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March 1, 2007 RECEIVED
4AR 0 5 2007
VIA US MAIL C MAR 0 5 2007
Monica Van Bussum g u)' PARL VENT OF
David R. Tuthill, Jr., P.E. ATER RESTRGES

Idaho Department of Water Resources
322 East Front St.

P.O. Box 83720

Boise, ID 83720-0098

Re: Recommendations for Pollards and Symes in Basin 67

Dear Monica:

Thank you for your call yesterday in response to my letter of February 26, 2007 inquiring
about the recommendations for water right nos. 67-14352, 67-14353, 67-14356 and 67-14357 in
the names of the Pollards and Symes. In my letter I expressed my concern about what I
perceived to be a mistake in the recommendations based on our discussion held on December 1,
2007. It was my understanding pursuant to the call received a few days after the December
meeting that the Department would recommend claim nos. 67-14356 and 67-14357 to be

allowed, and disallow claim nos. 67-14352 and 67-14353. The Department recommended the
opposite.

During the December 1, 2006 meeting 1 provided the Department information
demonstrating that the Weiser Irrigation District (“WID”) and my clients’ predecessors in
interest had always treated the water delivered to their properties as being under independent
ownership, beginning in the early 1930°s with a water carrying agreement between
Smith/Shoesmith and WID and continuing into the present, including litigation related to the fees
charged by the District for maintenance arising out of the water carrying agreement. The
Department’s recommendation that WID be granted competing water right on my clients’
property is of substantial concern to my clients, as those rights have never existed. The water
servicing those properties has always been independently owned. Your statement that the
Department determined to the leave the recommendation to the WID in place and allow
competing claims to go forward does not accurately represent the historical treatment of the
water rights on the properties at issue.



[ provided considerable information regarding the historical use of water on the subject
property including the aftidavits of Alba Einsphar and Violet Mathews indicating their memory
of historical water use on the property dating back to the late 1940°s, the 1932 water carrying
agreement between Smith/Shoesmith and the WID, and the 1975 water carrying agreement
between Green and WID. The 1975 water carrying agreement explicitly states that the lands
serviced, “seventy-eight acres situated within and being a portion of S1/2 SW1/4 and SW1/4
SE1/4 of Section 34, Township 11 North, Range 4 West of the Boise Meridian” are “seventy-
eight (78) acres of Land, located outside the external boundaries of the party of the first part[.]””"
The WID has never recognized the section 34 property of my clients as lands of the District, as is
evidenced by the deposition testimony of Jonathon ‘Jay’ Edwards, Secretary of the Weiser
Irrigation District taken in connection with the 1998 lawsuit commenced to establish the
maintenance charges owed by my clients’ predecessors in interest pursuant to the carrying
agreements. The Mediation Stipulation and Consent to Judgment issued on August 30, 1999
resolved the issue of “the fee to be paid to the Weiser Irrigation District for the transportation of
the Plaintiffs’ ....private water by the Weiser Irrigation District in the District’s canal known as
the Galloway Canal.”

On behalf of my clients, I am requesting that the Department amend its recommendations
made to the Symes and Pollards disallowing 67-14356 and 45-14357, and recommending the
WID competing right 67-2164G including lands owned by the claimants. There is no
supportable basis for requiring the Symes and Pollards to maintain a competing claim with the
WID on the lands claimed in 67-14356 and 67-14357 as the District has repeatedly disavowed
any interest in the section 34 lands. Further, 1 request that at the time of amending the
recommendations the Department adjust the priority dates to reflect the dates when Alba
Einsphar and Violet Mathews testified the section 34 ground went into irrigation. Please contact
me at your convenience to discuss this issue further.

Very truly yours,

BARKER ROSHOLT & SIMPSON LLP

Shelley M. Davis

Enc.

Cc: Ed and Sally Pollard
Greg and Renate Syme
Chris Bromley

"' have attached copies of the referenced affidavits, a copy of the 1975 Water Carrying Agreement, and excerpts of
the deposition testimony of Jay Edwards for your reference.
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO,

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHINGTON

VAUGHN W. KELLEY, an individual;
HENRY P. GREEN and ANN C. GREEN,
husband and wife; SMITH LAND. &
"LIVESTOCK CO., an Idaho

corporation; LON BAKER and JACK
BAKER, dba BAKER BROTHERS, an
Idaho general partnership; and
INSTITUTE CANAL COMPANY, an
Idaho corporation,

Plaintiffs,
vsS. ' .

WEISER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,

Defendant.
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DEPOSITION OF JONATHAN P. EDWARDS
TAKEN ON BEHALF OF THE PLAINTIFFS
AT WEISER, IDAHO

THURSDAY, MARCH 18, 19983

REPORTED BY:

ANGELA M. CODER, CSR NO. 635
Notary Public

SOUTHERN NORTHERN

@@u i 1-800-234-9611 1-800-879-1700

=y e BOISE, ID & POCATELLO, ID ® COEUR D’ALENE, 1D
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: 208-734-1700 503-881-1700 509-455-4515

Since 1970
Registered Professional Reporters
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besides the minutes, regular minutes and whatnot,
is work on various projects, including Lost

Valley Reservoir, putting all of this

information -— when we first started out here,
the taxing records were on a paper form. We then
placed all this on a computerized system. And at

the same time, then, started to do a reevaluation
of the district. The last time the district had
any assessment changes were around 1940, it
appears.

So, what was one of my first jobs was
the district bought a whole lot of —-—- or recent
set of aerial photographs of this area. And so,
we started mapping the district in, and then
identifying all the grounds that had been served
with Weilser Irrigation water.

0 And this evaluation, when did that
start?

A Spring of 792.

Q And so 1f I understand your testimony,
between about 1940 and 1992, there hadn’t been
any evaluations done during that period of time?

A That’s correct. What it appears, at
least what T could tell, is there were splits of

property that, you know, there would be separate

10
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tax notices sent out. But basically, from what I
could tell, was that there had not been any
additional acreage changes.

I think there were just two minor

changes, I'm aware of, were Dan Smith and Henry

Green. Their properties were visited in the
*70s, and —-- about their water situation, and
their acreage was added on at that time. But

since then there have been no other changes, Jjust
bookkeeping.

o] How did you come about becoming the
district secretary?

A We were asked by the district board and
interested farmers. I have a background and I
have a college degree in geology and soils and

hydrology and all this sort of stuff.

We had an office. We were, at the
time, doing the computer —-—- we had worked with
the Weiser labor pool. That’s the hiring and the

firing of the Mexican field labor, and we did all
of their payroll and W-2s, and so we —-— you know,
we were a part of the agricultural community at
that time.

And we were just approached to take

over the district. And we talked around with
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some various people, particularly like Ira
Burton. He thought it had been a wonderful idea
that we take it over, so we did.

Q And is one of your functions as
secretary, do you actually do the assessments for
the land within the district, or is that done by
the board?

A What we have done is, in the past there
were several different assessments by area. And
when we took it over, 1t was decided by the board
at that time to assess every acre as having the
same beneficial use. And what my purposebwas,
was to identify the number of irrigated acres on
these different farms.

Q Is that -- I'm sorry. Go ahead.

A So, basically, 1t was identifying, ves,
this field maybe back in 1930 or 1940 it was
being irrigated, say, 40 acres. And now the
field, the farmer has gone in and leveled it, or
maybe he’s put sprinklers on it, and now the
field 1s 47 acres.

My purpose was to identify the total
ground which was being —-- received benefit of the
Weiser Irrigation water, and then we amended

their tax notices to that effect.
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0 All right. And just for clarification
purposes, and I notice we’re going to talk about
this later, when I’'m talking about assessments,
I'm talking about members within the district
versus our clients who are outside of the
district?

A Right.

Q But I have noticed in some of the
documentation, as far as my clients, what I
generally call the contract holders, even though
they’re not all contract holders, in some of the
correspondence, there is discussion about
assessing their lands.

A Right.

0 Can you tell me just in a general
sense, when you’re talking about people outside
of the district, are you actually assessing their
lands?

A I think the term —-- well, the way I use
it is that land which was receiving water from
the irrigation district, there’s a duty to pay a
certain amount of money. And I use the term
"assessment' for that.

0 All right. So land receiving water has

a duty to pay for the delivery of that water or

13
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for the use of that water; what’s the determining
factor there?

A It was just my term that I used that
mainly just do the delivery, whose ever water or
district water. There’s water which is going to
this place that is being transported down the
Galloway Canal, and it was my —-— 1it’s my own
terminology, that assessment is the dollar amount
that would, you know, was that proportional share
of the district’s budget to deliver that water.

Q And in a minute here I’'m going to talk
about some of those particulars about how you
came up with that calculation. But before we get
there, what I want to know 1s, when you were
doing this evaluation, how many acres did vou
come up with, and let’s talk about in the
district and outside the district, that were
receiving beneficial use of the water?

MR. WALKER: Are ?ou speaking there
just within the district boundaries or receiving
water as a benefit from the canal?

MR. TALBOY: What I want to know 1is,
let’s just divide that up between the district
members and nondistrict members, and then we can

talk about the canal 1in a minute.

14
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THE WITNESS: OCkay. These are the
figures that I came up with were, for the record,
what, 9,648.58 acres, which were assessed. That
lot, that property, lay within the Weiser
Irrigation District.

BY MR. TALBOY:

Q Boundaries?

A Yes. We had 2,170.43 under contract.
And then we had close to 942 acres which were
unexplained.

Q Did you ever explain those?

A Yes. Some of this ground is under the
previous lawsuit that we had with Saito and all
of those various bunches of little pieces of
property that intermingled back and forth.

0 Of that 942 acres, did you ever do any
calculations as to whether of that 942 acres how
many of those acres were within the district
versus outside of the district?

A No, I did not.

0 And when did you prepare this, Jay?

A In ’'"96.

MR. WALXER: Let me just help you out a
little bit. You did them on an individual basis

that gave rise to the total?
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THE WITNESS: Correct.

MR. WALKER: In other words, the total
942. So 1f you went down to each land owner,
eventually we could chase it down.

THE WITNESS: Right, we could do that.

MR. TALBOY: And I understand that;
okavy. That’'s great.

BY MR. TALBOY:

0] So you have a total acres furnished
water by the Welser Irrigation District of
12,76171.017

A That’s my best guess.

Q All right. And this was prepared in
1996, did you say?

A That'’'s correct.

MR. TALBOY: Why don’t we go ahead, and
we will mark this one, or identify this one, as
Exhibit A. Can we go off the record for just a
second.

(A discussion was held off the record.)
BY MR. TALBOY:

0 Just kind of by way of background
information, in 1992 you started this
evaluation. And then you have shown me what

we're going to identify as Deposition Exhibit
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things here before we get too kind of lost in
this whole thing.

I'm going to hand you this document
there, which you have previously identified as
the notes from your evaluation; 1s that correct?

A That’s correct.

MR. TALBOY: Why don’t we go ahead and
mark that as D2. This one will be D1.

MR. WALKER: I thought you marked that
as —-—

MR. TALBOY: I'm going backwards. I
apologize. I haven'’t gotten there yet.

(Whereupon, Exhibit No. D1 was marked
for identification.)

BY MR. TALBOY:

0 Now, I’'m going to hand you that
document. Could you identify that for the
record, please.

A This is a summary of contract water
holders, with the contract water holders, what
water they do own.

MR. TALBOY: Why don’t we go ahead and
mark that as D2.

(Whereupon, Exhibit No. D2 was marked

for identification.)

24
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MR. TALBOY: Randall, do vyou want to
take look at that?

MR. FREDRICKS: Yeah, so I can identify
it, at least.

THE WITNESS: There was field
investigation for two places in those contracts,
I should tell you about, if you need to know.

BY MR. TALBOY:

0 All right. Why don’t you explain that
for me. What are you talking about, field what?

A Field investigations.

0 Uh—-huh. And tell me what that is.

A That is a field trip by myself and A.G.
Salfen. We went —-— the first area was the
Institute Canal to investigate where the water
went to. The districts kind of merge in and out
with each other along the points. So we wanted
to be fairly certain where the distribution of
the water went to.

At that time is when we discovered
there was another hundred-some acres outside the
Institute Canal, which is receiving water from
the Weiser Irrigation District through the
Institute Canal distribution system, which is

more particularly the Cheney place and Wayne
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is there anything out there vou can point to?
I'm not trying to trick vyou. I just want to
know.

A It’s the fair thing to do. And I think
that’s the guiding principle behind it is,
everybody benefits in the use of the water,
everybody should pay a fair share.

0 Okay . And I guess what I’'m getting at
is, I mean I can understand that philosophy if
we're all members of the district.

A Correct.

0 And that’s why we form districts, and

that’s why we share the costs so that the person

at mile whatever pays the same as mile whatever

later down the canal.

A Right.

0 And I understand that. But what I’'m
trying to focus on here is, what basis —-- if you
don’t know, if there’s nothing out there, that’s
fine. But what I want to know is, I mean, these
people, my clients, are not district members; we
agreed to that?

A Correct.

0 And because they’re not district

members, that same principle as it applies to
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district members does not apply to my clients; 1is
that a yes?

A Yes.

o) Just simply because they’re not members
of the district?

A Yeah, right. They have no voting
power, basically it would be. And they have the
same privileges as everybody in the district,
except they have no vote.

0 Right. And so what happens 1is
districts are empowered by contract or empowered
but statute to enter into contracts with these
people who are outside of the district?

A Correct.

0 And that controls the rights and
obligations between the parties?

A Right, right. From our prior lawsuit
with the Saitos, and the Judge pretty much said
that we’re not required to deliver water outside
the district; okay? That was one of the premises
we're working on.

Okay. Now, all this stuff had been
ignored for years. Nobody really knew ——- you
know, all the people kept saying, well —-- as an

example, I will say the Smiths. They said, well,
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minute.

A sSure.

Q We will kind of go through the same
kind of gquestions. Do you know whether the
Greens, do they have any other rights? I mean,
and let'’s explain that. I mean, do they have any
wells or any other river rights or anything other
than the water that’s coming down the Galloway
ditch that you know of?

A No, I don’t think so.

0 You don’t think that they do?

A Well, I don’t think they have any other
rights, is all I'm trying to say here.

0 Is that one that you actually went out
and looked at or not?

A Yes. We looked at that several
different times.

0 And do you know what the total acreage
is that they are irrigating?

A Yes. 267 .

MR. WALKER: Now, who 1is this?

THE WITNESS: For Henry Green. That
figure might be 25 acres high, because the table
I'm using is ——- I think he has sold 25 acres to

Greg Syme, I believe, so I'm probably 25 acres
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high with that figure I just told you.

MR. FREDRICKS: Let me clarify
something on this. There was 78 acres that was
not under the contract, which, I think, is
included in that figure; right?

THE WITNESS: Right, veah. There’s 189
acres underneath the Shoesmith contract. In 1974
the district met out there, and Henry Green has a
separate contract for 78 acres which he pays full
assessment for.

BY MR. TALBOY:

0 And he did that in 19747

A Correct. And I believe out of that 78
acres, he has sold 25 of that toc Greg Syme.

o) So i1f we run our math here —-

A I made a mistake here. I believe that
the Shoesmith people had a total of 25 inches of
adjudicated water in Muir, versus Allison,
M—-U-I-R, versus Allison decree. So they do have,
in combination with Smith, a small amount of
water.

Q So, like I said, I was trying to do
some math here. And 1f we assume for a minute
that this 25 acres is gone, and we take out the

78 acres, which he is paying a full assessment

817
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M & M COURT REPORTING SERVICE, INC.
421 WEST FRANKLIN STREET
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BOISE, IDAHO 83701-2636
208-345-9611

KELLEY, ET AL V.
Plaintiff(s),
Case No. CV-98-00496 (Washington)
M &M FILE NO: ANBO248

WEISER IRRIGATION DISTRICT
Defendant(s).

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT PURSUANT TO:

IDAHO RULE 30(f)(3) NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF TRANSCRIPT
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THE FOLLOWING TRANSCRIPTS WERE COMPLETED, DELIVERED AND/OR MAILED:

JONATHAN P. EDWARDS
03/23/99

THE ORIGINAL DEPOSITION IS IN THE POSSESSION OF:

Ellsworth, Kallas & Talboy
Robert W. Talboy

2402 West Jefferson

Boise, Idaho 83702

COPIES SENT TO: NOTIFICATION TO:
Mr. Lary C. Walker Washington County Clerk




12/11/2006
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATION OF WATER RIGHTS ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW

RIGHT NUMBER: 67-14352

NAME AND ADDRESS: GREGORY C SYME
1255 W 6TH ST
WEISER ID 83672

RENATE SYME
1255 W 6TH ST
WEISER ID 83672

SOURCE : WEISER RIVER TRIBUTARY: SNAKE RIVER
QUANTITY: 0.550 CFS
PRIORITY DATE: 09/03/1954

POINT OF DIVERSION:

T11N RO4W S35 SWNENE Within WASHINGTON County

PURPOSE AND
PERIOD OF USE:

PURPOSE OF USE PERIOD OF USE QUANTITY
IRRIGATION 03/01 11/15 0.550 CFS
PLACE OF USE: IRRIGATION in WASHINGTON County
T11N RO4W S34 SESW 5.50 T11N RO4W S34 NWSE 5.00
T11N RO4W S34 SWSE 17.00

27.5 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 or 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), Idaho
Code.

EXPLANATORY MATERIAL: BASIS OF CLAIM - Beneficial Use



Page 1

IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
Adjudication Recommendation Report 67-14352 V1

12/11/2006

WATER RIGHT NUMBER: 67-14352 V1

Owner Type
Original Owner

Original Owner

Current Owner

Current Owner

Priority Date:  09/03/1954

Name and Address

ANN C GREEN

2117 WEISER RIVER RD
WEISER, ID 83672
(208)549-2733

HENRY P GREEN

2117 WEISER RIVER RD
WEISER, ID 83672
(208)549-2733

GREGORY C SYME
1255 W 6TH ST
WEISER, ID 83672
(208)549-0774

RENATE SYME
1255 W 6TH ST
WEISER, ID 83672
(208)549-0774

Basis: Beneficial Use

Status: Active

Source Tributary

WEISER RIVER SNAKE RIVER

Beneficial Use From To Diversion Rate

IRRIGATION 03/01 to 11/15 0.550 CFS
Total Diversion: 0.550 CFS

Location of Poini(s) of Diversion

WEISER RIVER

SW1/4NE1/4NE1/4

WASHINGTON County

Place of Use
IRRIGATION

Twp Rge Sec

11N 04W 34

Total Acres: 27.5

Conditions of Approval:

| N
| NE | NW |
|
|

E |
SW | El E|NW]SW]| SE | NE | NW]SW ]

Annual Volume

Twp 11N, Rge 04W, B.M.

| SE |

| NE | NW | SW | SE | Totals

[ 50 170 | 275
| I
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
Adjudication Recommendation Report 67-14352 V1

1. C18 This partial decree is subject to such general provisions necessary for the definition of the rights or 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), idaho Code.

Remarks:

Comments:

1. mvanbussum  3/9/2006  Storage Water
Comment: It appears this claim is for Crane Creek storage water per 1975 agreement between Green and WID in claim
file 67-14352. This shouid be recommended under Crane Creek claims, so recommend this as disallowed.

2. mvanbussum  4/26/2006 copied from remarks
Comment: This claim is the result of a split due to change in ownership for a portion of 67-11027. DH 7/24/2002

3. mvanbussum  4/26/2006 copied from remarks
Comment: Split claim amended per claimant inquiry & review of claim. DH 6/27/2003

4. mvanbussum  12/11/2006 NOE
Comment: Per NOE process, we are recommending this claim as a private water right from the Galloway Canal. See
note in file dated 12-7-2006.

5. mvanbussum  12/11/2006 POU

Comment: POU recommended according to claim map. NESE was claimed in error and should have been claimed as
NWSE.

Dates and Other Information:

Decreed Date:

Enlargement Use Priority Date:

Enlargement Statute Priority Date:

Defendant:

Plaintiff:

Civil Case Number:

Judicial District:

Notice of Error Flag:

State or Federal: S

Owner Name Connector:  OR

Water District Number:

Generic Max Rate Per Acre:

Generic Max Volume Per Acre:

Swan Falls Trust or Nontrust:

Swan Falls Dismissed:

DLE Act Number:

Carey Act Number:

Mitigation Plan: False
Combined Use Limits:

Element Reviewed/Verified Dates:

Element Last Reviewed Date Reviewer Last Verified Date  Verifier Status
Contacts 4/26/2006 10:33:59 AM  mvanbussum Active
Summary 04/26/2006 mvanbussum  Active
Contacts 12/11/2006 12:04:09 PM mvanbussum Active
Priority Date 12/11/2006 12:04:34 PM mvanbussum Active
POD 12/11/2006 12:05:56 PM mvanbussum Active

Source 12/11/2006 12:09:29 PM mvanbussum Active



Page 3 12/11/2006

IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
Adjudication Recommendation Report 67-14352 V1

POU 12/11/2006 12:09:52 PM mvanbussum Active
Use 12/11/2006 12:18:31 PM mvanbussum Active
Season 12/11/2006 12:19:10 PM mvanbussum Active
Quantity 12/11/2006 12:20:23 PM mvanbussum Active
Summary 12/11/2006 mvanbussum  Active

Verification Log:

Element Date Time Stamp Reviewer Log text

POU 12/11/2006 12:13:24 PM  mvanbussum Updated shape for Active POU

POU 12/11/2006 12:17:16 PM  mvanbussum Updated PLS for Active POU

POD 12/11/2006 12:08:55 PM  mvanbussum Updated shape

Source 12/11/2006 12:09:28 PM mvanbussum {No) 1. Is the basis of claim Decree or License?
{No) 2. Is the basis of claim an Application or
Permit?

(No) 6. Is the basis of claim a Posted Notice?
(No) 7. Is there evidence that there has been a
change in the source?

(Yes) 10. Does the file contain all the necessary
information to verify the source?

(No) 11. Is a Source remark and/or condition

required?
Description for Question 10 - Imagery.

POU 12/11/2006 12:09:51 PM  mvanbussum (No) 1. Is the basis of this claim a Decree or
License?

(Yes) 2b. Is the POU required?

(No) 3. Is the basis of claim a Application or
Permit?

(No) 7. Is there evidence that there has been a
change in the POU?

(Yes) 13. Does the file contain all the necessary
information to verify the POU?

(No) 14. Is a POU remark and/or condition
required?

Description for Question 13 - Imagery and
claimant correspondence.

POU 12/11/2006 12:13:38 PM mvanbussum Updated PLS for Active POU

Contacts 12/11/2006 12:04:08 PM  mvanbussum (No) 1. Do you want to schedule an
appointment?

Comment for 1: Desktop review.
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General

POD

POU

Use

Season

12/11/2006

IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
Adjudication Recommendation Report 67-14352 V1

12/11/2006 12:04:33 PM mvanbussum (No) 1. Should this water use have been
included in a later court decree of the water rights
from this source?

(No) 4. Is the basis of claim decree or license?
(No) 7. Is the basis of claim a Application or
Permit?

(No) 8. Is the basis of claim a posted notice?
(No) 9. Is the Priority Date of this water use after
the date a permit is required for the source and
the water use?

(Yes) 12. Does the claim file contain sufficient
evidence of Priority Date?

(Yes) 15. Is the basis of claim coded correctly?
(No) 16. Is a Priority Date remark and/or
condition required?

Description for Question 12/13 - Receipt for
installation of pump from Galloway Canal.

12/11/2006 12:05:55 PM  mvanbussum (No) 1. Is the basis of this claim a Decree or
License?
(No) 2. Is the basis of this claim a Application or
Permit?
(No) 6. Is there evidence that there has been a
change in the POD?
(Yes) 9. Does the file contain all the necessary
information to verify the POD?
(No) 10. Is a POD remark and/or condition
required?

12/11/2006 12:17:05 PM  mvanbussum Updated shape for Active POU

12/11/2006 12:18:30 PM mvanbussum (No) 1. s the basis of this claim a Decree or
License?
(No) 2. Is the basis of this claim a Application or
Permit?
(No) 6. Is there evidence that there has been a
change in the Purpose of Use?
(Yes) 11. Does the file contain all the necessary
information to verify the Water Use?
(No) 13. Is a Purpose of Use remark and/or
condition required?
Description for Question 10,11,12 - imagery
verified purpose of use.

12/11/2006 12:19:09 PM  mvanbussum (No) 1. Is the basis of claim Decree or License?
(No) 2. Is the basis of claim a Application or
Permit?

(No) 6. Is there evidence that there has been a
change in the Period of Use?

(Yes) 12. Does the file contain all the necessary
information to verify the Period of Use?

(No) 13. Is the basis of claim a decree, license,
or a transferred beneficial use right that has had
the Period of Use administrativly determined?
(Yes) 15. Is irrigation claimed as a Purpose of
Use?

(No) 18. s a Period of Use remark and/or
condition required?
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Quantity

Summary

Contacts

Summary

Water Supply Bank:

12/11/2006
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
Adjudication Recommendation Report 67-14352 V1
12/11/2006 12:20:21 PM  mvanbussum (No) 1. Is the basis of this claim a Decree or
License?
(No) 2. Is the basis of this claim a Application or
Permit?

(No) 6. Is the basis of claim a posted notice?
(No) 7. Is a flow measurement required?

(No) 9. Is the source Groundwater and does the
purpose of use require a diversion volume limit?
(No) 11. Has a diversion volume limit been
established by a decree, license or transfer for
this water use?

(No) 12. Is a Quantity remark or condition
required?

Description for Question 7 - Flow data provided
by Weiser lrrigation District of Galloway Canal
capacity provide flow measurement information.

12/11/2006 12:21:08 PM  mvanbussum (No) 1. Is the basis of this claim a Decree,
License, Permit, Application or Posted Notice?
(Yes) 3. Is the water being used for all of the
purposes claimed and to the extent claimed?
(No) 5. Does this right have any combined use
limits with other rights?

(No) 6. Is an additional remark and/or condition
required?

(Yes) 7. Would you like to view the
recommended right?

(Yes) 8. Is this a split or combined right?

(No) 9. Do you have documents you would like {o
attach or link to the file?

(Yes) 10. Would you like to set the verification
date?

4/26/2006 10:33:40 AM mvanbussum (No) 1. Do you want to schedule an
appointment?

Comment for 1. Desktop review.

4/26/2006 10:35:30 AM mvanbussum (No) 1. Is the basis of this claim a Decree,
License, Permit, Application or Posted Notice?
(No) 3. Is the water being used for all of the
purposes claimed and to the extent claimed?
(No) 4. Is any portion of the claim be
recommended?

(Yes) 6. Is an additional remark and/or condition
required?

(Yes) 7. Wouid you like to view the
recommended right?

(Yes) 8. Is this a split or combined right?

(No) 9. Do you have documents you would like to
attach or fink to the file?

(Yes) 10. Would you like to set the verification
date?



MEMORANDUM
TO: File
FROM: Monica Van Bussum
DATE: December 7, 2006
RE: Determination of private water rights from Galloway Canal

The first task of this memo is to summarize my current understanding of the basis of
SRBA claims for private water from Galloway Canal. The second task is to make a
recommendation regarding the handling of SRBA claim 67-14353. This memo assumes
some passing familiarity with the Smith/Shoesmith agreement with Weiser Irrigation
District (WID) of 1932 and other agreements for private water from Galloway Canal.
Please reference my memo of December 2005 for a synopsis of these agreements.

67-2164A4 (Smith Land & Livestock) and 67-2164B (Ed Pollard)

These claims are based on a license granted to 1da Shoesmith and Polly Smith in 1933
using the Galloway Canal. This license predates the WID license 67-2169G for water off
the Galloway Canal. Both claims are recommended based not only on the license, but on
the 1932 WID agreement with Smith/Shoesmith. The 1932 Smith/Shoesmith agreement
stated Smith/Shoesmith had 320 irrigable acres and could utilize up to 600 inches of
water carried in the Galloway Canal. This water had been previously carried in the
Smith/Shoesmith canal but, when WID extended the POD of the Galloway Canal to its
current location, this agreement was signed to allow Smith/Shoesmith to carry their
private water through the Galloway Canal. License is for 299 acres and 5.98 cfs.
Combined recommended acreage is 275 acres and 5.50 cfs.

67-14444 (Smith) and 67-14445 (Ed Pollard)

The purpose of these claims was to improve upon license 67-7165 based on the
Smith/Shoesmith contract with WID. 67-7165 was licensed for 72 acres and 0.62 cfs.
Combined recommended acreage for 67-14444 and 67-14445 is 117 acres and 2.34 cfs.
67-7165 was for private water from the Galloway Canal. Recommended priority date is
one day after license 67-2164.

67-14355 (Green) and 67-14357 (Pollard)

These claims were disallowed because they were duplicates of the claimants® 67-2169
splits. The Smith/Shoesmith agreement did not mention the license or permit WID held
for water from the Galloway Canal, so any rights appurtenant to the Smith/Shoesmith
agreement are considered private rights and not affiliated with WID’s license.

67-14352 (Syme) and 67-14353 (Ed Pollard)



These claims were originally thought to be storage water; we now believe them to be for
live, private water from the Galloway Canal. They appear to be enlargements to again
improve upon license 67-2164 and more fully claim private water from Galloway Canal
granted to Smith/Shoesmith 1932 agreement. The claimants have stated they started
pumping from the Galloway Canal after the WID license was granted and have provided
invoices for the installation of power to the pumps. There are two apparent questions at
this point that need to be answered in this review of the recommendations:

1. Did the Smith/Shoesmith agreement in any way limit the acreage that could be
irrigated with the 600 inches?

2. Isit possible to establish a private water right from the Galloway Canal after WID
was granted license 67-2169 on 12-18-1936?

Did the Smith/Shoesmith agreement in any way limit the acreage that could be irrigated
with the 600 inches?

The Smith/Shoesmith agreement did state the combined ownership of the parties was 320
irrigable acres, but they were allotted 600 inches of water. 600 inches is far above the
standard current usage on 320 acres. The department standard is to use 1 miner’s inch of
water per acre. 320 acres at 1 inch per acre would be 6.4 cfs.

If we combined all the recommendations among Smith Land & Livestock, Dan Smith and
Ed Pollard from the Galloway Canal as they stand today, the combined cfs is 7.84 (392
inches) and acreage is 392. 392 acres is well above the 320 acres mentioned in the
Smith/Shoesmith agreement. Clearly, we read the contract to mean that, in return for
giving up land to allow WID to enlarge the Smith/Shoesmith canal, Smith and Shoesmith
were given the right to no more than 600" of water during the irrigation season.
Paragraph (f) states that "the water which [WID] is to so transport . . . shall be the waters
of [Smith and Shoesmith]...."

Given our understanding, there is more water available under the contract (208 inches, or
4.16 cfs). It is possible to have a beneficial use right in an irrigation canal provided the
water is unappropriated. We would not recommend a priority date the day after 67-2164
in this case because the right was not established until 1954 with the installation of the
sprinkler system and pump. WID filed a beneficial use claim for water from the
Galloway Canal under 67-14621 with a priority date of 4/15/1957. Invoices provided by
Ed Pollard and his attorney for the installation of sprinklers and pump date from 1954,
which predates the WID beneficial use claim and we would consider the water as
unappropriated before 1957.

Is it possible to establish a private water right from the Galloway Canal after WID was
granted license 67-2169 on 12-18-19367

The Smiths were granted license 67-7165 in 1973, well after WID license 67-2169. WID
did not object to the license at that time and the Smiths established a private water right



from Galloway Canal nearly 40 years after 67-2169 and 16 years after WID’s beneficial
use right 67-14621. No rights could be established after the SRBA is completed because
at this point we consider the Galloway Canal fully appropriated. However, this does
open up the option for folks who have been pumping off the Galloway Canal since before
1957 to establish private beneficial use rights from the Galloway Canal.

Conclusion

From the answers to the above questions, it would appear we can recommend 67-14352
and 67-14353 as private water rights from Galloway Canal. Should we recommend 67-
14352 and 67-14353, we would have to reduce the recommendation for WID beneficial
use claim 67-14621 by approximately 4 cfs, from 28.18 cfs to around 24 cfs.



MEMORANDUM

TO: File

FROM: Monica Van Bussum

DATE: December 2005

RE: 1932-1999 Contracts and Agreements between Weiser Irrigation District (WID) and
individuals using water from Galloway Canal

1932

First part: WID
Second part: Ida M. Shoesmith and Polly A. Smith

Synopsis:

Second parties own an irrigation canal (Smith/Shoesmith ditch) to irrigate their
lands, approximately 320 acres.
WID wants to take possession of Smith/Shoesmith ditch and enlarge it to serve
their irrigation needs.
WID is granted right to widen and build ditch to the capacity “as in the judgment
of first party is necessary to put said ditch in proper condition to carry all of the
water first party will need...and in addition thereto to carry therein water needed
by second parties for the irrigation of their present lands, said amount, however,
which is to be carried for second parties shall not exceed 600 miners inches.”

o WID will carry Smith/Shoesmith pre-existing water right (from pre-

existing ditch) in an amount not to exceed 600 inches.

“First party...will enter the present old canal of the first party all irrigation waters
of second party, as second parties may desire same, for the irrigation of their
present lands, being about 320 acres of irrigable lands, said amount, however,
shall not amount to more than 600 miners inches.”

o Reiterates previous paragraph, but includes number of acres of irrigable

land. So, are Smith/Shoesmith limited to 600 inches or 320 acres?

“Ida M. Shoesmith shall have the right to install in the canal of the first party at
the point covered by the present contract between the District and said Shoesmith
governing the erection of such water wheel, a water wheel of size and dimension
covered by said present contract. Same shall be so installed in the first place and
thereafter to be so maintained by second parties that the works of the first party
shall not be endangered and the flow of water in said canal shall not be impeded.
Said wheel shall be used for pumping water not to exceed 25 inches on to some
high lands of second party and to run a small dynamo for creating electric energy
to light the Shoesmith home and run farm machinery on the Shoesmith place.
The right to use such electric energy generated shall be limited to the present
Shoesmith place. J Said Shoesmith shall have the right to transport through the
canal of first party down to the point where said wheel is erected, such 25 miners
inches of water for irrigating such high lands of said Shoesmith.”



1974

o Shoesmith can build a water wheel to divert 25 inches for irrigation of
high lands and can use the wheel to run a small dynamo for generating
power.

“It is expressly agreed that the water which first party is to so transport through its
said canal...shall be the waters of the said second parties.”

o The 600 miners inches shall be Smith/Shoesmith water and not WID
water.

“...in the event that at any future time the party of the first part refuses to
transport water to parties of the second part as hereinbefore agreed, then, and in
that event, all rights of party of the first part in and to the Smith-Shoesmith ditch
or canal as enlarged under the terms of this agreement shall cease and the
exclusive right to possession and control of said ditch or canal shall be again
vested in parties of the second part.”

o If WID does not comply with this agreement, all their rights to the
Smith/Shoesmith ditch or what became the extended Galloway Canal on
that property cease to exist.

Letter to Clyde Smith from WID (only have first page)

Synopsis:

1975

WID investigated water used on property and found “that your predecessor in
interest had considerably less land under irrigation on November 22, 1932, than is
now being irrigated.”
WID set forth amount of land owned by Smith/Shoesmith (divided among three
current land ownerships) and also additional acreage over the land in the contract.
o Henry Green 160 acres
o Claude Smith 80 acres
o Clyde Smith (Dan Smith’s dad) 80 acres
“The District recognizes the privilege given under the Agreement of November
22,1932

o If WID recognizes contract, should by default recognize similar contracts.

Water Carrying Agreement between WID and Clyde Smith

First part: WID
Second part: Clyde Smith

Relates only to storage water in Crane Creek Reservoir

1932

JS’farzy.- WID
2" party: Eva E. & William Muir and John Baker
3 party: Washington County, Idaho



Synopsis:

1977

Washington County sold lands to John Baker & Eva Muir on 28 Feb 1931

WID desired to build irrigation canal across lands

Muir & Baker & Washington County “do hereby convey and contract to convey
to first party a right of way for the purpose of building, constructing, operating 7
maintaining said irrigation canal along...”

WID “agrees to pay in cash $250.00, $200.00 of this to be paid to Washington
County to apply on the purchase price due from 2nd parties to the 3 party for said
lands, the other $50.00 to be paid to the second parties.”

“As a part of the consideration for this conveyance first party hereby grants to
second parties the right to construct on said canal and right of way hereby
conveyed by second parties and third party for first party one water wheel to be
used in lifting water from said canal for the purpose of irrigation the lands of the
second parties, and one small wheel to be used for the purpose of generating
power. These two wheels are to be constructed at points on said canal within the
right of way hereby conveyed, and are to be constructed by the second parties in
the first place, and are to be thereafter maintained in such manner as will not
impead (sic) the flow of water in said canal, or injure in any manner said ditch, or
the banks thereof, and are to be so constructed as not to permit the accumulation
of debris, moss etc., in said canal...”

o Reviewer’s note: So it appears Baker/Muir are building a couple of
wheels off the ditch and are responsible for building/maintaining, but this
is part of the consideration for the conveyance. In other words, it seems
the permission to build the wheels was given by WID as part of the
reimbursement to Muir/Baker for letting WID build on their lands.
Evidence in favor of individual claim.

“As part of the consideration for this conveyance, second parties are to be
permitted to take and carry through said canal their private irrigation water for the
irrigation of their lands through which this right of way hereby conveyed, runs.
However, it is expressly contracted and agreed that the first parties are not to
furnish any irrigation water to, or for, the irrigation of said lands.”

o Again, appears evidence for individual claim. Muir/Baker could take pre-
existing individual water from ditch, using ditch as delivery system, but
could not take water from WID’s flow. But there is no decreed water on

Baker land. Sent letter to Baker 12/09 asking for proof of existing canal in
1930s.

Injunction against Baker Brothers

Injunction WID b. Lon K. Baker and Jack K. Baker, d/b/a Baker Brothers

“It is hereby ordered, adjudged and decreed, that the defendants, their heirs,
successors in interest and assigns be, and they are, hereby forever enjoined from
appropriating or diverting any storage water or adjudicated water belonging to the
plaintiff from the said Galloway ditch for use upon the defendants’ lands situate
(sic) in the County of Washington...(goes on to describe lands).”



1939

o Note this says no storage or adjudicated water belonging to WID.
Investigate further. Bakers, according to 1932 agreement and supported
here, although not explicitly, were allowed to pull their own water from
the canal.

“Provided however, that the defendants, and each of them, their heirs, successors
and assigns, are not restrained or enjoined from appropriating and diverting flood
waters from the said Galloway Ditch for use upon the above described lands in
times of freshet when the flow of the Weiser River and its tributaries is so
abundant that it exceeds the quantity of water necessary to satisfy all adjudicated
rights in the Weiser and its tributaries.”

o So, the Baker Bros can appropriate flood water from the Galloway Ditch
when flow of Weiser is above adjudicated rights.

“The defendants are not restrained nor enjoined from diverting from the Galloway
Ditch storage water owned by the defendants and released upon the defendants’
order from Crane Creek reservoir...”

o Baker Bros have storage water and can take it from the Galloway.

WID v. Wood complaint

Plaintiff: WID
Defendant: T.C. Wood, Water Master of Water District No. 41

WID says:

Decree was entered on 11 May 1928 and decree “is now in full force and effect
and has never been annulled, vacated or set aside, and this plaintiff does hereby
accept said decree...”
“That by said decree aforesaid, the duty of water was fixed at 5/8 inch to the acre
with a high duty of water during periods of scarcity of 3/8 inch to the acre.”

o Just a side note, 3/8 low water curtailment was overturned by the court

before this complaint.

That under the decree, WID go the following amounts of water:

o No. 1, 5-1-1868, 100 inches

"o No. 27, 8-29-1883, 1500 inches

o No. 43, 5-1-1887, 250 inches

o No. 47,5-1-1888, 250 inches

o No. 52, 5-1-1889, 300 inches
All lands within WID are within Water District No. 41.
Since decree, farming practices in WID have changed. Before, principal crops
were hay and grain and 5/8 inch and 3/8 inch were sufficient for raising hay and
grain. In 1939, “the best paying and the largest crops raised on said lands” were
sugar beets and late potatoes and these crops required a large amount of water late
in the season, so WID lands required “a great deal more water than under the
conditions as they existed at the time said decree was so rendered.”
Since ditch is so long and “for many miles the ditch is all of side hill
construction,” ditch loss is in excess of 25% “of the amount of water turned into



1939
WID v.

1941

the canal at the point where same is taken out of the Weiser River, with the result
that the amount of water adjudicated to the lands in the Weiser Irrigation District
under the decree does not supply to the lands for actual use thereon the quantity of
water to which said lands are entitled under the duty water as fixed by the
decree.”

WID applied for what became license 67-2169 in 1936 for 120 cfs of Weiser
River water for lands within and without WID “which were then being irrigated
by and out of the works of the WID. License was issued in January 1939 for 120
cfs.

NOTE: Here missing a page. Subtitle X. Was reprinted in WID v. Wood decree.
WID is asking the court to decree the 120 cfs as “supplemental water rights
belonging to the WID, in addition to the water rights awarded and adjudicated to”
WID.

Essentially, it looks like WID is trying to get the court to decree their license.
Wood decree
Wood didn’t appear at hearing.

Court decreed 67-2169 based on WID complaint and failure of Wood or anyone
else to supply contradictory evidence.

WID contract with Breshears

First part: WID
Second part: A. Arthur Breshears and Eva C. Breshears

Breshears are “desirous of obtaining land and supplemental water from the Crane
Creek reservoir for irrigation of said tract of land, and if same is obtained it will
be necessary that said water, and in fact, all of the water to be used in irrigating
the said lands, excepting the water used from Manns Creek, shall be transported
from the Weiser River to said lands throughout the irrigation canal of the party of
the first part.”

Breshears pays WID $600.00 for WID to convey 200 ac-ft of Crane Creek
primary storage rights.

“And in consideration of said sum above set forth, the party of the first part does
hereby sell and grant to the parties of the second part an interest in said water
permit license No 18425 (sic) hereinbefore referred to, sufficient to give to the
parties of the second part one hundred (100) miners inches of said water right and
which water right is from the flood waters of the Weiser River, and does hereby
also grant and convey to the parties of the second part the perpetual right to
transport through the irrigation canal of the party of the first part annually, said
one hundred (100) miners inches of flood water and said storage water which the
party of the first part hereby agrees to have Frank D. Ryan convey to the parties
of the second part.”



o WID sells and grants 100 inches flood water to Breshears. Therefore,
successors in interest should be 100 inches flood water off of license 67-
2169. Danielle Favreau is recommending it as 67-2169A for Kerner. This
works out to about 1 in. to the acre.

1941
WID contract with Annie Kelley

First part: WID
Second part: Annie Kelley

e Annie Kelley wanted late season and supplemental water.

e Kelley paid WID $300 and WID will deliver 100 ac-ft of Crane Creek primary
storage water.

e “And in consideration of said sum above set forth, the party of the first part does
hereby sell and grant to the party of the second part an interest in said water
permit license #18425 (sic) hereinbefore referred to, sufficient to give to the party
of the second part fifty (50) miners inches of said water right...”

o WID sells and grants Kelley 50 inches of flood water. Therefore,
successors in interest should have 50 inches flood water off of license 67-
2169. Danielle Favreau is recommending it as 67-2169C for Vaughn
Kelley. This works out to about 1 in. to the acre. Disallow 67-10319, as it
is a BU claim and a duplicate of 67-2169C.

1941
WID contract with Donald Eugene Sinden

First part: WID
Second part: Donald Eugene Sinden

e Sinden paid $300 to WID and E.W. Horner, Trustee, will convey 100 ac-ft of
Crane Creek primary storage water to Sinden.

e “Now, therefore, in consideration of said sum of $300.00 cash in hand paid by the
second party to the first party, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, the
party of the first part does hereby sell and grant to the party of the second part an
interest in said water permit license #18425 (sic) hereinbefore referred to,
sufficient to give to the party of the second part seventy (70) miners inches of said
water right...”

o WID sells and grants Sinden 70 inches of flood water. Therefore,
successors in interest should have 70 inches of flood water off of license
67-2169. Danielle Favreau is recommending it as 67-2169H for Robert
Shirts.

1995
Letter to Kerner from Lary C. Walker, Attorney for WID



e Under Breshears’ contract, WID is carrying water for Kerners “consisting of 100
miners inches which you purchased out of a 1941 water right owned by the
District, plus your storage rights from Crane Creek... Breshears retained a home
site now owned by Huston.”

o Walker is saying the Kerners purchased 100 miners inches out of a 1941
right (presumably this is the Breshears contract) along with storage rights,
However, Breshears purchased 100 miners inches out of the 1936 license
67-2169.

e Original right was to irrigate 144.64 total acres. “Part of that, however, is now
owned by Huston and Bruce. We find no formal division of the...water right.”

o 144.64 ac according to whose calculations and what paperwork? 100
inches is 100 acres at 1 inch to the acre and 62.5 acres at 5/8 inch to the
acre. Potentially, storage rights from Crane Creek make up the difference.

e  “You have changed your operation so that approximately 9.1 acres is irrigated
with Manns Creek water, leaving 90.7 irrigated acres under the Breshears’
contract.”

o Breshears contract mentions Manns Creek water. There is no evidence
there was a change, so the 100 inches/100 acres stands.

e “...the records show that you have...some water rights under Muir vs. Allison
totaling 23.1 inches associated with this water right.”

o Can find no record of 23.1 inches or combination thereof attached to this
land.

e “Our records show that under Muir v. Allison there were only 70 miners inches
that was attributable to approximately that much land which is now divided by the
Weiser River.”

o 70 inches corresponds to 67-5A, which the Kerners have claimed. I have
not checked splits.

e “Our records indicate that under this arrangement you have been irrigating
approximately 204.4 acres.”

o Where did the 204.4 come from? Probably no bearing on final decision.

e “The District has therefore made the decision that you will be assessed on 295.1
aCrel. ...

o Where did the 295.1 come from? Probably no bearing on final decision.

e “You may argue that your old contract is binding; however your 1941 contract is
not valid because the District had no authority to sell you a water right outside of
our District boundaries.

o We have no record of District boundaries at that time. The District’s
license 67-2169 with a priority date of 1936 covers the Kerners’ POU, so
this must have been within the District’s boundaries. If WID had the
authority to establish a water right outside the District’s boundaries, why
wouldn’t they have the authority to sell said water right that is outside
their boundaries?

1999
Vaughn Kelley affidavit “in support of motion for summary judgment”



e Lands are not in WID boundary.
o License 67-2169 was for this POU, so presumably at that time the lands
were in the WID boundary.
e Water in A. Kelley contract would be perpetual right for transport through
irrigation canal of WID. Kelley paid $300.
e Kelley contends 1941 contract is valid and what WID proposes (new contract and

assessment of contract holders same as District members) is in violation of 1941
contract.

1999
Civil No. CV98-00496
Kelley, Green, Smith Land & Livestock Co, Baker Bros and Institute Canal Co v. WID

WID (Third-Party Plaintiff) v. Kerner, Kerner & Shirts (Third-Party Defendants)

e Gives timeline of formation of WID, formation of ICC and contracts, as well as
purchase of Crane Creek Reservoir water by WID
e Strengths and Weaknesses of Plaintiffs:
o ICC

= Since 1920 ICC has been diverting and applying water to a
beneficial use from the Weiser River

* “The problem facing the District is that the 1939 Wood decree
included over 3,000 acres of non-district lands including the
Plaintiffs’ lands in this litigation.”

= “That the Institute Canal Co. and all other Plaintiffs (not being
members of the Weiser Irrigation District) cannot be treated as
District members as the District wants to do is illustrated in the
case of Nampa & Meridian Irr. Dist. V. Briggs supra which stated:
“Had the respondent’s rights under his deeds been acquired by
appellant and his property been taken into the district, the
contention that no preferential right could be granted in his favor
and against those situated similarly to him would be sound, but his
rights were not acquired by appellant, his property was not taken
into the district, the water-users who are members of the appellant
corporation are not situated similarly to him and the contention is
not sound.”

e This appears to strengthen the contracts. The contracts
clearly state WID sold the plaintiffs/third-party defendants
the water, so in this case the appellants acquired the rights.

o Lon Baker & Jack Baker
= Baker Bros have filed claim for 2.272 cfs with 1932 priority date,
0.360 cfs with 1957 date and 0.40 cfs with 1968 priority date.

e 1932is67-10541

e 19571s67-10539

e 1968 is 67-10540



e 1932 contract said Baker/Muir could take their private
irrigation water (this statement mentions that). 1977
injunction said they could not take storage or adjudicated
water belonging to WID. If they can support the 1932
priority date, we can recommend that water, although not
on the acreage that would have been irrigated after
sprinkler addition. Anything after the 1932 the Baker Bros
took out of the Galloway Canal would have been water
belonging to WID or other private decreed or licensed
water, so we would disallow the later Baker Bros claims.
However, that additional property would most likely be
covered by WID water. If Baker Bros are removing from
the Weiser, the 1957 and 1968 claims would be treated as
normal.

Baker Bros sprinkled additional acreage, hence the later claims.
“The land being irrigated is the same land owned by their
predecessors at the time of the 1932 contract.”

e True, Baker Bros’ predecessors owned land, but it was not
irrigated in 1932. Therefore, any additional water Baker
Bros have diverted from Galloway is not water that
belonged to Baker/Muir in 1932 and so is WID or other
private water. If Baker Bros are removing from the Weiser,
the 1957 and 1968 claims would be treated as normal.

o Green and Smith Land & Livestock

Green’s predecessor was Ida M. Shoesmith. Shoesmith owned 185
acres of land in 1932 at which time 145 acres was being irrigated.
“Over the years additional Shoesmith lands were placed under
irrigation until at this time the Greens are irrigating 181 acres of
the original lands.”
“The Smith’s predecessor owned 171 acres of land in 1932 of
which 154 acres were under irrigation. Since that time additional
acreage has been obtained and approximately 188 acres are now
being irrigated.”
Shoesmith and Smith applied for a permit in 1932 and were issued
a license in 1935 for “5.98 cfs (299 miner’s inches) divided by 145
miner’s inches to Shoesmith (Green predecessor) and 154 miner’s
inches to Polly Smith (Smith predecessor). Since that time
additional water has been diverted and applied to a beneficial use
on the original Shoesmith property in the approximately amount of
36 miner’s inches and on the Smith property in the approximate
amount of 34 miner’s inches. These claims have all been filed
with the” SRBA.
o 598 cfsis 67-2164.
o SRBA claim 67-2164A, Smith Land and Livestock,
3.08 cfs (appears to be correctly claimed amount).



o SRBA claim 67-2164B, Ed Pollard, 5.90 cfs (will
need to be cut down to bring him to his proportional
share).

o See split tree for 67-2164 for acreage found.

»  “It is our position that the contract is clear that the only prohibition
under the contract is the amount of water being diverted not the
amount of acreage being irrigated or which could be brought under
irrigation at a later date.”

e The contract said WID delivery would not exceed 600
inches. Smith/Shoesmith licensed for 299 inches and
continued to develop. This appears to be within the
guidelines set forth in the contract.

= “The irrigation of the property owned by Mr. & Mrs. Green (the
original property under the Shoesmith/Smith contract) has been
increased by 36 acres. The diversion rate is still below the
contractual amount and the lands being irrigated are the same
‘present’ lands referred to in the original 1932 contract.”

e Diversion rate is still below 600 inches. We have no
evidence for “present” lands from 1932 contract.

= “As to the Smith lands, the additional 34 acres that although
adjoining the original Smith lands are not the lands references in
the original 1932 contract. Even though the 1932 contract allows
the diversion of approximately 300 miner’s inches by the Smith
interests the District could argue that a violation has occurred.

Any damage, though, would be minimal since the Smiths are still
within the diversion rates allowed by the 1932 contract...”

e [t appears that, although the contract mentions
Smith/Shoesmith had 320 acres of irrigable land, it does not
stipulate the 600 inches may only be used on those 320
acres of irrigable land. Therefore, the Smiths/Shoesmiths
and their successors in interest would not be prohibited
from using the water on additional acreage. Given WID
agreed to deliver 600 inches, which would amount to 1.875
miner’s inches per acre, nearly double the standard at that
time even given the popularity of high water demand crops
like potatoes and sugar beets, we have to assume WID and
Smith/Shoesmith were accounting for future expansion of
the Smith/Shoesmith holdings. However, in the SRBA
when domestic rights are recommended, they are giving the
limiting condition of 13,000 gpd. This condition does not
mean the right-holders get 13,000 gpd. The right-holders
received what has been used historically. Therefore, the
license issued to Smith/Shoesmith in 1933 (67-2164) for
5.98 cfs may be the complete water right appurtenant to the
land.

o Vaughn Kelley and Milton Kerner et al.



Kelley and Kerner received similar contracts. Kelley bought 50
miner’s inches and 100 ac-ft of storage water. Breshears (Kerner
predecessor) bought 100 miner’s inches and 200 ac-ft of storage
water.

“The District has admitted in its pleadings and other
documentation that when the District was awarded the additional
6000 miner’s inches of water that this included water which was to
have been applied to a large number of non-district lands including
the lands owned by Annie Kelley and the Breshears and that such
water was not needed for irrigation of lands within the District. It
was therefore surplus water not even appurtenant or dedicated to
lands within the District. As case law states such waters may be
transferred, sold and delivered to non-district lands without being
considered as an ultra vires act.”

e We need to determine how District boundaries are
established and if this has any impact on this matter. As of
right now, this doesn’t appear to have any impact because
WID was licensed for this POU. If WID had the authority
to establish a water right outside the District’s boundaries,
why wouldn’t they have the authority to sell said water
right that is outside their boundary?

“Regarding augmentation of acreage Vaughn Kelley is irrigating
the exact same acreage as defined in the original 1941 contract or
51.8 acres. He is diverting approximately 50 miner’s inches and is
using a measuring device for this purpose designed by the Weiser
Irrigation District... In fact the contract does not restrict the
acreage to be irrigated. The only restriction is the amount of water
to be diverted.”

e [fKelley is using 50 inches and irrigating reasonable land
as set forth in the contract, there appears to be no solution
but to recommend Kelley’s portion of 67-2169, which is
numbered as 67-2169C. Kelley had filed 67-10319 as a
duplicate of claim 67-2169C. 67-10319 is now set to
disallow because we will be recommending 67-2169C.

“The Kerners are irrigating approximately 120 acres from the
Galloway Canal and are not diverting anymore (sic) than the 100
miner’s inches allowed under the 1941 contract which is being
measured by a measuring device of a type as specified by the
District and installed at the District’s request. The District is
claiming that the Kerners are irrigating an additional 175 acres and
have been assessing these acres in addition to the 120 acres. The
additional acreage is being irrigated by direct pumping from the
Weiser River and has absolutely no relationship to the Weiser
irrigation District or the Galloway Canal. The 120 acres being
irrigated from the Canal is the same lands as described in the 1941
contract.”



e (7-4470 is the Kerner BU claim for the additional acreage.
Map in file shows 2 PODs off the Weiser River. This will
need a field exam to confirm. If PODs are off of the
Weiser, this is not WID water, and should be treated as a
regular claim.

1999
Civil No. CV98-00496 Findings
Kelley, Green, Smith Land & Livestock Co, Baker Bros and Institute Canal Co v. WID

WID (Third-Party Plaintiff) v. Kerner, Kerner & Shirts (Third-Party Defendants)

Findings
e “Itis acknowledged by the parties hereto that

2

e Findings were predominantly regarding payment of fees, not who owned water.



IN THE DISTRICT COURT 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 SYSTEM

Ident. Number 67-14352
Date Received: 10/19/1989
AMENDED Receipt No:

Received By:

NOTICE OF CLAIM TO A WATER RIGHT
ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW

1. Name of Claimant(s)

GREGORY C SYME Phone: (208) 549-0774
1255 W 6TH ST

WEISER ID USA 83672

RENATE SYME Phone: (208) 549-0774
1255 W 6TH ST
WEISER ID USA 83672

2. Date of Priority: 08/15/1933
3. Source: WEISER RIVER Trib. to: SNAKE RIVER

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

11N 04w 835 SW NE NE WASHINGTON

5. Description of diverting works:
GALLOWAY DAM
6. Water is used for the following purposes:
Purpose From To C:iF.S. (or) A.F.A

IRRIGATION 03/15 10/15 0.55

7. Total Quantity Appropriated is:
0.55 C.P.S.

8. Total consumptive use:

9. Non-irrigation uses:

SCANNED

67-14352 06/27/2003 APR 1 6 2004 1



10. Place of use:

Township Range Section 1/4 of 1/4 Lot Use Acres
11N 04w 34 SE SwW IRRIGATION 5.5
SW SE IRRIGATION 17
NE SE IRRIGATION 5
Section Acres 27 .5
Total Acres 27.:5

11. Place of use in counties: WASHINGTON
12. Do you own the property listed above as place of use? Yes
13. Other Water Rights Used:
14. Remarks:
This claim is the result of a split due to change in ownership for a portion of
67-11027. DH 7/24/2002

Split claim amended per claimant inquiry & review of claim. DH 6/27/2003

15. Basis of Claim: Beneficial Use

67-14352 06/27/2003 2



Split for 67-11027

67-14351 | 67-14352 | 67-14353 | 67-14354
Green Syme Pollard Phillips
Section QQ | Total |
4 NESE 0 0 0 3
34 SWSW 0 0 32 0
SESW 0 5.5 33.5 0
NESE 0 5 0 0 i
SWSE 2 17 16 0
Total Acreage: 2 27.5 81.5 3 114
Diversion Rate @ 0.02 per acre: 0.02 0.04 0.55 1.63 0.06 2.28
Original claim was for 2.30 cfs - So 0.02 cfs / 114 ac = 0.0001754 cfs per acre:
Total Diversion Rate for Splits:  0.000175|  0.040]  0.555]  1.644|  0.061| 2.300

* 3 acres for Phillips is on N side of river, but could have been claimed incorrectly just due to the lay of the land.
* 0.02 cfs under after porportioning water @ 1" per acre. 0.000175 cfs per acre added to each claim.

** According to original claim map, this 5 acres should have been claimed in the NWSE. Error in claim - split claim
so this 5 acres is on Syme's property

lo-21-03

Stgwﬁ- Omendments 4o splck



State of Idaho

Split for 67-11027

Claimed as NESE - Error
| according to claim map
| Leave in NWSE - Syme

Should be Youngblood
Leave as Green

1320 0 1320 Feet

E N
i Originally Claimed POU
Phillips Prop Bndy .
Pollard Prop Bndy S
Syme Prop Bndy <Text>| After Split - Claimed Acreage Per Parcel
Quarter Quarter Lines salimesd Sevewge -0 Prepared By: Craig L. Saxton

Section Lines Date: June 2003




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO,
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION
OF RIGHTS TO THE USE OF WATER FROM
THE SNAKE RIVER BASIN WATER SYSTEM

CIVIL CASE NUMBER:

Ident. Number
Date Received:
Receipt No:
Received By:

NOTICE OF CLAIM TO A WATER RIGHT
ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW

1. Name of Claimant(s)
GREGORY C SYME
1255 W 6TH ST
WEISER ID USA 83672
RENATE SYME

1255 W 6TH 8T
WEISER ID USA 83672

2. Date of Priority: 08/15/1933

3. Source: WEISER RIVER Trib. to: SNAKE RIVER

4, Point of Diversion:
Township Range Section 1/4 of 1/4 of 1/4
11N 04W 35 SW NE NE

5. Description of diverting works:
GALLOWAY DAM

6. Water is used for the following purposes:
Purpose From

IRRIGATION 03/15

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

8. Total consumptive use:

67-14352 07/24/2002

Phone: (208) 549-0774

Phone: (208) 549-0774

Lot County Type
WASHINGTON

To C.F.S.

10/15 0.44

39576

67-14352
10/19/1989

(or)

A.F.A



9. Non-irrigation uses:

10. Place of use:
Township Range Section 1/4 of 1/4 Lot Use Acres
11N 04W 34 SE SW TRRIGATION 6
SW SE TRRIGATION 16
Section Acres 22
Total Acres 22

11. Place of use in counties: WASHINGTON

12. Do you own the property listed above as place of use? Yes
13. Other Water Rights Used:
14. Remarks:
This claim is the result of a split due to change in ownership for a portion of

67-11027. DH 7/24/2002

15. Basis of Claim: Beneficial Use

67-14352 07/24/2002 2
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Form 42-248/42-.409(6)  1/9/97

R=CEIVED
STATE OF IDAHO MAY 2 3 1997

IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES :ATER RESOURCES

WESTERN REGION
NOTICE OF CHANGE OF WATER RIGHT OWNERSHIP

Please print or type. Attach pages with additional information. Instructions are on the back of this page.
Incomplete forms will be returned.

1. Water Right No(s).: A67-11027
Adjudication Claim No(s).: AJ5809NP
2. The following REQUIRED information must be submitted with this form:

A. A copy of the most recent DEED, TITLE POLICY, CONTRACT OF SALE or other legal document indicating your
ownership of the property and water rights or claims in question, WITH ATTACHED LEGAL DESCRIPTION.
AND
B. PLAT OF PROPERTY or SURVEY MAP for parcel of ten acres or less. (These are usually attached to your deed or
on file with the county.)
OR
C. For water rights or adjudication claims involving ten or more irrigated acres, a USDA Farm Service Agency AERIAL
! PHOTO with irrigated acres outlined and point(s) of diversion clearly marked.

3. Name and Address of Former HENRY P. GREEN - ANN C. GREEN
' Owner/Claimant

2117 Weiser River Road, Weiser, ID 83672

4, New Owner/Claimant(s) GREGORY C. SYME - RENATE SYME, husband and wife
Name Connector (Check one): [ ] and, [ ] or, [X] and/or
New Mailing Address 1255 W. 6th St.,
City, State and ZIP Code Weiser, ID 83672
New Telephone Number ( 208 ) 549-0774
5. Date you acquired the property May 20, 1997
6. If you have acquired only a portion of the former owner’s property, IDWR may need to split the water right(s) or

adjudication claim(s). If this applies, describe in detail your portion of each water right or adjudication claim in the spaces
below. If necessary, attach additional pages.

Number of acres you irrigate _25 Number and type of stock 25 shares Class A Stock (Crane
Creek Reservoir Independent Water Users)
Diversion rate in CFS Number of homes -0- Other uses

If a water right or adjudication claim is being splityand you are not sure how to identify your portion of the original right
or claim, please contact the nearest IDWR offiée for assistance.
>

7. Signature of New Owner ; /// € (/ﬂ/ / g

v

or Claimant(s) ] ’ ! ( /

L O )\\\\Y \
(Corporations or other organizations must submit a list of dlréctors and/or officers demonstrating authority to sign form.)

8. For Snake River Basin Adjudication Claims: Please attach a Notice of Appearance completed by your attorney, if you wish
IDWR to correspond with him or her for all matters related to your claims..



InSTRUMENT No. G425

pactE | or4b

WARRANTY DEED

FOR VALUE RECEIVED, HENRY GREEN and ANN GREEN, husband wife, whose

addressis = //7 /Liz;s:’ﬁz), Jep DJ ., the Grantor, do hereby convey and warrant unto GREG
(e iscr , Fd § 3672,

SYME and RENATA SYME, husband and wife, whose address is 1225 W. 6th St., Weiser, Idaho

83672, the Grantee, the following described premises located in Washington County, Idaho, to-wit:

A parcel of land situated within the W'2 SEV4 and the SW¥% of Section 34, Township
11 North, Range 4 West, Boise Meridian, more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at the southeast corner of the W'2 SE% of Section 34, T.11N., R.4W.,
B.M,;

Thence N 0°16'49"W, a distance of 726.00 feet along the east line of said W'z SEY4;

Thence N 89°42'13"W., parallel to the south line of the said W' SEV4, a distance of
22.50 feet (22 feet Deed Record) to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING, which
point is on the west right-of-way line of platted River Street of Appleton Townsite
as the same is shown on the official Plat thereof on file in the office of the County
Recorder of Washington County, Idzho;

Thence continuing N 89°42'13"W, parallel to the south line of said W'2 SEV, a
distance of 28.79 feet to a point on the northerly bank of the Weiser Irrigation District
Canal (Galloway Canal);

Thence N 79°31'18"W, a distance of 848.02 feet along the northerly bank of said
Canal;

Thence S 53°48'19"W, a distance of 337.31 feet along the northwesterly bank of said
Canal;

Thence S 43°49'04"W, a distance of 229.25 feet along the northwesterly bank of said
Canal;

Thence N 52°20'32"W, a distance of 354.14 feet to a point within the SWV4 of said
Section 34;

Thence N 0°28'33"E, a distance of 574.49 feet to a point on the southerly right-of-
way line of the Union Pacific Railroad (formerly PIN Railroad);

WARRANTY DEED * hf * 1 RECEIVED

(h\office\wpwin\contract\syme. war)
MAY 2 3 1997

WATER RESOURCES
WESTERN REGION
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Thence N 80°19'58"E, a distance of 1231.83 feet along the southerly right-of-way
line of said Railroad to a point of curvature within said W% SEV4;

Thence along the southerly right-of-way of said Railroad along the arc of a curve to
the left, with long chord bearing N 76°07'47" E a distance of 361.11 feet to a point
on the west right-of-way line of said River Street;

Thence S 0°16'49"E, parallel to the east line of said W'z SEV4, a distance of 874.03
feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

TOGETHER WITH AND SUBJECT TO all rights-of-way or easements of record
or in use.

ALSO TOGETHER WITH AND SUBJECT TO a 16.00 foot wide Ingress-egress
easement within the SW' of said Section 34, more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at the southeast corner of the W2 SEV of Section 34, T.11N., R.4W.,
BM,;

Thence N 0°16'49"W, a distance of 726.00 feet along the east line of said W2 SE4;

Thence N 89°42'13"W, parallel to the south line of said W' SEY, a distance of 51.29
to a point on the northerly bank of the Weiser Irrigation District Canal (Galloway
Canal);

Thence N 79°31'18"W, a distance of 848.02 feet along the northerly bank of said
Canal, ‘

Thence S 53°48'19"W, a distance of 337.31 feet along the northwesterly bank of said
Canal;

Thence S 43°49'04"W, a distance of 229.25 feet along the northwesterly bank of said
Canal,

Thence N 52°20'32"W, a distance of 354.14 feet to the TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING, which point is within the SW' of said Section 34;

Thence N 89°42'13"W, parallel to the south line of said Section 34, a distance of
16.00 feet;

Thence N 0°28'33"E, a distance of 571.68 feet to a point on the southerly right-of-
way line of the Union Pacific Railroad (formerly PIN Railroad)

RECEIVED
WARRANTY DEED * hf * 2
(h:\office\wpwin\contract\syme. war) MAY 2 3 wg7
WATER RESOURCES

WESTERN REGION
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Thence N 80°19'58"E, a distance of 16.25 feet along the southerly right-of-way line
of said Railroad,

Thence S 0°28'33"W, a distance of 574.49 feet along the west line of the above
described parcel of land to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Together with any and all tenements, hereditaments and appurtenances thereunto

belonging or in anywise appertaining to the property, including all existing fixtures,

water rights, and ditch rights; SUBJECT TO any and all easements, rights-of-way, or

restrictions of record, and the exceptions, provisions and reservations contained in

patents or deeds from the United States of America, or the State of Idaho, or in other

deeds of record.

TOGETHER WITH the right, under that Water Carrying Agreement recorded as Instrument
No. 10644, records of Washington County, Idaho, to convey up to 15.6 miners inches of water to
the property described herein, consisting of 25 acres feet storage water in Crane Creek Reservoir and
subject to Grantee’s obligation under said Water Carrying Agreement, to pay to Weiser Irrigation
District, by the 1st of February, of each year, the sums of money required under said agreement for
the lands described herein, and subject to Grantee otherwise complying with the terms and conditions
of said Water Carrying Agreement.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said premises, with its improvements and appurtenances unto

the said Grantee, his heirs and assigns forever.

DATED this 57+ day of 7//@/, 1997,

/ . / ./ J/
IA L s L iy
Henry Green /

rﬁ & %@Z/

Ann Green

WARRANTY DEED * hf * 3 RECEIVED

Noffice\wpwin\contract e.war
(h \wpwin\contract\syme. war) M&Y 2 3 1997
WATER RESOURCES

WESTERN REGION



INSTRUMENT NO. l%q’ﬁ
PAGE 'q/ OF

STATE OF IDAHO

)
) ss
COUNTY OF WASHINGTON )

On this, the 26 day of May, 1997, before me a Notary Public, personally appeared
HENRY GREEN and ANN GREEN, husband and wife, known or identified to me to be the persons
whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that they executed the
same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal, the day
and year in this certificate first above written.

o i
- \A::,"_.,"' .. 57467/ 7L

otary Public of Idaho

Residing at Weiser, Idaho

ARV AR My Commission expires: f;{ ) /557

T ieeer . ) N
O \
o INSTRUMENT NO. 169425
STRTE OF (DAHD. CGUNTY ()F WASHJN&TON
Lot wuted oat e ronuest ol
WASHINGTON COUNTX TITLE
U #in nast STXTEEN ool e
20TH dog of _MAY 95
* ___DEEDS /
Vit shprsizr ez $12.00
RECEIVED
WARRANTY DEED * hf * 4
(h:\office\wpwin\contract\syme.war) M A\' 2 3 1&@7

ER RESOURCES
WATE ERN REGION



ASSIGNMENT

For value received, I/we hereby sell, assign and transfer unto
GREGORY C. SYME AND/OR RENATE SYME, Twenty-five (25) shares of
the Capital Stock of INDEPENDENT WATERUSERS ASSOCIATION,
represented by the hereunto attached Certificate(s), and do
hereby irrevocably constitute and appoint 3%{(7ﬁ{—/141’ 1& KLL

/ ' \
_» Attorney to transfer the said stock on the

books of the within named Company with full power of substitution

in the premises.

A

Dated May ., 1997

o
. )
i L{/ P .
(&1 ety {ZA/LLWL

Henry Greqﬁ

/(,'\\v\ (&’/L(L)\

Ann C. Green
) L

S N
Dpirrneee DNl /

Certificates No.: /25’

. Witness: pa

RECEIVED
MAY 2 3 1997

WATER RESOURCES
ESTERN HEGION.
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SURYEY FOR

HENRY GREEN

WITHIN

S1/2 OF SECTION 34. T.IIN.. R.4W.. B.M.

CERTIFICATE OF ENGINEER/SURVEYOR

1. S. ROLAND MULLINIX. A REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL ENOINEER
ANG LAND SURVEYOR IN THE STATE OF IDAHO. DO HEREBY CERTIFY
THAT THE SURVEY REPRESENTED ON THIS3 PLAT WAS PERFORMED 8Y
ME OR UNDER MY SUPERYISION IN ACCORDANCE WiTH THE LAWS OF
THE STATE OF I[DAMO [N MAY OF 1997,

CERTIFICATE OF COUNTY RECORDER

INSTRUMENT NoO.
STATE OF 1DAHO)
COUNTY OF WASHINGTON?

t HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS INSTRUMENT WAS FILED AT THE
REQUEST oF
AT

MINUTES PaAsST 0TQOCK o M., TMIS
DAY OF o 19 e [N WY OFFICE AND
WAS DULY RECORDED IN 300K of SURVEYS PAGE . .

DEPUTY

EX-OFFI1C)O RECORDER

MULLINIX ENGINEERING. [NC.
WEISER. [DANO
MRY &, 1397

INDEX NO. 1144-34-0-0-0-00-00



DBTA ENTRY BY Q,Q/

IN THE DISTRICT COURT 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 SYSTEM.
Ident. Number: A67-11027
Date Received: 10,/19,/1989
Receipt No: C012396
Received By:

NOTICE OF CLAIM TO A WATER RIGHT
ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW

1. Name: HENRY P. GREEN 208-549-2733
Address: 2117 WEISER RIVER RD.
WEISER, ID 83672
AND
Name : ANN C. GREEN 208-549-2733
Address: 2117 WEISER RIVER RD.
WEISER, 1ID 83672
2. Date of Priority: AUG 15, 1933
3. Source: WEISER RIVER Trib. to: SNAKE RIVER

4, Point of Diversion:

"Township Range Section 1/4 of 1/4 of 1/4 Lot County
11N 04w 35 SW NE NE WASHINGTON

5. Description of diverting works:
GALLOWAY DAM

6. Water is used for the following purposes:

Purpose From To C.F.S (or) A.F.A.
IRRIGATION 03/15 10/15 2.300
7. Total Quantity Appropriated is:
2.300 Cc.F.S. (and/or) A.F.A.
8. Total consumptive use is 399.0 Acre Feet Per Annum.

9. Non-irrigation uses:

A67-11027 Page 1 Date: 10/30/89




10. Placé 0f Ugo:

Township Range
10N 04w

04w

11. Place of use in counties:

Section
4 NE SE -
34 sw SwW
SE Sw
NE SE
SwW SE
WASHINGTON

1/4 of 1/4 Lot Use

TRR
Section Acres
IRR
IRR
IRR
TRR
Section Acres

Total Acres

Acres
3.0

3.0

32.o{j
39.0°

35.0,—

111.0

114.0

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

13. Other Water Rights Used:

SEE REMARKS

14. Remarks:

CRANE CREEK - 420 SHARES FILED ON BY CRANE CREEK RESERVOIR
INDEPENDENT WATER USERS CO., '

15. Basis of Claim:

A67-11027

Page

BEMEFICIAL USE

Date:

10/30,/89

MiC
0CT

FILMED
5 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 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:

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

Signature of Claimant(s): ’ Date:
| Date:
State of Idaho B )
) SS.
County of : )
Subscribed and sworn (or affirmed) before me‘this day
of 19 |
’ Notary Public
Seal
Residing at
My Commission Expires
A67-11027 Page 3 Date: 10,/30/89

MICROFILMED
0CT U5 1992



State of Idaho
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

Western Region, 2735 Airport Way, Boise, Idaho 83705-5082 - (208) 334-2190
FAX (208) 334-2348

DIRK KEMPTHORNE
June 27, 2003 Governor
KARL J. DREHER
Dircctor
GREGORY SYME
RENATE SYME
1255 W 6™ ST

WEISER ID 83672

Re:  Original Notice of Claim to a Water Right No. 67-11027
Renumbered Notice of Claim to a Water Right No. 67-14352

Dear Claimant(s):

We have received and processed a Change of Ownership for a portion of the original Claim to a
Water Right Number as referenced above. This Change of Ownership required a split of the
original claim resulting in renumbering this claim, using a new water right number to represent each
split. The new Notice of Claim to a Water Right number for your portion is referenced above and a
copy is enclosed.

Your portion of this claim has a specified point of diversion, nature of use and place of use. If you
plan on changing the nature of use, place of use, or point of diversion under this right, including
adding a new point of diversion, then an Application for Transfer on your portion of this right is
required. Please contact this office for further information on the Application for Transfer form. If
you do not plan on changing any items on your claim, then no further action is required at this time.

Please note that the enclosed Notice of Claim to a Water Right is not a determination of your
water right. This claim represents a split of the claim filed by a previous owner during claims
taking in the Snake River Basin Adjudication (SRBA) and has not yet been verified by this
Department. Water rights are established and maintained by beneficial use of water for the uses
designated on this claim form dating back to the priority date listed. This claim will be
investigated, verified and recommended to the SRBA Court for court decree sometime in the near
future. You will be notified prior to the beginning of any verification of this water right.

Thank you for your patience, as we have had several water right changes to process. Please feel
free to contact this office if you have any questions concerning your claim or this letter.

Sincerely,

Adjudication Section
Western Region

DH: dh

Enclosure ADE



CONVERSATION MEMO

TO: File: 67-14351, 67-14352, 67-14353, 67-14354, 67-14355, 67-14356 & 67-14357
FROM: Denise Hatfield
DATE: June 27, 2003

SUBJECT: Ownership splits - corrections

Edward Pollard, claimant for 67-14353 & 67-14357, called on June 13" and
questioned the splifs previously done for the above numbers. He indicated that
he should have more acres than he was originally given. We have reviewed
and corrected these claims according fo the information provided in the files.
Amended copies were mailed o the claimants. Please refer to the notes and
split information in the referenced files.



Washington County Title Co.

Title Insurance
Escrow Service

May 22, 1997

28 West Idaho St. Weiser, 1D 83672

RECEIVED

MAY 2 3 1997

WATER RESOURCES (208) 549-1455
WESTERN REGION FAX (208) 549-1487

Attn: Maria .

State of Idaho Department of Water Resources
2735 Airport Way

Boise, Idaho 83705-5082

RE: Change

of Water Right Ownership

Henry P. and Ann C. Green

Dear Maria:

Cindy Stiles, of Lloyd’s Agency here in Weiser, spoke to you on the
phone last week in regard to this change.

We have enclosed the following:

Notice

of. Change

Copy of Warranty Deed
Copy of Stock Assignment (Crane Creek Independent Water Users)

Copies

I hope this

water right.

Please call

Yours truly,

of topographic map, ASCS aerial, and copy of survey.

is all that is necessary for you to make the split of

me if you have any questions - thanks for your help.

WASHJNGTON COUNTY TITLE CO.
67?éié41//

G. Frances McDhaniel

enc.
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addressis o 7/ fisiaoe g

SYME and RENAFA SYME, husband and wife, whose address is 1225 W. 6th St., Weiser, Idaho

WARRANTY DEED

FOR VALUE RECEIVED, HENRY GREEN and ANN GREEN, husband wife, whose

RENATE

83672, the Grantee, the following described premises located in Washington County, Idaho, to-wit:

A parcel of land situated within the W'2 SEVa and the SW¥4 of Section 34, Township
11 North, Range 4 West, Boise Meridian, more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at the southeast corner of the W' SEV4 of Section 34, T.1IN., R.4W |
B.M.

Thence N 0°16'49"W, a distance of 726.00 feet along the east line of said W4 SEV4;

Thence N 89°42'13"W | parallel to the south line of the said W2 SEV4, a distance of
22.50 feet (22 feet Deed Record) to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING, which
point is on the west right-of-way line of platted River Street of Appleton Townsite
as the same 1s shown on the official Plat thereof on file in the office of the County
Recorder of Washington County, Idaho;

Thence continuing N 89°42'13"W, parallel to the south line of said W2 SEV4, a
distance of 28.79 feet to a point on the northerly bank of the Weiser Irrigation District
Canal (Galloway Canal},

Thence N 79°31'18"W, a distance of 848.02 feet along the northerly bank of said
Canal;

Thence S 53°48'19"W, a distance of 337.31 feet along the northwesterly bank of said
Canal,

Thence S 43°49'04"W, a distance of 229.25 feet along the northwesterly bank of said
Canal;

Thence N 52°2032"W, a distance of 354.14 feet to a point within the SWV4 of said
Section 34:

Thence N 0°28'33"E, a distance of 574.49 feet to a point on the southerly right-of-
way line of the Union Pacific Railroad (formerly PIN Railroad).

WARRANTY DEED * hf * |

(hofficewpwin\contractisyme. war}

¢ ‘ the Gljantor, do hereby convey and warrant unto GREG



Thence N 80°19'58"E, a distance of 1231.83 feet along the southerly right-of-way
line of said Railroad to a point of curvature within said W% SEV;

Thence along the southerly right-of-way of said Railroad along the arc of a curve to
the left, with long chord bearing N 76°07'47" E a distance of 361.11 feet 1o a point
on the west right-of-way line of said River Street;

Thence S 0°16'49"E, parallel to the east line of said W' SEV4, a distance of 874.03
feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

TOGETHER WITH AND SUBJECT TO all rights-of-way or easements of record
or in use.

ALSO TOGETHER WITH AND SUBJECT TO a 16.00 foot wide Ingress-egress
easement within the SWV of said Section 34, more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at the southeast corner of the W2 SEV4 of Section 34, T 1IN, R4W |
BM.

Thence N 0°16'49"W, a distance of 726.00 feet along the east line of said W2 SEV4;
Thence N 89°42'13"W, parallel to the south line of said W'2 SEV4, a distance of 51.29
to a point on the northerly bank of the Weiser Irrigation District Canal (Galloway

Canal);

Thence N 79°31'18"W, a distance of 848.02 feet along the northerly bank of said
Canal;

Thence S 53°48'19"W, a distance of 337.31 feet along the northwesterly bank of said
Canal:

Thence S 43°49'04"W, a distance of 229.25 feet along the northwesterly bank of said
Canal:

Thence N 52°2032"W, a distance of 354.14 feet to the TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING, which point is within the SWY4 of said Section 34,

Thence N 89°42'13"W, parallel to the south line of said Section 34, a distance of
16.00 feet:

Thence N 0°28'33"E, a distance of 571.68 feet to a point on the southerly right-of-
way line of the Union Pacific Railroad (formerly PIN Railroad)

WARRANTY DEED * hf * 2

(hnhofficelwpwinicontract\syme. war}y
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Thence N 80°19'58"E, a distance of 16.25 feet along the southerly right-of-way line
of said Railroad:

Thence S 0°28'33"W, a distance of 574.49 feet along the west line of the above
described parcel of land to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Together with any and all tenements, hereditaments and appurtenances thereunto

belonging or in anywise appertaining to the property, including all existing fixtures,

water rights, and ditch rights; SUBJECT TO any and all easements, rights-of-way, or

restrictions of record, and the exceptions, provisions and reservations contained in

patents or deeds from the United States of America, or the State of Idaho, or in other

deeds of record.

TOGETHER WITH the right, under that Water Carrying Agreement recorded as Instrument
No. 10644, records of Washington County, Idaho, to convey up to 15.6 miners inches of water to
the property described herein, consisting of 25 acres feet storage water in Crane Creek Reservoir and
subject to Grantee’s obligation under said Water Carrying Agreement, to pay to Weiser Irrigation
District, by the 1st of February, of each year, the sums of money required under said agreement for
the lands described herein, and subject to Grantee otherwise complying with the terms and conditions
of said Water Carrying Agreement.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said premises, with its improvements and appurtenances unto

the said Grantee, his heirs and assigns forever.

DATED this

/ .
R .
R
P S

Henry Green /

i

Ann Green

This deed is being rerecoded to correct
a scrivener's error in the spelling of

WARRANTY DEED * hf * 3 grantee, Renate Syme's name.

(h\officehwpwin\contract\syme. war)
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STATE OF IDAHO )
Jooss
COUNTY OF WASHINGTON }

On this, the /4" day of May, 1997, before me a Notary Public, personally appeared
HENRY GREEN and ANN GREEN, husband and wife, known or identified to me to be the persons
whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that they 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 Pubhc of Idaho
- 4 Residing at Weiser, I1daho
TR My Commission expires.

RSTRUMENT NO. 177254
STATE OF IR0, COUNTY OF WASRMHINGTON g8,
Fhigd for record ot the requast of

__WASHINGTON COUNTY TITLE

30 n past,_ FOURTEEN odlock P, M
This_ LOTH _dayof AUGUST 1299
inciex § m DEEDS /

mﬁ{f&iﬁ} “‘iﬁ E}%\? wr“’ ar Faa: }12 0()
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF

IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION
OF RIGHTS TO THE USE OF WATER FROM
THE SNAKE RIVER BASIN WATER SYSTEM

AMENDED

TWIN FALLE

CIVIL CASE NUMBER:

Tdent. Number
Date Received:
Receipt No:
Received By:

NOTICE OF CLAIM T0 A WATER RIGHT
ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LawW

1. Name of Claimant (s)

GREGORY C SYME Phone :
1255 W 6TH ST
WEISER TID USA 83672

RENATE SYME Phone:
1255 W 6TH ST
WEISER ID USA 83672

[N

Date of Priority: 08/15/1932

3. Source: WEISER RIVER Tribh. to: SNAKE RIVER

4. Point of Diversion:

Township Range Section 1/4 of 1/4 of 1/4 Lot
11N 04w 35 SW NE NE
5. Description of diverting works:

GALLOWAY DAM

Water is used for the following purposes:

Purpose From
IRRIGATION 03/15

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

8. Total consumptive use:

9. Non-irrigation uses:

6714352 06/2772003

549-0774

549-0774

County Type

WASHINGTON

CLFLS.

10/15 0.55

STATE OF TDAHO.

39576

67~14352
10/19/1989

(or) A.F.A



10. Place of use:

Township Range Section 1/4 of 1/4 Lot Use Acres
11N 04w 34 SE SW TRRIGATION .5
Sw SE TRRIGATION 17
NE SE TRRIGATION 5
Section Acres 27 .5
Total Acres 27.5

11. Place of uge in counties: WASHINGTON

12. Do you own the property listed above as place of use? Yes
13. Other Water Rights Used:
14. Remarks:
This claim is the result of a split due to change in ownership for a portion of
67~11027. DH 7/24/20072

Split claim amended per claimant inquiry & review of claim. DH 6/27/2003

15. Basis of Claim: Beneficial Use

6714352 06/27/2003



IN RE THE GENERAL ADJUDICATION
OF RIGHTS TO THE USE OF WATER FROM

THE

1.

6.

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS

SNAKE RIVER BASIN WATER SYSTEM
Ident.

THE STATE OF

CIVIL CASE NUMBER:

Number

Date Received:

AMBNDED

Receipt No:

Received By:

NOTICE OF CLAIM TO A WATER RIGHT
ACQUIRED UNDER STATE LAW

Name of Claimant({s)
GREGORY C SYME Phone: (208)

1255 W 6TH ST
WEISER ID USA 83672

549-0774

RENATE SYME Phone: (208) 549-0774
1255 W 6TH ST
WEISER ID USA 83672

Date of Priority: 12/18/1936

Source: WEISER RIVER Trib. to: SNAKE RIVER

Point of Diversion:

Township Range Section 1/4 of 1/4 of 1/4 Lot County Type

11N 04w 35 SE NE NE WASHINGTON

Degcription of diverting works:
GALLOWAY DAM, CANAL & DITCHES.
Water is used for the following purposes:
Purpose From To C.Fr.S.
5

IRRIGATION 03/15 11/15 0.¢

Total Quantity Appropriated is:
0.55 C.F.S.

Total consumptive use:

Non-irrigation uses:

6714356 OR/727/2007%

IDAHG,

39576

67-14356
10/9/1956

(or}

A.F.A



10.

Township Range Section 1/4 of 1/4 Lot Use Acres
11N 04w 34 SE SW TIRRIGATION 5.5
NE SE IRRIGATION 5
SW SE IRRIGATION 17
Section Acres 27.5
Total Acres 27 .5
11. Place of use in counties: WASHINGTON
12 Do you own the property listed above as place of use? Yes
13. Other wWater Rights Used:
14. Remarks:
This claim is the result of a split due to change in ownership for a portion
67~2169D. DH 7/25/2002
Split c¢laim amended per claimant inguiry & review of claim. DH 6/27/2003
15. Basis of Claim: Decreed

Place of use:

06727720073
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“This Stock s Assessgble

Par Value $.:2000 ...

This certifies that .. GREGORY C. SYME AND/OR RENATE SYME................. is the owner of

L2257 . shares of the Class A capital stock of
CRANE CREEK RESERVOIR INDEPENDENT WATER USERS COMPANY

transferable only on the books of the Corporation by the holder herecf in person or by Attorney
upon surrender of this Certificate properly endorsed.

In Witness Whereof, the said Corporation has caused this Certificate to be signed by its duly

authorized officers and its Corporate Seal to be hereunto affixed this .. 2% . ... dayof

May A.D, 1997

T R T e L L L o apo e

ieeenn.. ecTEbEYY Soddd AL ... President

“Each share of stock in this corporation shall entitle the owner thereaf to one

(1) acre foot of storage for each shars of stock subjeet to the limitation
contained in Section 2 of Article 111 of the Articles of Incorporation.”




WATLR CARRYING ACGRFIM T

4t helser, ldaho, by and between:

THE WEISER IRRIGATION LISTPL T, 2 gi-gundeipal
corporati an. ovganized and sxisting under and by
vivitue of the lawas of the State of tdaho, with its
n orfice and jrincipal place f business at
iser, ldaho, PARTY OF THE PIRAT P4RT,

ang

HUNRY GREUN, of the County of Washingten, Stats of
idaho, PARTY OF THL SECOND PART:

WITNESSLTH, WHEREAS: The party of the second part is the owner

anty-eipht (7€) acres of land, located oitside the external boundaric:

y of the first part but in suffiziently close proximity to the
canal owned by the purty of the firse part and used by it for delivery of
o sk palrons within its covporate boundirses se that the lauds or
the oty o The  sacond part can be dryigated theretran:

AHD W

AST The party of the second part is the cwner of l'our
Hundred Twenty (420) aeve feet of storage water in Crane Creek Reservoir,
wodich can be used for the frrigation of the lands balonging Yo the party of
the secend part;

AND WHIRLAS:  The party of the firat part has sufficient additional

COrTying capacity in its canal, to-wit: the Galloway Bitch, to accommodate
anadditional Figty (50) minerfs inches of flew at any given time in that
portion of its cepal lying beiween 1ts main point of diversion of the Weiser

PR

diver at the Galloway Dam and the point of diversion for waters to be diverted
and qpplied to the lands of the paxty of the secoad part; and if is the desire
ai the parties hereto to jrovide for the use of Fifty (58) miner's inches of
the vapacity of the camal of the party of the firat part to varry said water
50 wned by the porty of the second part, to his safd lands.

NOW, THLULFORE, in order to accamplish the aforesaid purposes, it
is sutually covenanted and agreed between the parties hereto as foilows:

L.

Me party of the second part is hereby granted the right to deliver

SiPty (500 wdver's inel

of water through the canal of the party of the first

rying lgreement
; 1OE

. B} ’
THIS AGRELMENT, Made and eatered into this gﬁgjff/;ay of _;&g iﬁ_‘é@g,ﬁ

§
e

TR




of the second pars, consistiuy o

part ©o the lands of the

') aczas of wiler owned by toe paro. o The seoony po

cight (7

L lware Greek Reservedy by application of five-cighthd (781 of & miner’s

inch to Jhe dcve of lind hereinafter more porticul:

not o

d Vifey 500 miver’s laches rate of Flow during the irrigation

agd40n; and the party of the second part ahall have the right to divert the

same from the caval of the parety of the first part and apndy the same 1

beneficial use upon the lands of the party of the secord parl. neveins!

HOYE ularly described.

The v

nY heredn given i subject to the cordition thi. the jot

of the second part pay to the party of the first PaArt. ne, thar whe
Pirst day of Jebruary of each vear, the sum of BONEL enuit e Ehe apera Lo

and waintenance charge that

levied by the party of

ey acre basis against lands belonging 1o the patrons ol the puty o the

irst part within 4€s corporate boundaries; and, {or fiilure v pa said
.}. 3 3 I N

ai the Time the same shall become dus

the macty of the firs:

tlon te all other remedies available to 1t and without prejudice ta its righ.
o voldect the same, way, at its option, refuse 1ty deliver an. further water
to the party of the second part in the year in which sasd default oecurs oo

any subseguent year so loog as said sum has not been petid .

Aw a further condition to the rights

herein pranted to the wart

of the First part by the party of the secend part, the parts of the secound

covenants and agre that, praor to delivery of any water. pursu

this agreement, in the year 1975, the party of the secrnd part will install,

~

1is own expense, an accurate measuring device at his peint of diversya,
approved by the State of ldaho Department of Water Administration. to the end
and purpose that the total volume of water removed by the part. of 1.+ second
part can rveadily be ascertained and vead an¢ thdt the rate o) flow at am

given time can be deterwined therefrom.

,,q.
—

It d= mutually covenanted and agreed that. if in any given drriga-

tion seazon, the party of the second wirt exhausts anl totally consame~ all

rr Carryving Apreement
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~—
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i

IR 2./

of the ~torage water to which he is entitled in Crane Creek Reservoir, the
sarty o) the first parst may, through its agent snd employees, cause gaid
flme off water from 1ts canal to the lands of the party of the second part
to bhe shut off for the remainder of said season.

11T,

In the eveunt of breach of thisg agreement by the party of the seccnd
part, the party of the first pavt may, at its option, in addition to all
other remedies herein provided for and provided by law, terminate this agree-
weut, in which case the same shall be of no further force or aeffect.

Iv.

The lands intended to be irrigated, belonging to the paxty of the
gecond part, provided for in this agreement, are located in the County of
Washington, State of ldaho, wore particularly described as follows, to-wit:

Seventy-eight (78) acres situated wit‘hin and
being a portion of the ShSwhy and SWLSEY of
Section 34, Township 13 North, Pange 4 west
of the Baise Meridian.

V.

Unless terminated by breach, default, mutual consent of the partaes
or nonusey, this agreement shall be a covenant rumning with the above-des-

cribed land.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the party of the first part, by resolution of
its Board of Directors, has caunsed this instrument to be executed and its
corporate seal to be hereunto affixed, the day and year first ;'\bove writien;
and the party of the second part has hereunto set his hand and seal the day
and vear first above written.

WETSER TRRIGATION DISTRLCT

ST w6t J lman

Am‘ﬁmol)

> /?// if*ff

%um:*y PARTY OF THE FIRST PART

e

1}‘$W

Ny
PARTY GF THE $LCOND PART

8]

lage Water Carrying Mgreement




STATE  OF TDAHO K

County ot Washington )

1075 . bLetore wme the o (ll*l‘~1"'lt
i1 te. porsonally appaared URVEN M

1nd VINCERT 0 DERIC to @« personally known to be the Chairman und amml..ﬂ::‘

pectively. of WETSER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, the corporation oxecuting the

hin (nstrument. and acknowledeed to me that said corporation exceutad o

On this ﬁM’L Hay
s Notare cublie in and for

ey

HILELOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and atfixec ay
and year dIn this cervificate firat above wriliten,

S

A /</ of bé,vz,cuu///t A/.ﬂf w\
Notary public for Tdan:
Regiding at er. idano

STATL - ol 1DAHU

Caunity of washi

Oa this o
jublic in
: the perion Whose
that he axeot

hetore we the [dered, e
appeared HENKY OREEN. hawon
s subscribad to the within instrument. . nd
ed the same .

WHILKEOD, I have bereunt. ©omy hand qnd arfixed my
the dav and year in this certificate [irst above written.

. _‘/\/L,A/ZA\ V /{) {%1){'
. Sotary Tabiic for idaho
' Residing at Weiser. Tfdaho

-
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AJSuane 1DAHO DEPARTHERT OF WATER RESOURCES GATE: D5/07/%T
Bo. AGT-UZIALE ADJUDICATION CLAIW PROFILE REPORT FAGE s 1
i i AR AR e R T Y N ECTE TP = v P Ty
CRRER PRIQRITY USE PERIOD DIVERSJON DIVERS | M
WRGE WARE B ABDRESS PATE WATER USE FROH 10 RATE VL UME
€ HEMRY P GREEN (71571953 IRRIGATION 03-15 11-15 5.0 CFS
£ AMM C GRBEEd e o
2917 WEISER BRIVER KD TOYAL DIVERBION: §5.90 CF§
WETSEE b B36T2
{2083 S49-2783
Watar Buurce: MEISER RIVER Triitary tos SMAKE RIVER Simge: LICEnsE
Point{s) of Biverslun; 110 RO 535 SWKERE WABHINGT G Counity

Biace of wua Logel Descriprion for: [IRRIGATION
wé L SW SE
HENE  WANE  BBE O SEME  ; MENd WWRH  SWHU O SERW ¢ MESW WSk SWSW  SESW @ HESE MwS(  SWsE  SusE

TR 0§ ¢ Le Ae LT A5 LE Ac LY AC 5 LU AC LT Ac LR Ac Lt Ac ¢ Lt Ac Lt Ac Lt Ac Lt Ac 5 LT Ac Lt Ac Lt Ac Lt Ac 8ub
e T
W Gy ¥ r §3-27 06-40 n 05 : ¢ 161,06
0K O 4 40 40 : 3 s B2.O

TOTAL ACRES 181.0

PO Camdsstys WASHIWGTIm
Dther Rights: WER RERARKS
Roasprksis  GEN OTHEN HATER RIGHT USED:

CRARE UREEK -~ 410 SHARES FILED OM BY CRAME CREER RESERYOLR
THOEPRMDENT WATER UBERS CO., ING.

Tatess Exan Kodte Date: Yarifiod Date: Cojection Filed Dave:
Hisc: Weter Gisbriot Bumber: Field brspeciion Flag:
Premaption Flag: [«



PR L L8 28083342540 TEWR WE S TERN (RS

KI5 E0 IDAHO DFPARTMENT OF WATER RESCURCES DATEY 05,0797
Wa. “?‘ﬁ?i&% ADJUOICATION CLALA PROFILE RUDORT FAGE 1 bl
QiR PRIGR]LTY USE PERI® U IVERITON RIVERSTOR
CDE BB & ADDRESS DATE WATER USE FROW 10 RATE VOLUKE
€ KENRY GAEEN 12/18/1938 IRRIGAYION 03-15 11.1% 2.22 CFs
€ A -C GREEK sreTemrrana.
2117 W 1EER RIVER Kb FOTAL DIVERSION: i.28 Ci%
WETSER 3D B3STABITZ
[20B) 349-2TNY
Uater $ourse: WEIBER RIVER Tributary tni  SHAKE RIVER stage: OECRELD

fointis) of Diveceion T1iw RO4W $35 SEHENE WASHINGT G Comanty

Floce of e Lepel Daseriprion for: [RRIGATION
HE Y Y $&

BERE MWRE  BWME  SENME 3 HENV MW Sueib BENW NESW WP SWEW  SESW  ; HESE KWWSE  SWSE  SESE
Y B & 3z Ly u Lt Ac Lt Ac Lt Ac 7 LT Re Lt Ac Lt Ac LT Ac @ Lt Ac Li Ac Lt Ac LY AC 3 LT AC Lt Ac LT AC Lt Ac SUK
wre wee an 3 eenea smame mumes wmmws D swwwe evese Geocu moaee  § e smeen diama emese  § wesam eacve semos saooo 3 oo
§Tu oM 34 % 5 3% o3 35 [ R IR
TOTAL ACRLS §¥1.8

Bl Dountyy WAEHENGTOR
‘Geher Rightss | CRANE CREERK RESERVOIR - 420 GnARES.

Cpateay Exam Kods Dutes varified Data! Oojection Filed Datel

Wise: Water Diavrier Musbsr: &7 Field inspection Flag:

Presusption Flag:



s aRE Lal s EEEELVEL TDUR WESTERN PGl vy
RKSDROORP T0AHO DEFARTHENT OF WATER RESCURCES DATE; J5/07/97
Wo. A87 11027 ROJUDTCATION TLATM PROFILE REPORT PAGE: 3

GBiR PRIOGRITY USE PERICD DIVERBION DIVERBION
e HARE & ABGRESS DATE MATER USE FROM 10 RATR VOLUKE
£ HENRY P GRugw DE/15/9935  IRRIGATION 93-1% 10-1% 2.30 C¢S
€ AN C GREEN
V17 WEI1BER miviE %0 TOTAL DIVERSION: 2.30 ¢53
VEiaER (o &3872 CONSLMPTIVE USE: Sve iy AFA
L20R) 5492783
Wacer fowurcer W IRER RIVER Tributery to: SKRAKE RIVER Scagu: BEWEFICIAL USE
Bointin) of Diveraion: T11H RO4Y §35 SUHERE WASHINGTON Counmty
Plose of uwe Logel Deseription fory TRRIGATIOR
] LY sW $E
RENE WU GWME  BEME  ;  MENW MWW SUKW  SENY NESW  MdSW WS SESV MESE NWSE SWSE  80SE

Y OB € 1Ly ko Ly Ac Lt Ac {3 Ag ¢ LY Ac Lt Ac LY 4c Lt AcC

ces mae me g amube wenms eeear amman 3 somes annas muweca mases
108 e 45 s

9% Doy 36 ¢ 3

PR County: GREHINGTON

Grher Righta: GE€ RERKAERE

Lt Ac LE Ac LT Ac LT Ae

emuns vames Eneow dumDa

T L L T I

32 3

Buewrke: RN CRANE CRREK - 420 GHAREY FILED ON 37 CRANE CREEK KESERVOIR

INOEPEHDENT WATER USERS (8., IRC,

Batoss Eaps dade Dare: Veritied Devet

suver wmoeav svwce

03
05

3
TOTAL ACRE

Opjecticn 7iled Date:

Wiges Baper Bigeriot busber: Fielg Inspection Flag:

Prasusption Flag:

LY Ac LY Ac LY &c LT AC SuH

R . vewsa

8 1140



