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Transfer No. 2/03

Application No. 11-1058/etc.
(See attachment)

STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF WATER.RESOURCES

W/%APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER OF WATER RIGHT

To Change the Point of Diversion and/or the Place of Use

Name of applicant Déan Ward & Grant Haddock. Phone  945-2361
Post office address Bloomington .(Ward); Paris (Haddock), Idaho’ '
A. DESCRIPTION OF RIGHT AS RECORDED

1.  Right evidenced by:

a. Decreeto see attachment

incase of Edward Haddock ' FNavr:e) _Joseph E._Thorm"ck et al ) |
| dated Oct. 10, 1904  in Fifth Dist. " county of Bear Lake
) ' ‘ _ (Name of court)
| b. License No. _ issued by the ldaho Department of Water Resources . : ‘
c. Claim Nd. ' on file with the Idaho Department of Water Resources
: 2. |If applicant is not the original holder of this right, explain how it was acquired and attach a copy of
) the deed or other evidence of ownership of the land to which the right is a ,murtenam |
. e
Source of water ___Worm Creek : | __tributary to __Bear River
’ Date of priority __see attachment |
, 5. Water is used for the following purposes: . ‘
- ' anﬁount 2.67 _for Irrigation . . _huwposesfrom  Apy, 1 1o CNov. 1.
_ 'ai‘nount - or e burpOsEs from o e
‘,}'a& .amount. for o purposes from ‘, . SR g e
fﬁ{ | et e e (n{u\:.th;"(_tay - both dates ing Iuswe)
,»\'!\&t 6. Total amount of water under right:  a. __2.67 _ cubicfect ner second
‘f. ,"‘{ - ' . . A , cbe o acre I'eeﬁégtrj.z\'mum
T ‘Location'of original paint of diversionis ~ NW % of SW - YiofSoection 34
| Townshlp _VAS _Ronge  43E | BM.in Bear Lake ' __County .

- Additional pomisofduvumon |fany SE%NWS, Sec 34, SW4NE%, Sec. 34, T 145 R._43t;.
- _NERNWY, Sec. 4, T 155, R. *43E’BM )

8. Lands irrigated or place of use:

: MELa o MWL SV A
. SEC. e O - 10TALS
Twe RAN(_:’E . ¢ NEVG | NW1g VSW‘;‘& SEla | NEVA] MW SWIHGESELa | NEVa | N SWT g SEVy ’JU B l PV L SWE S 1 EEY

14S | 43E | 38 | x | x | x|{x]| | | I ESRESESES 133.5

Total number of acres to be irrigated'. 133.5




B. DESCRIPTION OF PORTION OF RIGHT FOR WHICH THE CHANGE IS REQUESTED (If the entire right is
requested changed, omit part B) '
1. Amount of water: a. cubic feet pe'r second
: &/or
b. acre feet per annum _
2. Point of diversion V4 %, Section Town'ship
Range . | , B.M., County
Additional points ' \
3. Place of use:
,- NEVa NWY4 ’ SWVs , SEVa »
- TWP, RANGE SEC. - k - - T TOTALS .
’ NEVa | NWVa | SWVa | SEVa | NEVa| ‘NWYVa| SW1/4 | SEVa] NEVs| NWVa | SWVa | 'SEV, ~NE‘/4A NV/s | SWVs | SEVa.
(\
C. DESCRIPTIONOF VRIGHT OR PORTION THEREOF, AFTER THE REQUESTED CHANGE
1. Change in point of diversion | '
a. Amount of water to be diverted _ 2.67 ‘ c.f.s. &/or . -acre feet
b. Point(s) of diversion __NE % __ NW %, Section __4 ‘Township _15S
Range  43E , B:M., Bear Lake County - )
Additional points NWisSWis, Sec. 34, SEMNW4, Sec. 34. SW4NEk, Sec. 34, T. 14S,
R. 43k ‘
g. 'D,escription of divérting works  ditches and headgates
d.  Describe the reasons for applyfng for a change in the point(s) of diversion @ gravity sprinkier

system is 'supph'ed from the ditch located in NE%NWY%, Sec. 4, T, 15S, R. |

43E; and will be the main point of diversion for a more efficient use of -

the existing water supply

2. Change in place of use

"~ a. Describe the lands or place. of use to which the right will be transferred:
| . NEVs . NWY SWva SEVa ,
© TWP. RANGE SEC. - ; : - TOTALS
, : NEV | NWYs | SWYa| SEVa | NEVa| NWa| SWYs | SEVa | NEVA | NWVa | SWia | SEVa | NEVA | NWYs | SWYa | SEVS ,
14S [ 43E |34 ' 10 ' 10| 15| 30 125 120 | 20) 130.
|35 1 3.5 | b 3.5

Total number of acres to be irrigated _ 133.5




Kot

|
.IIII—.IIIll.IIIIPIII.l

- .;
b .
1

'

|

!
]
|

[

|

]

|

I

!

L

!

1

|

]

I

!

|
4

0
N | _
|

o . N |
= i—u

)

~—’
-~ |.
(.- ~
e

J

|
|

‘ |

—— e
| -_
|
|
.

| !
| “
. | T .
e e S B
| “ .
_
|
]
i |
|
_
_
I
_

e

T
|
|
!
|
|
=
|
I
|

R s T S T R

]
]
|
i
{
“ L N P
AR St Sttt | = - _
| ! _ _ i _ i _ ! . I .
I r i i | ! _ N _ | L
| +— = 2 i _ ~ m _ ! _ |
| " _ | “ ! “ ! “ ] _ W,
_ _ | :
m e B L e e s R s e R RO _
! 3 | . | O | _
m /f.- “ “ “ “ “ ! up “ | ol “ -
' . N { | A\ T
M " _ f K 3 D ! _ “ ’
| _ _ _ R N S P SR NN SOV R S

|

!

|
4

|

I

I

! B

I

I

[

[

I

|

|

!

I S R R

-
T

Y

-

!
e
| .
|
|
1
|
!
|

T

I
|
!
i~
|
|
1

— v emd — e

|
|
I

!

e

I

!

|

|

|

|

'—-——-——-—1 Sty v ——
7

|

|

|

!

|

|

!

T

_ |
| I
[ |
} 1
! |
" |
|y e — —_—
T N _ T . aﬁo
|
|
1
i
_

I
|
=1y
le
PD

]
! |
| |
SR SIS BT BN S S
| |
| 1
! I

I
[
[
J
I
!
|
|
I
I
o
——— e
———dee e e
I
I
I
1

|
_
|
_
_
|
R b
]
_
|
1
|
|
|

!
I
I
|
|
I
S
S USRI DUV ERpIU RN

—_———]——

S

—— ]

I
I
|
!
|
|
!
|
|
!
!
|
I
I

|
I
I
I
I
|
I
L
|
I
J
]

Draw a map indicating the new point(s) of diversion and/or the new land to be irrigated.

Show.clearly the land involved by section, township and range number.
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SCALE: 2 inches equal 1 mile. Draw plan in ink.
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3. Remarks

PO

| hereby assert that no one will be.injured by such change and the change does not constitute an enlargement

in use of the original right. The information contained in this app|ication»)q true to 't/hibest of my know! dge.

{ ot A,
/ /4/{4/1'1 -
~ {Signature of apphcant)
S 7 e
Subscribed and sworn to before me ¢his 2__ é day of - A'P/n / . N , 19 '7,7

(Notary pub c)

My commission expires ,._2//_425

=

ACTION OF THE DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

No. 2103 o .
ThlS is to certify that | have examined Apphcatron for Transfer 6f Water Rights No. 11-1058 etc. - - .

. -and sald appllcatron is hereby APPROVED

1 Approval of said appllcatlon is subject to the following limitations and conditions:
-as set forth in the Proposed Memorandum Decision and Order

2. = Denial of said a'pplication is for the following reasons:

~~_ Witness my hard this 22nd day of : October . ;19 -84

se rapa e s me sem T neT e . . o .
g 0 4 2 . A o7 perld N / -

FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

é,w a‘éwu Wmoé

Re'ceive'd by (,‘é/ ' " Date 4/ - 77 Protest filed by L?Wﬂ,(,//] A/LM/A.L,.
: ’Prehm check by? Fee%;’ ~ L/JQLZ/,d (?///WJ — Q/ ///AK/MA/
‘ .Rece|pted by,//,d - Date '%/"’25’777 ﬂ Z(/,Zée ,_,) Qﬂ/nww / 7‘/cum;2

. Published in Z
{

Copies of protest forwarded by . ﬂﬂj

Pub dates ¢ Hearing held by : Date !
J » - : o
Watermaster recommendatron requested on é -J/- 77 . Recommended for approval - . denial ¥

(‘,)A .rec'd. é -0 - /77 ' by&’}?& ‘ o
/\,a/,x./uf// wﬂ/‘ ' | ” - R o l

N - L . : I
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, IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF IDAHO
I AND FOR BEAR LAXE COUNTY, IDHAO. V//

Edward Heddock )
Plaintiff.)

VS . %

Joseph E. Thorncok! )
Defendant. )

- e aw em e =e am  m s we  mm e e

1 I : Be it remembered that this cause was commenced by filing the comp?
4 .. leint on the thirteenth dey of August, 1901, by Edward Haddock,plaint-
v 1fE, against Joseph ®. Thornoci; that afterward upon showing duly made
to the Court that Peter Greenhalgh,Janes A. Helsen, E. J. Hoddock, D.A.
Xrogue, Levi H. Long, Devid A. Nelson, N.P. ?asmuasen Fred Jacohson,
i : 0.C. Dunford,Jacob Welker, Nelson C. lielson, and James G. Yelker, were
' necessary apd proper parties to this action, 1t was ordered that they
be made parties defendant; that afterwerd to wit; on the 23rd day of
June, 190?, sll of said naﬁtles to this action nﬂreed in writing to and
did an001nt Alma rlndlav Je. A. Hulme, end H.H. Broomhead-as HReferees, to
take the testimony in this case, and submit their findings of factg to
the parties in this case and to the Court, snd that the decree of this
Court based upon said findings of fact should bs entered os the decree
of this court in thlq action with the same force and effiect 'as if the

.»*\!A : - .-

case had been regularly tried bafore the Court.
Thet said Rofcrees have filed thoir report and findines oi fact
in the Court, which arec arreced to by all of said parties, and accented
! and aporoved by thig Court, from which findings of fact, the Court made
% its conclusions of law, - “hnt each of serid neorties are entitled to
% uhetwaterﬁ as of the amounts and dates speccified in said findings of |
k fac
3 How therefore this csuse coming recularly on this 10th dey of Oct-
1 ober, 1904 for the entry of Judgment, Alfred Budge Esq., apvesring for
#oooe o the pleintiff end John A. Basley Tsq., appearing for trhe Pefendants.
f IT Is ordered adiudped ond decreed that the severel parties to this
} action sre ontitled to and are herehy dccreed, tho wators of Worm Creel,
J - gnd its tributsries, a stream in Besr Lake County. State of Idsho, as of
8 the following amounts cnd daetes to-wit:
a Name Amount Of Date. Name Amount ™ Of Date .
; ,f”“,HJ:.Hdddéck? 10 1nchos%May”15t"1868 C. Helson 3% inches Maylst,18:
% wJe Co Dunford 4 " "o 1869.gi. A. Erogue o) " hay 1st1869
1 3E. J. Haddock 14 " woan 1870 Peter Greehalgh 20 " 1" 1870.
: 4D. A. Nelson 4% " "L 1870uE. J. Haddock ok " "ooM" 1877,
. APeter Groehalgh 6 " "1 18773, A, Nelson -5/8 "oo"m 1" 1880,
&D. A. Xrogue 6 " "o1" 1883&Qyames A.Nolgon 9 "o 1" 1885
4 - ‘yLevl H.Long 13 " "ol 1883a4.C. Dunford 2 " *to1" 1683.
;. &B. J. Haddock 1 v " 1" 1888gsFeter Greenhalgh 4 n "o1"™ 1890,
- #%#D. A. Nelson 8-3/8" o1t 18914John Q.Welker 3% " "1™ 1891,
1 fadJames A.Nelson 15% " "1 1898 230. A. Nelson 6-7/10" "oo1M" 1892,
{1D. A. Nelson ° 194 " "1 1893 @acob Nelson 7§ Tooom 1M 1893.
| J2D. A. Nelson, 6§ " "o 1894 94lacob Welker 8- " 1" 1894
© |3Levi H. Long 60 " "1" 1894.,30. A. Nelson  8F " "™ 1" 1895.
- [4Jacob Wellker 5 " "1 1896 Q1E. J. Haddock 1 " 1" 1895,
[sPeter Rasmusgen ~ 3 - " 1" 1895.3alohn QlWelker 33 " 1" 1895,
[LD.. . Nelson 3% " "ol 1896 @Levi H. Long 7.t v 1896
/7F”ed Jacobsen 2 " "1t 1898g¢'red Pacobsen 6 A L K To) I

That an inceh of wrter g9 mentioned in this decreo mecaus g miners ineh of
water measured under s four inch pressure, or one Xmurih fiftieth (1/50) of one
{1) cubic foot of water wer sccond of time. '
Deted this 10th day of Cctober, 1904,
i ‘ Jnmeg Ll.Stevens, Dist. Judge.
b Book "B" of Judrment pege 243. '

L
)0""(\} ,_\,‘ .

B % Nl WA Y B PRBACI AR
"‘"M "'ﬁ- ] Chnaitnidbon v Wit o0 R Y, DT A R TR 0T R
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'BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER NO. )
2103 OF WATER RIGHT NOS. 11-1058/1076/1060/ ) ' :
1077/1061/1078/1062/1079/1064/1065/1082/ ) CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
1066/1089/1084/1068/1069/1087/1088/1073 IN g

)

THE NAME OF DEAN WARD AND GRANT HADDOCK

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on'this the 22nd'day of October, 1984, a true and
;Cdrreét copy of the foregoing ORDER ADOPTING PROPOSED MEMORANDUM DECISION‘AND ORDER
was mailed, postage prepaid to: |

Dean Ward
- Bloomington, ID 83223

Grant Haddock
Paris, ID 83261

Ardee Helm, Jr. :
Attorney for Ardella Peterson
484 Washington St.

- Montpelier, ID 83254

Mayo Krogue ,
Bloomington, ID 83223

Arlen {. Wilkes
~ St. Charles, ID 83272

James E. Payne
Bloomington, -ID . 83223

Glyde G. Nelson — No luer ,c?mmcdk
Attorney at Law ralata d Placton;
P. 0. Box 797 11/3/8f Aater

Soda Springs, ID 83276 .

Leonard Kingsford -
Attorney at Law

P. D, Box 915

Sod& Springs, ID- 83276

FLECK =\
Secretary/Records Manager
Idaho Department of Water Resources

(R Ot
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'BEFORE THE DIRECTOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
| OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO

IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER NO. ') PROPOSED .

)
2103 OF WATER RIGHT NOS. 11-1058/1076/1060/ ) :
1077/1061/1078/1062/1079/1064/1065/1082/ ) MEMORANDUM DECISION
1066/1089/1084/1068/1069/1087 /1088 /1073 ) ‘ ‘

)

)

IN THE NAME OF DEAN WARD AND GRANT HADDOCK AND‘ORDER.

This matter was first brought to the attention of the Idaho'Debartment
of Water Resources. on January 3, 1976 when a 1ettef 'from Mayo Krogde vwaé‘
- ‘ : received objecting td the change 1n.point of diversion on Worm Creek.initiated
(". by Dean Ward and Graﬁt Haddock. This change was made without behefit of the

; requisite transfer approval. Dean Ward was subsequently adviséd by the
Department that it appeared a transfer would be necessary tp legally accomplish
the changes he and Qrant'Haddock were making. In responsé, peksqnne] from the
Department were invited to come and review the changeévin the‘fie1d.:vBaséd upon
the'inforhation provided at that.time, it was concluded that novchanges which
would- kequire é -transfer were being made. The conversion from surfaée to

sprinkler irrigation does not necessarily represent a change. in the associated

. water rights. -~ However, the irrigation of previously unirrigated land would

require a water right permit..'Mayo Krogue and Nolan Krogue respohded by filing

an‘affidavit stating that for over fokty (40) years all of the water users on
WOrm Creek have diverted their Water at the same diversion located witﬁin the
'Nw1/4sw1/4; Sec. 34, Twp. 14S, Rge. 43E,'B;M. Mr.. Krogue further exﬁfained that
the ditch that would be Qéed to supply the new gravity sprinkler system was a
high water ditch that was located on the préperty of Ardella Peterson ahd‘had
‘not been uﬁed for years. Based upon the sworn statement of Mayq and No1an
Krogue, Dean Ward was advjsed that én.app1fcation fdr}transfer appeaked to be

appropriate.

Dean Ward and Grant Haddock responded on April 26, 1977 and application
'for‘transfer.No.'11-1058/etc;»was filed with the Department of Water Resources. ' 3
This app]icaiioh included nineteen rights toté]ing 2.67 cubid‘feet{per second.

Notice of the proposed change was published in the News Examiner in Montpelier, .

idaho on May 26 and Juﬁe 2, 1977. Because of a publication error, a corrected

-
?
%
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notice was advertised on June 23 and 30, 1977. Protests subsequently were

received during the protest period from Ardella Peterson, Mayo Krogue, James E.

Payne, and Arien C. w11kes

A conference in the matter was held in the Bear Lake County Courthouse,

on September 1, 1977. | The app11cants were present and represented by Jay.

Koh]er Attorney at Law. Protestant Ardella Peterson was represented by Clyde
L A

Nelson, Attorney at Law.. Protestant Mayo Krogue was represented by Leonard

Kingsford, Attorney at Law. A1l others were without 1ega1 connse1n During the
1nforma1.discussion of the matter several objectfons energed. |

1) The flow of water in Worm Creekvis normally 1nadeqnate~and'has con-
sequently been used in rotation. The protestants held that they would be injured
if the anplicents are permitted to separate water from the normal rotation.'

2)  The moving of 'water to the new point of diversion will cause

unreasonable loss to other water users because of the increased time required to

 resoak the ditch.

3) Applicants plan to use a ditch which crosses Arde]]a Peterson's

(Beck)-property without first securing an easement from her.
'4) The applicants do not have the necessary possessor& interest in the
water rights they are attempt1ng to transfer |
'.55 The transfer will result in an expans1on of the use of the or1g1na1
right. |
| when‘no agreement to resolve the objectfons could be reached Attorney |

\

Leonard Kingsford requested that a formal hearing be held at.a later date. A

hearing was scheduted for-June-8, 1978. The.app1icants and protestants_had the

same legal representation they had at the'previous conference. After review of

the issues the parties requested an addititoné] continuance to allow time to

:request a readJud1cat1on to determ1ne the water r1ghts on worm Creek .

0ver the next forty- e1ght (48) months numerous contacts were made by .

- the Department to determine if the parties still intended to initiate a

readjudicatinn owaorm'Creek When no adjddication request was received and no
apparent 1nterest in pursu1ng readJud1tat1on was evident, the Department
scheduled the matter for hearing- on September 28, 1982. The app11cant Mayo -

Krogue was represented by Leonard Kingsford, Attorney at Law. The remaining

protestants represented themselves except Arlen W11kes who was not present

" Review of Ev1dence

"The fol]ow1ng materials were submitted as evidence in this matter:

MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER -- Page 2
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1) IDWR file No. 11-1058/etc. application for transfer.

2) Applicant's Exhibit No. 1 - Edward Haddock vs Joseph E. Thornock :

Judical Dgcree.

3) App1icant's Exhibit No. 2 - a general sketch showing .ditches,

noads, lands of applicants and protestants.

4) Hearing tapes No. 1 through 5.

After reviewing the evidence and testimony presented at this hearing

and based upon his'understanding of the Tlaw, the hearing officer makes the
f0110w1ng Findings of Fact, Conc]us1ons of Law, and-Order.

FINDINGS OF FACT:

1) On October 10, 1904, District Judge‘James M. Stevens decreed the

waters of Worm Creek, Bear Lake County, Idaho to thirty-four (34) parties. The

rights decreed totalled 373.58 miner's inches, 7.4716 cubic feet per second but
were only defined by name, amount, and priority date. |

2). In Jdune, 1959, Dean Ward, Grant Haddock, Mayo Krogue .and James
' Payne established the: present rotat1on of Worm Creek water The rotation

‘usua11y lasts about one and one-half months during the irrigation season.

,'3) The d1tch which crosses protestant Arde]]a Peterson s property, -

lTabeled Ne. 5 on applicant's exhibit No. 2, washed out when she was a child but

was -reconstructed by Utah Power and Light when they constructed'a.pdwer_1jne

'through that area. Mrs. Peterson has refused to grant permission to use the

ditch through her pnoperty.

4)v The earliest priority date established by the case of Haddock vs

‘Thornock is May 1, 1868. During the summer months of August and September‘there

is normally only enoughlwater to supply the rights with a priority earlier than
~1890. During these periods, a 28-day rotation between the parties perviously

named is started with Grant Haddock getting water for five and one-half (5 1/2)

days, Mayo Krogue for nine (9) days, Dean Ward for ten and onehalf (10 1/2) days

and James Payne three (3) days.

5) - The 1ntake structnre for a grav1ty irrigation system was con-

structed by the app]1cants in 1976 This structure can be used only when‘weter
is conveyed 1nto ditch No. 5 illustrated in applicant's exhibit No. 2.
. 6) The distance from the diversion into ditch 5 is about one -mile
above'the'next.downstream diversion. |
| 7) ~ The successors in interest te the'water entitlement granted by

'Judge'Stevens in 1904 is not .clear because of the vagueness of the decreeAand

 MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER -- Page 3
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~ the dispute that exists among the parties.

8) - Protestant Arlen Wilkes did not appear at the hearing.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1) The decree handed down by the court in the case of. Haddock vs

Thornock does not contain the elements necessary to define the water rights for

the water users on Worm Creek. A watermaster could not be elected and charged

. with the distribhtien of waters of Worm Creek without an adjudication to further

define the existing water rights.

2) The ownership of the particular r1ghts c1a1med by the app11cants

.‘cannot be conf1rmed without a court ad3ud1cat1on

3) The continuation of the established rotation is in the Tocal public
interest and may have become an element of the respective water rights and

therefore, cannot be abandoned or changed without .unanimous agreement of the

.parties.

4) The applicant's have water rights on Worm Creek, and a1thdugh'net
clearly defined, are entft]ed to'change the point of diversion and/or,p1a¢e of
use'of these rights with certain limitations to protect the rights of -others.
| - 5)  Although the applicant doesxnot have a written eesement across

anqther's'1and, that may be obtained through condemnation or a right-of-way may

already exist due to the past use of the ditch.

6) Failure to appear at the hearing is cause for settihg aside a

} protest

ORDER

B ey

IT Is;_THEREFORE, HEREBY ORDERED that the protest of Arden Nilkes'be

set-aside for failure to appear and that Aph]ication for Transfer No. 2103 of
Water Right Nos. 11- 1058/1076/1060/1077/1061/1078/1062/1079/1064/1065/1082/1066

/1089/1084/1068/1069/1087/1088/1073 is APPROVED subject to the f0110w1ng

cond1t1ons

1) Only those 1ands wh1ch were regu]ar]y 1rr1gated pr1or to 1976 may

be Trrigated If other 1ands are to be irrigated, a water right perm1t could

a]]ow 1rr1gat1on of these prior t0 June 5 of each year or the start of the

rotat1on

2) The established schedule of rotation shall be continued except the

-applicants shall release the water a sufficient amount of time before the end of

the rotation period so the water will reach the point of diversion of the person

next in 1ine to use the water at the beginning of their period of use.
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3)  Approval of this application does not represent a finding of

possessory interest in the waters of Worm Creek.. The available evidence and

testimony indicates that the applicants have beneficia]iy used the WQters 6f o

Worm Creek. Thé point of diversion of any rights the app11cants pOSSEesS, as may
infthe fUtufe be gonfirmed by court action, is hereby changed pursuantftolthis
.app1ication for transfer of water.right and. the 1imifations herein stated.

‘ 4). Approval does not grant access or easement to use the.lands of

another person.

‘Dated this _// day of ;:égfﬁéad;a::,.1984. -

£

. R
Officer

o . ' Hearin
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BEFORE THE DIRECTOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

13

OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO

IN THE MATTER OF PROTESTS AGAINST APPROVAL OF

* ORDER ADOPTING
APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER NO. 2103 OF WATER RIGHT '

| PROPOSED MEMORANDUM -
NOS. 11-1058, ETC. IN THE NAME OF DEAN WARD AND -

DECISION AND ORDER
GRANT HADDOCK :

WHEREAS, A. Kenneth Dunn, D1rector of the Department of Water Resources

having issued and served a copy on the parties on September 11 11984, a Proposed

Memorandum Decision and Order 1in the above-captioned matter, pursuant to Idaho

Code, Section 67-5211; and, _
WHEREAS, on October 15, 1984, which is 34 days after the Adate of
service of the proposed decfsion, an objection to the proposed deCisTon.waé

received from protestant Ardella Peterson; and,

WHEREAS, exceptions to be considered must be received on or before the 

15th day following the service of the proposed decision; and,

WHEREAS, no timely exceptions were received to.the Proposed Memorandum

Decision and Order;

IT IS, THEREFORE, HEREBY ORDERED that said Proposed Memorandum Decision

~and Order be adopted and 1ssued as the Final Decision and Order.

Dated this 422 day -of /?fzzi¢4;,éigyc// , 1984,

W
A. KENN/;H DUNN |

Director

¥
!
i

e




oy

B T I CR R L5 TP S : ' !
IR T T TTY PRI . AN L A - _— — .

e e ECTE B
,Mmum::.g‘ s
e oy g N AN s S

4"’"“

Do BT
IR _9“:‘,‘*&(.‘?’@: A

. +
R
PRUEE.

Cee Fice JN-/0S8

FORL CoPRES PO DA CE

2
RECATING TO TernluSFErR J2/03




