State of Idaho
Department of Water Resources

Permit to Appropriate Water

NO. 63-33864
Priority:  October 11, 2013

Maximum Diversion Volume:

This is to certify, that GARDNER MACE RANCH LC
101 S CAPITOL BLVD STE 1201
BOISE ID 83702

has applied for a permit to appropriate water from:
Source: GROUND WATER

and a permit is APPROVED for development of water as follows:

BENEFICIAL USE PERIOD OF USE ANNUAL VOLUME
AESTHETIC STORAGE 01/01 to 12/3% 341.0 AF
RECREATION STORAGE 01/01 to 12/31 341.0 AF

LOCATION OF POINT(S) OF DIVERSION:

341.0 AF

GROUND WATER L4 (SW1/4NW1/4) Sec. 17, Twp 04N, Rge 01E, B.M. ADA County
GROUND WATER  NW1/4NW1/4 Sec. 17,  Twp 04N, Rge 01E, B.M. ADA County
GROUNDWATER L4 (SW1/4NW1/4)  Sec. 17, Twp 04N, Rge O1E, B.M. ADA County
GROUND WATER L2 (SW1/4NE1/4) Sec. 17, Twp 04N, Rge O1E, B.M.  ADA County
GROUND WATER L2 (SW1/4NE1/4) Sec. 17,. ..Twp.04N, Rge O1E, B.M.  ADA County
GROUND WATER L2 (SW1/4NE1/4) Sec. 17, .| Twp 04N, Rge O1E, B.M.  ADA County
GROUND WATER  NE1/4NW1/4 Sec. Twp 04N, Rge O1E, B.M.  ADA County
GROUND WATER L3 (SE1/4NW1/4) Sec. Twp 04N, Rge O1E, B.M. ADA County
GROUND WATER L3 (SE1/4NW1/4) Sec. Twp 04N,  Rge O1E,B.M. ADA County
GROUND WATER  NE1/4NW1/4 Sec. Twp 04N, Rge O1E, B.M.  ADA County
GROUND WATER NW1/4NW1/4 Sec. Twp 04N, Rge D1E, B.M.  ADA County
GROUND WATER L4 (SW1/4NW1/4) " Sec. Twp 04N, Rge O1E, B.M. ADA County

PLACE OF USE: AESTHETIC STORAGE and RECREATION STORAGE
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Proof of application of water to beneficial use shall be submitted on or before November 01, 2021.

Subject to all prior water rights.

The twelve (12) ponds established by the storage of water under this right shall not exceed a total

capacity of 341.0 acre-feet or a total surface area of 24.8 acres.




State of Idaho
Department of Water Resources

Permit to Appropriate Water

NO. 63-33864

Per Transfer 78885, Right 63-182 authorizes the diversion of 0.48 cfs and 56.6 af of water to storage
to offset evaporation losses from the ponds authorized by this right.

If the diversion to storage component of water right 63-182, as authorized by Transfer No. 78885
(0.48 cfs), is not deliverable into the ponds at a rate equal to or greater than 60% of the face value for
any reason, the right holder shall rent water from the Boise River Rental Pool, or shall otherwise
mitigate the depletion of water caused by use of water under right 63-33864.

Water bearing zone to be appropriated is 0 to 37 feet.

Water stored under this right is subject to fluctuations of the water table caused by changes in the
flow of local streams and by diversions under prior ground water rights. This right does not
guarantee the maintenance of any, particular ground water level.

Right holder shall comply with. the drilling permit requirements of Section 42-235, Idaho Code and
applicable Well Construction Rules of the Department.

This right does not grant any right-of-way or easement across the land of another.

. Project construction shall commence within one year from the date of permit issuance and shall
proceed diligently to completion unless it can be shown to the satisfaction of the Director of the
Department of Water Resources that delays were due to circumstances over which the permit holder
had no control,

This permit is issued pursuant to the provisions of Section 42-204, Idaho Code.

H
Signed this T day of Voyven b 720 06 .

Manger, IDWR Western Region




State of Idaho
Department of Water Resources

Attachment to Permit to Appropriate Water

63-33864

This map depicts the AESTHETIC STORAGE and RECREATION STORAGE place of use boundary for this water right
at the time of this approval and is attached to the approval document solely for illustrative purposes.
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State of Idaho
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

Western Region, 2735 Airport Way * Boise, Idaho 83705-5082
Phone: (208) 334-2190 » Fax: (208) 334-2348 » Web Site: www.idwr.idaho.gov

C. L. “BUTCH” OTTER
Governor

November 8, 2016 GARY SPACKMAN
Director

GARDNER MACE RANCH LC
101 S CAPITOL BLVD STE 1201
BOISE ID 83702

RE: Permit No.63-33864
Permit Approval Notice

Dear Pemnit Holder:

The Depariment of Water Resources has issued the enclosed permit authorizing you
to establish a new water right. Please be sure to thoroughly review the conditions of
approval and remarks listed on your permit.

The permit is a PRELIMINARY ORDER issued by the Department pursuant to Section
67-5243, Idaho Code. It can and will become a final order without further action by the
Department unless a party petitions for reconsideration or files an exception and/or
brief within fourteen (14) days of the service date as described in the enclosed
information sheet.

As a permit owner you must commence the excavation or construction of the diverting
works within one year of the date the permit was issued, and you must proceed
diligently until the project is completed. The date shown under condition no. 1 is the
date when the project must be completed.

The Department will send you a 'Proof Due Notice' approximately 60 days prior to the
above referenced date requesting you to file either a Proof of Beneficial Use form or a
Request for Extension of Time form.

The right to drill a well is not a part of this permit to appropriate water. Beginning in
July of 1987, a statute was enacted which requires a drilling permit for new well
construction and deepening of existing welis. If the well(s) proposed for use under this
water right permit were drilled or deepened after July 1, 1987, a separate drilling

permit must be obtained from this Department. Please contact the Ground Water
Protection Section located here at this office or our regional office nearest you.



Also, please note that water right owners are required to report any change of water
right ownership and/or mailing address to the Department within 120 days of the
change. Failure to report these changes could result in a $100 late filing fee. Contact
any office of the Department or visit the Department's homepage on the Internet to
obtain the proper forms and instructions.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (208)334-2190.

Sincerely,

% Reechul Neetn Se .

Nick Miller
Waestern Regional Manager

Enclosure(s)

cc: SPF WATER ENGINEERING LLC



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on November 8, 2016 | mailed a true and correct copy, postage
prepaid, of the foregoing PRELIMINARY ORDER(Approved Permit) to the person(s)
listed below:

RE: WATER RIGHT NO. 63-33864

GARDNER MACE RANCH LC
101 S CAPITOL BLVD STE 1201
BOISE ID 83702

SPF WATER ENGINEERING LLC
C/O SCOTT N KING

300 E MALLARD DR STE 350
BOISE 1D 83706

Rachel Neely
Administrative Assistant




EXPLANATORY INFORMATION TO ACCOMPANY A
PRELIMINARY ORDER

(To be used in connection with actions when a hearing was not held)
(Required by Rule of Procedure 730.02)

The accompanying order or approved document is a "Preliminary Order" issued by the
department pursuant to section 67-5243, Idaho Code. It can and will become a final order without
further action of the Department of Water Resources (“department™ unless a partv petitions
for reconsideration, files an exception and brief, or requests a hearing as further described
below:

PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION

Any party may file a petition for reconsideration of a preliminary order with the department
within fourteen (14) days of the service date of this order. Note: the petition must be received by
the department within this fourteen (14) day period. The department will act on a petition for
reconsideration within twenty-one (21) days of its receipt. or the petition will be considered denjed
by operation of law. See Section 67-5243(3) ldaho Code.

EXCEPTIONS AND BRIEFS

Within fourteen (14) days afier: (a) the service date of a preliminary order, (b) the service
date of a denial of a petition for reconsideration from this preliminary order, or (c) the failure within
twenty-one (21) days to grant or deny a petition for reconsideration from this preliminary order. any
party may in writing support or take exceptions to any part of a preliminary order and may file briefs
in support of the party's position on any issue in the proceeding with the Director. Otherwise. this
preliminary order will become a final order of the agency.

REQUEST FOR HEARING

Unless a right to a hearing before the Department or the Water Resource Board is otherwise
provided by statute, any person aggrieved by any final decision, determination. order or action of the
Director of the Department and who has not previously been afforded an opportunity fora hearing on
the matter may request a hearing pursuant to section 42-1701 A(3). Idaho Code. A w ritten petition
contesting the action of the Director and requesting a hearing shall be filed within fifteen (15) days
after receipt of the denial or conditional approval.

ORAL ARGUMENT

If the Director grants a petition to review the preliminary order, the Director shall allow ali
parties an opportunity to file briefs in support of or taking exceptions to the preliminary order and
may schedule oral argument in the matter before issuing a final order. If oral arguments are to be
heard, the Director will within a reasonable time period notify each party of the place, date and hour
for the argument of the case. Unless the Director orders otherwise. all oral arguments will be heard
in Boise. Idaho.

Page !
Revised July [, 2010



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

All exceptions. briefs. requests for oral argument and any other matters filed with the
Director in connection with the preliminary order shall be served on all other parties to the
proceedings in accordance with IDAPA Rules 37.01.01302 and 37.01.01303 (Rules of Procedure

302 and 303).
FINAL ORDER

The Director will issue a final order within fifty-six (56) days of receipt of the written briefs.
oral argument or response to briefs. whichever is later, unless waived by the parties or for good cause
shown. The Director may remand the matter for further evidentiary hearings if further factual
development of the record is necessary before issuing a final order. The department will serve a
copy of the final order on all parties of record.

Section 67-3246(35). Idaho Code, provides as follows:

Unless a different date is stated in a final order, the order is effective fourteen (14)
days after its service date if a party has not filed a petition for reconsideration. Ifa
party has filed a petition for reconsideration with the agency head. the final order
becomes effective when:

(a) The petition for reconsideration is disposed of: or
(b)  The petition is deemed denied because the agency head did

not dispose of the petition within twenty-one (21) days.

APPEAL OF FINAL ORDER TQ DISTRICT COURT

Pursuant to sections 67-5270 and 67-5272, Idaho Code, if this preliminary order becomes
final. any party aggrieved by the final order or orders previously issued in this case may appeal the
final order and all previously issued orders in this case to district court by filing a petition in the
district court of the county in which:

i A hearing was held.

ii. The final agency action was taken.

iii. The party seeking review of the order resides. or

iv. The real property or personal property that was the subject of the agency action is
located.

The appeal must be filed within twenty-eight (28) days of this preliminary order becoming final. See
section 67-5273. Idaho Code. The filing of an appeal to district court does not itself stay the
effectiveness or enforcement of the order under appeal.

Page 2
Revised July 1. 2010



MEMORANDUM

Date: October 13, 2016

To: Water Right File 63-33864

From: agrimm

Re: Priority Date and Volume Recommended for Permit

Amendment received 6/8/15 increased the capacity proposed and added another pond to the proposal.
However, both the original and amended applications total volume proposed includes the evaporative
losses, which will have water right coverage under right 63-182 via Transfer 78885. The volume being
recommended for permit approval under this permit, 341.0 af, is the capacity of the twelve ponds as
outlined in the amended application dated 6/8/15. This volume is less than the total volume proposed
under the original application, 377.4 af, dated 10/11/13. Therefore, the priority date recommended is
the original filing date of 10/11/13.



MEMORANDUM

Date: October 13, 2016

To: Water Right File 63-33864

From: agrimm

Re: Associated Transfer 78885 Amendment

Associated Transfer No. 78885, providing the evaporative losses associated with the ponds proposed
under this permit application, was amended 8/25/2016 based on IDWR correspondence dated
8/16/2016. The applicant changed the right proposed for evaporative losses from the junior right
63-216A to the senior right 63-182. This permit application, 63-33864, was not amended at that time
despite the narrative describing the right proposed for the mitigating nature of use change. We did not
require the applicant to amend the permit application or re-advertise the permit application after
changing the mitigating right from 63-216A to 63-182, because the narrative is not a required item for a
complete filing and the publication of the permit application did not mention the mitigating right thus
republication for this change was not necessary.



Grimm, Angie

From: Scott King [SKing @spfwater.com]

Sent: Thursday, September 01, 2016 4:31 PM

To: Grimm, Angie

Ce: Van Dyke, Nick

Subject: RE: Gardner Mace Ranch LC Transfer 78885 Re-Adv Fee Request
Thanks Angie,

We’ll get a check coming shortly.

Scott

From: Grimm, Angie [mailto:Angie.Grimm@idwr.idaho.gov]

Sent: Thursday, September 1, 2016 4:32 PM

To: Scott King <SKing@spfwater.com>

Cc: Van Dyke, Nick <Nick.VanDyke@idwr.idaho.gov>

Subject: Gardner Mace Ranch LC Transfer 78885 Re-Adv Fee Request

Scott,
Good afternoon! Attached is a copy of correspondence in the mail today.

Regards,
Angie

Angela M. Grimm, P.G.
Water Rights Supervisor
IDWR - Western Region
2735 Airport Way
Boise, |ID 83705-5082
{208) 334-2190 phone
(208) 334-2348 fax



State of Idaho
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

Western Region « 2735 Airport Way » Boise, Idaho 83705-5082
Phone: (208) 334.2190 » Fax: (208) 334-2348 » Website: www.idwr.idaho.gov

C.L.*BUTCH” OTTER GARY SPACKMAN
Governor Director

September 1, 2016

GARDNER MACE RANCH LC
101 S CAPITOL BLVD SUITE 1201
BOISE ID 83702

RE: Amecnded Transfer No. 78885 - Readvertising Fee Request
Dear Applicant(s):

The [daho Department of Waler Resources (IDWR) received your Amended Application Transfer Application
No. 788835 seeking to change existing water rights 63-182 and 63-216A in response to the IDWR's information
request letter dated 8/16/16. IDWR is processing the application, but the amendment of the application is
considered a significant change from the original proposal as previously published. IDWR will readventise the
application, but Idaho Code § 42-221F requires a $50 readvertising fee. In the interest of time, IDWR will
prepare the amended application for publication as soon as possible, which is the last two weeks in September,
However, IDWR will not finalize approval of the application until the $50 readvertising fee is received.

Please submit the $50 readvertising fee to allow for finalization of the application. You may seek additional time
to provide the fee by making a written request to interrupt processing for up to six months. Transfer Application
No. 78885 will be rejected without a timely reply within the next thirty (30) days. Refunds are not issued for
rejected applications.

IDWR forms and other information are available on the Internet at www.idwr.idaho.pov. Please contact me at
208-334-2190 if you need more information. Thank you for your attention to this maiter.

Regards, E

Angela M. érimm, PG. i

Water Rights Supervisor

Cc. Scott King SPF Water Engineering LLC (via email and USPS)



Grimm, A_ngie

From: Grimm, Angie

Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2016 4:57 PM

To: Scoflt King

Subject: Gardner Mace Ranch LC Filings - Additional Information Request
Attachments: GardnerMaceRanchLCAddInfoRequest. pdf

Scott,

Good afternoon! As you are likely aware, Nick Van Dyke (the agent assigned to process the Gardner Mace Ranch filings -
Permit Application 63-33864 and Transfer Application 78885}, is out of the office through the end of August. In the
interest of time, Nick Miller and | discussed the applications and | agreed to send a letter outlining additional
information necessary before further processing takes place. Attached is a copy of the letter going out USPS to the
applicant and yourself. | thought it might beneficial to email a copy to you as well. Nick Van Dyke is still the agent
assigned to process the filings, but if you have any questions regarding this information request between now and the
beginning of September, please feel free to contact me.

Regards,
Angie

Angela M. Grimm, P.G.
Water Rights Supervisor
IDWR - Western Region
2735 Airport Way
Boise, ID 83705-5082
(208) 334-2190 phone
(208) 334-2348 fax



State of I(CIO
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

Western Region » 2735 Airport Way « Boise, Idaho 83705-5082
Phone: (208) 334-2190 « Fax: (208) 334-2348 » Website: www.idwr.idaho.gov

C.L. *“BUTCH” OTTER GARY SPACKMAN
Governor Dircctor

August 16,2016

GARDNER MACE RANCH LC
101 S CAPITOL BLVD SUITE 1201
BOISE ID 83702

RE: Application for Permit No. 63-33864 and Transfer No. 78885 - Mitigation Proposal Additional
Information Request

Dear Applicant(s):

The Idaho Department of Water Resources (IDWR) received your Permit Application seeking a new water right
63-33864 and Transfer Application 78885 seeking to change existing water rights 63-182 and 63-216A. IDWR is
processing the applications, but additional information regarding the proposed mitigation of consumptive use
under Permit Application 63-33864 is necessary before further processing can occur.

Permit Application 63-33864 proposes diversion within an area where new appropriations of water from the Boise
River system (including ground water less than 200 ft below ground surface considered tributary to the river) are
not approvable since the Boise River system is considered fuily appropriated above Star Bridge. IDWR policy
states that applications for consumptive use that propose diversion of water in this portion of the Boise River
system should be held without further processing unless the applicant can show that the new appropriation will
not injure existing users or that injury will be avoided through some mitigating practice that completely offsets the
impacts (in time, location, and quantity) of the proposed use on the water supply of other users.

Transfer Application 78885 was filed to change the nature of use for a portion of right 63-216A to
recreation/aesthetic storage to offset the consumptive use associated with the proposed ponds, under Permit
Application 63-33864, to avoid injury to senior Boise River rights. Right 63-216A is a Stewart Decree Boise
River water right with an 1889 priority that is curtailed to 60% of the appropriated diversion most years and fully
curtailed some years. Boise River water rights generally not subject to full curtailment carry priority dates no
later than 1877. Permit Application 63-33864 proposes diversion of shallow ground water in an excavated pond,
which is a use that cannot be reduced and/or ceased should the mitigating right (63-216A) be fully curtailed.
Therefore, a mitigation proposal using an 1889 priority is not sufficient. However, based on Department policy at
the time the applications were filed, use of right 63-182 with an 1870 priority for mitigation purposes would
provide adequate mitigation to allow for further processing of Permit Application 63-33864.

Based on the information above, there are two options to accommodate recording of a mitigation proposal
associated with Permit Application 63-33864:
¢ Option 1 - Submit an amended mitigation plan, in writing, stating a 22 acre portion of irrigation use
authorized under right 63-182 will be left un-diverted in the Boise River for Mitigation By Non-Use (to
be recorded on WR 63-182 as such) to offset consumptive use (evaporative losses) associated with
Permit Application 63-33864 ponds. Upon receipt of the amended mitigation plan, Transfer Application
78885 could be finalized authorizing the point of diversion and place of use changes to rights 63-182 and
63-216A. The record of right 63-182 would be altered to account for the Mitigation by Non-Use through
finalization of Permit Application 63-33864. Mitigation by Non-Use is the preferred method of
mitigating under the circumstances, based on IDWR policy and Water District 63 Watermaster
comments.
* Option 2 - Amend Transfer Application 78885 to change of the nature of use of right 63-182 rather than
right 63-216A to recreation/aesthetic storage under the proposal that Boise River water will be diverted
under right 63-182 into the each of the ponds to evaporate offsetting the consumptive use associated



Gardner Mace Ranch LC
August 16, 2016
Page 2 of 2

with Permit Application 63-33864 ponds. If this option is chosen, IDWR would likely need to re-publish
Transfer Application 78885 and Permit Application 63-33864 after amendments are made.

Alternatively, Transfer No. 78885 may be finalized while Permit Application 63-33864 is:

a) Held by IDWR without further processing,

b) Evidence is provided by you the new use will not injure existing water right users, or

¢) You provide an alternative mitigation plan to offset injury to existing water right users.
If you choose option ¢, please provide a detailed plan to mitigate the depletion expected by the proposed use. The
plan should describe the expected depletion to the Boise River from the new appropriation, and should describe
how that depletion will be mitigated at the appropriate quantity and time. IDWR Application Processing
Memorandum #71 and #72 describe various types of mitigation and the criteria for evaluating mitigation plans
(copies enclosed for your reference).

Please provide IDWR with a written response outlining which option you chose with regard to your applications.
You may seek additional time to provide the response by making a written request Lo interrupt processing for up
to six months. Permit Application 63-33864 will be voided and Transfer Application 78884 will be rejected

without a timely written reply within the next thirty (30) days. Refunds are not issued for voided or rejected
applications.

IDWR forms and other information are available on the Internet at www.idwr.idaho.gov. Please contact me at
208-334-2190 if you need more information. Thank you for your attention to these matters.

Regards,

Angela M. Grimm, P.G.
Walter Rights Supervisor

Enclosure

Cc. Scott King SPF Water Engineering LLC (via email and USPS)



MEMORANDUM

To: Regional Offices Application Processing Memo # 71
Water Allocation Bureau Transfer Processing Memo # 27

From: Jeff Peppersack %/\/\

Re:  Describing Mitigation in Water Right Records
Date: November 4, 2015

This memorandum supersedes Application Processing Memorandum #71 and Transfer Processing
Memorandum #27 issued May 3, 2010.

Idaho Code § 42-223(10), as amended in 2004, protects water rights from forfeiture if they are not used
because they are serving as mitigation for some other water use. The statute states:

(10) No portion of any water right shall be lost or forfeited for nonuse if the nonuse
results from the water right being used for mitigation purposes approved by the
director of the department of water resources including as a condition of approval
for a new water right appropriation approved pursuant to section 42-203A, Idaho
Code, a water right transfer approved pursuant to section 42-222, Idaho Code, a
water exchange approved pursuant to section 42-240, Idaho Code, or a mitigation
plan approved in accordance with rules promulgated pursuant to section 42-603,
Idaho Code.

This statute supports IDWR’s recognition of mitigation as a beneficial use. Dedication of a water right
for mitigation by not using it is dissimilar to other beneficial uses of water, however, because the
beneficial use is a non-use. This dichotomy is reflected in the statute above where a water right is
protected for “non-use” when it is “being used for mitigation purposes.™

The statutory recognition of mitigation as a defense to forfeiture raises the issue of what processes are
necessary to document a mitigation plan in water right records. Mitigation activity takes two possible
forms:

* TypeI-- Diversion and delivery of replacement water to offset injury or depletion

¢ Type Il -- Non-use of water to offset injury or depletion
Because there are two ways to use water rights for mitigation, it is necessary to distinguish between the
two in water right records and processes. “Mitigation by non-use” means that water is not diverted.
Rather, the water is left in its naturally occurring location. This contrasts with water that is diverted and
delivered as replacement water for depletion caused by some other water use.

The process for obtaining authorization for the mitigation activity depends on which of the mitigation
forms is being employed. This memo is intended to help staff identify and distinguish between the
processing requirements for mitigation by non-use and the processing requirements for other forms of
mitigation. This memorandum does not address mitigation plans for replacement water associated with
delivery calls under rules of the Department for Conjunctive Management of Surface and Ground Water
Resources, unless addressed through an application for permit, transfer, or exchange.

If water can be diverted pursuant to a valid water right, leaving it in the source stream or in the ground for
mitigation purposes is mitigation by non-use. Because of the protection from forfeiture given by Idaho
Code § 42-223 and the provision thal the director may approve the mitigation plan as a condition of



approval when it accompanies a new application to appropriate water (or application for transfer or
exchange), an additional application for transfer or placement of the water right in the Water Supply Bank
is not necessary to change the beneficial use of water right to mitigation by non-use.

In contrast, mitigating by releasing water from storage to the stream does not constitute non-use.
Likewise, diversion of surface water to a recharge facility and percolating it into the ground as mitigation
for a ground water withdrawal is not non-use. These and other forms of Type 1 mitigation (replacement
water) are additional beneficial uses of water that must be authorized by the Department through
applications for transfer or exchange, or rentals of water from the Water Supply Bank. The steps for
changing a water right so that it serves as Type I mitigation are established by the necessary application
process — transfer, exchange, or Water Supply Bank rental.

Because an application process is not necessary for Type II mitigation (non-use), the following steps
should be taken for mitigation plans proposing non-use of water:

(1) A Type II mitigation plan typically accompanies an application for a new beneficial use of water. The
water right or portion of a water right offered for mitigation by non-use must be identified within the
application it accompanies. Sufficient information should be submitted with the application for DWR to
determine that the water right or part thereof will not be used, IDWR must verify that the mitigation
rights are valid and that the applicant has the authority to commit them to use as mitigation. If necessary,
IDWR staff should correspond with the applicant to request the documentation needed for verification of
the rights in a manner similar to that employed in transfer processing.

(2) The published legal notice for the application must generally describe the mitigation plan.

(3) Even though “mitigating rights” will not be lost due to non-use, effective water right administration
requires IDWR to identify and track the rights and portions of rights that will not be used. The
department record of the water right or portion of a water right dedicated to mitigation by non-use will be
modified to show “mitigation by non-use” as the purpose of use. Examples of commen scenarios are
provided later in this memo. A new water right number will not be issued for a portion of a right
dedicated to mitigation unless there is a change of ownership for a portion of the right.

(4) If the water right or portion of a water right offered for mitigation is owned by a canal company,
irrigation district, or other water delivery entity, the proponent of the mitigation plan must submit an
agreement or consent document, signed by an authorized officer of the delivery entity, stating that the
delivery entity agrees (a) to the use of its water right for mitigation and (b) that the water right records(s)
of IDWR can be changed to reflect the non-use of the water for mitigation purposes. If the consent or
agreement states that the delivery entity retains authority to revoke the agreement to allow the non-use of
its water for mitigation, IDWR will condition the water right that it is subject to cancellation or revocation
if notified by the delivery entity that the water right can no longer be used for mitigation.

Additional Processing Guidelines for Common Scenarios

The following examples may be useful for determining whether a particular mitigation proposal is Type ]
(replacement water) or Type II (non-use).

Type I - Replacement Water Scenarios

Scenario #1: Mitigation by Change in Nature of Use of an Existing Right

The first scenario is where a new permit or exchange is mitigated by changing the nature of use
of other pre-existing rights to ground water recharge or some other offsetting direct use. For



example, an application for permit for menicipal use of ground water in a moratorium area is
offset by the transfer of surface water irrigation rights to ground water recharge via an
infiltration basin. Another example would be the diversion and use of water under an existing
water right to provide make-up water for the evaporative losses from a pond proposed under a
new appropriation. The nature of use of the mitigating right is changed through a transfer to the
ultimate purpose of the pond such as aesthetics, wildlife or recreation. A variant of this scenario
could be the transfer of storage water to the new use, such as ground water recharge from
storage, to accomplish mitigation.

Examples: City of Gooding (Transfer 78927 mitigates for 37-22850)
Dry Lot LLC (Transfer 74449 mitigates for 37-22252)

Scenario #2: Mitigation by Storage Release

The second scenario is where the injury or depletion caused by uses under a new permit,
exchange or transfer will be mitigated by release of storage water under an existing storage right.
An example would be the transfer of an existing ground water right authorizing irrigation use to a
new location within the ESPA for an industrial use, where release of storage to a specified reach
of the Snake River would provide mitigation for an increase in depletion to the reach due to the
industrial use. This method is only approvable if the storage supply is reliable and assured either
by pre-purchase or through other accepted operation plans within a rental pool. In this situation, a
transfer is required to change the nature of use of the storage right to “mitigation by delivery
storage™ and “'mitigation by delivery from storage” because the storage water is released and
made available at a specific location in the stream as mitigation for any depletion caused by the
new permit, exchange or transfer.

Note that in some cases approval may be granted pursuant to existing rental pool procedures in
lieu of a transfer. For storage releases through an existing rental pool, authority to use the water
for mitigation purposes is addressed through the rental pool procedures. The official record for
the storage right will not require changes in the form of data entry for comments, changes in use
or modification of the place of use. Therefore, documentation of the water right file for the
mitigating right(s) is not necessary.

Example: RMH Company (Storage releases mitigate for 63-12521)

Scenario #3: Continued Diversion to Maintain Shared Conveyance Laosses

The third scenario is where water is proposed to be left in a ditch or canal shared by multiple
users to mitigate for injury that wouid be caused by a) transferring a water right out of the canal
or b} non-use of an existing right from the canal for mitigation purposes (Scenario 5). Multiple
water users in a common ditch or canal rely on the combined flow of all the water rights to
overcome conveyance losses associated with delivery of the rights through the canal for their
respective beneficial uses. Under this scenario, injury could occur to other water users if the flow
in the canal is reduced due to a transfer or “mitigation by non-use” of one of the tights from the
canal because the beneficial use under the remaining rights would be reduced. Injury can be
mitigated by continued diversion of a portion of the authorized flow into the canal for conveyance
loss.

If a water right is transferred out of the canal or committed to mitigation by non-use, the flow left
behind to cover conveyance loss for the beneficial uses of the remaining rights will remain an

unchanged part of the original right (i.e. do not change to mitigation use, and the right should not
be reduced in volume or acres). The point of diversion for the canal will continue to be described
as one of the authorized points of diversion of the right. The order authorizing the transfer out of



the canal or designating a portion of the right to mitigation by non-use will impose a condition
describing the requirement to continue diversion of a portion of the authorized diversion rate into
the canal to offset injury to other users from the canal.

Example: The Cross Creek Trust 37-4F (The source of 37-4F is ground water, but 0.02 cfs of
surface water from the Big Wood River shall continue to be diverted into the Hiawatha Canal for
conveyance losses, and 0.07 cfs of surface water remains in the river to mitigate the use of ground
water.)

Scenario #4: Mitigation by Delivery (Delivery Call)

The fourth scenario is where a junior waler right holder provides water directly to a senior water
right holder who is being injured. For example, fish propagation facility #1 makes a delivery call
on right 00-0000 (priority date 1962) to IDWR, which claims that its right is not being fulfilled.
The call will cause IDWR to determine if injury is occurring and, if so, order curtailment of
ground water right holders junior to 1962. A coalition of ground water appropriators who hold
rights junior to right 00-0000 proposes a transfer to mitigate injury to the fish propagation facility,
and ultimately prevent curtailment.

The coalition enters into an agreement with a nearby fish hatchery (fish propagation facility #2)
to utilize a portion of its water right, and files a transfer proposing to pump and deliver water
from springs (near fish propagation facility #2) to the head of an upstream creek near fish
propagation facility #1, in order to mitigate material injury to the facility. The transfer requests 10
change 10 cfs of “fish propagation™ use and a portion of the existing “fish propagation” place of
use from fish propagation facility #2 to the fish propagation facility #1 site.

In this scenario, the coalition uses spring water to augment creek water, which is fish propagation
facility #1's source. Therefore, this is an example of “mitigation by delivery.” For the 10 cfs
involved in the transfer, the point of diversion should be listed as the springs near fish
propagation facility #2, but the place of use should be at the point where water is delivered to
benefit fish propagation facility #1. The nature of use should be “mitigation by delivery.” The
use is described as “mitigation by delivery™ instead of “fish propagation™ because the junior right
holder's obligation is to provide replacement water, regardless of the ultimate beneficial use
which the junior right holder does not control. A variant of this scenario could be the release and
delivery of storage water to fish propagation facility #1 to accomplish mitigation. If storage
water is used, the nature of use should be “mitigation by delivery storage” and *mitigation by
delivery from storage.”

Example: SeaPac of Idaho Inc. (Transfer 79560 modifies Right 36-7072)

Type II - Mitigation by Non-use Scenarios

Scenario #5: Mitigation by Non-use (New Permit or Exchange)

The fifth scenario is where a new permit or exchange will be mitigated by the non-use of water
under other water rights. An application for transfer is not necessary for such a change because
non-use is not a change in use. In situalions where the new use is mitigated by the non-use of
water under other rights, [IDWR uses the approval order for the new permit or exchange to
approve the mitigation plan and 1o provide a vehicle for changing the official record for the
mitigating right(s) that will no longer be used. The approval order shall include the following
standard condition or a similar condition.




To mitigate for the depletion of water resulting from the use of water under this
right and to prevent injury to senior water right holders, the right holder shall cease
<diverting and> using water as authorized by the following water rights for the
purposes and amounts specified below. Moreover, the official record for the
following water rights will be changed to show that <diversion and> use of water is
not authorized because the rights, or portion(s) thereof, are being dedicated to
mitigation purposes.

Right No. Use Changed to Mitigation Mitigation Mitigation
——_____ Miigotionby Non-use Rate . Yolume - Acres
00-00000 Use 00.00 00.0 00

00-00000 Use 00.00 00.0 00

The land that will no longer be irrigated under these rights is located within the
<XX ¥4 XX 1, Section 00, Township 00 North, Range 00 East, B.M.>

If a specified mitigating right, or portion thereof, is sold, transferrcd, leased, used on
any place of use, or is not deliverable due to a shortage of water or a priority call,
then the amount of water authorized for diversion under this <permit or exchange>
approval shall be reduced by the same proportion as the reduction to the mitigating
right,

When dealing with scenario #5, Department staff will complete data entry for the mitigating
right(s) after issuing the approval document for the new permit or exchange. Data entry shall
include a comment referring to the reason for the update and the number of the file where the
approval order can be found. Data entry shall also include an update to the nature of use for the
mitigating right(s) (or portion thereof) to show “mitigation by non-use” as the purpose of use
and an update to the place of use o reflect the non-use at the original location. The place of use
update should include modification of the place of use shape file(s) to designate the portion of
the place of use that will no longer be irrigated. The approving office shall document the water
right file for the mitigating right(s) by forwarding a proof report depicting the changes to the
WR Permits Section for inserting into the left side of the water right file. The proof report
should show the comment described above and the appropriate changes reflecting the mitigation
use.

Example: City of Boise (A condition of approval for 63-33341 changes a portion of 63-243G to
mitigation by non-use)

Scenario #6: Mitigation by Non-use (Transfer)

A related scenario is where a transfer is mitigated by the non-use of water under other pre-
existing rights. An example would be the transfer of an existing ground water right authorizing
irrigation use to a new location within the ESPA for a dairy, where non-use of another irrigation
right would provide mitigation for an increase in depletion to a reach of the Snake River. In this
situation, the “mitigation by non-use™ rights are treated in the transfer processing similar to other
associated rights and are altered in the Workflow process for the transfer and included in the
approval of the transfer. The nature of use for the mitigating rights will be updated to show
“mitigation by non-use" as the purpose of use and the corresponding place of use will be updated
as necessary. The mitigating rights do not need to be listed on the transfer application under the
rights being transferred and will not be considered in calculation of the application fees.




Transfers in the ESPA that result in increased reach depletions in the Snake River can be
mitigated by increased reach gains from other proposed ESPA transfers (offsetting transfers).
This type of mitigation requires the transfer applications to be submitted together as part of a plan
to mitigate or offset the effects of each individual transfer. This type of mitigation requires
unique conditions of approval for the offsetting transfers to address future changes and
differences in priority dates between rights to prevent injury in the event of delivery calls. See
Transfer Memo No. 24 for additional detatls.

Example: Foster Land & Cattle (Reduction of 25-14398 and other rights mitigates for the changes
authorized by Transfer 78938)

Scenario #7: Mitigation by Abandonment

The seventh scenario is where a new permit, exchange, or transfer is mitigated by the
abandonment of one or more existing water rights. Abandonment of a water right may provide
adequate mitigation if non-use of the right offsets the depletion associated with the proposed use
at the appropriate time and location; however, abandonment would not be the most desirable
method because, if the permit were approved, the permit holder would not have the ability to rely
on the abandoned right to divert out of priority under the permit. Furthermore, abandonment is
permanent. Even if the permit is not developed, the abandoned right remains abandoned.

Example: Daniel G. Ward and/or Karla Ward (45-14424 abandoned to mitigate for Transfer
78100)

Undoing a Mitigation Plan

Occasionally a water use approved on the basis of a mitigation plan is not developed at all. Either
the permit lapses or the transfer is not accomplished. In those cases, the mitigation plans must be
undone so the mitigating rights can revert to their original beneficial uses. For a mitigation plan
authorized in a transfer approval, the Department should undo the mitigation by issuing an order
rescinding the transfer approval and returning the mitigating rights to their pre-mitigation beneficial
use(s). For a mitigation plan approved without a separate transfer, usually a Type II plan, the
Department should undo the mitigation by issuing an order reverting the “mitigation by non-use”
designation on the mitigating right to its original beneficial use.

Sometimes a permitted water use is only partly developed, and the approved mitigation is not needed
in its entirety. For Type I mitigation approved in a transfer, a new transfer application is required to
return the unneeded mitigation to its original beneficial use. For Type I mitigation, the water right
license for the mitigated use can be used as the order diminishing the mitigation requirement and
reverting some of the “mitigation by non-use” on the mitigating right to its original beneficial use.
For this purpose, the Department can modify the approval condition described in Scenario #5, above.



MEMORANDUM

To:  Regional Offices Application Processing Memo # 72
Water Allocation Bureau

From: Jeff Peppersack

Re:  Evaluation of Mitfgation Plans for Water Right Permits

Date: November 4, 2015

This memorandum supersedes Application Processing Memorandum #72 issued May 3, 2010.

The purpose of this memorandum is to provide guidance to Department staff regarding the evaluation
of mitigation plans submitted with an application for permit to appropriate water. The Department
requires mitigation for applications for permit to appropriate water: 1) in areas of the state that are
closed to new consumptive appropriations, or 2) where the water supply is not sufficient for the
purpose sought and approval of a new appropriation would injure other water rights. This
memorandum does not address mitigation plans for replacement water associated with delivery calls
under rules of the Department for Conjunctive Management of Surface and Ground Water Resources,
unless addressed through an application for permit.

An adequate mitigation plan must replace or offset depletions to a water source at the time, location
and quantity that water is depleted due to the new appropriation. Water quality may be another
factor for consideration of an adequate mitigation plan. Department staff members have discretion to
adapt the requirements set forth in this memorandum according to the nature and complexity of a
proposed mitigation plan. A mitigation plan should ultimately ensure protection of other water rights
while providing for efficient implementation and administration by the water user and the
Department.

SPECIAL ADMINISTRATION AREAS REQUIRING MITIGATION

An area where new approprialions require mitigation is generally designated by a Department order
creating a management area or moratorium area to protect existing water rights and/or the local

public interest or to foster the conservation of water resources within the state. The order and/or
supporting documentation often provides details about the water source and mitigation requirements.
The following are examples of areas that may require a mitigation plan to process an application for a
new appropriation of water.

Ground Water Management Area (GWMA) or Critical Ground Water Area (CGWA) -
The Director issues an order creating the administrative area because the ground water
withdrawals in the area are exceeding (for a CGWA) or near to exceeding (for a GWMA) the
average rate of return of annual recharge. The Southeast Boise Groundwater Management
Area is an example of a GWMA with a management policy that provides for mitigation. The
Director has issued orders creating GWMAs to protect fully appropriated surface water
sources where ground water and surface water are considered to be hydraulically connected.
The Bear River GWMA is an example; mitigation requirements are specified in the
Management Plan associated with the order.



Moratorium Area — The Director normally issues an order to prevent further depletions to
the water supply in an area. The purpose of a moratorium is to protect the water supply
and/or existing water rights by prohibiting new appropriations seeking consumptive use of
water. The Eastern Snake River Plain Moratorium Area is an example; the order allows
approval of applications where mitigation is provided to offset depletion and injury to other
rights.

Fully Appropriated Source — Some sources within the state are appropriated to the extent
that any new consumptive appropriation of the source would injure existing water rights.
Consumptive applications can be approved where mitigation is provided to offset injury to
other rights. Surface water in the Bear River basin is an example; an Administrator's Memo
provides the direction to Department staff.

Temporary Administrative Hold Area - The Director directs staff by memorandum or
other informal means to temporarily cease processing new applicalions lo appropriate water
due to concerns about further depletions to the water supply and potential injury to existing
rights in an area. An "administrative hold" on application processing may resultina
significant backlog of applications that have not been processed. An applicant proposing
processing ahead of the pending applications must mitigate for the depletion that would result
from approval of his out-of-filing-order application. The past administrative hold on
processing applications for ground water appropriation in Basin 63 is an example of an
administrative hold area.

INSUFFICIENT WATER SUPPLY AND INJURY TO OTHER WATER RIGHTS

Water Appropriation Rule 45.01.a provides criteria for determining whether a proposed use will injure
other water rights. The criteria include 1) the reduction of water quantity available under an existing
water right, 2) forcing an existing right holder to unreasonable effort or expense to divert, and 3)
reduction of water quality available under an existing water right to an unusable extent. Rule
45.01.a.iv provides that “An application that would otherwise be denied because of injury to another
water right may be approved upon conditions which will mitigate losses of water to the holder of an
existing water right, as determined by the director.”

When the Department determines that the source of water is not sufficient to supply the proposed
appropriation of water (Rule 45.01.b), and approval would result in injury to other water rights, the
applicant may mitigate for the injury to avoid denial of the application by the Department. An
example of an insufficient supply where approval may cause injury is where the applicant proposes to
appropriate water from a ground water aquifer of limited volume or from a stream with limited flows
and a new appropriation would reduce the supply available to existing right holders.

ANALYSIS OF DEPLETION

Development of a mitigation plan requires an analysis of the quantity of water that will be depleted
from the source due to the appropriation. It is the applicant's responsibility to ensure that a depletion
analysis is completed and submitted with the application. In addition to quantity depleted, the
analysis must address the location and timing of the depletion. For complex situations, the services
of a qualified professional (engineer, geologist, or hydrologist) may be required for a proper analysis
to determine depletion from the source.



The depletion analysis must consider the consumptive nature of the proposed water use. In addition, a
proposed use normally considered to be non-consumptive may require mitigation in cases where the
water is not returned to the original source or is returned to the original source in a different location.
For example, diversion and use of water may be considered consumptive to the source when the water
is impounded (e.g. pond fill), when return flow is discharged to a separate source, or when the timing
or location of return flow is such that other right holders will be injured.

IDENTIFICATION OF SOURCE OF MITIGATION WATER AND TYPE OF PLAN

Mitigation water may be provided from a variety of water sources, and a mitigation plan may take
several forms, but mitigation generally falls into one of two types. Type I is replacement water from
an existing water right, and Type Il is non-use of water under another water right from the same
source or a connected source. See Application Processing Memorandum No. 71 for more discussion
of Type T and Type I mitigation and examples of each type.

A mitigation plan must identify the source of water (including water rights) to be used for mitigation
and must describe the quantity, method, and location of delivery to ensure that the source is
adequately compensated. The plan must include ownership documentation or authority to use the
source of water and/or water rights. In addition, the mitigation plan must include information
confirming the validity and historic use of any rights to be used for mitigation.

In general, if the applicant proposes to mitigate by diverting and using water differently than
authorized under a valid water right, the applicant must file an application for transfer (or rental of
natural flow or storage water from the Water Supply Bank or Rental Pool) together with the
application for new appropriation and mitigation plan. For more about the filing requirements for
particular mitigation scenarios, see Application Processing Memorandum No. 71.

Although rental of water rights from the Water Supply Bank could substitute for a transfer to provide
mitigation, rental from the Bank is often a short-term transaction and could provide a source of
mitigation water where mitigation is only required on a temporary basis (e.g. filling a pond). For
applications seeking to appropriate water for development of subdivisions or other long-term uses with
significant investment and reliance on the water supply, a short-term rental may not be used as a source
of mitigation water without a long-term source of mitigation water being identified and ready to
approve as a condition of a new permit.

A mitigation plan that proposes diversion and use of canal company, irrigation district, or other water
delivery entity water rights or non-use of the same would not be acceptable without an application for
transfer (for replacement water with changed diversion and use) or written consent (for non-use) from
the entity. Non-use of the water right(s) would also require written acknowledgement from the entity
that the Department may update their water right record(s) to reflect the mitigation use (see
Application Processing Memo No. 71). A mitigation plan which involves use of a conveyance system
owned by a canal company, irrigation district or other water delivery entity would also require written
consent from the entity for use of the system and a plan for accounting of water deliveries to confirm
that mitigation is accomplished.



EVALUATION OF MITIGATION PLAN

A mitigation plan must offset the depletion of water associated with a new appropriation in guantity,
time, and location. The word "location” for ground water means both the land surface site and the
aquifer from which the water is being withdrawn. The word "location" for surface water means
within a reasonable distance of the point of diversion, taking into account other water right diversions
and possible environmental' concerns. In this case, “time” means that the positive impacts of
mitigation must occur at the same time as the depletions.

A mitigation plan must be supported by technical analysis and/or modeling of the effects of the plan
unless instruction is otherwise provided within a management plan (for a GWMA) or order of the
Department. For complex situations, the services of a qualified professional (engineer, geologist, or
hydrologist) may be required for a proper analysis to demonsirate that the mitigation plan will be
adequate.

Evaluation of a mitigation plan by Department staff requires confirmation of the following;

Depletion from Source
* Identification of source of water being depleted and Special Administration area
* Analysis estimating quantity, timing and location of depletion

Availability and Adequacy of Mitigation Water

¢ Source of mitigation water including water right(s)

e Description of plan demonstrating how water is delivered (for Type I - Replacement Water)
and how the delivery will be verified or identification of acres or use to be terminated (for
Type 11 - Non-Use of Water) and how mitigation is accomplished. For unregulated surface
water sources, one obstacle would be the potential for diversion and use of the mitigation
water by junior appropriators, consequently enlarging the use of the junior rights without
mitigating for the new appropriation.

¢ Ownership or authority to use the mitigation source including water right(s) and consent from
any water delivery entity for use of water and updates to water right records

¢ Validity of the water right(s) used for mitigation including analysis of forfeiture, historic use,
overlapping rights and availability of water. Historic use must be sufficient to offset the
proposed depletion. Mitigation by storage release is only approvable if the storage supply is
reliable and assured either by pre-purchase or through other accepted operation plans within a
rental pool and if the mitigation water can be delivered at the time and to the location where
depletion occurs. > To mitigate using certain Boise River rights or any other water rights that
receive a percentage cutback prior to full curtailment, the mitigation plan must include an
evaluation of the historic cutbacks and provide sufficient water to mitigate even when the
usage has been cut but not curtailed. In other words, these rights cannot be taken at their face
value for mitigation purposes because they may be only partially available at times.” The

! For example, allowing a stream segment to be dried up may not be in the local public interest, even though no
water rights are injured.

? Sec memorandum from Tony Olenichak dated August 1, 2008 entitled, "Delivery of Mitigation Storage to Surface
Water Diversions” for a discussion of timing and location for delivery of mitigation storage water in Water District
#1.

* See memorandum from Dan Stanaway dated October 30, 2015 entitled “Analysis of the Availability of Water
Rights in the Stewart Decree.”



proposed changes to the mitigating rights will not cause further depletion or injury. For
example, non-use of a right from a community canal may require leaving a portion to offset
conveyance losses.

¢ Transfer or rental agreement or purchase agrecment for water/right as necessary

* Technical analysis or modeling of effects to demonstrate adequacy of the plan. Staff may
need to seek review of the analysis from the Department's Hydrology Section.

* Adequacy of mitigation to address delayed impacts if the permit holder/successor ceases (o
divert and/or is no longer in business

* Suitability of the quality of water relative to the source being compensated

Verification of Mitigation

* Plan outlining reasonable method for measurement of water and verification of mitigation
¢ Consultation with Watermaster within a Water District

PROCESSING, APPROVAL AND VERIFICATION

A permit requiring a mitigation plan cannot be processed until a mitigation plan is submitted. The
Department must determine the acceptability of the mitigation plan prior to final processing and
approval of a permit. Application Processing Memo No. 71 provides Workflow processing guidance
for specific mitigation scenarios. Approval conditions should refer to the mitigation plan, state any
measuring, monitoring, and reporting requirements, and explain the consequences for failure to
comply with the plan.

Permits and licenses will be conditioned to describe or reference mitigated right(s) and mitigating
right(s). Permits and licenses issued in accordance with a mitigation plan will include conditions
requiring installation and maintenance of measuring devices on the diversion to assure the mitigation
water is being delivered in accordance with the approved mitigation plan. Permits and licenses will
be conditioned to require reporting in accordance with Chapter 7, Title 42, Idaho Code, as necessary,
to document compliance with conditions of the water right and the associated mitigation plan. In
complex situations, the Department may require a condition for measurement, reporting, and
monitoring by a qualified professional (engineer, geologist, hydrologist) to ensure that the mitigation
plan is accomplished. In addition, approvals will be conditioned to require curtailment of the
diversion and use of water anytime the mitigation requirements are not met.

Failure of the holder of the right to implement and continuously comply with the requirements of an
approved mitigation plan, while continuing to divert and use water, constitutes a violation subject to
enforcement action under Sections 42-311, 350, 351, and/or 1701B, Idaho Code. Any approval must
be conditioned that failure to mitigate as described by the plan of mitigation, while still diverting
water under the permit, is cause for the director to cancel a water right permit or revoke a
subsequently approved water right license.



Neely, Rachel

From: Rex Barrie [waterdistrict63 @ qwestoffice.net]
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 6:56 AM

To: Neely, Rachel

Subject: Watermaster Recommendation Form
Attachments: Watermaster Recommendation Form.docx
Rachel,

Here are my recommendations for 63-33864

Rex R. Barrie
Boise River Watermaster



RECEIVED

MAY 1§ 2016
State of Idaho WATER RESOUR
Department Of Water Resources WESTERN HEG'COE‘S
WATERMASTER RECOMMENDATION FORM

Water District # __B63__
Application # _63-33864
Applicant Name Gardner Mace Ranch LC
Watermaster Recommendation:

a) | do not oppose approval of this application.

b) ___X__1donotoppose approval of this application if it is conditioned as follows:

Mitigation water should be required to be left in the river as these proposed ponds are
hydraulically connected to the river and water will sub in to replace evaporation. These rights are
part of the Stewart Decree. Right No. 63-216A with priority date 1889 is cut off on most years as
natural flows drop below required amounts to satisfy this right. Right No. 63-182 is also part of
the Stewart Decree and is subject to the step down cuts of 100%, 75% and 60%. 63-182, priority
date 1870, normally is allowed to divert 60% when natural flows drop to that point.

c) | oppose approval of this application for the following reasons:
d) Additional comments:
Dated this ___ 18 day of __May , 2016
Watermaster Signature

Rex R. Barrie Via E-Mail

Printed Name
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263978 0002451973 | LEGAL NOTICE The following application ¢ GardnerMaceRanch $198.43 2 61

Attention: RACHEL NEELY JANICE HILDRETH, being duly sworn,
deposes and says: That she is the

IDAHO DEPT OF WATER RESOURCES / WEST RECEIVE Principal Clerk of The ldaho

2735 AIRPORT WAY | Statesman, a daily newspaper printed

| d published at Boise, .
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LEGAL NOTICE WESTERN REGIOH said newspaper has been
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GROUND WATER
Use: AESTHETIC STORAGE 01/01 to 12/31 397.5 AF
Use: RECREATION STORAGE 01/0] to 12/31 397.5 AF
otal Diversion: 397.5 AF |
Date Filed: 10/11/2013
Places of Use: AESTHETIC STORAGE, RECREATION STORAGE 2
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Insertions
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24 acregporton of right no. 63-216A will be changed from imgation {Ise | STATE OF IDAHO )
to storage purposes to mitigate for evaporative losses from twele new | sS
ponds i&mpased by application for permit no, §3-33864. . | !
Permits will be subject to all prior water rights. For additional informa- COUNTY OF ADA )
tion concerning the property location, contact Western Region office at
208-334-2190; or for a full description of the rightls) or proposed trans- On this 26th day of May in the year of
fer (s) please see www.idwr.idaha.gov/WaterManagement/WaterRights. | g
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