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RECEIVED
MEMO NOV 24 2000

FROM: Allen Merritt “  Depasimentof Weler Roetiroe DATE: November 13, 2000
TO: Transfer File No. 5813 & 5815
In the name of: Gerald Bashaw

Water Right(s): Numerous
SUBJECT: Review and Recommendation

These two transfers deal with the same ranch locally known as the Picabo Ranch owned by Bashaw
and should be processed together.

T5813 deals with the ground water rights and T5815 deals with the surface water rights. Both
transfers propose to place the rights into a common 750.4 acre Permissible Place of Use (PPU)
limited to irrigation of no more than 672 acres in any one season. There is a lot of correspondence
in the files between Jim Stanton and Brockway Engineering involving the description of the PPU
and the determination of the seasonal limitation of acres. Jim determined that 662.4 acres are the
extent of historical use based on GIS but licensed ground water rights total 672 acres. Since 672
acres is within limit of rounding error in GIS the 672 acres is recommended as the limit. (See
Stanton 8/9/00 memo for discussion)

T5815 involves the surface water rights. Included are numerous portions of rights that are
“drainage rights” derived from a decree that set these drainage rights to be delivered exclusive of
priority of other rights from streams (Silver Creek & Tributaries), These rights are predicated on
the maintenance of the drains and the measurement of water from the drains so the water can be
transported by or exchanged with the natural streams. There are numerous portions of these types
of rights on record and reference in this application as well as in Stanton’s memo indicates these
rights are not delivered. I inquired of the watermaster how he delivers these rights. He indicated
he does not except for the “O” drain. He indicated that the other drains do not exist. I requested
that he write a letter regarding this matter. He did and we received it on 10/26. The letter indicates
the history of delivery of these rights over the last ten years. In talking with Mr. Peterson it is my
understanding that delivery of these drainage rights has not been made during the time he has been s
watermaster which has been 10 years and non-delivery has been even longer than that. Based on
this record I recommend that the “drain rights” not be approved under this transfer and that the
SRBA deny such claims. Ihave provided a copy of Lee’s letter to SRBA staff.

I have created the attached spreadsheet to analyze the surface rights. Note that the “drain” rights are
not included in the spreadsheet. The spreadsheet compares the current water right records, the
SRBA claims and the Watermaster’s records. As seen there are numerous splits of these base rights
and the pieces add up fairly close although not exactly. Noting that Bashaw’s rights are recorded in
the SRBA under claims in the name of Bashaw and Castle, his claims add up to 5.706 cfs. The
rights on the transfer add up to 5.630 cfs. The main discrepancy in the numbers is the way that
rights 37-00095 parts, 37-00237 parts, 37-00426 parts, 37-00632 parts, and 37-00706 parts are
proportioned between Larkin’s (Gardner) interest and Bashaw’s interest. The rights I would
recommend, based on review of the watermaster’s records and trying to balance the rights, add up



10 5.668 cfs. As listed on the spreadsheet is how I recommend this transfer be approved.

These transfers were processed without protest.

Recommendation

I recommend that these transfers be approved subject to the following conditions and limitations:

-Subject to SRBA.

-Under control of the watermaster of district 37-M.

-Drainage rights denied due to forfeiture.

-Measuring device with a totalizing meter be installed on all wells.

-Surface water be used to the fullest extent possible before ground water is used.

-Rights from both transfers is limited to irrigation of no more than 672 acres within 750.4
acre PPU in any one season.

-PD for Gillihan #11 is SENW 824 T01S, R19E and not R20E as listed on application.



T5815 Surface Water Rights by ADM 10/26/2000

WR No. CFS CFS SRBA SRBA total Transfer Amt Watermaster Records Prelim Recommendation
37-00095A 1.092 0.457 UNCLAIMED
37-00095C 0.650 0.650 A37-00095C Molyneux Molyneux 0.650 0.650
37-00095D 0.657 1.293 A37-00095F Larkin Gardner 1.292 1.293
37-00095E 0.201 0.200 A37-00095G Bashaw 0.200 0.200 Bashaw 0.214 0.214 Amend 0.214
2.600 2.600 F&G 0.443 Need Claim
2.599
37-00137 0.800 0.400 A37-00137A Castle/Arambarri Castle 0.400 0.400
0.800 0.014 A37-00137C Castle 0.400 0.400 Bashaw 0.400 0.400 0.400
0.386 A37-00137D Bashaw 0.800 0.800
__ 0800
37-00138 1.200 0.600 A37-00138A Castle/Arambarri Castle 0.440 0.440
1.200 0.020 A37-00138C Castle 0.600 0.600 Baldwin 0.160 Need Claim or ownership split
0.580 A37-00138D Bashaw Bashaw 0.600 0.600 0.600
1.200 1.200
37-00207A 1.000 1.000 A37-00207B Rinker Rinker 1.000 1.000
37-00207B 1.000 0.060 A37-00207C Castle 1.000 1 Bashaw 1.000 1.000 1.000
2.000 A37-00207D Bashaw 2.000 2.000
___2.000
37-00237A 1.134 1.348 A37-00237D Larkin Gardner 1.350 1.348
37-00237B 0.890 Bashaw 0.296 0.220 Bashaw 0.223 0.220 0.220
37-00237C 0.676 0.676 A37-00237C Molyneux Molyneux 0.676 0.676
2.700 0.380 UNCLAIMED F&G 0.459 Need Claim
2.700 2.708
37-00426A 0.825 0.432 UNCLAIMED
37-00426B 1.050 1.050 A37-00426B F&G F&G 1.476 Need Amendment
37-00426C 0.625 0.625 A37-00426C Molyneux Molyneux 0.625 0.625
2.500 0.193 A37-00426D Larkin Gardner 0.193 0.193
0.200 A37-00426E Bashaw 0.200 0.200 Bashaw 0.206 0.206 amend 0.206
2.500 2.500

C
\



0.000

37-00448 2.700 1.350 A37-00448A Castle/Abrambarri(Should be denied)
2.700 1.350 A37-00448C Perin Perin 1.350 1.350
0.056 A37-00448D Castle 1.350 1.350 Bashaw 1.350 1.350 1.350
Bashaw 2.700 2.700
___ 2700
37-00632A 0.750 0.750 A37-00632A Molyneux Molyneux 0.750 0.750
37-00632B 1.260 1.472 A37-00632F Larkin Gardner 1.460 1.472
37-00632D 0.758 0.240 A37-00632G Bashaw 0.240 0.240 Bashaw 0.247 0.247 amend 0.247
37-00832E 0.232 0.538 UNCLAIMED F&G 0.511 Need Claim
3.000 3.000 2.968
37-00706A 1.176 1.396 A37-00706D Larkin Gardner 1.392 1.392
37-00706B 0.924 0.220 A37-00706E Bashaw 0.220 0.220 Bashaw 0.231 0.231 amend 0.231
37-00706C 0.700 0.700 A37-00706C Molyneux Molyneux 0.700 0.700
2.800 0.484 UNCLAIMED F&G 0.477 Need Claim
2.800 2.800
37-01067A 0.800 0.800 A37-01067A Broadie Broadie 0.800 0.800
37-01087B 0.800 ).800 A37-00207D Bashaw 0.800 0.800 Bashaw 0.800 0.800 0.800
1.600 1.600 1.600 1.600
37-01082C 0.400 0.400 A37-01082C Molyneux Molyneux 0.400 0.400
37-01082D 0.400 0.010 A37-01082E Castle 0.400 0.400 Bashaw 0.400 0.400 0.400
0.800 0.390 A37-01082F Bashaw 0.800 0.800
0.800
5.706 5.630 5.668

A37-01082C is for 2.00 cfs which is a combination of 37-01082Cand 37-00442



‘Transfer No. _ : , Page 2

i. \/ - Existing rights from same -source, en land waﬁar is he_Lx;
transferred to; right number(s): ' :

-

all in Transfer -

j. SZ ' SRBA claim(s) «~ Commenta (NOTE! Approved transfer amends
SRBA c.la:r:.n,- differences between existing water right and
SRBA claim? any. ownership or other outstanding issues? - -

Explain)
k. _\/_ Comment latters ' z ‘Yas : ‘No [
If yes v Water District #34. M
Lienholder, others, see #2
. below for name and address
INITIAL ALLOCATION REVIEW BY Q,FM pare | §-6-00
SRBA SUPERVISOR REVIEW BY . DATE
PUBLICATION REVIEW BY _ DATE
1. Legal Notice electronically aent te DWRO3: :VAULT | vl Yas S/a%o
2. COMMENT LETTERS ' Copy of Pg 1 to AT _ +Yes %261/00

. Watermaster recommendation requested on _ P R/eceivgd on

Other comments letters — aend to the following name(a) & addresa(ea)-:

3. Transfer pubi:_Lshad correctly? ‘//!el No
4. Afﬁ.da"vit of pui:lication recaeived? ° ’/éas No

—

- 5. Protests received? - Yan No; Acknowledgement gent? Yes
6. Copies made for Region file (see attached supplemental page)? Yesn

RECOMMENDED ACTION

1. "/Approvd |

2. Deny due to

3. Conditions (special conditions in Water Districts)

Also see attached memo for recommendation dated: i /1)/ >>
— . . 7 I

4. By _ m.rx-\ , ‘ Date ll!()!w

[




