with you, with or
without your clients present, or that you meet with me, with or
without our clients present, at least to get things started.
They have no objection to 'Don Shenton being present if that is
desirable, but they are skeptical about the value of having
anyone else involved who is not a user on this particular ditch.

We will look forward to hearing from you further as soon as
it is convenient.

Yours very truly,

Kent W, Foster
#8650.00/srs

pc: Mr, Harold Siddoway
Mr. Max Siddoway
Mr. Jack Hamilton
Mr., John Hamilton
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State of I(M]O ®

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

1301 North Orchard Strect, Statchouse Mail, Boise, Idaho 83720-9000
- Phone: (208) 327-7900 FAX: (208) 327-7866

CECIL D. ANDRUS
GOVERNOK

R. KEITH HIGGINSON
DIRECTOR

June 4, 1992

Donald W. Shenton
Box 33
Dubois, ID 83423

RE: Order Appointing Lateral Manager ¢ Vamsivr—-Bébteh
Dear Don:

Enclosed is an order which you may use to appoint a lateral
manager.

Please complete and sign the order, and return the original
to this office. Copies of the order should be distributed to all
users on the ditch. If you wish, we can distribute copies of the
order to the appropriate users. Your list of users and addresses
is probably more complete and updated than the Department’s.

The order does not specify a particular scheme for measuring
and distributing the waters of the ditch. We want to stress that
the Department is available and willing to provide assistance
upon your reguest. Please do not hesitate toc contact Ron
Carlson, Tim Luke of this office, or me if you have any questions
or need assistance of any type.

Sincerely,

6

GARY SPACKMAN, Manager
Water Right Permits Section

GS:is

Enclosure




Water District #31

Box 33
Dubols, Idaho 83423
(208) 374-5230

Donald W. Shenton
Watermaster
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. LAW OFFICES l

HOLDEN, KIDWELL, HAHN & CRAPO

IDAHO FALLS OFFICE WEBT ONE BANK KEY FINANCIAL CENTER BOISE OFFICE

P.Q. BOX 30130 702 W, IDAKG BUITE 810
FRED J. KAHN IQAHO FALLE, IDAHD 83408 BOIBE, IDAHQ 83702 WM. LYMAN BELNAP, P.A.
KENT W. FOSTER AANDALL B. REED
AORERT E. FARNAM RONALD O. CHRIGTIAN
WILLIAM D, FALER TELEPHONE [208) 523-0820 TELEPHONE (208) 3430820
BTEPHEN E. MARTIN TELEFAX  (200) 8226318 TELEFAX {208} 343-0078

CHARLES A HOMER
GARY L. MEIKLE

MICHAEL D. CRAPO ARTHUR W, HOLDEN
GAYLE A, SORENBON, P A, ROBEAT B FeOEN
DONALD L, HARRIS {1411:1071)
MARIE T, TYLER TERRY L, CRAPD
JOMN 0. SIMMONS wLUAM &, e DEN
AOBEAT M. FOLLETT g _HOL
KUMEN L. TAYLOR May 28, 1992 . 11K02-1988)

JAMES K, BLAYENS

Don Shenton, Watermaster
WATER DISTRICT #31

Box 33

Dubois, Idasho 83423

Daear Mr. Shenton:

We have been requasted by Mr, Max Biddoway, to demand in
accordance with the provisions of Idaho Code §42-909 that you,
as the Watermaster of Water District #31, appoint a manager to
manage the dlstribution of water from & certain distributing
lateral ditch in accordance with the water rights of the
respoctive users of msald ditch.

The specific ditch in question is used not only by
Mr, S8iddoway., but, as we understsnd it, also by Messrs. Joe S.
Knotwell, David J. Hirschi, K, L. Bennett and Jack Hamilton.
The ditch commences in the SWl/4 of the NW1l/4 of Section 32,
Township 13 North, Range 39 East and f£lows in a generally
southerly direction to the lends where the water is used., It
haeg been used for at least the past 12 years to convey water
under Rights Nos, 31-0053, 31-~-0054 and 31-005% to the irrigated
portions of the Siddoway property which coneigte of 240 acres
in the 51/2 of Section 32 of Township 13 North, Range 39 East.

The parties who use the ditch have not selected a manager
ag provided in Idaho Code §42-907 or §42-908. It iz most
urgent that this appointment be made as Boon as possible &oO
that all parties who use the ditch cen be properly protected in
the distribution of water pursuant to their various rights.
Thank you for your kind attention to thils matter.

Yours very truly,
ATy
Kent W. Foster
#B650.00/8r8
cc: Mr, Max Siddowsy
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State of Idaﬂ) ®
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

1301 Norih Orchard Street, Statchouse Mail, Boise, Idaho 83720 -(208) 327-7900

CECIL D. ANDRUS
GOVERNOR

R, KEITI IIGGINSON
DIRECTOR

April 1, 1991

Don Shenton

Water District #31
Box 33

Dubois, ID 83423

RE: WATER DELIVERY - EAST FORK OF CAMAS CREEK

Dear Don:

I have received your letter dated March 8, 1991, in which you
request additional direction in connection with water delivery on
East Fork Camas Creek for the 1991 irrigation season, in light of
information provided to you by various waterusers.

As indicated in my letter dated January 2, 1991, the
department intends to administer delivery of water on Fast Fork
Camas Creek by maintaining the status quo until the issues
associated with some of the disputed water rights can be
addressed in the Snake River Basin Adjudication.

While the department does not have authority to determine
ditch use rights, we do have the responsibility of delivering
water rights. Information provided to date shows that the rights
in guestion have been delivered under watermaster supervision for
the past seven to ten years. The documentation provided in your
letter does not dispute this delivery record. Thus, there is
sufficient basis for the department to continue deliveries in a
similar manner.

Sincerely,

e

NORMAN C. YOUNG
Administrator

cf: Ron Carlson
Ray Rigby




v
»

Water District #31

Box 33
Dubois, Idaho 83423
{208} 374-5230

Donald W. Shenton
Watermaster

March 8, 1991

Idaho Department of Water Resources
Mr. Norm Young, Administrator

1301 N Orchard Street

Statehouse Mail

Boise, Idaho 83720

RE: East Camas Creek Delivery Order

Dear Norm

1 have recently recieved the attached request or order from the owners of the
ditch and diversion works on the ditch of controversy, on East Camas Creek.

I have talked personally with these signor's and they are adamont about
Siddoway and Hamilton not being able to use this ditch and diversion, and
tell me that 1 as watermaster or the I.D.W.R. have no authority to order

anyone into their ditch.

Does this latest directive in writing change the order as was recently
confirmed to stay in effect until the adjudication process determines a

permanent delivery pattern?
1 would appreciate your comments.
Sincerely

Donald W. Shenton




Fabruary 22, 1991

Mr. Don Shenton
Watermaster District No. 31 e
Dubois, Idaho 83423

Dear Don,

We want it on record that we do mot want Hamilton and Siddoways using our
diversion on East Camas located in the NW1/4 of Sec. 32, T13N R39 E. As proof
of ownership we submit a copy of our contract with Patterson-Orr Construction
Company in 1974 when they installed the diversion. We constructed the ditch
headgate and the weir separately, along with cleaning up and seeding the area,

You remenber Sherman Halverson admitted doing no work, but talked about paying
into a pooling agrecnment. That agreement was workt these same contractors did up
on Ching Creek, putling that stream back in its channel, and had no connection
with our diversion.

Sirnere].y,(’ 4 j /(Miui&n




State of iho | ®

D DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
w » 1301 North Orchard Street, Statehouse Mail, Boise, Idaho 83720-9000
Phone: (208) 327-7900 FAX: (208) 327-7866

CECIL D. ANDRUS
GOVERNOR

R. KEITH HIGGINSON
January 2, 1991 DIKECTOR

Don Shenton

Water District #31
Box 33

Dubois, ID 83423

,"‘J'
RE: WATER DELIVERY - EAST FORK OF CAMAS CREEK l_f’*m“(

W
Dear Don: iy
s
I have reviewed your letter dated December 12, 1990 in which
you request direction in connection with water delivery on East
Fork Camas Creek for the 1991 irrigation season.

As you know, in late spring of 1990, the department prepared
a draft interim agreement for delivery of water on East Fork
camas Creek. The purpose of the draft agreement was to maintain
a status quo until the issues associated with some of the
disputed water rights can be addressed in the Snake River Basin
Adjudication {SRBA) and to avoid a separate court action in
connection with the matter.

To accomplish the status quo, on June 25, 1990, I instructed
you to continue deliveries of water as it appears they have been
made in the past several years; that is to deliver right no. 29,
including the 1893 part, in priority with the other rights on
East Camas Creek. Delivery is to be made to the
Knotwell-Bennett-Hirschi heading. The one difference from
previous years is that the diversion rate of right no. 29 is to
be limited to 0.02 cfs per acre of land being irrigated from East
Camas Creek within the recorded place of use.

My intent is that the instruction I gave you on June 25, 1990,
should apply to successive water years until the matter can be
addressed in the SRBA. If you have information to show that
this instruction is not correct, please so advise me.

Sincerely,

NORMAN C. YOUN
Administrator

c: Ron Carlson
Ray Rigby




State of Iho ®

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
1301 North Orchard Street, Statehouse Mail, Boise, Idaho 83720 -(208) 327-7900

CECIL D. ANDRUS
GOVERNOR

R. KEITH HIGGINSON
DIRECTOR

September 5, 1990

Ray Rigby, Esq.

Rigby, Thatcher, Andrus,
Rigby & Kam

P.O. Box 250

Rexburg, Idaho 83440

RE: East Camas Creek Water Delivery Concerns

Dear Ray:

Your letter of August 22, 1990, describes the concerns of
several users of water from East Camas Creek and asks for general
observations on the matter from me. The information and
perceptions that I have are mainly from a meeting that I and Ron
Carlson called to try to mediate the dispute.

This meeting was held in Kilgore on May 22, 1990 in response
to separate requests from Jack Hamilton and Howard Frederiksen.
The meeting ended with a field review of the diversion through
which the disputed rights are taken. It appeared to me that
several of the issues jdentified are questions of law that,
absent an agreement among the parties, would require a court
ruling to resolve. Because the stream is included in the ongoing
Snake River Basin Adjudication, I encouraged the parties to enter
an interim agreement te maintain the status guo until the issues
could be addressed in the SRBA to avoid a separate, likely more
costly, court action.

The attached draft agreement was distributed for review.
Parties on both sides of the matter expressed concern with the
draft agreement (copies of comments received are enclosed), and
it has not been signed. Absent the agreement, the watermaster
still needed guidance on delivery of water which prompted the
meme dated June 29, 1990 (enclosed).

I believe the issues and facts as I understand them are set
out in the draft agreement. The SRBA Director’s report for Basin
31, including the East Camas Creek, is scheduled to be filed with
the court in late 1994 or early 1995. After the May 22, 1990
meeting, I thought that the issues could bear this delay as long
as the Siddoways did not expand the irrigated acreage beyond that




Ray Rigby, Esd.
Page 2
September 5, 1990

of recent years and that the additicnal years of use (and non-use
on the land that the Siddoways want to begin irrigating) of the
water right, diversion and ditch between now and then do not
figure into the court’s decision.

This looks like a good matter for your “common sense"
approach to complex issues. I will be happy to work with you and
the others involved to work out a satisfactory solution.

Sincerely yours,

NORMAN C. YOUNG ; 2

Administrator
Resocurces Administration Divigion

NCY:dc

Enclosures




State of Id’l .

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

1301 North Orchard Street, Statehouse Mail, Boise, Idaho 83720-3000
Phone: (208) 327-7900 FAX: (208) 327-7866

CECIL D. ANDRUS
GOVERNOR

R. KEITi YGLGIRSON
DIRECTOR

June 30, 1992

Don Shenton, Watermaster

Water District 3i a
Box 33

Dubois, Idaho 83423

Re: East Camas Loteral Manager
Dear Don:

You have rnﬁuesf~J clarification cn the whether a lateral
manadey should dist trribite the water freom the Bennett, Hirschi,
Knotwell Ditch. Section 42-909, Idaho Code (copy enclosed}
allows the watermaster to appoint a lateral master upon the
written request of one or more parties taking water frow the
ditch. The issue becomes whether the party regquesting the
lateral manager iz a user in the ditch entitled to request the
appointment of the lateral manager. Appointment of the lateral
manager 1is consistent with the approach the department nes hLad
for the past several years of maintaining the status quo.

I reviewed the department files to refresh my memory
concerning the matters raised in the letter you received
objecting to the lateral manager. At a meeting held in Kilgore
in May 1990 the issues were discussed snd IDWR took an amglgnment
to draft an agreement tc keep the status quo until the issues
could be addressed in the ongoing adiudication. The draft
agreement dealt with issues of validity and size of the right,
its source and the location of the divevsion point. These are
isstes that will be addressed in the onyoing adjudication. The
issuz.of the right to use the ditch was not identified in the
draft agreement and is not one that will be addressed in the
adjudication. A draft agreement was circulated and none of the
parties have signed it.

Shortly thereafter you requested guidance on delivery of the
Siddoway and Hamilton rights. A memo to you dated June 25, 1990
advised you to continue to deliver the right to the Bennett,
Hirschi, Knotwell heading. The East Camas Creek users were
informed of this guidance by memo dated June 29, 19v0. Prior to
the 1991 irrigation season, Knotwell, Bennett and Hirschi advised
you that the heading was not to be used ror delivery of the
Hamilton-Siddoway water. IDWR again advised you to continue
delivery based upon the delivery at that heading for the previous




Don Shenton
Page 2
June 30, 1992

seven to ten years. Consistent with this instruction, IDWR
advised you this year that a lateral manager could be appointed
upon request to allow the right to be delivered to the land to
which the right is appurtenant.’

The recent letter to you from Knotwell, Bennett, and Hirschi
objecting to the lateral manager does not provide a basis for
changing this advice. The letter indicates that the right given
to Siddoway and Hamilton is "a permissive right until they could
determine and re-establish their original point of diversion and
clean their ditches. We don't think they have this resolved
yet." A temporary, permissive right to use the ditch appears to
have been given and this is an adeguate basis to request a
lateral manager.

Sincerely,

NORMAN C. YOUN
Administrator
Water Management Division

NCY:jly
enclosure: Copy of Sec 42-909, Idaho Code
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Department of Water Reseurces

Norm C. Young, Administrator

IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
13031 MNorth Crchard Etreet
Statehouse Mail

Boise, Idaho 83720

Dear Norm:

You will recall that I called and indicated we would be
sending you our suggestions for some minor adjustments in the
agreement document yocu drafted as soon as our clients had
completed their review., You indicated some of the other
parties had already expressed an unwillingness to enter into
the agreement.

Since that time, our clients report they have heard that
the other parties have declined to sign an agreement and that
Don Shenton has received some instructions to deliver 1 miner's
inch per acre for some 70 acres under the three rights of our
clients'

This information has caused substantial alarm because the
acreage estimate is not consistent with our clients'
understanding, and even more importantly, because 1 miner's
inch per acre is not even close to sufficient for the
irrigation of the land in question.

We have been requested to furnish some additional
information to assist in ensuring that the decision will not be
an arbitrary one. Unless IDWR and Mr. Shenton are prepared to
limit everyone to 1 miner's inch per acre, we think such a
limitation would be unfair. More importantly, our clients have
expressed a desire to continue their water use pretty much as
they have done for several years, and they understand the other
parties have previously stated that they do not object to that
practice,




Norm C. Young, Administrator
July 2, 1990
Page 2

To our knowledge, the flap arose over some talk about
fluming the water across Warm Creek to irrigate other portions
of the land described within the place of use for the water
rights. This was never a formal proposal, and what was never
more than a molehill has somehow now turned into a mountain.
Unfortunately, the irrigation of additional land just does not
appear practical without substantially increased efficiencies
in the irrigation system. It does not appear to be
economically feasible to make the system efficient enough and
the experience of our clients has been that even all of the
water to which they are entitled under the rights is frequently
inadequate to properly irrigate the land which has been
irrigated in recent years.

Our clients do not have a great deal of historical
background so far as irrigation practices of their predecessors
in interest. They acquired the land (320 acres) in 1981, The
Siddoways began irrigating some of this land in 1982 and
Hamiltons in 1983 according to Mr. Shenton's records.

According to ASCS determinations, Hamiltons irrigate some 27
acres and Siddoways some 67 acres, for a total of 94 acres.

Records furnished by Mr. Shenton indicate that the number
of 24-hour second feet of water delivered to Hamiltons and
Siddoways under Right No. 29 of the Sauve_v. Abbott Decree
(.4 cfs with a priority of May 1, 1896, 1.0 cfs with a priority
of June 1, 1897, and 3.2 cfs with a priority of August 8, 1893)
since they began operating the land is as follows:

SIDDOWAYS HAMILTONS

YEAR (24-HR, SEC., FT,) {24-HR. SEC, FT.)
1982 239 ' 0

1983 91 79

1984 195 131

1985 194 188

1986 264 198

1987 150 180

1988 50 67

1989 107 87




Norm C. Young, Administrator
July 2, 1990
Page 3

our clients tell us that in their experience, Mr. Shenton
normally does not start delivering water under these rights
until after -about June 15th, and not usually for longer than
September 1lst., In that period, there is 75 to 80 days (even if
we assume B0), and even if all these rights (230 miner's
inches) were on the entire time, they would yield only 368
24-hour second feet, Based on 27 acres for Hamiltons and &7
for Siddoways, or 29% and 71% respecltively, this would be some
107 24-hour second feet for Hamiltons and 261 for Siddoways.

1986 looks like the year when they got the mosi water, even
more than they would have had coming if the irrigation season
was only 80 days. The point we want to emphasize is that even
in that year, there was not more than adequate water for 94
acres. We understand that what is enough or too much water can
be a matter for a difference in judgment, but we understand the
irrigation practices of the Hamiltons and Siddoways to be well
within the range of what is customary in the area. The land is
very porous and the ditches generally experience very
significant transmission losses.

We summarize by emphasizing that we believe Hamiltons and
Siddoways should be entitled to water as they have received it
under their rights for the past several years. That appears to
have been as much as was available under their rights. An
arbitrary reduction to 1 miner's inch per acre would be
devastating and would potentially result in complex and, we
believe, unnecessary litigation,

Yours very truly,
Kent W. Foster
¥8650.00/8rr

cc: Mr. Don Shenton




-

-

State of ‘aho ®

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
1301 North Orchard Street, Statehouse Mail, Boise, Idaho 83720 -(208) 327-7900

CECIL D. ANDRUS
GOVERNOR

R. KEITH HIGGINSON

™
MEMORANDUM bikecTor

TO: East Camas Creek Waterusers (mailing list)
FROM: Norm Young, Administraton777(;fean '&g Cﬁwa
RE: Comments Received on the Draft Agréement

DATE: June 29, 1920

I have received written and verbal comments from several
users of East Camas Creek indicating significant changes are
needed in the agreement to make it acceptable to then. Several
of the comments suggest changes that conflict with each other.

In particular, there is not agreement relative to delivery of the
1893 part of right no. 29 held by Siddoway and Hamilton. Perhaps
these difference can be resclved with more discussion, and I am
willing to meet with you again to try to work through the remain-
ing matters if there is a general feeling that a meeting can be
worthwhile. However, it appears that the agreement is being used
to try to permanently resolve these difficult issues rather than
as an interim solution to maintain the deliveries as they ap-
parently have been in recent years and retain everyone’s argu-
ments for the Snake River Basin Adjudication.

IDWR’s immediate concern, and the reason for helping to
draft the agreement, is to be able to give guidance to the
watermaster this year and in the next several years until the
SRBA resolves the issues. Even though the draft agreement isn’t
signed and available to provide this guidance, the declining flow
in Bast Cawas Crook has forced the uatormaster Lo meke priority
cuts that required us to give guldance on the delivery of right
no. 29 relative to other rights. I advised Don Shenton on June
25, 1990, to continue deliveries as it appears they have been
made in the past several years; that is, to deliver right no. 29,
including the 1893 part, in priority with the other rights on
East Camas Creek. Delivery is to be made to the Knotwell-
Bennett-Hirschi heading. The one difference from previous years
is that the diversion rate of right no. 29 is to be limited to
0.02 cfs per acre of land being irrigated this year from East
Camas Creek within the recorded place of use of the right.

cc: Don Shenton
Ron Carlson
Kent Foster




State of I Mo o
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCIES
1301 North Orchard Street, Statehouse Mail, Boise, Idaho 83720 -(208) 327-7900

CECH. D. ANDRUS
GOVERNOR

R. KEITH HIGGINSON
DIRECTOR

MEMORANDUM

TO: Water Users from East Camas Creek (Attached Mailing List)
FROM: Norm Young, Administator /VQ;47
RE: Draft Agreement

DATE: June 4, 1990

Thank you for taking the time to meet with Don Shenton, Ron
Carlson and me on May 22, 1990 at the Kilgore Store. I
appreciated the willingness of all present to discuss the water
use issues on East Camas Creek and to work toward a solution.

The attached agreement is based upon the discussions as I
understood them and is intended to keep the delivery essentially
as it has been for the past several years, while not changing any
argument for anyone in the Snake River Basin Adjudication.

Please review the agreement carefully, and I encourage you
to have your attorney review it, also. I am not an attorney, but
agreed to help with an agreement because of the Department’s
responsibility to provide workable instructions to the water
master concerning delivery of rights from the stream.

If you agree with the content of the agreement, you and your
spouse can sign the agreement before a notary and return it to
me by July 1, 1990, If you do not want to sign the agreement or
have suggested changes, please let me know by June 22, 1990 so
that I can either send revised copies to the parties or advise
them that the agreement will need revision to be acceptable.

. ¢c: Ron Carlson

Don Shenton

Attachments: agreement and mailing list




AN AGREEMENT FOR INTERIM DISTRIBUTION
OF THE WATERS OF EAST CAMAS CREEK, CLARK COUNTY, IDAHO

The following agreement addresses a dispute over the source,
point of diversion, acreage allowed to be irrigated, and the
continued validity of certain rights claimed from East Camas
Creek. The agreement 1is intended to maintain the delivery
pattern of recent years while preserving all issues, arguments
and legal defenses for resolution in the ongoing Snake River
Basin Adijudication.

BACKGROUND_ INFORMATION

1) The rights to the use of Camas Creek and East Camas
Creek as decreed 1in Sauve v. Abbott, U.S. District Court for
Idaho, 1930, included right no. 29 (now assigned numbers 31-0053,
31-0054, and 31-0055 by the Idaho Department of Water Resources)
which reads as follows:

Federal Land Bank of
Spokane, a corporation

1896 - May 1 0.4 c.f.s. Source: Camas Creek, a tributary of
Mud Lake.

1897 - June 1 1.0 c.f.s. Point of Diversion: The existing

point or points of diversion on or
near the land to be irrigated.
1893 -~ Aug. 8 3.2 c.f.s.

For use on the following described

&,—to-wit: The East Half, of the
P, @%«@mnuﬁﬁ, the North ‘Half
o e Southwest, Quqrger, and the
Southeast Quartex bf Section 32,

Township 13 North, Range 39 East,
B.M.

2) The rights listed in Paragraph 1, and the lands to which
the rights were decreed were obtained in 1981 by Harold and Max
Siddoway (75% of land and water right) and Jack Hamilton (25%).
In recent years (which years and for how long are at issue), the
Siddoways and Hamilton have diverted all or part of the rights
from East Camas Creek for irrigation of 70°to 80 acres located
between Xast Camas Cree and*Wapy Creek in the E1/2 of the SW1/4
and the Wl/2 of the \SE 1 4;;of Section 32, T13N, R39E. A
diversion &dntrolled E?Faﬁcéikhotwell, K. L. Bennett, and David
Hirschi has been used for the diversion.

The Siddoways now propose to irrigate more of the land to
which the right was decreed by fluming the East Camas Creek water

AGREEMENT FOR INTERIM DISTRIBUTION - 1
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across Warm Creek. The other users on East Camas Creek ocbject to
the diversion of East Camas Creek water, particularly for the
additional acreage. Bennett, Knotwell, and Hirschi object to the
use of the diversion structure and ditch, particularly for the
additional acreage.

3) The records of the watermaster show the following rights
for use of East Camas Creek:

NAME PRIORITY AMOUNT (cfs) DECREE NO.
Ken Bennett June 1, 1891 1.1
David Hirschi June 1. 1891 0.7
Siddoway/Hamilton August 8, 1893 3.2
Frederiksen Bros. uneé 1, 1.0
Ken Bennett June 1, 1895 1.5
Norman Marshall June 1, 1895 3.0
Harold Siddowvay June 1, 1895 3.0
R. R. Price June 1, 1895 2.7
Siddoway/Hamilton May 1, 1896 0.4
Joe Knotwell May 1, 1896 0.6
Frederiksen Bros. June 1, 1897 1.6
Siddoway/Hamilton June 1, 1897 1.0
McCormick Estate May 1, 1899 1.2 103

4) The following issues have been raised in objection to
the use of the Siddoway/Hamilton rights:

a. The decreed source of water is Camas Creek, not East
Camas Creek.

b. The right or rights have been lost in whole or in part
by forfeiture or abandonment.

c. The authorized point of diversion is not at the
Knotwell-Bennett structure.

d. Use in excess of 1 miners inch per acre actually
irrigated.

5) Camas Creek and its tributaries are included in the

ongoing Snake River Basin Adjudication. The issues listed in
Paragraph 4 will be addressed in the SRBA without the need for
additional court action. The Director’s report for Hydrologic
Basin 31, which includes Camas Creek and tributaries, is
scheduled to be filed .

INTERTM AGREEMENT

6) Harold Siddoway, Max Siddoway and Jack Hamilton agree

a) Limit the 1land to be irrigated to the 70 to 80 acres

AGREEMENT FOR INTERIM DISTRIBUTION - 2




that were irrigated during 1989 from East Camas Creek using the

rights claimed under decreed right No. 29.

b) Divert no more than one miner’s inch (0.02 cfs) per acre

of land actually under irrigation if the watermaster is limiting

diversion to any right on East Camas Creek because of a shortage
of water. /4/
e

c) That the August 8, 1893 right will be considered as
having a common priority with the June 1, 1895 rights, and
subject to the 1limitation of Paragraph 6(b), will share
proportionately the water available in the creek with the June 1,
1895 rights whenever diversions to the 1896 and junior rights are
cut by the watermaster. This provision is not intended to affect
delivery to the June 1, 1891 rights.

d) Not assert in the SRBA that the continued use of water
during the periocd of this agreement is a defense against
abandonment or forfeiture of the Siddoway/Hamilton rights that
may have occured prior to entry of this agreement.

7) The other users of East Camas Creek water agree to:

a) Allow the use of East Camas Creek in accordance with the
rights 1listed in Paragraph 3 as limited by Paragraph 6, and Joe
Knotwell, K. L. Bennett, and David Hirschi agree to the continued
use of the diversion and ditch as it was used in 1989.

b) Not assert in the SRBA that the failure of Siddoway/
Hamilton to irrigate during the pendency of this agreement the
additional acreage to which the Siddoway/Hamilton rights are
decreed provides any additional basis for finding the right to do
so forfeited or abandoned beyond that which may have existed
prior to entry of this agreement.

8) Aall parties to this agreement agree that:

a) The agreement is effective upon endorsement by all
holders of water rights from East Camas Creek and will remain in
effect until the Director of the Department of Water Resources
files his report with the court in the Snake River Basin
Adjudication or until . Wwhichever occurs first,
unless extended or terminated by written agreement of all
parties.

b) By entry of this agreement all issues, arguments, and
legal defenses retain, for consideration and decision by the
Department of Water Resources and the courts, the validity and
relevance, and no more and no less, than they would have had in
litigation filed and pursued diligently from the date of this
agreement. ,

c) The watermaster of Water District 31 is authorized to
distribute the waters of East Camas Creek in accordance with the

AGREEMENT FOR INTERIM DISTRIBUTION - 3




terms of this agreement during the pendency of this agreement.

d) This agreement may be executed in counterparts for
convenience of the parties, but shall be binding asthough all had
executed the same document.

e) The parties hereto bind their heirs, personal
representatives, successors and assigns.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, This agreement has been executed by the
users of water from East Camas Creek.

HAROLD SIDDOWAY Date

STATE OF IDAHO )
: ss.
County of Twin Falls )

on this day of , 1990, before ne, a
Notary Public, in and for said county and state, personally
appeared HAROLD SIDDOWAY, Xknown or identifed to me to be the
individual whose name is subscribed to the within instrument, and
acknowledged to me that he executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed

my official seal the day and year in this certificate first above
written.

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO
Residing at:
My commission expires:

MAX SIDDOWAY Date
STATE OF IDAHO )
i 88,
County of Twin Falls )
Oon this day of , 1990, before me, a

Notary Public, 1in and for sald county and state, perscnally
appeared MAX SIDDOWAY, known or identifed to me to be the
individual whose name is subscribed to the within instrument, ang
acknowledged to me that he executed the same.
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LAW OFFICES
HOLDERN, KIDWELL, HAHN & CRAPO

FRED J MAHN WEST ONE BANK BUILDING ARTHUR W WOLDEN (1B72-1967)
KENT W 1 DSTER P.O. BOX 50130 ROBERT B HOLDEN (1911-1871)
ROBERT E FATMNAM - TERRY L CRAPQ (1939.1882)
WILLIAM [ FALER IDAHO FALLS. IDAHO 83405 WILLIAM 5 HOLDEN {1907-1988)
STELHEM F MARTIN S -

CHANLES A HOMER TELEPHONE (208) 523-0620 R VERN KIDWELL. OF COUNSEL
GARY | MEIKLE TELEFAX |208) 523-9518

CuUnT B THOMSEN
MIGHAEL I CRAPO
JAMES O HOLMAN
GAYLE A SORENSON
DOALD L HARRIS Novembe r 3 ; 1 9 8 9
GREGON S CHVISUK
RANDALL B REED

G LANCE NALDEN

J MICHAEL WHEILER
MARIE T FEELEY
RODERT M FOLLETT

i
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A —

fod 3 1939

Deparinzm ol Wi ster Resources -
Eastern District Cifice
Idaho Department of Water Resources
ATTENTION: Mr. Dennis Dunn
150 Shoup Avenue, #15
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402

Dear Dennis:

You will recall that some time ago I called and asked you
if there was a pending transfer in East Camas Creek regarding
water rights or lands owned by Harold Siddoway, Max Siddoway
and Jack Hamilton. As I recall, I promised to send you copy of
the letter that had given rise to this inquiry. I am enclosing
a copy with this letter. I am also enclosing a copy of a more
recent letter. We are still trying to determine what the
problem is and what is precipitating these letters. If you
have any insight, we would be happy to have you explain to us
what you know. Thanks for your continued assistance.

Yours very truly,

Kent W, Foster
#6900.00/srr1

Enclosure




Kilgore, Idaho
October 19, 1989

TO: Jack Hamilton
Harold Siddoway

As of this notice you are informed that you can no longer use our
water diversion located in Section 32 on East Camas.

Watermaster, Don Shenton, hass been notified to not deliver any
water to you from sajid diversion located on the Me Cormick

property in the NW1/4 of Section 32, Township 13N, Range 39FE,
Clark County, Idaho.




Kilgore, Idaho
September 1, 1989

Don Shenton
Water Master District #
Dubois, Idaho 83423

We, water users on East Camas Creek, protest the transfer of
water from East Camas to Warm Creek to fill decrees from that

stream.
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PATTERSON-ORR EXCAVATION -
and CONSTRUCTERON CO.
' Box 101
Lubois, Idaho 83423

T, J. Patterson Walt Orr
175 Dewey St., Box 101
Blacktoot, Idaho 83221 Dubois, Idaho 83423

785-1232 374=-5383
' 31 Cctobar 1974
Joa Kpnotwell, Dubois, Idsho 83423
Ken Bennett, Kilgore Route, Bubois, Idaho 83423
David Hirsecil, Route 2, Rexburg, Iéaho
Gentlemen:
Our work recently completed for the above named persons amounted
to $3,718,77, 80% of which the SCS paid, leaving a balance of
$743.75. Bqual shares ror each of you amount to $247.91.

We have appreciated doing this work for you and hope that each
o you are satisfied with the Job.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walt Orr




- o - ot

Yo. 56 .

Sarah 4, Xendrick

1511 ~ September 30

No. 59

b Thomas Knotwell
\\ 1896 - May 1

\\\f" 1897 - June 1

2!7h c.luB,

0.6 cofa8,

Jhy tUMGaag ~

Sourcet Cemas Creek, e trivutary of
Mud Lake,

Point of Diversiont In the Southeas:
(uarter of the Northeast Quarier of
Section 2li, Township 9 North, Range 36
East’ Bo M.

For Use on the following described land,

to witt The Southeast Quarter of the
Southeast Quarter of Section 2ii, the Horth
Helf of the Northeast Quarter, the Southess
Querter of the Nortiweet Querter of Section
25, Townehip 9 North, Range 36 Esst, B. M.

Sourcet Uames Creek, a tributary of Mud
Lake,

. Point of Diversioni One~fourth mile up
1ittle Spring Cresk from the land to be
irrigated, and hersinafter deseribed.

0.8 ¢.f.8, Sourcet little Spring Creek, & tributary

k-,

of Cemes Creek,

Point of Diverslon: Cne-fourth mile wp
Camas Creek from the land to be irrigated,
end hereinafter described,

For uee on the following described land,

to-witt The South Helf of the Southwest
Quarter of Section 32, Township 13 North,

R&nge 39 East, B. Y,

MIGHGPILMEE
NOV 1 7 1997




MICROFILMED
NOV 17 1952




