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Page o STATE OF IDAHO terNo 12208
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES Transfer No.

APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER OF WATER RIGHT

PART 1
Name of applicant Hawker, Rick and Sharon Phone 208-862-3489
Post Office address 1876 South 50 East, Oakley, Idaho, 83346 R £EA
CF / VE
A. PURPOSE OF TRANSFER AU 0 O
1. [ Change point of diversion [ Add diversion point & Change place of use Deﬂarz 200
,gontofw
X] Change nature of use [X] Change period of use [ Other Withory, 2L6r R

2. Describe the reason for the proposed changes Conversion of supplemental irrigation rights

45-11164 & 45-2444B to primary stockwater use

B. DESCRIPTION OF RIGHT(S) OR PORTION THEREOF, AFTER THE REQUESTED CHANGE

1. Right Number Priority Amount Nature Period of Use
(cfs/ac-ft) of Use
45-2444B 04/30/1953 0.6/29.5 Stockwater 3/15 to 11/15
45-11164 06/30/1985 0.22/--- Stockwater 3/15 to 11/15
to
to
2. Total amount of water being transferred 0.6 cubic feet per second and/or 29.5 acre-feet per annum.
3. Source of water Ground Water tributary to

4. Point(s) of Diversion:

Lot 1/4 1/4 1/4 Sec. Twp. Rge County Local name for diversion

SE SE SwW 20 138 22E Cassia Smith Well

5. Lands irrigated or place of use:

NE 1/4 NW 1/4 SW 1/4 SE 1/4 Totals
Twp. | Rge. | Sec. | N1 |nw 1is[sw 1 | se 114 | NE 174 [Nw 14 [ sw 17a | SE 14 | NE 14 | Nw 174 | SW 174 | SE 174 | NE 174 | Nw 12 | sw 172 | SE 172

135 | 22E| 20 S S

Printed 8/1/05 10:07 Total acres
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Transfer No.

PART 1

6. General Information:

a. Description of diversion system Existing well and development of new distribution system

(troughs and piping) for the proposed feedlot

b. Are the lands from which you propose to transfer the water right subject to any liens, deeds of trust, mortgages, or contracts?

[dYes [XINo. Ifyes, provide a notarized statement from the holder of the lien, deed of trust, mortgage or contract

agreeing to the proposed changes.

c. Describe the effect on the land now irrigated if the place of use is changed pursuant to this transfer:

These rights will no longer irrigate the appurtenant irrigated acres described in

their current places of use.

d. Remarks:

See attached narrative

ACTION OF THE DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

This is to certify that | have examined Application for Transfer of Water Rights No.

And said application is hereby , subject to the following limitations and conditions:

Witness my hand this day of , 19
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STATE OF IDAHO Transfer No.
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER OF WATER RIGHT

PART 2
A. DESCRIPTION OF RIGHT AS RECORDED
1. Right evidenced by:
a. Decree No. 45-2444B Decreed to SRBA (see attached)
in case of VvS.
dated in county of
b. License No. issued by the Idaho Department of Water Resources.
¢. Claim No. on file with the Idaho Department of Water Resources.
d. Transfer No. which produced this right.

2. Aftach a copy of last year's tax notice for the property to which the water right is appurtenant or other documents which show
ownership. Label document as attachment A. check appropriate box below.

[J Tax notice X Warranty Deed [] Other

3. Source of water Ground Water tributary to

4. Date of priority 04/30/1953

5. Water is used for the following purpose:

Amount 0.6/292.8 for  Irrigation purposes from 3/15 to 11/15
(cfs/ac-ft)
6. Total amount of water under right 0.6 cubic feet per second and/or 292.8 acre-feet per annum.

7. Point(s) of Diversion:

Lot 1/4 1/4 1/4 Sec. Twp. Rge County Local name for diversion

SE SE SW 20 138 22E Cassia

8. Lands irrigated or place of use:

NE 1/4 NW % SW 1/4 SE1/4 Totals

TWp Rge Sec. NE1/4 | NW 1/4 | SW 1/4 | SE 1/4 | NE 1/4 |[NW 1/4 | SW 174 | SE 174 | NE 174 | NwW 174 | sw 1/4 | SE 174 | NE 174 NW 1/4 | SW 1/4 | SE 1/4

13S | 22E| 20 9.7| 16 | 39 30 15 | 38 147.7

Total acres 147.7

9. Describe any other water rights used for the same purpose as described above 45-11164

10. To your knowledge, has any portion of this water right undergone a period of five or more consecutive years of non-use?
No If yes, describe




Form 1-222
12-90

Page of

STATE OF IDAHO Transfer No.
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER OF WATER RIGHT

PART 2
A. DESCRIPTION OF RIGHT AS RECORDED
1. Right evidenced by:
a. Decree No. 45-11164 Decreedto  SRBA (see attached)
in case of VS,
dated in county of
b. License No. issued by the Idaho Department of Water Resources.
c. Claim No. on file with the Idaho Department of Water Resources.
d. Transfer No. which produced this right.

2. Attach a copy of last year's tax notice for the property to which the water right is appurtenant or other documents which show
ownership. Label document as attachment A. check appropriate box below.

[] Tax notice X] Warranty Deed (] Other

3. Source of water Ground Water tributary to

4. Date of priority 06/30/1985

5. Water is used for the following purpose:

Amount 0.22/--~ for Irrigation purposes from 3/15 to 11/15
(cfs/ac-ft)
6. Total amount of water under right 0.22 cubic feet per second and/or --- acre-feet per annum.

7. Point(s) of Diversion:

Lot 1/4 1/4 1/4 Sec. Twp. Rge County Local name for diversion

SE SE SW 20 138 22E Cassia

8. Lands irrigated or place of use:

NE 1/4 NW . SW1/4 SE 1/4 Totals

Twp. | Rge. | Sec. | Ne 174 [nw 114 | sw 1/4 | SE 174 | NE 174 | Nw 174 | SW 174 | SE 172 | NE 172 NW 1/4 | SW 174 | SE 174 | NE 1/4 | NW 174 | sW 174 | SE 174

13S | 22E| 20 9.7 16 | 39 30 15 | 38 147.7

Total acres 147.7

9. Describe any other water rights used for the same purpose as described above 45-2444B

10. To your knowledge, has any portion of this water right undergone a period of five or more consecutive years of non-use?
No If yes, describe
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:m _.8._. Transfer: (45-2444B & 45-11164)

Township 13S, Range 22E, Section 20 D PLS - Section D Place of Use (Before Transfer)

NAIP 2004 Aerial Photo PLS - quarter quarter ! Place of Use (After Transfer)

Brockway Engineering, PLLC

DTN - 08/01/2005 @® Point of Diversion
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STATE OF IDAHO Transfer No.
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER OF WATER RIGHT
PART 3

A. Draw a map or attach a USGS map indicating the new point(s) of diversion and/or the new place of use for rights
described in part 1. Clearly depict the land by section, township and range number.

See Attached:  Exhibit A: Existing POU for Water Rights 45-2444B and 45-11164 and location of proposed feediot.

B. CHANGES IN NATURE OF USE

1. New Nature of Use Amount Hours/days/year Period of Use
(cfs/ac-ft)
Stockwater 0.6/29.5 as needed 01/01 to 12/31
to

2. Quantity and quality of return flows and location of discharge:

None

3. Describe the effects on other water uses resulting from the proposed change:

No Adverse Effects

I hereby assert that no one will be injured by such change and that the change does not constitute an enlargement in use of the
original right. The information contained in this application is true to the best of my knowledge.

I'understand that any willful misrepresentations made in this application may result in voiding its approval.

L RAEFN IS

ﬂ?»o't ar ﬁ'i'nuw)

T N (Slgnature of Applicant)™ 20 05"
Suf@?sqri&ied and. swognto 5 fore me this ,;Q/Vd day of __ 4 UW , 19

77")@/»4/ &L L5

(Notary Public)

; o
My commissiop:expires / /b/Q-O/ (2]




Page of PART 3 Transfer No.

FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

Transfer contains pages and attachments

Received by _(} SKIwWER Date _&/ 2/z00s Protest filed by

Prelim. check by ( skivwgX Fee £250.% S027879

Receipted by O SkivweR Date 9/ 3/ ZooS

Published in Copies of protest forwarded by

Pub. dates Hearing held by Date

Watermaster recommendation requested on Recommended for [1 Approval []1 Denial
rec'd. by

Copy of transfer sent to lien holder
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Rick Hawker Transfer ™ Region “ces

Project #: 824-01-2005

Brockway Engineering is submitting the attached transfer application on behalf of Rick
Hawker, for the conversion of two supplemental ground water irrigation rights (45-2444B
and 45-11164) for stockwater use at a new feedlot. These rights currently describe a
place of use in section 20 of Township 13S, Range 22E, and the proposed feedlot is also
slightly west of its current place of use in this same section (see attached map). Mr.
Hawker is purchasing these two rights from the current owner, Dennis Smith (see
attached Contract of Sale or Option for Purchase Agreement). The proposed feedlot will
use the same point of diversion that is currently described in these rights. All of the
available consumptive use under the ground water rights will be transferred to the feedlot.

Formerly Dennis Smith sold the land appurtenant to these rights to Pickett Ranch and
Sheep Co. on December 9, 1999 (see attached Amendment to Sale Agreement).
However, these two ground water rights were retained in the sale by Smith and were not
sold with the property. Only the northern portion of the place of use was sold to Picket
and the eastern portion of the property was retained. In addition, at the time of the sale,
100 shares of Oakley Canal Co. (OCC) water were transferred to the northern portion of

the property in order for the land to be fully irrigated without the use of the supplemental
ground water. :

Prior to December 1999, the two rights were considered supplemental rights that
provided additional water to the irrigation system when the supply from OCC was
inadequate. See the attached Schematic/Photos of Dennis Smith’s irrigation system at the
time of use for the well. The OCC recorded actual water deliveries to the property at
Smith’s headgate (headgate 17E1) from Canal 17. This water was then diverted to a
small sump box in the SE %4 of the SW % of section 20, and a booster pump then
extracted the water from this sump for use in the entire irrigation. If excess water were
delivered to the system by the OCC, it would then run out of the sump box along a lateral
to a pond located in the SE Y4 of the NW % of section 20. There was also a booster pump
located at this pond that was also connected to the irrigation system (according to Dennis
Smith it was more efficient to run this pump than the southern system). In addition, when
the water from the OCC was not adequate for the irrigation system, the well (rights 45-
2444B and 45-11164) located next to the sump box would pump the needed water and
divert it into the sump. The southern booster pump would then take the ground water and
deliver it to the irrigation system, or if the southern booster pump was not used it would
overflow into the canal and be diverted to the northern booster pump.

Both the southern booster pump and the pump for the well were monitored by the same
power meter (13522E2030), whereas the northern booster pump was monitored from a
separate power meter (13S22E2041). Since the southern power meter (13S22E2030)

takes into account the lift of the water from the aquifer whereas the booster pump only



takes into account the lift of the water from the pond to the irrigation system it would be
very difficult to impossible to separate the usage of the two pumps based on power
records. According to Mr. Smith, either the booster pump or the well may have been
active at any given time, and no records were kept of the systems operating status.
However, Mr. Smith stated that it was more efficient to utilize the northern booster pump,

than the southern system. Therefore, he usually only used the southern system when the
well was needed.

If the surface water delivery from 2001 - 2004 and from 1995 - 2000 were comparative,
and if the land was irrigating approximately the same area and crops, the information
from the power records seen in 2000-2004 could have been used as a baseline for the
amount of power the booster pump used to irrigate the crops. This baseline value could
then be subtracted from the 1995-1999 power records to estimate the amount of power in

which the well needed in order to supply the ground water and the volume in which was
withdrawn.,

However, according to Agrimet ET values from 2000-2004 the crops needed
approximately 13-25% more water during these years than in 1995-1999, due to
increased heat of the growing season. In addition, 1995-1999 were actually much wetter
years that provided more surface water and subsequently less ground water that would
need to be pumped. If the well was operational during 2001-2004 the well would have
been expected to provide much more water due to the lack of surface water. In addition,
since the new owner has moved additional shares from the OCC to use at this property,
these additional shares should have made up for the loss of the supplemental ground
water. Given that 2000-2004 are years that would show high uses of ground water and
since the irrigation system has been changed since 2000, it would not be a valid estimate
to use these years as a baseline value for the 1995-2000 records. For these reasons, using
1995-2000 data will result in underestimating the average well withdrawal.

In response to our prior submittal of this transfer you provided the following analysis:

Reviewing the Idaho Power records that were included with the application
indicates that relatively speaking, very little pumping (canal water &/or well
water) was more than likely pumped over the years. For example, by dividing the
monthly use (kWh) by the monthly demand (kW) an estimate of the number of
hours that power was used can be obtained. If these estimated hours are used as
a basis, and one totally ignores the possibility of any canal water even being
pumped and just assumes that the authorized diversion rate of 0.60 cfs for the
groundwater rights was pumped for the estimated number of hours (liberal
assumption) the following volumes are obtained...

Year Total estimated hours Volume (estimated hours x 0.60 cfs)
1996 275 13.6 ac-ft
1997 1045 51.9 ac-ft
1998 1055 52.3 ac-t

1999 453 225 ac-ft



It is also interesting to note the listed monthly demand on the power records that
were included with the application. For example, the records that were included
Jor 1996 indicated that the maximum monthly demand Jfor the entire year was only
1.0 kW. IDWR records and a site visit earlier this week indicate the pump on the
well rated at 50 HP. If the well was pumping water, one would expect to see
monthly demands of at least 35 — 40 kW. Examination of the power records
indicate that only four months out of the four years had demands of at least 35
kW. Assuming credit could only be given for pumping the well when the peak
demand was greater than 35 kW, and then estimating hours pumped from demand

(kW) and use (kWh), and assuming the well was pumped the entire estimated
hours reveals the following volumes...

Year Total estimated hours Volume (estimated hours x 0.60 cfs)
1996 0 hours 0 ac-ft

1997 0 hours 0 ac-ft

1998 962.5 hours 47.7 ac-ft

1999 252.8 hours 12.5 ac-ft

Note that the four-year average volume in the table above is only about 15 ac-ft.
In addition, it should be noted that in the power records it appears that the
demand is at its max values the same months when the canal water is being
delivered. Therefore, for the peak demand months, it is probably safe to assume
that at least some, if not all, of the time canal water was being pumped, further
reducing the average groundwater volume(s).

The well was last used in the year 2000, thus if you added all of the available data (1995
and 2000) to this analysis the six year average volume of the well would actually be
approximately 20.5 ac-ft (see IDWR power analysis). In addition, since these years were
considered wet years, use prior to 1995 should have also showed an increase of use if
power records were available. You also mentioned that the max values for demand
occurred during the same months when canal water was being delivered. It is probably
safe to assume that some of this power consumption did come from the use of the booster
pump. However, if you compare the power records and the delivery data more closely
you will find that the delivery dates do not always correspond with the peak demand of
the system. In addition, most of the water was not pumped from this southern system and
was allowed to flow north to the north booster pump. For example, in 1997 there were
deliveries made by the OCC but the power records show that the well and booster pump
was not used during that time. In addition, in Aug of 1999 there were no OCC deliveries
made, but there was a peak demand of 43 kW and 2860 kWh used.

You stated that you could obtain an estimate of the number of hours that power was
actually used “by dividing the monthly use (kWh) by the monthly demand (kW) ”, and you
based the remaining analysis off of these estimates. According to Idaho Power, the value
in which you called monthly demand is actually the peak value used at any one time
during that period. This does not mean that it ran at that peak demand for the entire
period. Therefore, we feel that this approach cannot be used to determine the number of



hours the system operated, and that an analysis estimating power consumption
coefficients would be more accurate.

We know that the well and the booster pump were both being used during these periods.
However, even with this PCC approach, it still will be impossible to show the duration in
which each pump was used during these periods. Thus, in the PCC analysis three

separate scenarios were completed in order to obtain a valid range of volume in which
was pumped from the well.

Scenario #1 assumes that the well was never used and that power meter (13S22E2030)
only records the southern booster pump. This assumption is not valid and the scenario
does show that the well was used during these periods. The southern booster pump has a
rating of 30 HP, and one would expect to see peak demands of 18-25 kW. During 1998-
2000, and 1995 the peak demand is well over 18-25 kW, therefore, the well was utilized
in conjunction with the booster pump for some duration during these periods. In
addition, the irrigation water requirement (IWR) was calculated for these periods, by
using monthly CIR data from Allen and Brockway (1983) and assuming an irrigation
efficiency of 75%. The IWR was then compared to the total volume that was estimated
from the theoretical PCC analysis of the north and south booster. When comparing the
IWR with the PCC analysis it was determined that the scenario either vastly shorted the
crop of water or vastly applied to much water to the crop, except in 1996 and 1997. The
reason that the comparison in 1996 and 1997 was favorable was because the power
records, or peak demand, show that the well never was used during these two years.

Scenario #2 assumes that the south booster pump was never used and that power meter
(13S22E2030) only records the use of the well. This assumption is also not valid, but
does give us a maximum average volume in which the well ever supplied. This only
takes into account the times in which the peak demand is above 30 kW. The well has a
rating of 50 HP, and one would expect to see peak demands of 30-40 kW. However, as
your prior analysis stated there are periods in the power records that do not show a peak
demand of at least 35 kW. When comparing the IWR with the PCC analysis it was also
determined that the scenario vastly shorted the crop of water during all of the years,
except in 1996 and 1997. However, this scenario does show that the maximum average
volume withdrawal from the well would be approximately 43.5 ac-ft annually (afa).

Scenario #3 assumes that whenever the peak demand is above 30 kW, both the well and
the pump were running simultaneously. This scenario is also probably not correct, but
when comparing the IWR to the PCC analysis the values are much closer, even though
1995 and 1999 still show a large deficit. This scenario does not include all the periods in
which the well was not used, or peak demand was less than 30 kW. This scenario
estimates that the maximum average volume used would be approximately 29.5 afa. The
south booster pump and the well are simultaneously being used. Thus, the south booster
use is included in this volume of 29.5 afa. However, without any further data it is
impossible to know how much of this volume would be considered a component of the
south booster or the well. If the well was not used as much as the booster pump this
average value would be greater (as shown in Scenario #1); however, if the well was used



more than the booster pump this average would also be greater (as shown in Scenario #2).
Therefore, since the duration of use of the well component versus the booster pump

component of this volume cannot be determined, this volume of 29.5 afa should be a
relatively conservative value of use.

Based on the consumptive use of wheat at the Oakley station (Allen and Brockway,
1983), approximately 14.89 acres would need to be dried up in order to transfer 29.5 afa
of these supplemental rights for stockwater. When the land was sold to Pickett Ranch
and Sheep Co., the acres were dried up according to water rights 45-2444B and 45-
11164. As before mentioned, when this land was sold additional shares of OCC water
were moved to the property from other lands in the OCC service area. In addition, since
the well has not been used on the eastern portion of the property since 2000 the acres
appurtenant to these rights have already been dried up. These two rights were partially
decreed in 2005 and were still claims in 1999 so they could not be subject to forfeiture.
Thus, it appears that no additional land would need to be dried up in this transfer. If

additional lands were asked to be dried up in the transfer, the applicant would be over-
mitigating.

Thank you for your time and thorough review of this transfer. We would appreciate if
this transfer could be processed as soon as possible. If you have any questions
concerning this narrative or the transfer, please do not hesitate to contact our office.



DENNIS SMITH’S IRRIGATION SYSTEM -t Ee P

Power Meter (13S22E2030)
Supplies Power to South
Booster Pump and Well

S R gy

South Booster

Diversion —

A Back to Canal —_——

NOTES: Irrigation System at Time of Use—Changed since 1999

1. Canal Deliveries were delivered from the main canal via
headgate 17E and along a ditch to the sump box

2. The south booster pumped the water from the sump to the entire
system (booster is still operating but the water from the ditch
now flows directly to booster pump and only irrigates eastern
POU)

3. Both the well and the South booster pump was supplied from the
same power meter (13S22E2030).

4. If water was not used at the sump box water overflowed back
into the main canal and to the Oakley Canal Pond to the North
(which may include surface water, ground water, or combined
diversions).

5. Water (additional water from main canal and/or overflow from
south system) pumped from North booster pump to the entire
system (power meter 13S22E2041)

6. North booster is no longer connected to Eastern portion of land, Groundwater Well/Pump & :
and is now also connected to another plot of land to the north Sump Box Headgate 17E & Ditch

7. The last time the well was used was in the year 2000

LT e ot




IDWR ANALYSIS
WR Div Rate cfs-afa Hours/Year
0.6 723.9669 8760

Total Power Use
Year Estimated Hours of Operation ~ Ac-Ft/annually

1995 270 13.38842897
1996 275 13.63636284
1997 1045 51.8181788

1998 1055 52.31404654
1999 453 22.46280861
2000 1021 50.62809623
AVG 34.04132033

Only When Well in Use (No Booster)
Year Estimated Hours of Operation ~ Ac-Ft/annually

1995 241 11.95041253
1996 0 0

1997 0 0

1998 962.5 47.72726995
1999 252.8 12.53553646
2000 1021 50.62809623
AVG 20.47355253

This analysis should not be considered valid since the hours of operation was estimated
by dividing the Peak kW demand by the total kWh. The system did not always run at

this peak demand, thus an analysis utilizing theoretical calues of PCC was completed.
for each booster pump and the well.

The original analysis did not include the years 1995 and 2000



Hawker - Smith - Transfer

Water Use Requirement
Brockway Engineering, PLLC
Daren T. Nelson, Hydrologist

Transfer of 45-2444B & 45-11164

Stockwater - Expansion

Head of Beef Cattle 2193 Head of Beef Cattle
12 pd/head
Total Water Use 26316 gpd
0.04 cfs
29.48 afa
Total Required 0.04 cfs
Total Required 29.48 afa
Wheat-S IR (Oakley)* 1.98 ac-ft/ac
(Wheat-S) Irr. Ac. to Dry Up 14.89 ac

* CIR value from (Allen and Brockway, 1983)
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POWER RECORDS ANALYSIS Sortol g
’hem GrR
Hawker Transfer
Brockway Engineering, PLLC
Aug 2005
Scenario #1 No Well Use
Amount of Water
Year IWR N Booster S Booster Total Crop was Shorted
1995 392.5 213.0 68.4 281.5 111.1
1996 392.5 342.2 0.0 3422 50.3
1997 390.9 294 1 66.8 360.9 30.0
1998 392.5 272.9 234.4 507.3 -114.8
1999 392.5 202.7 55.9 258.6 133.9
2000 392.5 197.7
Average 103.9
Scenario #2 No S Booster Pump Use
Amount of Water
Year IWR N Booster Well Total Crop was Shorted
1995 392.5 213.0 32.6 213.0 179.5
1996 392.5 342.2 0.0 342.2 50.3
1997 390.9 294 1 0.0 294 1 96.8
1998 392.5 272.9 107.7 272.9 119.6
1999 392.5 202.7 26.7 202.7 189.8
2000 392.5 94.3
Average 43.5
Scenario #3 Combination of S Booster and Well
Year IWR N Booster | Well/Booster Total Amount of Water
Crop was Shorted
1995 392.5 213.0 221 235.1 157.4
1996 392.5 342.2 0.0 342.2 50.3
1997 390.9 294 1 0.0 294 .1 96.8
1998 392.5 272.9 72.9 345.8 46.7
1999 392.5 202.7 18.1 220.7 171.8
2000 392.5 63.8
Average 29.5
Theoretical PCC: KWH / ac-ft
N BOOSTER: 204.20
WELL: 429.14
S BOOSTER: 204.64
COMBINED S SYSTEM: 633.79

Note:

All values are in acre-feet/annually

S Booster was assumed to need ~ 18 kW to run

Well was assumed to need ~ 35 KW to run




Account No!

Status, Bat:

Billing History

62070049G
82070049G
82070049G
82070048G
62070049G
62070040G
62070048G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
62070040G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
620700496
82070048G
62070048G
62070049G
62070049G
82070049G
62070048G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
62070043G
62070049G
62070043G
62070M9G
62070048G
620700486
62070045G
82070049G
62070048G
62070049G
820700496
82070049G

file://CADOCUME~1\clb2436\L.OCALS~1\Temp\GH5CFUGT htm

0366-025624-00
Rate (Taritf): 245 (10)

Inactive, $0.00

EromQata
0172472000
1272311999
1172411699
1012611999
Q92711999
calsi1999
0772711999
06/25/1993
05/26/1999
04/26/1993
03/26/1999
02/2411939
01/25/1 999
1212441998
117251908
10/27/1998
08/26H998
08/26/1898
0712711988
08251998
05/27/1998
047271998
0372611998
02724/1968
0172371998
1212411997
1172411997
104241997
025/1997
08/26/1857
07/28/1997
06/26/1997
05/28/1997
0428/1987
03/27/1987
D25/1997
01/2411997
127261996
1172611996
10/28/1996

Customer:
Address:

& Map i

JoRate  Code

0211172000
0172412000
1212311999
11/24/1930
10/26/1909
092711999
08/26/1999
0712711999
06/25/1992
05/26/1990
04/26/1999
03/26/1993
0212411999
01/25/1999
12/24/1998
11/25r1998
1012771998
0372671598
08/26/1998
0772771998
06725/1998
05/27/1998
04/27/1998
03/26/1998
02/24r1988
01/23/1998
1212411997
1172411997
1002411997
08/25/1997
082611997
07/28/1087
06/26/1997
05/28/4997
04/28¢1997
0312711997
0272611997
0172411997
1212611996
1172611936

Dennis K Smith
S50 W 1750 S 1786

Oskley, 1D 83346

OO0 OO0 0000000000000 O0C00000CoDODO0OAOd

208-862-3376

208-670-3348

C/D Date: 02/11/2000
SiC:
Tax [D:

518665364

$293.35
$ 10.07
$525.39
$424.14
$178.12
$2.50
$2.50
$2.50
$250
$250
$2.50
$201.54
$ 181.50
$582.42
$791.83
$237.94
$279.20
$250
$250
$2.50
$250
$2.50
$2.50
$294
$38.20
$ 394.45
$ 610.60
$ 41560
$481.83
$ 257.67
$200
$2.00
$2.00
$200
$200

Page | of 2

7/20/2005

0€¥9 §8¢ 802 IVI LT:L0 SO0S/TZ L0

dIu0d OHVAI

S0



HECEIVED

AUG 0 2 2005
Department of Water Resources

Southern Region

$52070049G
620700496
62070049G
§2070049G

620700438G
62070042G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
62070049G
520700496

1
1
1
1
1
1
A
1
A
A
1
%
1
1
1
1

file://CADOCUME~1\elb2436\LOCAL S~1\Temp\GHSCFUGT .htm

§2070043G

09/271996
08/2811995
07/30/1896
06/28/1896
05/30/11998
04/30/1998
04/17719986
1Q130711985
09/28/1995
082971985
0712871985
06728/1995
05/30/1995
04/28/1995
04712711985
10/03/1994

10/28/1996
09/27/1896
08/26/1996
07/30/1896
0672871896
05/30/1996
0413011996
041711936
10/3041995
09/28/1935
08/29/1936
0772811985
06/28/1995
095/30/1995
04/28/1895
04/27/1985

COoOQO0ODOOQLOoODODOw

$111.31
$654.05
$10.00
$520.28
$570.04
$517.04
$136.52
$0.00
$76.76
$245.32
$349.55
$518.51
$354.43
$332.85
$2.50
$0.00
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IDAHO

(DAKO POWYER COA 80y
P0.80X 70

BOISE, 10AHO 83707

An IDACORP Company

Account #4073461032
Days Rate Cycle Code

Read
Usage Date
1271999 11/24/99
1171999 i0/26/99
1071999 0$/27/99
0971999 08:26/99
$5/1698 07/27/99
07/1%99 16/25/99
06/1599 (1525/99
05:1996 04,26/09
C41999 3,26/
0371999 02/24/9
U/1999 01/25/99
0171995 1912408
12:7998 11/25/92
TI49% 0n27/08
1671998 00; 5793
065598 usns 9%
JR/1998 07/27/08
U7/1998 06/25/98
06/1998 (5/27/98
05/1998 04,2798
04/1998 03/26/98
03/1998 02/24/98
02/1998 01/25/98
01/1998 12/24/97
12/1997 11/24/97
1171997 (0124197
1071997 09/25/97
09/1997 (8/26/97
08/1997 07/28/97
071997 06'26’97
06/1997 03778 97
0571997 04/28/57
04/1 997 03727/9F
0371 997 02/25/97

zd

30.'
32:

Dennis K. Smith

. 248

248
248
248
248
248
248
248
245

03
03
03
m
03
03
03
03
03
03
03

ki

ni

™

03

*
-

4

e

]
03
03
03
02
03
03
n3
03
03
03
03
03

-

2

03

03

6.3'
03
03

OOGDOOO

0

9
0
0
0
0
8
8
0
0
0
0
8
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
8
8
0

13S22E2030, Oakley
Amount
kW kwh

0.0 1) $2.50
1.0 80 $5.22
1.0 80 $522
19 a0 51470
43.0 2,680 $234.42
46.0 8.760 $ 404.90
0.0 0 $10.62
0.0 0 $2.50
0.0 0 $2.50
0.0 0 $2.50
0.0 0 $2.50
0.0 0 $2.56
0.0 b - 8.2.50
00 o S"oO
0 ) s z :"
48.022.. 440 85080
48.023,725 s A87.7¢
19.0 1,760 312664
0.0 0 fio0
0.0 0 $2.56
0.0 0 $2.50
0.0 0 3250
0.0 0 $2.50
0.0 0 $2.50
0.0 0 $250
0.0 0 . $2.50
0.0 0 . S2 50
17.0 2 20 . s 126 39
18. 07 080,\ § 260 7g.

18,0, 4,480 $ 192,
[ o.j 279, 3 °a94
0.0 Q. $.2.50),
06 ¢ S$2,00.
0.0 0 $ 2.00.

BSYiLL SO 90 Aepwy



= IDAHO

(

02/1997 01/24/97
01/1997 12/26/96
12/1996 11/26/96
1171996 10/28/96
10/1996 09/27/96
09/1996 08/28/96
08/1996 07/30/95
07/1996 06/28/96
06/1996 05/30/96
05/1996 04/30/56

ce

1DAHQ PONER COMPANY
P0.BOX 70

30ISE, 1040 83707
An IDACORP Company

29
30
29
31
30
29
22

29
30

-
’
.

IPS
IPS
IPS
IPS
248
248
24S
24S
248
248

OGOOOOOOOO

0.0
0.0
1.0
1.0

0.0

1.0
1.0
1.0
0.0

O-&-'—'OOO

49
169

0

$2.00
$2.00
$2.00
$2.03
$10.61
$10.00
$14.85
$18.04
$13.60
$2.50

“Oritb 20 00 feyy
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Estimate of N BOOSTER Withdrawal Volume O6bari, 2005
Brockway Engineering, PLLC sog,’,,‘;' Weter p,
C. G. Brockway, P.E. n Ragion SOlrceg
Well: HAWKER - N BOOSTER
Pumping water level and efficiency were used to develop theoretical PCC.
Motor HP: 40
Pumping level: 6 feet
Discharge pressure: 59 psi
Discharge line diameter: 8 inches
Pump efficiency 75%
Electrical efficiency 95%
Theoretical Q: 1.77 cfs = 793 gpm
Discharge line velocity: 5.06 ft/s
TDH: 142.5 feet
Theoretical PCC: 204.2 KWH / ac-ft

POWER RECORDS FROM IDAHO POWER
Usage Date Read Date kW kWh Ac-Ft _ Ac-Ft/Anually
09/27/99 10/26/99 31.0 5,448 26.68
08/26/99 09/27/99 320 8,547 41.86
06/25/99 07/27/99  35.0 14,845 72.70
05/26/99 06/25/99  35.0 10,991 53.82
04/26/99 05/26/99  35.0 1,559 7.63 202.69
09/25/98 10/27/98  33.0 5,304 2597
08/26/98 09/25/98 340 4,770 23.36
07/27/98 08/26/98 35.0 15,028 73.59
06/25/98 07/27/98  36.0 21,931 107.40
05/27/98 06/25/98  35.0 3,477 17.03
04/27/98 05/27/98 350 5,221 25.57 272.92
09/25/97 10/24/97  36.0 13 0.06
08/26/97 09/25/97  30.0 1,047 5.13
07/28/97 08/26/97 350 9,860 48.29
06/26/97 07/28/97  35.0 18,051 88.40
05/28/97 06/26/97 36.0 10,527 51.55
04/28/97 05/28/97 35.0 13,115 64.23
03/27/97 04/28/97 36.0 7,441 36.44 294.09
09/27/96 10/28/96  36.0 3,187 15.61
08/28/96 09/27/96 36.0 18,814 92.13
06/28/96 07/30/96  36.0 14,381 70.43
05/30/96 06/28/96 36.0 16,253 79.59
04/30/96 05/30/96  36.0 13,647 66.83
04/17/96 04/30/96  36.0 3,603 17.64 342.23
09/28/95 10/30/95  36.0 1,820 8.91
08/29/95 09/28/95 32 6,415 31.41
07/28/95 08/29/95 30 8,096 39.65
06/28/95 07/28/95 37 13,098 64.14

05/30/95 06/28/95 37 7,456 36.51
04/28/95 05/30/95 37 6,620 32.42 213.05
AVERAGE 277.98

Brockway Engineering, PLLC 8/1/2005 Power recs:N BOOSTER Page 2



Brockway Engineering, PLLC 8/1/2005

Estimate of S BOOSTER Withdrawal Volume
Brockway Engineering, PLLC
C. G. Brockway, P.E.

Well: HAWKER - S BOOSTER
Use pumping water level and efficiency to develop theoretical PCC.
Motor HP: 30
Pumping level: 4 feet
Discharge pressure: 60 psi
Discharge line diameter: 8 inches
Pump efficiency: 75.0%
Electrical efficiency: 95.0%
Theoretical Q: 1.32 cfs = 594 gpm
Discharge line velocity: 3.79 ft/s
TDH: 142.6 feet
Theoretical PCC: 204.6 KWH / ac-ft
POWER RECORDS FROM IDAHO POWER
Usage Date kW kWh Ac-Ft _Ac-Ft/Anually
12/01/04 0.0 0.00 0.00
10/01/04 20.0 5300.00 25.90
07/01/04 26.0 10880.00 53.17
06/01/04 26.0 5160.00 25.21
05/01/04 26.0 4900.00 23.94 128.22
11/01/03 220 480.00 2.35
10/01/03 26.0 5540.00 27.07
07/01/03 26.0 9900.00 48.38
06/01/03 26.0 4420.00 21.60 97.05
09/01/02 0.0 0.00 0.00
08/01/02 25.0 2880.00 14.07
07/01/02 26.0 8160.00 39.87
06/01/02 26.0 4740.00 23.16 77.11
11/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
10/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
09/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
08/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
07/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
06/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
05/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00
11/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00
10/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00
09/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00
08/01/00 32.0 3440.00 16.81
07/01/00 41.0 19120.00 93.43
06/01/00 40.0 17900.00 87.47
05/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00 197.71
12/01/99 0.0 0.00 0.00
11/01/99 1.0 80.00 0.39
10/01/99 1.0 80.00 0.39
09/01/99 1.0 40.00 0.20
08/01/99 43.0 2680.00 13.10
07/01/99 46.0 8760.00 42.81
01/01/99 0.0 0.00 0.00 55.90
09/01/98 48.0 22480.00 109.85
08/01/98 48.0 23720.00 115.91
07/01/98 19.0 1760.00 8.60
01/01/98 0.0 0.00 0.00 234.36
09/01/97 17 2120.00 10.36
08/01/97 18 7080.00 34.60
07/01/97 18 4480.00 21.89
06/01/97 1 279.00 1.36
01/01/97 0 0.00 0.00 66.85
10/01/96 1 54.00 0.26
09/01/96 0 0.00 0.00
08/01/96 1 49.00 0.24
07/01/96 1 169.00 0.83
06/01/96 1 2.00 0.01
05/01/96 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
11/01/95 0 0.00 0.00
10/01/95 3 360.00 1.76
09/01/95 4 120.00 0.59
08/01/95 57 8840.00 43.20
07/01/95 59 4800.00 23.46
06/01/95 81 360.00 1.76
05/01/95 0 0.00 0.00 68.41
11/1/1994 86 1880.00 9.19 9.19
AVERAGE 103.87

Power recs:S BOOSTER Page 3



Brockway Engineering, PLLC 8/1/2005

Estimate of Well Withdrawal Volume
Brockway Engineering, PLLC
C. G. Brockway, P.E.

Well: HAWKER - WELL
Use pumping water level and efficiency to develop theoretical PCC.
Motor HP: 50
Pumping level: 160 feet
Discharge pressure: 60 psi
Discharge line diameter: 8 inches
Pump efficiency: 75.0%
Electrical efficiency: 95.0%
Theoretical Q: 1.05 cfs = 472 gpm
Discharge line velocity: 3.01 ft/s
TDH: 298.6 feet
Theoretical PCC: 429.1 KWH / ac-ft
POWER RECORDS FROM IDAHO POWER
Usage Date kW kWh Ac-Ft Ac-Ft/Anually
12/01/04 0.0 0.00 0.00
10/01/04 20.0 5300.00 12.35
07/01/04 26.0 10880.00 25.35
06/01/04 26.0 5160.00 12.02
05/01/04 26.0 4900.00 11.42 61.15
11/01/03 22.0 480.00 1.12
10/01/03 26.0 5540.00 12.91
07/01/03 26.0 9900.00 23.07
06/01/03 26.0 4420.00 10.30 46.28
09/01/02 0.0 0.00 0.00
08/01/02 25.0 2880.00 6.71
07/01/02 26.0 8160.00 19.01
06/01/02 26.0 4740.00 11.05 36.77
11/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
10/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
09/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
08/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
07/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
06/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00
05/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00
11/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00
10/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00
09/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00
08/01/00 320 3440.00 8.02
07/01/00 41.0 19120.00 44.55
06/01/00 40.0 17900.00 41.71
05/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00 94.28
12/01/99 0.0 0.00 0.00
11/01/99 1.0 80.00 0.19
10/01/99 1.0 80.00 0.19
09/01/99 1.0 40.00 0.09
08/01/99 43.0 2680.00 6.25
07/01/99 46.0 8760.00 20.41
01/01/99 0.0 0.00 0.00 26.66
09/01/98 48.0 22480.00 52.38
08/01/98 48.0 23720.00 5§5.27
07/01/98 19.0 1760.00 4.10
01/01/98 0.0 0.00 0.00 107.66
09/01/97 17 2120.00 4.94
08/01/97 18 7080.00 16.50
07/01/97 18 4480.00 10.44
06/01/97 1 279.00 0.65
01/01/97 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
10/01/96 1 54.00 0.13
09/01/96 0 0.00 0.00
08/01/96 1 49.00 0.11
07/01/96 1 169.00 0.39
06/01/96 1 2.00 0.00
05/01/96 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
11/01/95 0 0.00 0.00
10/01/95 3 360.00 0.84
09/01/95 4 120.00 0.28
08/01/95 57 8840.00 20.60
07/01/95 59 4800.00 11.19
06/01/95 81 360.00 0.84
05/01/95 0 0.00 0.00 32.62
11/1/1994 86 1880.00 4.38 4.38
AVERAGE 43.54

Power recs:WELL Page 4



Estimate of Well + S BOOSTER Withdrawal Volume
Brockway Engineering, PLLC
C. G. Brockway, P.E.

Well: HAWKER - WELL + S BOOSTER
Use pumping water level and efficiency to develop theoretical PCC.

Theoretical WELL PCC: 429.14 KWH / ac-ft
Theoretical S BOOSTER PCC: 204.64 KWH / ac-ft

Theoretical COMBINED PCC: 633.79 KWH / ac-ft

POWER RECORDS FROM IDAHO POWER
Combined When Well Only On

Usage Date kW kWh Ac-Ft __ Ac-Ft/Anually Ac-Ft/Anually

12/01/04 0.0 0.00 0.00

10/01/04 20.0 5300.00 25.90

07/01/04 26.0 10880.00 53.17

06/01/04 26.0 5160.00 25.21

05/01/04 26.0 4900.00 23.94 128.22

11/01/03 22.0 480.00 2.35

10/01/03 26.0 5540.00 27.07

07/01/03 26.0 9900.00 48.38

06/01/03 26.0 4420.00 21.60 97.05

09/01/02 0.0 0.00 0.00

08/01/02 25.0 2880.00 14.07

07/01/02 26.0 8160.00 39.87

06/01/02 26.0 4740.00 23.16 77.11

11/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00

10/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00

09/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00

08/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00

07/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00

06/01/01 0.0 0.00 0.00

05/01/01 0.0 0.00 0:00 0.00

11/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00

10/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00

09/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00

08/01/00 32.0 3440.00 5.43

07/01/00 41.0 19120.00 30.17

06/01/00 40.0 17900.00 28.24

05/01/00 0.0 0.00 0.00 63.84 63.84
12/01/99 0.0 0.00 0.00

11/01/99 1.0 80.00 0.00

10/01/99 1.0 80.00 0.00

09/01/99 1.0 40.00 0.00

08/01/99 43.0 2680.00 4.23

07/01/99 46.0 8760.00 13.82

01/01/99 0.0 0.00 0.00 18.05 18.05
09/01/98 48.0 22480.00 35.47

08/01/98 48.0 23720.00 37.43

07/01/98 19.0 1760.00 8.60

01/01/98 0.0 0.00 0.00 81.50 72.90
09/01/97 17 2120.00 10.36

08/01/97 18 7080.00 34.60

07/01/97 18 4480.00 21.89

06/01/97 1 279.00 0.00

01/01/97 0 0.00 0.00 66.85 0.00
11/01/96 1 1.00 0.00

10/01/96 1 54.00 0.00

09/01/96 0 0.00 0.00

08/01/96 1 49.00 0.00

07/01/96 1 169.00 0.00

06/01/96 1 2.00 0.00

05/01/96 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
11/01/95 0 0.00 0.00

10/01/95 3 360.00 0.57

09/01/95 4 120.00 0.19

08/01/95 57 8840.00 13.95

07/01/95 59 4800.00 7.57

06/01/95 81 360.00 0.57

05/01/95 0 0.00 0.00 22.09 22.09
11/1/1994 86 1880.00 297 297

AVERAGE 42.05 29.48

Brockway Engineering, PLLC 8/1/2005 Power recs:WELL & S BOOSTER Page 5
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LIMITED POWER OF ATTORNE y &, %
Al Vi €p
KNOWN ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENT: ’ Foary,, 02 s
) 6‘0‘/”70/‘%
l, Rick Hawker and Sharon Hawker , hereby nominate and appoin?”’/”é;;o’zesoa,
Daren T Nelson (Brockway Engineering. PLLC) as my attorney-in-fact with full %s

authority to act for and on my behalf to undertake any and all acts or matters pertaining to water
right transfers before the Idaho Department of Water Resources for the following water right
transactions:

Water right transfer for the conversion of irrigation rights (45-2444B and 45-11164)

for stockwater use

in Cassia County, Idaho. Additionally, | hereby ratify and confirm any
and all such acts on matters as contemplated herein.

My agent is hereby authorized to sign, seal and deliver, as my act in deed, those said
instruments of writing that may be necessary or proper to carry into execution and effect the
applications, and transfers above-mentioned. Further, | hereby declare that each and every
application, transfer, agreement, receipt, or payment which shall be by my said agent given,
made or done for the aforesaid purposes shall be as good, valid, and effectual as if they had
been signed, sealed, and delivered by me in my own proper person; and | hereby undertake at
all times to ratify whatsoever my said agent shall lawfully do or cause to be done in or
concerning the said premises by virtue of these present. This Limited Power of Attorney will

become void upon approval, denial or withdrawal of the above referenced applications.
Dateg/this_(4 day of 2005 }661.

Lt |
Mgngob@rdps S

Signature
State of Idaho )
— ) ss.
County of _[vann Fallg )
On this NI‘:\* Day of \/fu ne, , 200%, before me, a Notary Public

in and for said County and State, personally appeared Ric ¥ f Shamea Hawok e v '
known or identified to me to be the individual whose name and subscription to the within
instrument, and acknowledged to me that he executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official
seal the day and year in this certificate first above writtf]v.

TN ————
VoA v ey T,
Not#ry Public —

In/gnd for said State andCounty

_Jl.l)lc.mbgg ¥, 2010

My Commission Expires

r>»mw
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WATER RIGHTS AND TRANSFER AGREEMENT South‘é'n?“gggesou,ces
n

This agreement Is made on the ji day of June, 2008, among (a) Rick and Sharon
Hawker, individuals, ("Hawker”) and (b) Dennis K. Smith, an individual, ("Smith”).

In exchange for the promises, performancs and other consideration given by each to
the other, the parties hereto agree as follgws: :

1. Scope of the Agreement.

The water rights covered by this agreement include certain groundwater identified by
Hawker, Smith and the Idaho Department of Water Resources ("IDWR") as Right No. 45-
11164 and Right No. 45-24448.

The agreement aiso addresses the use and transfer of the rights covered, inciuding by
imposing on each party the obligation to cooperate in, and not objact to, the transfars of the
rights in praceedings before the IDWR pursuant to |.C. §42-222 and other law applicable to

such proceedings.
2. Agreement to Purchase and Sell Right Nos. 45-11164 and 45.24448.

Hawker agrees to purchase from Smith and Smith agrees o sell to Hawker the rights
identified abave on the terms set forth below for the price set forth in Exhibit A, which is

incorporated into this agreement as jf set forth fully herein. In consideration for this agreement,
Smith acknowledges he hag received $1.00 and other valuable consideration.

3. Future Quit Claim and Transfers of Right Nos. 45-1 1164 and 45-24448.

WATER RIGHTS AND TRANSFER AGREEMENT - 1
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This conveyance shall occur within ninety (90) days after the last transfer is finally approved

and no appeals have been filed within the time allowed by law.

4. Na Protests or Objections.

parties to this agreement to the water rights covered, to the extent such objection,

5. Cooperation.

Each party agrees to cooperate to accomplish the purposes of this agreement inc!gding
by timely preparing and fiting all documents necassary to convey ownership and accomplish

the transfers pursuant to proceedings before IDWR.

6. Document preparation and interpretation.

This agreement and related documants have been prepared through negotiations
among the parties and their counsel. Each party has had the opportunity to investigate,
discover the facts, seek legal advice, and otherwise understand and negotiate the terms of the
agraement. The agreement shall not be interpreted for or against any party on account of who

drafted the documents.

7. This Agreement survives.

8. Specific Enforcement,

This agreement may be specifically enforced by the parties to it, as damages at law are
not an adequate remedy. Temporary or permanent equitable relief may be granted to
accomplish its purposes ar enforce its terms. This paragraph shail not be construed as g
limitation on other rights and remedies any party may have. Each party specifically raserves
all other rights and remedies.

9. Attorney Fees.

If any legal action arises to enforce, interpret or avoid this Agreement or the
obligations, promises or Covanants set forth herein, the prevailing panty, in addition to
being entitled to any judgment sa entered, shall be entitled to the award of reasanable

attomey fees and costs against the non-prevailing party.

WATER RIGHTS AND TRANSFER AGREEMENT - 2
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10. No oral modification. ,
This agreement may be modified only by a writing signed by each of the parties hereto.

11. State Law.
This Agreement is madsg and shait be construed under the laws of the Stats of
ldaho,

12. Merger of prior or contomporaneous understandings.

This Agreement is the sale and entire Agreement being entersd into by and
between the parties to it. Any descriptions, representations, agreemsnts, negotiations
or other discussions predating this Agreement are pressly waived and shall not be a

part of this Agreement.

Dated this /3 day of June, 2005.
RICK HAWKER

Dated this /2 _ day of June, 200s.

SHARON HAW

Dated this /2__day of June, 200s.
DENNIS K. SMITH

WATER RIGHTS AND TRANSFER AGREEMENT - 3
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EXHIBIT A

12 This page is Exhibit A to the Water Rights and Transfer Agreement entered into on June

» 2005, among (a) Rick and Sharon Hawker, individuals, ("Hawker") and (b) Dennis K.
Smith, an individual, ("Smith")

The price Hawker shall pay Smith under paragraph 2 is $12,500.00.

Dated this /5 day of June, 2005. Z“’C &%—-

RICK HAWKER

Dated this _{S _day of June, 2005. Q{m D Aokt

SHARON HAWKER

Dated this /3 _day of June, 2005. m
DENNIS K. SMITH

WATER RIGHTS AND TRANSFER AGREEMENT - 4
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LE ADDENDUM/AMENDMENT #___ 1 (1,2,3, etc.)
ALIOR®

-

QUAL xRl
gr-.-r'uﬂv

THIS IS AN ADDENDUM/AMENDMENT TQ A PURCHASRE AND SALE AGREEMENT. READ THE ENTIRX COCUMENT, INCLUDING ANY ATTACHMENYS,

2
3 CAREPULLY OEFORE SIGNING, IF YOU HavE anY QUESTIONS. CONSULT YOUR ATTORNEY OR ACCQUNTANT BEFORE SIGNING,
+ This is an ADDENDUM & or an AMENDMENT [J ta the Real Estate Purchase and Sale Agreement and R&:eipt
s for Eamest Maney. & o
8 EamaestMoney Dated:__ December 3, 1939 : ' iD# 1385 é\/ [
? ADDRESS:_Oaklsy, idan 0%,,% {2, €o

N By, o 4

500,4:/ %{ 005
8 BUYER(S): Picketr Ranch ¢ cheep co. - MR s
. "0r) o”’e@n

¢ SELLER(S): Pennis K. smith

10 “The undersigned Parties heraby agree as follows:
1 L) Saller agraes te Place sprinkler hand lines so that purchaser may inspect aud invencory

12 2quipgent included ia Ehis eransaction.

13 2.1 Seller Agrass tn discennect the well and booiter pump frem the ‘{zrigation system of the

14 3ubjest properry. Thix to ba donk with no apense te the buyer.

% 15 3.) Buyer axpreasaly agrass char ng Watsr riqhts appurtenant cg the subjece propercty from the

18 _well locatod on tha douth end of PIoperTy ara to ba included in the sale.

17 4.1 Saller agrees to transter co ths buyer 100 sharss of Caklay Canal Co. watar upen closing

18 this cransaction.

S) aLy REFERENCES HEREIN TO THE WORD “BUYER" SHALL BE INTERPRETED TO
REFER TO PICKETT RANCE & SHEEP COMPANY ENTERING INTO A 1031 TAX

DEFERRED EXCHANGE WITH CUMMINS FARMS ACTING AS THE ACTUAL BUYER
OF THE REAL PROPERTY HEREIN,

23 The harein ayeemsnt upon its oxemtlop by both parties, is made an integral part of the aforementioned Ag snt.
Alr= - BUYER —_@k 4 (SE’_ZLER

"BUYER SELLER
\
DATED:_/ X ~//— G5
TAMORM  TME S 3 S XAam.Orm,
0 This tom is printag ard disinbixad by the Ada Coursy Asscciation o/ REALTORS®, inc: / iduho Assaciation Of REALTORS®, Inc. This %rm nag Asen
31 dnhneuhundum\ammmrzh-mhyr-mmnuhu-lw-mmmune-.cmnunmwmnmmmmm .
1 : the Nelianal Assoation of REALTORER
5 USE BY ANY OTHER PERSON 1§ ok Venns St~ -
s Aottt maaonn Rovmon g 2 14es FSERYNITY Adm Couy Asmnapan of XEALTOASS, ine. / bmve Acves Post-it* Fax Noto 7671 Ioa&;kos IPUQ“" /
IROKER: RB/MA% Keystane Realty Geaup AGENT.  Glen Jensan T_oiu\)L FM.DS'é S
Co./Dept. Co.
Wax o Fax &
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Oakley Consumptive U. .

ETr

MEAN ETr 2.01
STDV ETr 0.37

Alfalfa Hay

MEAN CU
MEAN IR
STDEV CU
STDEV IR
Dry Beans
MEAN CU
MEAN IR
STDEV CU
STDEV IR

Silage Corn

MEAN CU
MEAN IR
STDEV CU
STDEV IR

Sweet Corn

MEAN CU
MEAN IR
STDEV CU
STDEV IR
Peas
MEAN CU
MEAN IR
STDEV CU
STDEV IR
Potatoes
MEAN CU
MEAN IR
STDEV CU
STDEV IR

Sugar Beets

MEAN CU
MEAN IR
STDEV CU
STDEV IR

Spring Grain

MEAN CU
MEAN IR
STDEV CU
STDEV IR

Winter Grain

MEAN CU
MEAN IR
STDEV CU
STDEV IR
Pasture
MEAN CU
MEAN IR
STDEV CU
STDEV IR

0.65
0.23
0.12
0.25

End of Data Set

Apr May
4.54 6.09
0.49 0.54

1.59 5.39

0.97 4.35

0.17 0.48

0.46 0.87

1.83
1.04
0.16
0.52
1.83
1.04
0.16
0.52
1.36 2.50
0.81 1.74
0.15 0.22
0.40 0.54
1.84
1.23
0.16
0.43
1.36 1.83
0.76 1.03
0.15 0.16
0.44 0.53
1.36 2.93
0.83 2.18
0.15 0.26
0.40 0.57
3.36 6.02
2.70 S.02

0.36 0.54

0.62 0.89

1.95 4.69

1.33 3.74

0.21 0.42

0.48 0.78

.om Allen and Brockway 83
** Monthly average daily (mm/day) and Seasonal Totals (mm) =**
Mar

Jun  Jul Aug Sep Oct Total
7.77 8.35 6.94 5.38 3.61 1361.
0.51 0.32 0.34 0.39 0.39 42.

6.90 6.85 5.22 3.25 1.09 924.
5.89 6.33 4.72 2.84 0.69 784.
0.45 0.26 0.26 0.23 0.12 130.
1.00 0.52 0.64 0.52 0.41 §&2.
2.44 5.99 5.99 1.31 483.
1.79 5.57 5.53 1.01 425.
0.16 0.23 0.30 0.09 15.
0.56 0.43 0.61 0.35 3s5.
2.66 6.62 6.55 4.45 677.
1.93 6.12 6.02 4.04 583.
0.18 0.25 0.33 0.32 21.
0.63 0.49 0.70 0.60 47,
2.59 6.45 6.34 529.
1.86 5.96 5.82 448.
0.17 0.25 0.32 18.
0.63 0.49 0.68 41.
6.56 4.16 1.16 478.
5.69 3.77 0.82 186.
0.43 0.16 0.06 19.
0.90 0.37 0.39 47.
4.65 7.00 5.51 3.47 687.
4.00 6.60 5.13 3.17 613.
0.31 0.27 0.27 0.25 21.
0.66 0.43 0.53 0.45 40.
3.08 7.53 6.88 4.79 2.56 858.
2.31 7.00 6.33 4.35 2.12 730.
0.20 0.29 0.34 0.34 0.28 23.
0.67 0.54 0.73 0.63 0.55 53.
7.49 8.22 2.97 701.
6.59 7.73 2.60 604.
0.49 0.31 0.15 25.
0.96 0.53 0.46 52.
7.77 8.21 2.64 872.
6.78 7.68 2.24 746 .
0.51 0.31 0.13 34,
1.03 0.55 0.47 66 .
5.98 6.43 5.34 4.14 2.78 955.
5.07 5.94 4.86 3.73 2.35 822.
0.39 0.25 0.27 0.30 0.30 28.
0.90 0.49 0.63 0.57 0.57

58.
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Form Aporoveo - (M3 Nc. €550-CQ0:

CASSIA, [DAHO
FSA-578(02-01-91) REPORT OF ACREAGE PROGRAM YEAg. 13¢c¢

FARM NUMBER: 3590 FARM AND TRACT DETAIL LISTING DATE:
Opzra2tor Name and agdress 10 ‘ Orfginal:
JENNTS X SQITH €364 Revision: ____
PC BOX 45}
JAKLEY. ID 8336 Crapanc: 454.7
Farmianag: £35.¢C
Tract Fiald Irr Var/ Int tnd Redorzed Deters‘ned 0/  Crap Fiter Prod Praz
Humbe~  Num (D ’rc  Crop Type Use Use Acreage Acreage M Sta: FolC Share 10
/233 1 Ir WHEAT SKWS Grain 17.40 H 2 1.0000 £364
- 2 Ir WHEAT  SWS  Grain 7.00 1 2 Y LT
/\/ K} Ir WHEAT SUS 6ra’n 64.90 1 2 1.200) 3364
l J : Ir WHEAT  SWS  Grafn s t 2 1.3000 5364
Photo Humber/Legal Descriptfon: M26 $20 T13 R22
Cropland: 94.4 Reported: 94.4 0¢ffarence: .0 Reported 2,B.S,R.A: .C
2n 1 LR ] SUMFL ~— C”}:m;‘i) OCRO2 2.00 1 1.¢0oo¢ §25<
' at’ -
b3 [} SUMF. OCRI? 1.30 { 1.0020 5352
} 3 ir Wk EAT SHWS Grain 17.00 1 2 1.0000 335¢
j “ Ir WAEAT SWW Sraia 30.60 1 2 1.06r0 5363
ﬁ { [ S N+ OTHER OCROP 1.10 I 1.3c0C0 33€4
C-ap Hire I-r Crop NMrr Irr
OCRCP L.4 WHEAT 47.6
Photo Number/lLegal Descripticn: M26 520 T.3 R22
Sreclardg: 54.0 Reported: :3 *. Offferznce: -2.9 Reported J,B.S.F, A: .C
2:/3 1 i- Fetow OCROP 1.30 l.coto €352
2 1r SBEET Proces 34.3C i 2 L3000 19807
.5600 579
Crop Nirr frr Crecp Nir- ler
OCROP 1.5 SBIET 34,2
Prote Hurbe-‘Lecal Cescriotion: N28 $28 T.3 R22
Crodland: 35.6 Reported: 38.6 Dif<erer:e: 0 Repcrted 2,8.5.P.~: .0
2 1 Ir WAEAT SWW 6rain 27.00 I 2 1.020C €303
1A Ir W4CAT SNS Grafn 13.00 I 2 1.¢20¢C 5364
18 ir FALOW OCRO? 7.00 M 1.CC20 €354
2 I~ FALCNH OCROP £.50 : 10020 £33
3 [r PTIATC SRA Fresn Y Fav 37.70 1 2 1.0023 073

PAGE 1 14 UG

zd €v26-298-802-1 1MEH eBusy pue Biel) B0L'60 GO /g 40y



Ferm Approves - OM5 No. J56C-3C04

CASSI&, DAHC
v Tec= -
PROGRAM -EA}( 1¢¢

TS&-378(02-01-91) REPORT OF ACREAGE
FARM NUMBER: 3580 FARM AND TRACT DETAIL LISTING DATE: 04-22-35
Oserator Hipe ara Address 10 ' Origtnal:
DENKIS K §$4I™4 5364 Revision: ___
PO BOX 461
UAKUEY, (D 23336 Crapland: 54,7
Farmland: $35.C
‘race Field irr var/ Int ind Reporzed Determined o/ Crop  PItPr Frod Pra¢
finber  Num 1D Prc Croo Type Jse Use Acreage Acrzage L} Stat FClC Sherz :2
j 1 lr PTAT) GRA Fresn F FAV 17.40 I 1.0000 2873
2 [r PTAT) GRA fresn F FAY 7.00 [ 1.0000 2673
l fr PTATO GRa Fresh F FAY €4.30 I 1.0000 2573
4 Ir PTATD GRA Frash F FAV ‘ 5.10 1 1.00Co 2873
Crop Nire Irr
OFAy 94.4
Prots Aumder/tegal Description: M2E $20 T13 R22
Croplang: 94.¢ Reparted: 94.4 Offferance: .0 Reported J.8.5.K.A: .
71 1 I» NHEAT SWk Grain 2.00 ! 1.000C €364
H Ni SUMFL ZCRLP 1.30 : 1‘,CAOCI) 8143
3 Ir HHEAT SWw Grafn 27.00 M 1.€000 §25:
4 1r WHEAT SWd Grain 3C.60 [ 1.4090 £35:
H N¢ SukeFL 0CRGP 1..6 [ 1.3032 £26:
Crad Nire irr Crep Nere Ire
OCROP 2.4 WHEAT 49.6
Photo Wumber/Legal Cescription: M26 $20 T15 R22
Cropland: 84.0 Reported. 52.0 Cifference: -2.0 Repcrted 0.8.5,R. 4. .0
<75 1 Ni SUNFL 0CROP 1.30 I 1.C20¢C 53€4
Z I- WHEAT SHN G-ain 34.30 I 1.020¢ §374
Crop Nirr ire Crep Nirr irr
CCRCP 1.3 WHEAT 34.5
Pioto vumber/tegal Dascrizticn: W28 $28 T13 R22
Craz'ang: 35.6 Rezorted: 35.6 Differance: .0 Reportee 0.8.5.7 a: v
313 1 Ir WHEAT SWwW Gra‘n L7.20 I L0022 €35
2 N1 SUMFL 0CRroOP 5.50 t 1.003) RlE:
3 I S3EET Proces 37.70 I .5CC) 18C7
5CC2 2875

PAGE 1

ed EPZR-79R-207-1 18XmeH eeusy pue Biesn BOL.AN SN /7 idy



CAS31A, IDAHO form Approved - IMB No. 05€0-D004

FSA-578 (Producer Print) REFORT OF ACREAGE

Froducer Nane and Address ]
SENVES K SMITH 8364
&G Z0x agl

DAKLEY, [D 83346

The fc'lowing statement: are made in accordance with the Privacy Act of 1974(5 USC 5528). The Agricultira) adfustmeant Act
of 1328, as amenced, and the Agr<zultural Act of 1949, as amenced, 3uthorized the collection of the fo'lawing daca. Tre

déta will te used to datermine eligibility for ass®stance. Furvishiag the data is voluntary, however. withcut it cssi;-
‘ored provisigls of fFs dcts.

HOTE:

PROGRAM YEAR 16583
DATE: 04-22-20CS

LoQCck caanct -e proyids ny.
Public reporting barcen fer tnis collectior of information 1s estimated to average 15 minutes per respomse. fnclucing te t me
for reviewing instrustions, searching existing data sources. Jathering anc maintaining the data seeded. snc sompleti=g anc
reviewing the collaction of Info-mazion. Send ccmments regarding th!s burden estimate, or any other aspect of this ¢5! actio- of
‘rfcrmaticn, fncluding suggestions for reduciwg this burdea, to the Deparcment of Agriculture, Clearance Officer. Ag Box 7839,
Wiskington, 0.C. 23250: and tc the Office of Marageren: and Budget, Paperwork Recuction Project (OHE Nc. 0560-0004).

:sringtor. D.C. 20503 RETURN THIS COMPIEYED FORM TC YOUR FSA COUNTY OFFLZE.

Farm Tract Ffeld Irr Var/ int Reported Deterntned Planting Frog Prod
Numdar Numter Num ID Prc Crop Type Use Acreage Acrsage Date Share MNeme
330 e71 2 M SUNFL 1.30 -.0000 DENNIS K SMITH
S Ht  SuMFL l.10 1.€000 OENNIS K SMITH
278 1 N1 SUMFL 1.30 1.C000 DENNIS K SMITH
313 1 [r WHEAT SWW G&ra‘n 47.20 1.5000 DJINNIS K 3MITH
2 Ni  SUMFL 5.50 L.2003 O:NNIS K SMITH
3 Ir WHTAT SWW 3rain 37.70 1.0000 OEMN:S K SHITH
e 1 [r WHZAT SWS G=sin 14.40 1.0000 DENNIS K SHITH
2 Ir UWHEAT SWW G-afn 4.80 1.0000 DENMIS K SHITH
313 1 Ir WKEAT 3INW Grafn 101.20 1.CO00 GCENNIS K SMITH
31z 1 Ir WHEAT SWW Grain 4.0 1.0000 DOENNIS K SMITH
H I~ WHEAT SWW Grain €.60 1.000C OINNIS K SMITH
321 1 1~ ALFAL Hay 16.0C 1.0000 O:uNIS < SMITH
8474 3 Ni  SUMFL 1.1¢ 1.0020  OENNIS < SMITH

that the acreage of crons anc land uses listes
regorted for tae farr as 3pplicable. Thz
crops and land uses an tae adave

PROLCZ' S CIRTIFICATICN: [ zertify to the Dest of ny knowlegge ard telfef
harein ar2 true and corr2ct. and tha: al) required crops and land uses have been
signing of this forn givas FSA representa<ives duthcrization to enter and inspect

fdzntified :and
|Date

Froducer's Sign:ture
1
'

Tr’s program or activity wil' De conducted cn a nondiscrim natary basis without reg:ird to race. colar, religion, raticnal

eriip, sex. J3ge, myrita) status, ar dicadi‘ity

y'd £426-298-802-1 leyme SBUBY pue S!BJO 1160 GO /2 idy



ORDA = FPARLVIAL DECUKED http://164.165.134.61/F4502444BX HT)
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SRBA ooy, 06 0 Zwso
PARTIAL DECREE 45-02444B 3.,

Issued on 05-06-2005.
This is not an official copy.
Contact IDWR or the Court for a Certified Copy -

Choose Landscape Orientation when printing.

NAME AND ADDRESS: DENNIS K SMITH
201 E SOUTH TEMPLE #11l6
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84111

SOURCE: GROUND WATER

QUANTITY: 0.60 CFs
292.80 AFY
USE OF THIS RIGHT WITH RIGHT NO. 45-11164 IS LIMITED TO A TOTAL
COMBINED DIVERSION RATE OF 0.60 CFS AND TO A TOTAL COMBINED
ANNUAL DIVERSION VOLUME OF 292.8 AF.

PRIORITY DATE: 04/30/1953
POINT OF DIVERSION: T13S R22E S20 SESESW Within Cassia County
PURPOSE AND
PERIOD OF USE: PURPOSE OF USE PERIOD OF USE QUANTITY
Irrigation 03-15 TO 11-15 0.60 CFs
292.80 AFY
PLACE OF USE: Irrigation Within Cassia County
T13S R22E S20 SWNW 9.7 SENW 16.0
NESW 39.0 SESW 30.0
SWSE 15.0 SESE 38.0

147.7 Acres Total

USE OF THIS RIGHT WITH RIGHT NO. 45-11164 IS LIMITED TO THE

IRRIGATION OF A COMBINED TOTAL OF 147.7 ACRES IN A SINGLE

IRRIGATION SEASON. -

THIS RIGHT IS LIMITED TO THE IRRIGATION OF_94.7 ACRES WITHIN THE

PLACE OF USE DESCRIBED ABOVE IN A SINGLE IRRIGATION SEASON.
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.

THIS PARTIAL DECREE IS SUBRJECT 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. I.C. SECTION 42-1412(6).

Return to SRBA Home Page

5/20/2005 3:11 PM



ORDA=TARNLIIAL DUDBECRER http://164.165.134.61/F4511164XX.HT>

1ofl

Re Ce, .
SRBA Ay Ve
PARTIAL DECREE 45-11164 ”'s":;,’;;,g;p%,ej%

q%;WMQ%
Issued on 05-13-2005.
This is not an official copy.
Contact IDWR or the Court for a Certified Copy.

Choose Landscape Orientation when printing.

NAME AND ADDRESS: DENNIS K SMITH .
201 E SOUTH TEMPLE #116
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84111

SOURCE : GROUND WATER

QUANTITY: 0.22 CFs
USE OF THIS RIGHT WITH RIGHT NO. 45-2444B IS LIMITED TO A TOTAL
COMBINED DIVERSION RATE OF 0.60 CFS AND TO A TOTAL COMBINED
ANNUAL DIVERSION VOLUME OF 292.8 AF.

PRIORITY DATE: 06/30/1985
POINT OF DIVERSION: T13S R22E S20 SESESW Within Cassia County
PURPOSE AND
PERIOD OF USE: PURPOSE OF USE PERIOD OF USE QUANTITY
Irrigation 03-15 TO 11-15 0.22 CFs
PLACE OF USE: Irrigation Within Cassia County
T13S R22E S20 SWNW 9.7 SENW 16.0
NESW 39.0 SESW 30.0
SWSE 15.0 SESE 38.0

147.7 Acres Total

USE OF THIS RIGHT WITH RIGHT NO. 45-2444B IS LIMITED TO THE

IRRIGATION OF A COMBINED TOTAL OF 147.7 ACRES IN A SINGLE

IRRIGATION SEASON.

THIS RIGHT IS LIMITED TO THE IRRIGATION OF 53 ACRES WITHIN THE

PLACE OF USE DESCRIBED ABOVE IN A SINGLE IRRIGATION SEASON.
OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT:

THIS RIGHT IS AN EXPANSION OF RIGHT NO. 45-2444B PURSUANT TO

SECTION 42-1416B, IDAHO CODE.

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. I.C. SECTION 42-1412 (6) .

5/20/2005 3:11 PM



