HKM’S FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SELECTED CLAIMS

Memorandum prior to
11/02/1980, the claimant states
“Lioyd Staliworthy has not used
water from Cedar Creek for at
least 16 years and has no place
to use the water.”

« \Water Right Transfer Application
No. 2435 denied by IDWR on
May 17, 1982. “The applicant
has not demonstrated that he is
the holder of the right in question
or that he is entitled to use the
water under the right.”

+ \Water master indicates that “his
records do not show Mr. Jensen
paying the assessment on this
water.” July 23, 1980

+ Notice of Claim to a Water Right
Acquired Under State Law
5/31/1989 for 100 acres irrigation
at 2.0 cfs and 0.07 cfs for
stockwater.,

« [DWR field exam April 6, 204 with
claimant. "Flooding over the past
seven years has cut Cedar Creek
s0 that # is substantially below
the ditch heading. No headgate
or measuring device present.”
“Does the parent right have a
POD? “No”. "Can the claimed
POD be verified using the water
right file? “Ng”. “Is there
evidence that there has been a
change in the POD? “No”.

ditch was out of use in 1987 and
1992 from Cedar Creek.

¢ The water is flowing in Cedar
Creek on 6-8-1987 NAPP aerial
photo 352-083. No water was
being diverted. The ditch was too
high to divert water from Cedar
Creek.

+ IDWR mapping includes dry land
farming above the ditch.

* The water supply in 1987 and
since comes from springs and not
Cedar Creek.

HKM Recommendation:
HKM identified 15 acres that are

irrigated from the springs and runoff
from the adjacent hill.

SWSW, Section 28 = 10 acres
SESE, Section 28 = 2 acres
NWNW, Section 33 = 3 acres
Total irrigated acres = 15 acres
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