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Claim No. Claimant Fract, Qby Rec Acres Stream Remarks

Phillips vs Edwards Decre Rowl

29-11242 Wm Phillips  1/2 1.50 75.0 Rowiey Ck
29-12020 P Fergus 1/4 2.02 100.8 Rowley Ck
29-13469 K Williams 1/4 2.52 126.0 Rowley Ck

Claimed in-full

Wakley vs Wakley, 1904..... Station Creek

29-00321 Vaughan,etal 1/5 3.91 Station Ck
29-00326 F Winward 1/5 1.92 96.0 Station Ck
29-10461 Lazy VZ Trust 2/5 3.08 Station Ck
29-11699 P Adams 1/5 5.64 282.2 Station Ck
Decreed right(s) claimed in-full
29-13476 TJL Properties 0.065 Station Ck Recommended as BU, Priority 6/10/1904
Wakley vs Wakley, 1904.....0ry Hollow (Big Ck) and Maple Ck (Mines Canyon)
29-00317A Vaughan,etal 44 0/0 3.91 ' Big Ck/Maple Ck DISALLOWED-ownership not
‘proven
29-00320 Vaughan,etal 1/4 3.01 Big Ck/Maple Ck
29-10462 Lazy VZ Trust 44 1/2 1.23 Big Ck/Maple Ck Recommended as 1/2 flow **
29-11698 P Adams 1/4 5.64 282.2 Big Ck/Maple Ck '
Claimed in-full
29-11700 P Adams XX 0.36 282.2 Unnamed Strm Beneficial Use
29-10407 TJL Properties XX 0.07 Big Ck/Maple Ck Recommended as BU, Priority
6/10/1904
Daniels vs Woodla -0 BIF
29-13103 Malad Valley Irr 3/4 6.20 LgPOU Birch Ck
Marsh Creek side (B29) users got 1/4 of the flow of Birch Creek as shown below.
V_Vaklgy vs Wakley, 1904....... Birch Creek
29-00322 Vaughan, etal 4/24 391 19563 Birch Ck
29-00327 Marler/Gardner 2/24 254 128.0 Birch Ck
29-00328A K Williams 1/24 252 126.0 Birch Ck
29-00328B P Fergus 5/24 2.02 1008 Birch Ck
29-00328C F Winward 2/24 192 96.0 Birch Ck
29-00329 F Winward 2/24 0.80 400 Birch Ck
29-11241 Wm Phillips 2/24 150 75.0 Birch Ck
29-11650 TJL Properties 2/24 1.76 88.0 Birch Ck
29-11697 P Adams 4/24 5.64 2822 Birch Ck

Claimed in-full

Notes:
** Re: 20-10462 see Transfer #3032 Claim combines 29-317 and 29-330C (which recombines A & B)
The Decree of Davis vs Treasure only involves Birch Creek water.



Wakisy vs WakLey
- 29-61  e/v94904

Book 8 page 523, records suld county, being the farm lands now owned intended hereby end
contL,uous to end irrigeted from said stresms, all in Beanock County, Idoho,

That plaintiff Willism W. Woodland be asdjudged snd decreed to hsve the use snd

‘ bénefiQ%?gxe continuous snd uninterrupted flow of one-fourth of all the waters of Dry

Hollow ond Meple Creels anG the use and benefit of the continuous snd uninte rmuue‘d‘x i
™ ‘____,——-—"—""

‘ snd the usé and benefit of the cortinuous end
uninterrupted flow of one-sixth of all the waters of Blrch Creek flowing towsrds Larsh Valley.
That sald water is used upon and be appurtanant to Lot No. 3 of Section 30, Township 11 South,
Range 37 Esst Doise leridien, ond N 1/2 of S.E.1/4 and N.E.1/4 of S.1.1/4 of Section 25,
Township 11 South, Rsage 86 i, Doise Meridlenm, Bannock County, Idoho, contelning 172.82/100
acres, less 14,75 acres dooded by said plaintiff to Estate of Illen . oodland; also to 67,36 oc
adjoining last treet deeded to plaintiff by estste of Ellen Vioodlsnd heretofore; also to 27,1
acres by deed from Henry iiskley, book 13 of deeds page 424, records of seid Bannock county,
it being intended berecby to cover all farming lsends now ovned by ssid plaintiff as irrigeted
from ssid streams.

ftj 0323 That the Liatate of Illen Woodland be adjudgéd and decreed to have the use and

benefit of the cantinuous and wninterrupted flow of oﬁe«-fourth of »ll the wmters of Dry Hollow
;md M¥ople Creek‘s’ g‘n% t é&gtﬁ;xnd benefit of the tontinuous snd undnterrupted flow of one-Tift!
of 8ll the waters of uﬁ?}l&?ﬂﬁl’i‘ck and the use and benefit of the continuous and uninteriupic
2flgovw Qf ozr')xes-'sixth of all the wetors of Birch Creek flqw ing towsrds lbreh Velley, That said
water is used upon and appurticnant to Lovt‘ Né. 4 of seection 30, Township 11 South, Range 57 .
Boise Meridisn, and 5.1/2 of S5.k.1/4, and S.E.1/4 of 8.%.1/4, Section 25, Township 1l South,

" Range 36 Last B.M., contoininz 172.83 acfes, less 127 ascres convoyed to V. W. Woodland, Henry
Wakley and .T.J.Wal;:ley under doereo of the Probate Court, DBsnnock County, Idnhoj; also to 40
acres deeded to said estste by %. W. Woodlsnd, John J. Wakley and Henry Vokley; slso to the
tract of lsnd known as the Ellen Woodlend Desert Entry situated on said Birch Creek, contain-
ing 160 scres, sll of said londs being in said Bsnnock County, it being intended hereby to

cover all lends now owned by ssid estete as lrrigated from said strcams.

That defondant G&or;*e Vakley be adjudged snd decreed to have the use and benefit



