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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, IN AND FOR THE
COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT

IN THE MATTER OF THE DETERMINATION OF THE RELATIVE RIGHTS IN
AND T0 THE WATERS OF THE LiTtLE HuMBoLDT RIVER aAND Irg , NO. 3157
TRrRIBUTARIES IN HuMBOLDT AND ELKO CoUNTIES. ;

NOTICL OF DECISION
To all Clavmants and Objectors in the Above-Entitled Matter Ferving 2r Claim-
wmg Any Right or Interest in the Waters of Little Humboldt River Stream

System and Its Tributaries, and to Theiy Respeciive Attorneys:

You, axp EacH o You, WILL PLEasE Tawxe Novice: That in ihe gbove-
entitled matter the above-entitled Court made and filed its written Findings
of Faect, Conclusions of Law, and Deecree on the........... day of _
1935, and that said Findings of Faet, Conclusions of Law, and Decree is now
on file with the Clerk of said Court, a copy of which is attached hereto and hereby

u
.

made a part hercof ror the particulars thereot
Dated this............ day of ., 1935.

GRAY MASIIBUR:
Aloruey-Geweral of the Siate of XNovedo




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, IN AND FOR THE
COUNTY OF HUMBOLDT

IN THE MATTER OF THE DETERMINATION oF THE RErative RigETs IN
AND TO THE WATERS OF THE LiTTLE HUMBOLDT RIVER AND s » No. 3157
TRIBUTARIES IN HuMBOLDT AND ELEO CoUNTIES.

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DECREE

The above-entitled matter came on duly and regularly for hearing in the
above-entitled court on June 29, 1931, before Hon. L. O. Hawkins, District Judge
of said court, the whole of said stream system being within the counties of Elko
and Humboldt, State of Nevada, and he being the Judge duly selected, chosen,
and designated to hear and having jurisdiction to hear said matter, npon the
State Engineer’s Final Order of Determination of the relative rights of the
claimants to and appropriators of the use of the waters of the Little Humboldt
River stream system and its tributaries, which Final Order of Determination
had been duly filed by said State Engineer herein, and also upon the exceptions
thereto which had been duly filed herein by the hereinafter named claimants
to the use of said waters. Said court then and there duly made and entered its
Order setting the further hearings herein to begin at the hour of 10 o’clock a. m.,
on September 1, 1931, and to continue thereafter at the times designated by
the court until completed, and assigning all further hearings and proceedings
to be had in said matter after June 29, 1931, to Hon. E. P. Carville, Distriet
Judge of the Fourth Judicial Distriet of the State of Nevada in and for the
County of Elko. Pursuant to said Order, this matter came on regularly for
further hearing in this court at the hour of 10 o’clock a, m., of September 1,
1931, and on numerous other days and times thereafter before said Hon E. P.
Carville as such acting District Judge of the above-entitled court, upon said
Order of Determination and said exceptions.

Gray Mashburn, Attorney-General of the State of Nevada, appeared at
said hearing and proceedings on behalf of the State of Nevada and of the State
Engineer thereof ; and each of the exceptors hereinafter named appeared thereat
in person and/or by his attorney or attorneys, respectively, as follows, to wit:

Abel & Cathcart, Abel & Curtner Land Company, Anna C. Buckingham,
D. E. Catheart, and Irene Holt, Beryl Kirk, and Arlie Mendiola, heirs of D. W.
Catheart, by Forman & Forman, their respective attorneys; G. D. & R. O. Bliss,
Mrs. N. A. Gillilan and Mrs. Ella Grigsby, Minnie Hanson, and Edward, Robert
H., and Minnie Knieke, by Merwyn H. Brown, their respective attorney; Steve
Boggio, Jack Forgnone, A. V. Schwartz, and R. H. Schwartz, by C. E, Robins,
their respective attorhey, Mrs. W. F. Twist, by C. E. Robins, her attorney,
represented by George B. Thatcher; Ed Stock Land & Cattle Company, by
Thatcher & Woodburn, its attorneys; H. M. Burge Land and Stock Company,
Stephen Ferrero, and Lorenzo Recanzone, by Cooke & Stoddard and Thomas
E. Powell, their respective attorneys: Christine Forgnone and G. Peraldo, by J.
A. Langwith, their respective attorney, Jose Gastanaga, ¥. B. Stewart, and
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William Stock Farming Company, by Wm. Kearney and Merwyn Brown their
respective attorneys; Gerhard Miller, Sr., and Harry Gould, by John A. Jur-
gensen, their respective attorney; and H. K. Harvey & J. F. Harvey, by Cooke &
Stoddard, its attorneys.

The Attorney-General thereupon offered, and there were received in evidence
in support of the rights of claimants named in the Final Order of Determination,
the sworn statements of claimants, verified affidavits, and other competent
evidence together with the files and records of the State Engineer’s office
respecting the rights of each of said claimants, including cultural maps estab-
lishing the eultural area, diversion ditches, and evidence of the kind and char-
acter of lands irrigated by each claimant, and all the other maps, plats, surveys,

and evidence on file in the office of the State Engineer relating to the proof =

of appropriation of each of said claimants involved in this matter for determi-
nation of the relative rights of said claimants in and to the waters of said
stream system which were obtained or filed in said State Engineer’s office
under the provisions of the law relating to the office of State Engineer, and all
the other records and files in said State Engineer’s office relating to and con-
stituting competent evidence in this matter.

The contests tendered by the exceptions filed were then presented to th-
Court by claimants who had filed and given notice of exceptions to the Fina,
Order of Determination and by claimants who filed and gave notice of specific
exceptions to the Final Order of Determination.

Competent evidence, both oral and documentary, was offered and received,
showing a full compliance by the State Engineer with each and every act re-
quired by law for him to perform in the preparation and filing in court of the
Final Order of Determination.

The court, having duly considered the entire record, the evidence so offered
and received, and the briefs of counsel for said claimants, and being fully advised,
made, entered, and filed in this eourt on May 26, 1934, an opinion and decision
and directed that Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Judgment and
Decree be entered accordingly.

Wherefore, pursuant to and in accordance with said Opinion and Decision,
the Court finds from the evidence presented to and received by the Court the
following facts, makes the following Conclusions of Law, and enters its Final

Judgment and Decree concerning all and singular the matters submitted to the
Court herein, as follows, to wit:

Findings of Fact
I _

The Court finds, from the evidence, that as early as the years 1907 or 1908
the then State Engineer of this State began his investigations for the determina-
tion of the relative rights of the claimants to the use of the waters of Little
Humboldt River and its tributaries, and the making of the maps and the assem-
bling of the proofs incident thereto, and continued the same from time t0 time
thereafter until and including the time of said hearings in this matter and
court; that said determination was, therefore, in progress at the time of the
adoption of the water law of this State, i. e., chapter 140, 1913 Statutes of
Nevada, pp. 192-220, which water law, as amended and supplemented from time
to time, is commonly referred to as the Water Code of Nevada and a part of
which is Nevada Compiled Laws 1929, sections 7890-7978, both inclusive.

That in the year 1913, after said Water Code became effective, the State
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Engineer of this State became more active in said determination and adjudica-
tion and, beginning about May 6, 1913, and continuing until about March 14,
1924, made the investigations, maps, and plats, assembled proofs, and made and
entered several of the orders and notices provided for in said Water Code as
it then existed, some of which orders and notices were duly served; that, on or
about March 14, 1928, the then State Engineer of the State of Nevada received
and filed in his office a petition signed by a majority of the claimants in and
to the waters of Little Humboldt River and its tributaries, requesting, among
other things, that said State Engineer complete the ‘adjudication proceedings
of the relative rights of the claimants in and to the waters of said river and its
tributaries in as expeditious a manner as the water law of this State would
permit, and pledging themselves to contribute certain moneys for that purpose.
which petition is and was in the language set forth in pages 9-11, inelusive, of
the “Affidavit of Compliance with Jurisdictional Requisites of H. W, Reppert,
Assistant Engineer,” in evidence in this matter. -

That, pursuant to said petition and the water law of the State of Nevada,
said State Engineer duly gave notice, on or about J anuary 18, 1929, that, among
other things, he would proceed with and complete said adjudication proceedings,
and that he intended to consider any ..nd all maps, plats, surveys, and other evi.
dence on file in the office of the State Engineer relating to any proofs of appro-
priation involved in the proceedings for the determination of the relative rights
of claimants in and to the waters of Little Humboldt River and its tributaries,
obtained or filed under the provisions of the law as it then existed or of any
preceding law of the State of Nevada relating to the office of State Engineer, and
of his intention to submit findings to the Court under the provisions of the water
law of this State and that, within sixty days after J anuary 18, 1929, any party
in interest might file with the State Engineer any additional or supplemental
maps, plats, or evidence, or objections to the admissibility of any evidence there-
tofore presented and on file in the State Engineer’s office in relation to his claim
or claims of water right or of the water right of any other party or parties in
interest, as provided for in said Water Code, including said section 884 thereof,
and, about that time, furnished each claimant a blank form of proof of appropria-
tion for use in proving his claim to such waters in order so to perfect his claim
in aceordance with the provisions of said Water Code, and that the same should
become part of the record to be submitted to the Court, as provided for in said
sections 34-39, inclusive.

That on or about August 16, 1929, the above-entitled Court duly made and
entered its Order transferring to the State Engineer, in order that the relative
rights of all the water users on the stream system m -ht be determined, the
suit then pending in this Court commenced by Abel ind Curtner Livestoek
Company, a corporation, plaintiff, v. Ed Stock Land & Cattle Company, a cor-
poration, et al., defendants, on or about May 25, 1929, wherein all, or practically
all, of the claimants to the use of the waters of the Little Humboldt River and
its tributaries were defendants praying for judgment adjudicating the water
rights of various claimants on said stream system, said action being No. 3087.

That, thereafter during the course of said adjudication, the State Engineer
duly gave, published and served the required notices upon all elaimants and
appropriators of the waters of said Little Humboldt River stream system and
its tributaries and duly filed and made his orders and made the required investi-
gation of said stream system, prepared maps and plats, made observations and
collected other data as required by the provisions of each and all of sections
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18-27 of said Water Code and as provided for in said section 88a thereof ; that
the State Engineer duly received and there was filed with him during the
progress of said adjudication the proofs and statements of claimants to the use
of water from said stream system by elaimants and appropriators; that all of
said proofs and evidence given before the State Engineer and obtained by him
were thereafter duly considered and he assembled all proofs which had been filed
with him; that the State Engineer thereafter duly prepared and certified an
abstract of said proofs which was duly printed in the State Printing Office as
required by said Water Code; and, from said proofs and evidence given before
or obtained by him, he duly prepared and filed a Preliminary Order of Deter-
mination establishing the several rights of claimants to the waters of said Little
Humboldt River stream system and its tributaries.

That the State Engineer, after the abstract of proofs and Preliminary Order
of Determination were completed, gave due and proper notice to all claimants in
the manner required by said Water Code, fixing and setting a time and place
when and where evidence taken by or filed with him and the proofs of elaims
incident thereto would be open to inspection of all claimants; that said State
Engineer, pursnant to said notice, duly opened to inspection of all claimants at
the time and place designated in said notice the evidence taken by or filed with
him and the proofs of claims of claimants of said stream system; that a copy
of said notice fixing and setting the time and place for the inspection of evidence,
together with a printed copy of the Preliminary Order of Determination and of
said abstract of proofs, was duly delivered by the State Engineer or sent by
reg:stered mail at least thirty days prior to the first day of such period of inspec-
tion to each and all claimants to the use of the waters of the Little Humbcidt
River stream system and to all claimants who appeared and filed proofs and
claims to the right to use the waters thereof; that the State Engineer or his
deputy was present at the time and place designated in said notice and that, dur-
ing all of said period as provided by law, he allowed all persons interested and
all said claimants to inspeet such evidence and proofs as filed or taken by him in
accordance with the provisions of said Water Code.

That certain claimants duly filed objections to certain findings or portions
of said Preliminary Order of Determination; that said objections were duly
and regularly considered by said State Engineer after hearing, upon due and
proper notice served upon each and every claimant upon said stream system as
required by said Water Code; that thereafter said State Engineer duly pre-
pared, made, and filed, and caused to be entered in the records of his office .n
or about March 19, 1931, a Final Order of Determination defining the several
rights of the claimants and appropriators to the waters of said Little Humboldt
River stream system and its tributaries, and thereupon sent by registered mail
on April 3, 1931, a copy thereof to each person who had filed proof of claim
and to each person who had become interested, through intervention or through
filing objections under the provisions of sections 26 or 29 of the Water Code,
and thereafter prepared a letter and notice, dated March 17, 1931, and duly
sent the same to each of the District Judges of the Judicial Districts through
which the Little Humboldt River stream system and its tributaries flowed, and
therein duly notified said Distriet Judges, 1. e., Hon L. O. Hawkins, Judge of
the Sixth Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada in and for Humboldt
County, and Hon. E. P. Carville, Judge of the Fourth Judieial District Court
of the State of Nevada in and for Elko County, said stream system being in both
said Elko and Humboldt Counties and in both of said Judicial Districts, of the
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intention of the State Engineer to filo a certified copy of said Final Order of
Determination, together with the evidence and transeript of testimony filed
with or taken before him, with the County Clerk as ex officio Clerk of the Dis-
trict Court of the county embraced within the proper Judicial District selected
by said District Judges for such further proceedings as were required by law;
that said District Judges immediately thereafter conferred and agreed that the
further proceedings in this matter be had before said Hon. L. O. Hawkins,
Distriet Judge of the Sixth Judicial District of the State of Nevada in and for
Humboldt County, in said Sixth Judieial Distriet Court at Winnemueca, Nevada,
and notified said State Engineer thereof on March 25 and 28, 1931, respectively.

That on May 8, 1931, said Hon. L. O. Hawkins, as such presiding Distriet
Judge, duly made and entered an Order, at the request of said State Engineer,
setting and fixing the hearing on said Order of Determination and the exceptions
and objections which might be filed thereto for 10 o’clock a. m. on June 29,
1931, in the Distriet Court of the Sixth Judicial Distriet of the State of Nevada
in and for Humboldt County, at Winnemucea, Nevada, and therein ordered that
any and all parties in interest who were aggrieved or dissatisfied with said Order
of Determination should file with the Clerk of said Sixth Judicial Distriet Court
at Winnemuecca, Nevada, notice of exceptions to said Order of Determination at
least five days prior to said date so fixed for said hearing, and Clerk of said Court
immediately thereafter furnished said State Engineer with a certified copy of
said Order, certified to by said Clerk as of May 8, 1931; that said State Engineer
thereupon filed in the office of the Clerk of said Humboldt County a certified copy
of said Order of Determination, together with the original evidence and trans-
eripts of testimony filed with or taken before him, duly certified, on or about
April 6 or 7, 1931, and also on or about April 6, 1931, filed a certified copy of
said Order of Determination with the County Clerk of said Elko County.

That the State Engineer on or about May 11, 1931, mailed a copy of said
certified ecopy of Order of said District Judge, by registered mail, at Carson
City, Nevada, addressed and directed to each and every party in interest, claim-
ant and appropriator of the waters of the Little Humboldt River stream system
and its tributaries and to all persons who had ‘become interested, through inter-
vention or through the filing of objections under the provisions of sections 26 or
29 of the Water Code, to his last place of residence known to said State Engi-
neer; that said State Engineer caused said Order of court setting the time and
place of said hearing to be published once a week for four consecutive weeks in a
newspaper of general circulation published in the county seat in each county
through which said Little Humboldt River stream system flows and wit':in ~vhose
boundaries said stream system is located; and that, pursuant to said Order of
Court so made and entered on May 8, 1931, setting this matter for hearing
beginning September 1, 1931, the hereinafter-mentioned exceptions were duly
filed herein. -

That all of the persons named as claimants or appropriators in said Final
Order of Determination as claimants to the waters of the Little Humholdt River
stream system by and through the several diversion ditches and eanals named
therein are appropriators or claimants to the waters of said stream system ; that
sald appropriators or claimants, each for himself or by and through his respec-
tive predecessors in interest, made due and legal appropriation of the quantity
of water, for beneficial use, at the times and in the manner alleged in said
Order of Determination; and that each such appropriator -or claimant, or his
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respective successors in interest, now is the owner or possessor of the lands
described in said Order of Determination and in these Findings of Faect, Conelu-
sions of Law and Decree in connection with his said water right, and each con-
tinuously from the date of said appropriation or priority, when such water was
available for such beneficial use, diverted all of such quantity of water from

said stream system and applied the same to beneficial use, as alleged in said
Order of Determination.
I

That the climate where the lands of said respective claimants in said Order
of Determination are situated is dry and arid; that'it is necessary to irrigate
said lands in order to produce or raise crops thereon; but, with irrigation, said
lands produce valuable harvest crops, meadow pasture, and diversified pasture;
and that there is no source of water supply for the irrigation of said lands of
the claimants herein and for stockwatering and domestic purposes other than the
waters of said Little Humboldt River stream system and its tributaries.

IV
That the names of claimants or appropriators set forth in the Final Order of
Determination, the source of water supply, the means by which the water is
secured from the source and applied to the beneficial use named, the year of
priority, the number of acres of harvest crop, meadow pasture, and diversified
pasture, the legal subdivision of the lands, length of season, and the duty of

we T for each of such claimants as set forth in said Order of Determination are
true and correct, except as changed as hereinafter set forth herein.

v

That there are about forty water users on the Little Hum' 'dt River and
its tributaries, located in Humboldt and Elko Counties; that s:.J Little Hum-
boldt River rises in Elko County and flows southwesterly through Paradise
Valley and terminates in the lower regions of said valley; that chief among its
tributaries are Martin Creek, Indian Creek, Mullinax Creek and Cottonwood
Creek ; that smaller streams empty into the Little Humboldt and its tributaries
named herein, and that of the whole number of users on said stream system,
approximately twenty-nine of them, are involved in exceptions to the Order of
Determination by the State Engineer which is on file in this Court as the basis
of this action. VI

That the State Engineer duly made all necessary and proper orders, as
required by law, and each and every notice required by law was given to all
claimants and appropriators in the manner and at the times, and contained the
subject matter required by law; that all of said claimants named duly appeared,
and are the only claimants and appropriators of the waters of said stream
system.

VII

With regard to the case pending in this Court commenced by Abel &
Curtner Livestock Company, a corporation, plaintiff, v. Ed. Stock Land &
Cattle Company, a corporation, et al., defendants, on or about May 25, 1929.
comprising all, or practically all, the claimants to the use of the waters of the
Little Humboldt River and its tributaries, for judgment adjudicating the water
rights of various claimants on said stream system, said action being No. 3087,
which was duly transferred by Order of this Court on August 16, 1929, to the
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State Engineer in order that the relative rights of all the water users on the
stream system might be determined, the Court finds that said action No. 3087
merges into and becomes a part of this adjudication and is determined herein.

IX

That the duty of watepr on lands irrigated from the Little Humboldt River
and its tributaries is as follows: '

Class A—Harvest Crops oo 3.6 acre feet per acre;
Class B—Meadow Pasture ... ... 1.8 acre feet per acre;
Class C—Diversified Pasture ......_.. -9 acre feet per acre;

and that the rate of use of water under all classifications is based upon a
continuous flow of .01 of a cubie foot per second for each acre irrigated that
will yield the aere-foot element per acre during the irrigating season fixed
herein ; that the caleulated rate of flow is based upon an irrigating season of one
hundred éighty (180) days for Class A lands; ninety (90) days for Class B
lands; and thirty (30) days for Class C lands; that actual ang beneficial use
is the measure and limit of all rights.

X

That diversified pasture lands are to be watered only when the stream
system is in flood or when there is €Xcess water above the needs of higher class
culture,

That Harvest Crop acreage shall include all lang adapted to cultivated
crops; also all irrigated native or other grass lands which normally receive
sufficient water to produce a erop which will justify cutting for hay, although
it may sometimes be pastured and not cut.

That Meadow Pasture includes all grass lands free from brush which re-
ceive sufficient water to produce what may be classed as good pasture, but not
of a sufficient character to warrant cutting hay thereon.
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XIT1

That all claimants herein having water for irrigation are entitled to use
such water for stockwatering and domestic purposes. The right to the diversion
and use of water for stockwatering and domestie purposes is to be continued by
such claimants and such water users at any time during the year, and such
diversions shall be according to the dates of priorities of such claimants, and
such use is to be limited to the quantity of water reasonably necessary for stock-
watering and domestic purposes; that for stockwatering purposes the amount to
be so diverted and used is not to exceed the rate of one-tenth of a cubic foot per
second for each one thousand head of stock, said water being delivered on the
lands; that during the irrigation season, the amount of water so diverted for
irrigation purposes shall not be increased by any amount to be used for stock-
watering and domestic purposes, but the quantity allotted and diverted for irri-
gation during the irrigating season includes water for stockwatering and domestic

purposes.
XIV

That all former court decrees and contracts in good standing, including
also the Court Decrees mentioned in Appendix A of said Final Order of Deter-
mination, as between and which affects users on the stream system s.ould be
recognized, and it is found that the waters on said stream system should be
distributed in accordance therewith, insofar as the rights of the parties affectec
by said decrees and contracts are concerned, and whether such contracts arc

known or unknown.
XV

That the waters of the stream system are fully appropriated, an? -here is
no surplus of water for irrigation during the irrigating season. No anding is
made upon the question of the storage of water.

XVI
That the doctrine of relation has been fairly and equitably applied by the
State Engineer in the Order of Determination, and that the proof sub.it*»d -tus-
tained the application of said doetrine as made in said Order of Determination.

XVII
That the appropriators or their successors in interest along said stream
system should not be required to take or use the amount of water allotted to
them in a continuous flow, but may cumulate the same or any part thereof in
rotation or periodic term during the seasonal limits.

XVl

That waters diverted for irrigation should be measured at the point where
the main ditch enters or comes adjacent to the lands to be irrigated. Headgates
should be maintained for the proper measurement of waters in the main ditches.

XIX

That no preseriptive right, and no right of adverse possession has been estab-
lished in this action.

XX

That the State Engineer and his assistants should be the administrators of
the waters along said stream system, under such rules and regulations as he may
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make and s may be necessary for the proper distribution of said waters, and
which are in harmony with law and the provisions hereof,

XXII
PEOOF NO. 0583, BY RUDOLPH =, SCHWARTZ

XXIIT
PROOF No. 0584, BY JOSE GASTANAGA
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination resnecting the rights
of claimants Lorenzo Recanzone, the Fipst National Bank Winnemucca, as
Successors of 0. B. and Harriet M. Nehls, Irvin Case and Lorcazo P, Recanzone,
have not been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and the
proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

XXIV
PROOF NO. 0586, BY TRVIN CASE

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination respecting the rights
of claimants Fred B. Stewart and William Stock Farming Company have not
been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof
allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

XXV
PROOT NO. 0588, BY H. K. HARVEY & J. F. HARVEY

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Mrs. N. A,
Gillilan, Mrs. Ella Grigsby, Arnold Schwartz, and by H. K. Harvey & J. F.
Harvey have not been sustained by the evidence and should therefore he denied,
and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by H. K. Harvey &
J. F. Harvey has not been sustained by the evidence ang should therefore be
denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.
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XXVII
PROOT NO. 0590, BY H. K. HARVEY & J. F. HARVEY
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by the First
National Bank of Winnemucea and Joe Cerri, successors of O. B. and Harriet
M. Nehls, Irvin Case, William Stock Farming Company, and by H. K. Harvey &
J. F. Harvey, should be denied, with the proviso that H. K. Harvey & J. F.
Harvey shall first utilize the waters of Indian Creek to which it is entitled before
its right in Martin Creek shall become effective, <. e., claimant shall use the waters
of Indian Creek as long as same are available to properly irrigate its lands, and
should they become unavailable, it has the right to use the waters of Martin
Creek through the Adams Diteh.
' XXVIII

PROOTF NO. 0591, BY 8. BOGGIO
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination have not been

sustained by the evidence, and said exceptions should therefore be denied, and
the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

XXIX
PROOF NO. 0592, BY H. K. HARVEY & J. F. HARVEY
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Fred B. Stewart,
William Stock Farming Company, and by H. K. Harvey & J. F'. Harvey have not
been sustained by the evidence and said execeptions should therefore be denied,
and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

XXX
PROOT NO. 0594, BY H, K, HARVEY & J. F. HARVEY

That the waters allowed under this proof are for domestic and stockwutering
pr.oposes only, and will be allowed to stand as shown by the Order of Determina-

ion. _

XXXI

PROOY NO. 0598, BY F. B. STEWART
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by claimart F. B.

Stewart are sustained by the evidence; the said exception should, thererore, be
granted changing the point of diversion to the northwest quarter of the south-
west quarter of section 22, township 42 north, range 40 east, M. D. B. & M.,
instead of the point of diversion as shown in the Order of Determination. All
other exceptions to said proof are mnot sustained by the evidence, and should
therefore be denied.

XXXII

PROOF NO. 0598A, BY I'. B. STEWART

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by claimant F. B.
Stewart have not been sustained by the evidence and said excepticns should
therefore be denied, and the proof allowed as shown in the Order of Determina-

tion.
XXXIIO
PROOF NO. 0599, BY H. M. BURGE LAND AND STOCK COMPANY

That the stipulation entered into between the water users on Colony Creek
should be ratified by the Court.
‘ XXXIV

PROOF NOS. 0600, AND 0600A, BY H. M. BURGE LAND AND STOCK COMPANY
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Steve Boggio
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have not been sustained by the evidence and’ should therefore be denied. and
the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

XXXV
PROOT NOS. 0601, 06014, 0601B, BY H. M. BURGE LAND AND STOCK COMPANY

That the only matter before the Court in conneetion with these proofs is
the stipulation mentioned herein under Proof No. 0599 affecting the waters of
Colony Creek, and which should be ratified by the Court as to these proofs.

XXXVI
PROOT NO. 0607, BY LORENZO F. RECANZONE

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by William Stock
Farming Company and by claimant have not been sustained by the evidence
and should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the .
Order of Determination. :

XXXVII

PROOF NO. 0617, BY ABEL & CURTNER LIVESTOCK COMPANY

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Ed. Stock Land
& Cattle Company have not been sustained by the evidence and the exceptions
should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the
Order of Determination.
XXXVIII

PROOF NO. 0617A, BY ABEL & CURTNER LIVESTOCK COMPANY

Tt the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Ed. Stock Land
& Catt.. Company have not been sustained by the evidence and said exceptions
should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand, as shown in the
Order of Determination.
XXXIX

PROOF NO. 0646, BY ABEL & CURTNER LIVESTOCE COMPANY

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determins ' n by Abel &
Curtner Livestock Company, Mrs. Twist and Ed. Stock Land . ‘attle Company
have not been sustained by the evidence and said exceptions .uould therefore
be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determina-

tion.
XL
PROOF NO. 0646A, BY ABEL & CURTNER LIVESTOCK COMPANY

That exceptions were filed to the Order of Determination by claimant, Abel
& Curtner Livestock Company, Mrs. Twist and Ed. Stock Land & Cattle Com-
pany. I find that exception of claimant, Abel & Curtner Livestock Company,
should be granted, and that there be a change in the description of the range
number affecting the property shown to be in section 1, within said proof, and
that said change should be as follows:

20 acres in the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter of
section 1, township 40 north, range 39 east; 20 acres in the
southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of section 1, town-
ship 40 north, range 39 east; 40 acres in the southeast quarter
of the southeast quarter of section 1, township 40 north, range
39 east.

I find that the exceptions to the Order of Determination filed by Abel &
Curtner Livestock Company with respect to changing the dates of priority as
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shown in the proof contained in the Order of Determination should be sustained
so that the dates of priority in said Order should be changed so as to show said
rights as set forth hereinafter in the Decree under Proof No. 06464 by Abel &
Curtner Livestock Company on page 38 bereof.

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Mrs. Twist and
Ed. Stock Land & Cattle Company have not been sustained by the evidence
and should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as hereinabove
set forth, LI

PROOF NO. 0646B, BY ABEL & CURTNER LIVESTOCK COMPANY

That exceptions were filed to the Order of Determination by claimant, Abel
& Curtner Livestock Company, Mrs. Twist and Ed. Stock Land & Cattle Com-
pany. Upon the exceptions filed by claimant, said proof should be changed in
accordance with tabulation as set forth hereinafter in the Decree under Proof

' No. 06468 by Abel & Curtner Livestock Company on page 39 hereof.

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Mrs. Twist and
Ed. Stock Land & Cattle Company have not been sustained by the evidence
and should therefore be denied, and proof allowed to stand as hereinabove set

forth.
XLII -
PROOF NO. 0650, BY JACK FORGNONE
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by H. K. Harvey &
J. F. Harvey, and by claimant, Jack Forgnone, have not been sustained by the
evidence and said exceptions should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed

1o stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

XLIIX
PROOF NO. 0652, BY HARREY GOULD
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Ed. Stock Land .
& Cattle Company, Jose Gastanaga, William Stock Farming Company, G. D.
and R. O. Bliss, and Mrs. W. F. Twist have not been sustained by the evidence
and that said exceptions should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to
stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

XLIV
PROOF NO. 06524, BY HARRY ‘QULD
That the exceptions filed to the Order of D. rmination by Mrs. W. F.
Twist, Ed. Stock Land & Cattle Company, Jose Gas aga, William Stock Farm-
ing Company and G. D. and R. O. Bliss have not b  sustained by the evidence
and said exceptions should therefore be denied, anc e proof allowed to stand
as shown in the Order of Determination.

XLV
PROOF NO. 0652B, BY HARRY G( .D

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Mrs. W, F.
Twist, Ed. Stock Land & Cattle Company, Jose (astanaga, and William Stock
Farming Company have not been sustained by the evidence and should there-
fore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Deter-

mination.
: XLVI
PROOF NO. 0652C, BY HARRY GOULD

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Mrs. W. F.




T ¥ J———

Twist, Adolph Schwartz, Ed. Stock Land & Cattle Company, Jose Gastanaga,
and William Stock Farming Company have not been sustained by the evidence
and should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the
Order of Determination.

XLVII

PROOF NO. 0652D, BY HARRY GOULD
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Mrs. Twist.
Ed. Stock Land & Cattle Company, Jose Gastanaga, William Stock Farming
Company, and G. D. and R. O. Bliss have not been sustained by the evidence
and should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in
the Order of Determination. _
XLVII

PROOF NO. 0654A, BY ARNOLD V. SCHWARTZ
__ That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Anna C. Buck-
ingham, H. X. Harvey and J. F. Harvey, and by claimant, Arnold V. Schwartz,
have not been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and
the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

XLIX
PROOF NO. 0654B, BY ARNOLD V. SCHWARTZ
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Anna C. Buck-
ingham, and H. K. Harvey and J. F. Harvey, have not been sustaineC by the
evidence and said exceptions should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed
to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

L
PROOF NO. 0654C, BY ARNOLD V. SCHWARTZ
That the exception filed * the Order of Determination by H. K. Harey &
dJ. F. Harvey has not been sw.tained by the evidence and the exception should
therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of
Determination. -

PROOF NO. 0654D, BY ARNOLD V. SCHWARTZ
That exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Anna C. Bucking-
ham, H. K. Harvey & J. F. Harvey, and by claimant, Arnold V. Schwartz, have
not been sustained by the evidence and said exceptions should therefore be
denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Detei mination.

LII
PROOF NO. 0657, BY MINNIE HANSON
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Arnold V.
Schwartz, Steve Boggio, and by claimant, Minnie Hanson, have not been sus-
tained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed
to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

! LIII
PROOF NO. 0657A, BY MINNIE HANSON
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Arnold V.
Schwartz, and by claimant, Minnie Hanson, have not been sustained by the
evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as
shown in the Order of Determination.
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LIV
PROOF NO. 0668, BY G. PERALDO

That the exception made by claimant G. Peraldo to the Order of Determi-
nation has not been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied,
and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

LV

PROOF NO. 06584, BY G. PERALDO
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Anna C. Buck-
ingham have been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be sustained,
and the date of priority as shown in connection with this proof should be changed
from 1866 to 1867 on the three items shown in said proof

LVI \
FPROOF NOS. 06588, AND 0658C, BY G. PERALDO

That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by claimant G.

Peraldo has not been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, © -

and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

Lvia _
PROOF NO. 0658D, BY G. PERALDO
That the exception filed by G. Peraldo to the Order of Determination hag
been sustained by the evidence and the exception should therefore be granted,
and that 11.58 acres under said proof should be changed from Class C lands to
Class A lands in the same subdivision, township and range.

LVIII
PROOF NO. 06594, BY ELLA GRIGSBY
That the exception filed to .ue Order of Determination by H. K. Harvey &
J. F. Harvey has not been sustained by the evidence and the said « xeeption should
therefore be denied, and the pr«of allowed to stand as shown in the Order of
Determination. LIX

PROOF NO. 0659B, BY ELLA GRIGSBY

That the exception to the Order of Deterr ination filed by Ella Grigsby
~ has been sustained by the evidence and should ‘erefore be granted, and the
Order of Determination should be corrected in th. ‘ollowing particulars, to wit:
Claimant—MRS. ELLA GRIGSBY.
Source—Martin Creek.
Diteh—Grigsby.
Point of Diversion—SEBY,NW1,, Sec. 8, T. 41 N . .40 B,
Year of r——————CULTURE (Acres) ————— ——

DescriprrioN —_—
See.

fori Class B Class C Suba.  ion ec T.N.  RE.
P:rllgggy 021?;(? us 13.90 NE 71 8 41 40
1883 2314 16.85 NwWiy,. v 8 41 40
1883 1654 1.30 SWi 8w, 8 41 40
1883 334 . 36.56 SE8SW1, 8 41 40
1883 590 NEY SBE1, 7 41 40
72.02 68.61
LX

PROOF NO. 0660, BY MRS. ELLA GRIGSBY AND MRS. N. A. GILLILAN
I find that under the Order of Determination by the State Engineer thig
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proof was stricken, and I further find that this proof should be restored, and
that the rights thereunder should be given to said parties as follows:
Year of

CULTURE (Acres) ——— —

DescrrrrioN e o

Priority Class A Class B Class © Subdivision Sec. T.N. R.E.
1867 2950 ... - NWiiNE1Y 7 41 40
1867 230 8.00 SWI1/NE1 7 41 40
1867 1350 . NW1,8Ey, T 41 40
1867 3% . SW1,8E1, 7 41 40
1867 640 .. SWI1.8E1, 7 41 40

635.40 8.00
LXI1

PROOF NO. 0660A, BY MRS. ELLA GRIGSBY AND MRS. N, A. GILLILAN

There were exceptions to the Order of Determination filed by H. K. Harvey
& J. F. Harvey and by claimants; that the exceptions of H. K. Harvey & J. F.
Harvey have not been sustained by the evidence, and should therefore be denied :
that the exceptions filed by claimants should be granted, and the Order of

Determination corrected in the following particulars:

l————-—-—_‘ : e, f D XL L1, e e,
rﬁ-"}ﬁi‘t}:{ Class A ULT%?::S!%NS ) Class C Subdivision Escg:zc. N T.N. R.E.
1868 1980 1.40 SWLN B4 7T 41 40
1868 860 .. 4.20 NWiSE b7 7 41 40
1868 2030 . 13.50 SW1SE 4 f 41 40
58.70 19.10
LXII

LXIII
PROOF NO. 0666, BY O. B, AND HARRIET M. NEHLS

That this proof is now in the name of the First National Bank of Winne-
mucca; that the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Fred B.
Stewart and William Stock Farming Company have not been sustained by the
evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as
shown in the Order of Determination.

LXIV

ingham and by claimant have not been sustained by the evidence and should
therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of
Determination.

LXV

PROOF NO. 0668, BY G. PERALDO
That exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Anna C. Bucking-
ham, H. K. Harvey & J. F. Harvey and by elaimant have not been sustained

by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand
as shown in the Order of Determination,.
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LXVI
PROOF NOS. 0669, 06694, 0669B, AND 0670, BY GERHARD MILLER, SR.

That exceptions were filed to the Order of Determination to the irrigation
season by claimant. The Court has already found upon this matter in the find-
ing setting the irrigation season.

LXVII

PROOT NO. 0671, BY ANNA C. BUCKINGHAM
That exception filed to the Order of Determination by claimant has not been
sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed
to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

LXVIII
PROOF NO. 06724, BY STEPHEN FERRARO
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Mrs. N. A. Gil-
lilan, Ella Grigsby and by claimant have not been sustained by the evidence and
should therefore be denied. LXTX

PROOF NO. 0673, BY HARRY GOULD
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Mrs. W. F.
T+ ist and Ed. Stock Land & Cattle Company have not been sustained by the
ev.dence and should therefore be denied. The exception of claimant as to the
irrigation season has been found upon by the Court in the findin ;: setting
the irrigation season.
LXX

PROOF NO. 0674, BY ED, STOCK LAND AND CATTLE COMPA:

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Abe.  Curtner
Lan® & Livestock Company, Abel & Cathcart, and D. W. Cathcart = ate have
not veen sustained by the evidence and should therefore be deniec that the
exceptions filed by claimant have been sustained by the evidenee : 1 should
therefore be granted, and the location of the lands to be irrigated iould be
changed to the following subdivisions:

18.10 acres in the NE14NE, Sec. 17, T.40N,, R. 40 E. ;
6.90 acres in the SENE,, Sec. 17, T.40N., R. 40 E.

LXXI
PROOF NO. 0674A, BY ED, STOCK LAND AT * CATTLE COMPANY
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Detc 1ination by Abel & Curtner
Land & Livestock Company, D. W. Cathecart Esta and Abel & Catheart have
not been sustained by the evidence and should t refore be denied, and the
proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Det nination.

LXXII
PROOF NO. 0676, BY MRS. W. F, TWIST

That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by claimant has
been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be granted, and that the
date of priority as fixed by the Order of Determination should be changed to
the year 1882 instead of the year 1889.

LXXIII
PROOF NO. 0676, BY WILLIAM STOCE FARMING COMPANY

That the exception filed by claimant to the Order of Determination has not
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been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof
allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

That the exceptions' filed to the Order of Determination by H. K. Harvey &

dence and should
, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of
Determination.

PROOF NO. 0677, BY WILLIAM STOCK FABRMING COMPANY
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by H. K. Harvey &
J. F. Harvey, the First National Bank of Winnemueca, Irvin Case Lo

Recanzone, Lorenzo F. Recanzone, and by claimant have not been sustained by
the evidence and should therefore i

shown in the Qrder of Determination.

LXXVI
PROOF NO. 0678, BY WILLIAM STOCK FARMING COMPANY

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Lorenzo Recan-

LXXVIII
PROOT NO. 0679A, BY WILLIAM STOCEK FARMING COMPANY
That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by claimant has not
been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof
allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

LXXIX
PROOF NO. 0679C, BY WILLIAM STOCK FARMING COMPANY .
That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by claimant has not
been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof
allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

LXXX
PROOF NO. 0680, BY WILLIAM STOCK FARMING COMPANY
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Lorenzo F.
Recanzone, First National Bank of Winnemueca, H. K. Harvey & J. F. Harvey,
Irvin Case and Lorenzo Recanzone have not been sustained by the evidence and

should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the
Order of Determination,
LXXX1

PROOF NO. 0680A, BY WILLIAM STOCK TARMING COMPANY

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Lorenzo F.
Recanzone, Irvin Case, First National Bank of Winnemucca, Liorenzo Recanzone
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azd by claimant have not been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be
d=nied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

LXXXII
PROOF NO. 0680B, BY WILLIAM STOCE FARMING COMPANY

That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by claimant has not
been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof
allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

LXXXIIO
PROOF NO. 0681, BY WILLIAM STOCK FARMING COMFPANY

That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by elaimant has not
been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof
allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

LXXXIV
PROOF NO. 0684, BY WILLIAM STOCK FARMING COMPANY

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Lorenzo Recan-
zone, First National Bank of Winnemucea, Irvin Case, Lorenzo ¥. Recunzone,
a=4 H. K. Harvey & J. F. Harvey have not been sustained by the ¢+idence and
should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the
Order of Determination.

LXXXV

PROOF NO. 0691, BY ED. STOCK LAND & CATTLE COMPANY

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Abel & Cnrtner
Land & Livestock Company, Abel & Catheart, D. W. Catheart Estate, 1nd by
claimant have not been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied,
and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

LXXXVI
PROOF NO. 06914, BY ED. STOCE LAND & CATTLE COMPANY

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Abel & Curtner
Land & Livestoek Compavry, Abel & Catheart, and D. W. Cathcart Estate have
been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be granted, and the date
of priority fized as the year 1875.

" That the exception of claimant has not been sustained by the evidence and
should therefore be denied, and that claimants should have no right in the Cath-

cart Ditch.
LXXXVII
PROOF NO. 0693, BY LORENZO RECANZONE

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Fred B. Stewart
and William Stock Farming Company on the question of distributing water to
the mill through Martin Creek have not been sustained by the evidence and
should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in tie
Order of Determination.

' LXXXVIIIL
PROOF NO, 0695, BY EDWARD AND MINNIE ENIEKE
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by claimants have

not been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied, and Colony
Creek is found to be a tributary of Cottonwood Creek.
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LXXXIX
PROOF NoO. 0696, BY MRS. CHRISTINE FORGNONE
That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by H. K. Harvey &
Harvey has not been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be
denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

Xc
PROOF NO. 0697, BY MRS. CHRISTINE FORGNONE
That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by claimant has not
been sustained by the evidence ang should therefore be denied, and the proof
“allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

XCI
PROOF NO. 0698, BY MRS. CHRISTINE FORGNONE
That the township in which said lands are listed should be changed to
township 41 north, instead of township 42 north; that the exceptions filed by
Stephen Ferraro, H. M. Burge Land & Stock Company, Edward Knieke and
others, have not been sustained by the evidence and should therefore be denied,
and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

XCII
PROOF NO. 0700, BY MRS. CHRISTINE FORGNONE

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by H. K. Harvey &

Determination.
XCIII
PROOF NO. 0701, BY MRS. CHRISTINE FORGNONE
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Jack Forgnone,
H. K. Harvey and J. F. Harvey and by claimant have not been sustained by the
evidence and should therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as
shown in the Order of Determination.

XCIII-A
PROOY NO. 0701A, BY MRS. CHRISTINE FORGNONE
That the exception was filed to the Order of Determination by Jack Forg.
none, and the same is not sustained by the evidence and is denied, and the proof
allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination.

XCIv
PROOF NO, 0702, BY MRS. CHRISTINE FORGNONE
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Arnold V.

Schwartz, Mrs. N. A. Gillilan, H. K. Harvey and J. F. Harvey, Anna C. Buck-
ingham and by claimant have not been sustained by the evidence and should
therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of
Determination.

XCV

PROOF NO. 0702A, BY MRS. CHRISTINE FORGNONE
That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by H. K. Harvey &
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J. F. Harvey and by claimant have not been sustained by the evidence and should
therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of
Determination.

XCVI
PROOF NO. 0703, BY MRS. CHRISTINE FORGNONE

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by H. K. Harvey &
J. F. Harvey and by claimant have not been sustained by the evidence and should
therefore be denied, and the proof allowed to stand as shown in the Order of
Determination.

XCcvll
PROOF NO. 0704C, BY BLISS BROTHERS

That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by claimants has been |
sustained by the evidence and should therefore be granted, and the point of -
diversion of Ditch No. 1 should be shown to be in the NW14NE1l, of Sec. 10,
T.41 N, R. 43 E. .

That the point of diversion of Ditch No. 2 should be shown to be in the
SEYNW1, of See. 10, T. 41 N, R. 43 E.; the acreage should be changed to
read as set forth hereinafter in the Decree under Proof No. 0704c by Bliss -
Brothers on page 66 hereof. :

XCVII . )
PROOY NO. 0704D, BY BLISS BROTHERS

That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by claimant has been
sustained by the evidence, and should therefore be granted, and the acreage
changed to conform to the following: .

Source—North Fork Little Humboldt River.
Ditech—Hot Spring.
Point of Diversion—SWY,NW,, Sec, 28, T. 42 N,, R. 43 E.

Year of CULTURE (Acres)

e, DESCRIPTION r———e— |
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Seec. T.N, R.E.
1874 0.84 e s NW,SE1, 5- 41 43
1874 5.45 . 12.94 NEY 8W1i, 5 41 43
1874 2470 0 s 7.50 SE1,8SW1, 5 41 43
1874 et s 35.14 NWIL8W1, 5 41 43
1874 2272 . 16.67 SW1,8Wi4 5 41 43
1874 070 25.81 SESEL, 6 41 43
1874 13.58 et 22,71 NEWULNEW T 41 43
1874 il e 0.71 NW1NE1Y 7 41 43
1874 ... 8.10 SE1LNE1, 7 41 43
1874 28.58 10.38 SE1NEY 7 41 43
1874 28.45 11.16 NE SE1, 7 41 43
1874 11.50 NWISEY 7 41 43
1874 ... 7.04 SW1,8E1; T 41 43
1874 0.30 12.93 SE SE1Y 7 41 43
1874 16.19 n NELNWI 8 4] 43
1874 2.62 ceerenees SELNWY, 8 41 43
1874 40.00 . NWILNWIL 8 41 43
1874 39.00 SWILNWI,L 8 41 43
1874 2763 it e NW1,SW1, 8 41 43
1874 s e 0.61 SW1L8Wi, 8 41 43
250.76 183.20
XCIX

PROOF NO. 0704E, BY BLISS BROTHERS

That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by claimants to the
elimination of the proof from the Order of Determination should be denied.
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c
PROOF NoO. 0704G, BY BLISS BROTHERS

That the exception filed to the Order of Determinationfby claimants by been
Sustained by the evidence and should therefore be granted, and it ig found that
the acreage should be changed to read zg set forth hereinafter in the Decree
under Proof No. 07046 by Bliss Brothers on Page 68 hereof.

Farming Company has not been sustaine ¥ the evidence and shoyld therefore

be denied ang the proof allowed to stang as shown in the Order of Determina-
tion.

€en sustained by the evidence and should therefore be granted, and the acreage
should be shown ag follows .
Source——-Kirchner Slough (Bast Branch of Martin Creek),
Ditch—-Stewart No. 1.
Point of Divemion-——SW%NE%, Sec. 9, 7, 41 N, R 40E

rao e ——CULTURE (Aer —_— T Suhdio———— DESCRIPTION _—

1};321-:'{‘; Class A v gla.ag B ) Class ¢ Subdivision Sec. T.N, R.E. N
1878 000 L e NE1; SWi; 9 41 40 i
1878 8760 T 2.40 SEy SWiy 9 41 40 i
1878 420 2250 NWi;8py 41
1878 160 7.35 SwWiy SE1,

1878 T - 26.18

As to the stipulation between Ipry
Lorezno F. Recanzone and the First N
the use of waters through the S.B.P. p
that said stipulation should be ratified,
common and ownerg In equal shares in and tg the w
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cv

That the objections made at the trial, and any special ruling made at that
time or otherwise herein should be overruled and denied ; and that all special and
other exceptions and objections filed in writing, or otherwise, to the Final Order
of Determination, except as otherwise indicated herein, have not, nor has either
or any of them, been sustained by the evidence, and that any and all such
exceptions or objections made and filed by claimants to the Final Order of
Determination, if not wholly settled or determined by general findings, should
be denied.

That exceptions should be granted to all adverse rulings of the Court.

cvl

That except where specifically in this Decision otherwise ordered, the Order
of Determination made, filed and caused to be entered of record in this case
by the State Engineer should be confirmed.

cvi

That the priorities fixed herein, transmission loss, evaporation, seepage,
combination of flow, nature of crops, duty of water, subflow, and ot' =~ rloments
should be taken into consideration in connection with the distribution of the
waters of said stream system. '

Conclusions of Law

From the evidence presented and received in this matter and from the fore-
going Findings of Fact, the Court makes the following Conclusions of Law:

That the State Engineer had the right, authority, and jurisdiction. :inder
the Water Code of this State, to make the investigations made by him, conduect
the hearings had by him, receive the proofs, maps, and plats received by him,
hear the evidence presented to him, and to prepare, make, enter, and file in his
office the original of said Final Order of Determination and a certified copy
thereof in this Court, and to determine in said Final Order of De¢-~rmination
the relative rights of the water users of said Little Humboldt River sti .m system
and its tributaries; that said State Engineer duly made all orders ne.essary and
proper in connection therewith and entered the same in his office as required by
said Water Code; that each and every notice required by law to be given to
claimants and appropriators was duly given by the State Engineer in the manne
and at the time required by law, and said notices contained the statements
required by law; that all claimants and appropriators of the waters of tL. Little
Humboldt River stream system and its tributaries duly received the nformatior
and notices required by law in such cases; and that each and all of said elaim
ants duly appeared in these proceedings.

That this Court had jurisdiction to hear and try this matter and has juris
diction to find, make, and enter these Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Lav.
and this Decree, and each and every portion thereof, in this matter.

That the parties named herein as claimants and their sucecessors in interes
constitute and are the claimants, and the only claimants, who were and ar
appropriators and users of the waters of the Little Humboldt River stream
system and its tributaries on the date the Final Order of Determination wa-
filed with the Clerk of this court, excepting from this finding the names of thos
parties who have made application with the State Engineer for permits.

That all and singular the persons named in the Final Order of Determinatior
as claimants or appropriators to the waters of the Little Humboldt River strea:
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system and its tributaries by and through the several diversion ditches and
canals named, and their successors in interest, are appropriators or claimants
to the waters of said stream system; and that such appropriators or claimants,
each for himself or by and through his respective predecessors in interest, now
are the owners or possessors, respectively, of the lands described in said Order
of Determination and in these Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Decree
under their respective proofs, and each continuously from the date of said appro-
priation or priority, when such water was available for beneficial use, diverted
all of such quantity of water from said Little Humboldt River stream system
and its tributaries and applied the same to beneficial use as alleged in said Order
of Determination.

That the water allotted to the legal subdivision in the Decree herein is not
appurtenant to such legal subdivisions, but the amount of water used is limited
to the acreages which each user is entitled to serve with a priority for the respec-
tive acreages so served ; and that each claimant herein having water for irrigation
is entitled to use such water for stockwatering and domestic purposes and to
divert and use the same at any time during the year in accordance with the
dates or priority of such claimant, to the extent reasonably necessary for stock-
watering and domestic purposes but not to exceed the rate of .01 of a cubic
foot per second for each one thousand head of stock; but, during the irrigation
season, the water diverted for irrigation purposes shall not be increased by any
amount to be used for stockwatering and domestic purposes, but the quantity
allotted and diverted for irrigation during the irrigation season includes water
for stockwatering and domestic purposes.

That all former court decrees and contracts in good standing, including,
also, the court decrees mentioned in Appendix A of said Final Order of Deter-
mination, as between and which affect users on the stream system, are entitled
to be recognized, and the waters of said stream system should be distributed in
accordance therewith insofar as the rights of the parties affected by said decrees
and contracts are concerned.

That the doectrine of relation has been fairly, legally, and equitably applied
by the State Engineer in the Order of Determination, and the claimants, respec-
tively, are entitled to the priorities shown in the Decree herein.

That the evidence does not sustain any prescriptive right or any right of
adverse possession in any of the claimants or appropriators herein. _

That the sum of $2,200 is a reasonable amount to be allowed and paid W. H.
Settelmeyer, the Expert Engineer and Technical Adviser whom it was necessary
for the Court to employ and whom the Court did employ to investigate and report
upon the several subjects in controversy involved in this matter and to conduct
physical examinations and investigations of eonditions along said stream system,
in order to assist the Court in its investigations and determination of the ques-
tions of faet imvolved.

That said stipulation made and entered into between H. K. Harvey & J. F.
Harvey and H. M. Burge Land & Stock Company relating to the use of the
waters from Burge-McClarnon Ditch and, also, said stipulation made and entered
into between Irvin Case, H. K. Harvey & J. F. Harvey, Lorenzo F. Recanzone,
and the First National Bank of Winnemueea, concerning the use of waters
through the S. B. P. Pierce or Samuel Pierce Ditch, are each fair, proper, and
equitable and said parties to said stipulations are entitled to have said stipula-
tions ratified and confirmed and to be decreed to be tenants in common and
owners in equal shares in said ditches, respectively, with the priorities set by
this Court.
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That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by the First National
Bank of Winnemucea and Joe Cerri, successors of O. B. and Harriet M. Nehls
Irvin Case, William Stock Farming Company and by H. K. Harvey & J. F
Harvey are not sustained and should be denied, with the proviso that H. K.
Harvey & J. F. Harvey shall first utilize the waters of Indian Creek to which it
is entitled before its right in Martin Creek shall become effective, i. €., H. K
Harvey & J. F. Harvey shall use the waters of Indian Creek as long as the same
are available to properly irrigate its lands and, should they become unavailable.
it has the right to use the waters of Martin Creek through the Adams Diteh.

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by F. B. Stewar.,
~under Proof No. 0598 are sustained by the evidence; and said exceptions are,
therefore, hereby granted, changing the point of diversion to the NW14SW1y,
of section 22, T. 42 N, R. 40 E,, M. D. B. & M., instead of the point of diversior.
as shown in the Order of Determination. All other exceptions to said proof are
not sustained by the evidence and should, therefore, be denied.

That the stipulation entered into between the water users on Colony Creel
mentioned under Proof No. 0599 is fair, proper, and equitable, and the parties to
said stipulation are entitled to have said stipulation ratified and confirmed.

That the only matter before the Court in connection with Proof Nos. 0601
06014, and 0601s is the stipulation mentioned hereinbefore under Proof No. 0599,
affecting the waters of Colony Creek, hereinabove found to be fair, proper, ané
equitable, and the parties to said stipulation are entitled to have said stipulatio
ratified and confirmed. -

That the exception of Abel & Curtner Livestock Company to Proof No. 0646+
1s sustained by the evidence and is, therefore, granted; and that th-re shall b
a change in the description of the range number affecting the property shown
to be in section 1 within said proof, and that change shall be as set forth in the
Findings of Fact under paragraph XL hereof.

That the exceptions to the Order of Determination filed by Abel & Curtnexr
Livestock Company under said Proof No. 06464, with respect to changing the
dates of priority as shown in the proof contained in the Order of Determination -
are sustained so that the dates of priority in said Order of Determinui.on ar. -
changed in accordance with the tabulation set forth in the Court’s Decree on
page 38 herein. '

That the exceptions to the Order of Determination filed by Abel & Curtne
Livestock Company under Proof No. 06468 are sustained, and said proof shall
be changed in accordance with the tabulation set forth in the Court’s Deecre
on page 39 herein.

That the exceptions filed to the Order of Determination by Anna C.
Buckingham under Proof No. 06584 are sustained, and the date of priority a-
shown in connection with this proof shall be changed from 1866 to 1867 on th
three items shown in said proof.

That the exception filed to the Order of Determination by G. Peraldo ic
sustained by the evidence and should, therefore, be granted, and 11.58 acre
under said proof should be changed from Class C land to Class A land in the
same subdivision, township, and range.

That the exception to the Order of Determination filed by Ella Grigsby
ander Proof No. 06598 is sustained by the evidence and, therefore, should be
granted; and the Order of Determination correeted to correspond to the tabu-
lation set forth in the Findings of Fact under paragraph LIX.

That none of the exceptions to the Final Order of Determination mentione.
in paragraphs numbered XXII to XXVT, inclusive, XXVIII to XXX, inclusive,




27

XXXII, XXXIV, XXXVI to XXXIX, inclusive, XLII to LIV, inclusive, LVI,
LVIII, LXII to LXV, inclusive, LXVII, LXVIII LXX LXXI LXXTJII to
LXXXYV, inclusive, LXXXVII, LXXXVIII, XC, XCII to XCVI, inclusive,
XCIX, CI, CIII, and CIV, and none of the exceptions filed by Mrs. T'wist and
Ed. Stock Land & Cattle Company under Proof No. 06464, and by H. K. Harvey
& J. F. Harvey under Proof No. 06604, and by Mrs. W. F. Twist and Ed. Stock
Land & Cattle Company under Proof No. 0673, and by H. K. Harvey & J. F.
Harvey under Proof No. 0696, and by Abel & Curtner Land & Livestock Com-
pany and by Abel & Catheart and by D. W. Cathcart Estate under Proof No.
0674, and by Ed. Stock Land & Cattle Company under Proof No. 0691a has
been susta’'ed by the evidence and should, therefore, be denied, and the proofs
of claima: 3 allowed to stand as shown in the Order of Determination and
Decree herein.

That Mrs. Ella Grigsby and Mrs. N. A. Gillilan are entitled to have their
rights under Proof No. 0660, which were stricken under the Order of Determina-
tion by the State Engineer, restored in the Decree herein, and that they should
be given under said proof number the rights as set forth on page 50 of the
Decree herein.

That the exceptions filed by claimants themselves under Proof No. 06604
should be granted and the Final Order of Determination corrected in accordance
with the Decree under said proof number on page 50 hereof.

That the exceptions filed by Gerhard Miller, Sr., to Proofs Nos. 0669, 06694,
06698, and 0670 in the Order of Determination, relating to the irrigation season,
should be disposed of by setting the irrigation sez 1 as beginning April 1 of
each year and in accordance with the Findings of Fact and Decree herein.

That, as to Proof No. 0673, by Harry Gould, the irrigation season should be
fized as beginning April 1 of each -ear and in accordance with the Findings of
Fact and Decree herein.

That the exception filed by claimant Mrs. W. F. Twist under Proof No. 0675
in the Order of Determination should be granted and the date of priority fixed
in the Order of Determination changed to the year 1882 instead of the year
1889, in accordancé with the Decree herein.

That the exceptions filed :o the Order of Determination under Proof
No. 06914, Ed Stock Land & Cattle Company, by Abel & Curtner Land & Live-
stock Company, Abel & Catheart, and D. W. Catheart Estate should be granted
and the date of priority fixed in the Decree as the year 1875.

That the exception of claimant herself to Proof No. 0696, Mrs. Christine
Forgnone, should be sustained so that the lands described therein should be
changed in the Decree to Class B lunds instead of Class C lands.

That, as to Proof No. 0698 b: Mrs. Christine Forgnone, the township in
which the lands thereunder are listed in the Order of Determination should
be changed in the Decree herein to township 41 north instead of township 42
north.

That, as to Proof No. 0704c by Bliss Bros., the exception filed to the Order
of Determination under said proof number by claimants themselves should be
granted and the point of diversion of Ditch No. 1 should be changed to be in the
NW14,NE1; of section 10, township 41 N, range 43 E., and the point of diver-
sion of Ditch No. 2 should be changed in said Decree to be in the SE14,NW1,
of section 10, township 41 N., range 43 E., and the acreage under said proof
number should be changed in said Decree so as to conform to the tabulation set
%)rth in the Decree herein under said proof number on page 66 of said

ecree.
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That, as to the exception filed to Proof No. 0704p, Bliss Bros., by claimants
themselves, said exception should be granted and the right and acreage under
said proof number changed to conform to the tabulation under said proof number
on page 67 of the Decree herein.

That as to Proof No. 0704a, Bliss Bros., the exceptions filed to the Order
of Determination by claimants themselves under said proof number should be
granted and the right and acreage of said claimants changed to conform to the
tabulation under said proof number on page 65 of the Decree herein.

That, as to Proof No. 01241, William Stock Farming Company, the excep-
tion filed to the Order of Determination under said proof number by claimant
itself should be granted and the right and acreage of said elaimant under said
proof number should be changed so as to conform with the tabulation under said
proof number on page 70 of the Decree herein.

That all objections made at the trial and all special exceptions filed before
and during the hearing and not specifically ruled upon at the time should be
overruled and denied, and exceptions should be granted to all adverse rulings
of the court.

That, except where specifically otherwise ordered herein, the Order of
Determination made, filed, and caused to be entered of record in this matter by
the State Engineer should be confirmed.

That the parties hereto are, and each of them is, entitled to the restraining
order and injunction granted and set forth in the Decree herein on page 75
hereof.
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JUDGMENT AND DECREE

THEREFORE, BY REASON OF THE FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW HEREINBEFORE SET FORTH, IT IS
ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED BY THE COURT AS

FOLLOWS:
1

That the State Engineer made all necessary and proper orders herein, as
required by law, and that each and every notice required by law was duly given
to all claimants and appropriators; that all of said claimants named duly
appeared and are the only claimants and appropriators of the waters of the
Little Humboldt River and its tributaries.

That this Court has full and complete jurisdiction to hear, try and deter-
mine this case and to make and enter herein this Decree.

II

That, except such persons as may have acquired rights to the use of the
water of the Little Humboldt River and its tributaries in Humboldt and Elko
Counties of the State of Nevada, granted under and pursuant to applications to
the State Engineer under and by virtue of the Statutes of 1905, chapter 46,
Statutes 1907, page 30, and under and by virtue of Chapter 140, Statutes of
1913. as amended, no person other than the parties named herein have or claim
any interest in or to said water or in or to the use of said water of said river,
its tributaries, or any part thereof.

III1

That, except as specifically in this Decree otherwise ordered, all objections
filed to the Final Order of Determination are hereby denied and overruled.

v

That, except as specifically in this Decree otherwise ordered, the Order of
Determination made, filed and caused to be entered of record in this case by the
State Engineer be, and the same hereby 1s, confirmed.

v

That, except as hereinafter otherwise specifically ordered and decreed. the
names of claimants or appropriators of the waters of the Little Humboldt River
and its tributaries, diverting waters from said river and said tributaries for
beneficial use, the year of priority, the cultured acreage of harvest erop, meadow
pasture and diversified nasture, the legal subdivisions, section, township and
range, number of acre feet of water, for each of said claimants or appropriators,
is hereby adjudged and decreed as follows, to wit:
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Claimant—RUDOLPH H. SCHWARTZ. Proof No. 0583
Source—Cottonwood Creek.
Diteb—~Consolidated.

Point of Diversion—NE1,NEY;, Sec. 15, T. 42 N, R. 39 E,

Yearof —— CULTURE ( Acres) y DESCRIPTION ~—AcCrE Feer (Cumulative) ——
Priority Class A Clase B Class C Subdivision Sec. TN.R.E. Class A Class B Class C

1866 0.50 2.37 NEiSE:2 23 42 39 1.80 ... 2.13

1866 24.32 SEISE3: 23 42 39 89.35

1867 25.60 NEiSE2 23 42 39 18151 ... 16.75

1867 17.28 NWisSE: 23 42 39 243.65

1867 40.00 SWiSsE: 23 42 39 387.65

1867 16.53 NEiSWwWz: 23 42 39 447.16

1867 37.02 SEIsW3 23 42 39 580.43

1867 8.80 ... NWiswi 23 42 39 612.11

1867 8.40 ... SWiswi 23 42 39 642.33

1867 512 . NEiNWwW3 26 42 39 660.76

1867 8512 ., NWiNE} 26 42 39 787.19

1867 39.20 .. NEINE:L 26 42 39 928.31

1867 749 e . SEINE} 26 42 39 956.27

1867 32.70 el NWiNWi 25 42 39 1,072.99

1867 4.49 . . SWINW3 26 42 39 1,089.15

302.55 18.62

In order to comply with the Court decree, dated April 24, 1878, in the case- of C. W. Hinkey

et al, v,

. Lamance et al,, the Consolidated Ditch is granted the prior use of 800 inches of the

Iv.ilraters of Cottonv-ood Creek as against the rights of the Byrnes-Hinkey Ditch. The Byrnes-

inkey Dijtch is granted a secondary right

1871
1871
1873
1873
1874
1874
1874
1879
1879
1879
1879

1871
1871
1871
1871
1873
1873

1867
1867
1867
1867

Claimant—JOSE GASTANAGA, Proof No. 0584
Source—Martin Creek: _

Ditch—Nichols Downing and Pierce.
Point of Diversion—SE1,SEY,, Sec. 15, T. 42 N, R. 40 E,

24.20 ... Ll NE3}SWi 20 42 40 87.12
3710 h NWiSE3 20 42 40 220.68
40.00 ... . SW3iSE3 20 42 40 364.68
22.00 ... SEiswi 20 42 40 443.88

oo ... 3.20 NWiSE3} 20 42 40 447.48 2.88
16.50 ... 6.65 NEi1SE} 20 42 40 506.88 8.87
18.30 ... 11.20 SE3iSE3} 20 42 40 572.76 18.95
................ 17.00 NEISW}3 0 42 40 34.25
................ 18.20 SEiSW3 20 42 40 50.63
................ 38.00 NWiswi 20 42 40 34.83
................ 36.30 SWiswi 20 42 40 117.50

Claimant—IRVIN CASE.
Source—Martin Creek.
Ditech—Samuel Pierce.

Point of Diversion—SBl,SEY,, Sec. 11, T. 42 N,, R. 40 E.

Proof No. 0586

28.27 e NEiSWi 17 42 40 101.77

3890 ... L. SE3SwWi 17 42 40 241.81

36.90 ... NW;isE} 17 42 40 374.65

3750 ... L. SWiSFE2 17 42 40 509.65

28.90 9.80 ... NWiINE} 20 42 40 613.69 17.64

33.60 ... 2.30 SWiINE} 20 42 40 734.65 ... 2.07
204.07 9.80 2.30

Claimant—H. K. HARVEY & J. F. HARVEY.
Source—Cottonwood Creek.

Ditch-—Guston,

Point of Diversion—NEY,NEY,, Sec. 36, T. 42 N, R. 39 E.
0.65 ... 2.00 NEiSW3i 31 42 40 234 1.80
7.48 ... 12.33 NWisWi 31 42 40 29.27 12.90
R SWiswi 31 42 40 34.09
2,13 13.00 SEiSW3i 31 42 490 41.76 ... 24.60
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H. K Harvey & J. F., Harvey—Continued.

Sourece—Cottonwood Creek. Proof No. 0589
Ditch—Burge and McLernon.
Point of Diversion—SWY,8EY,, Sec, 25, T. 42 N., R. 39 E.

Year of CULTURE (Acres) ’ DESCRIPTION: ~—ACRE FEET (Cumulative) —
Priority Class A Clase B Class C Subdivision See. T.N. R.E. Class A Class B Class C
1867 24.86 ... 13.13 NEiISE; 36 42 39 89.50 ... 11.82
1867 .70 e 23.13 NWisSE} 36 42 389 85.62 ... 32.64
1868 8.20 e e NwWigwsz 31 42 40 125.14
1868 13.50 ... 9.95 SWisws 31 42 40 173.7¢ . ... 41.59
1868 6.48 e e, NEiNWi 6 41 40 197.07
1868 16.24 [ 23.70 NWiINW3 6 41 40 255.563 ... 62.92
1868 1.9 ... 22.10 SEISE:} 36 42 39 262.55 ... 82.81
1870 e s 40.00 SWiSE: 36 42 39 . el 118.81
1870 il e 15.95 SEiSE; 36 42 39 . . 133.17
72.93 147.96
Source—Martin Creek. Proof No. 0590
Ditch—Adams.
Point of Diversion—NEV,SEY,, Sec. 21, T. 42 N, B. 40 E.
1866 30.13 cmmmmmer e NEiISE: 30 42 40 108.47
1866 19.02 s s NWiSE: 30 42 40 176.94
1866 39.80 ... ... SWisE: 30 42 40 320.22
1866 39.02 s, SEI1SE3 30 42 40 460.69
1866 38.92 eeeees NEiNE:2 31 42 40 600.80
1866 40.00 ... . NWiINE1 31 42 40 744.80
1866 40.00 .. SWiNE:L 31 42 40 888.80
1866 39.48  eeie. SEiINT: 31 42 40 1,030.93
1866 38.16  eh . NEi1SE} 31 42 40 1,168.31
1866 40.00 ... . NWISE: 31 42 40 1,312.31
1869 .. 12.56 NWiswi 32 42 40 ... 11.30
1868 ... . 8.10 SWiswWi 32 42 40 ... . 18.59
1869 .. e 19.20 NWiNwi 5 41 40  ee. . 35.87
1869 . . 30.50 SWINW3i 5 41 a0 . ... 63.32
1869 ... . 33.50 NWwWiswi 65 41 40 ... L 93.47
1869 el . 12.21 SWiswi 5 41 40 ... . 104.46
364.53 116.07

Provided, that said H. K. Harvey & J. F. Harvey shall first utilize the waters of Indian Creek
to which it is entitled so long as the same are available to properly irrigate its lands before its
right to use the waters of Martin Creek shall become effective.

Waters from Indian Creek are also used to irrigate the above-described lands; however, in
order to comply with the Court decree in *he case of J. R. Harvey et al. v. BEugene Silve et al.,
No. 1383. the present owners of the Silve ~ldings, E. C. & H. L. Lye, are granted the prior
?-Ise of 800 inches of the waters of Indian U.cek as against the rights of H. K. Harvey & J. F.

arvey.

Claimant—=S. BOGGIO. Proof No, 0591
Source—Cottonwood and Handy Creeks,
Ditech-—Consolidated.
Point of Diversion—NEV,NEY;, Sec. 15, T. 42 N, R. 39 E.
1866 35.71 ... NWiswi 26 42 39 128.56
1866 15.12 ... SWisws 25 42 39 182,99
1866 1260 ... SW3INW1 25 42 39 228.35
1866 15.32 ... NE3iSE3 26 42 39 283.50
1866 8.75 ... . SEiNE3} 26 42 39 315.00
1868 496 ... .. SEiSE? 26 42 39 332.86
1868 2108 cn e SWiswi 25 42 39 4038.75
1868 3.08 el SWiSE} 26 42 39 419.84
1868 6.87 s . SEiSE} 26 42 39 444.57
1868 8.2 NEINE} 35 42 39 474,27
1868 248 . NWiINW3 36 42 39 483.20
1869 531 . SEINE: 26 42 39 502.32
1869 10.02 . SWiSE3: 26 42 39 538.39
1869 2,29 er e, SEiNWi3 26 42 39 546.63
1870 29.00 o Ll NEI1SW;3 26 42 39 551.03
1870 11.80 wreree temmeaee SEiSW3 26 42 39 693.51
1870 11.18 cdemens ereeens NWiSki 26 42 39 733.76
1871 519 e SWisSEZ: 26 42 39 752,44
1871 1440 en NWiINE} 35 42 39 804.28
1871 24,23 eer NEiNE} 35 42 39 891.51
1871 1.00 . SEiNE: 35 42 39 895.11
1871 0.568 ... cheeeees SWiSE} 35 42 39 897.20
1872 4,96 SEiSE} 26 42 39 .. ... 4.46
1872 .. . 4.96 NEINE: 35 42 39 . T 8.92
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8. Boggio—Continued,

Yearof ~———CULTURE (Acres) - DESCRIPYION——— ., ~—ACRE FEET (Cumulative ) ——.

Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. TN.R.E, Class A Clazs B Class C

1872 .. 35.72 NWiNwi 3¢ 42 3 " 41.07

872 ... 5.60 SWiswi 3 42 39 T o 46.11
249,22 51.24

Priorities ag listed under 0657 and 06574
andy Creek as against oth
NoTtE—The source of deli

Shelton Ditch.

are granted a prior
er rights of equal date,
very from 1866 to 1871 was from C
In 1871 the Shelton Ditch
Roper Ditches, with the point of diversion
in the NE3NE: of
In order to comp
et al. v, C. Lamane

by
See, 15, T, 42 N, R. 39 E
1y with the Court decree,
e et al., the Consolidated
the waters of Cottonwood Creek as agains
Byrnes-Hinkey Ditch is granted a secondar

ottonwood Creek as agai
" The Consolidated Ditch is
Creek of 400 inches as ag

Ditch is
t the rig
Y right+to th
nst the rights of the Consolidat

ed Di
granted an

additional right to the use

Claimant—H. X, HARVEY & J. F. HARVEY.
Source—Martin Creek.
Ditch—Samue] B. F. Pierce,

was consolidated with the
or the Consolidated Ditch

dated April 24, 1878, in the
granted the prior
hts of the Byrnes
use of 20 inch

ainst any additional rights of the Byrnes-Hin

right to the use of waters of

0od Creek through the
Lamance, Nichols and
from Cottonwood Creek

case of C, W. Hinkey
use of 800 inches of
~Hinkey Ditch. 'The

ottonw

tch to t

of the waters of Cottonwood
key Ditch.

Proof No. 0502

Point of Diversion——SE%SE%, Sec, 11, T. 42 N, B. 40 E.

1416 ... 25.84 NWINE} 30 42 40 50.98 23.26
1871 15.27 ... 24.73 < WiNE} 30 42 40 1056.95 45.52
1871 2.80 ... 12.46 NEiNW3 30 42 40 116.03 56.73
1871 cmvese v 27.03 SEINW3 A0 42 40 - .7 81.06
87 L e 40.00 NEisSW3 0 42 40 T 117.06
b 40.00 SEi8wWi 30 42 40 ... 153.06
1871 248 ... 16.40 NWisE: 30 42 40 124.96 167.82
1871 R 22.80 8.20 SWiswi 29 42 40 ... 175.20

34.71 22.80 194.66 _

‘Waters from Indian Creek_are also used to irrigate the above-described lands; however,
in order to comply with the Court decree in the case of J. R. Harver -t al. v. Tu-=ne Silve
et al, No. 1383, the present owners of the Silve holdings, B. C. & H. L. Lye, o0 g nted the
Prior use of 800 inches of the waters of Indian Creek as against the rights of 1. X idarvey &

. F, Harvey.
Source—Martin Creek. Proof No. 0594
Ditch—The Pierce Island. :
Point of Diversion——SW%SW%, Sec. 14, T. 42 N, R. 40 & (See map No. 0693.)
1869

H Wat‘flr through the above ditch is lim

ited to the u
arvey & J. F. Harvey Adams Ran

se for do
ch.
Claimant—F. B, STEWART.
Source—Martin Creek,
Ditech-—Elsey, Hunter.
Point of Diversion—Elsey
Ditch, NWY,8W1,, 8
Exception by claimant to point

Determination is hereby granted, and point
southwest

Ditch, SEY,NW,, Sec. 14
ec. 22, T. 42 N, R. 40 E,

of diversion chan
quarter of section 22, township 42

¥

north, range 40 east

mestic purposes only on the
Proof No. 0598

T.42 N, R. 40 E.; Hunter

of diversion of Hunter Ditch as shown in Jrd.r of

ged to northwest quarter of

» M. D. B. & M., and the

Order of Determination as to this proof is hereby changed accordingly :

1872 .91 .. NWisE:z 21 42 40 71.68

1872 691 ... SWiSE} 21 42 49 96.56

1872 mi2 .. T NEISW3 21 42 40 136.59

1872 1533 ... T SEiswW3i 21 42 4¢ 191.78

1872 706 ... T NEiSE3 21 42 40 217.20

1872 620 .. T NWigFE1 21 42 49 275.84

i 1872 1440 D T SWiSE: 21 42 40 327,68
‘ 1872 57. ... NWINE} 28 42 40 348.38
. 1873 552 ... T NwWiswi 21 42 40 368.25
i 1873 33.72 ... T SWisSwi 21 42 490 489.64
' 1874 24,56 ... " SE1SWi 21 42 40 578.06
1874 24.84 ... NEi1swWy 21 42 49 667.48

1874 10.70 L. T NwWiswi 21 42 40 706.00

196.11
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Claimant—F. B, STEWART. Proof No. 0598A.
Source—Martin Creek.

Diteh-——Nichols, Downing and Pierce.

Point of Diversion—SEL;8EY,, Sec. 15, T. 42 N,, BR. 40 E.

Year of CULTURE ( Acres) - DESCRIPTION ~—=ACre FEET (Cumulative) —
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. TN.R.E. Class A Class B Class C
1871 86.51 e e NE3INE3} 21 42 40 131.44
1871 18,62 et ieeene SEi1NE:2 21 42 40 187.67
1872 40.00 e s NWiINEZ = 21 42 40 331.67
1872 87.90  r e SWiNEL 21 42 40 468.11
1872 9.70 s eereeees SEiNE} 21 42 40 503.03
1875 23.26 s e NEINW3i 21 42 40 586.77
1875 1.50  ieeer s SWINWiL 21 42 49 592,17
1875 35.99 s e SEINWi 21 42 40 721.73
200.48
Claimant—H. M. BURGE LAND AND STOCK CO. Proof No. 0599
Source—~Colony Creek.
Diteh—Colony.
Point of Diversion—Not given.
1867 23.50 e e SWiSEL 35 42 39 84.60
1867 2600 el e SEiSwWi 35 42 39 178.20
1867 17.70 it e NEiSE} 36 42 39 241.92
1867 36.90  er e SEiISE:} 356 42 39 374.76
1867 12,60  cecceee eeeennns NWiswWi 36 42 39 420,30
1867 16.560  ceeeeees s SWiswi 36 42 39 479.70
1870 14.60 n NWiNE: 2 41 3% 532.26
1870 26.30 e s NEiNWi 2 41 39 626.94
1870 18.80 i i NWiINE 2 41 39 694.62
1870 34.80 s e NEiNE3} 2 41 39 819.50
1870 8.00 i eeeeeees NWiINW 1 41 39 848.70
1870 13.00  seeeeeee eeeeeas SWiNWi 1 41 39 895.50
1870 4,90 ek eeeeeees NEINW: 1 41 39 913.14
1870 1.50 e i SEiNW3 1 41 39 918.54
1872 el e 6.90 SWiswi 36 42 39 s e 6.21
1872 el e 13.11 NEiNWL 2 41 39 s e 18.01
1872 e e 6.48 NWiNE1 2 41 39 e s 23.84
1872 et e 6.40 SEiINW: 2 41 39 s eeeemees 29.60
1872 et e 2.90 NWiNW3 1 41 39 ke 2.1
2586.15 35.79
Source—Cottonwood Creek, Proof No. 0600
Ditch-~Burge and McY non.
Point of Diversion—8SWi/;3SEY,, Sec. 25, T. 42 N,, R. 39 B.
1867 19.84 et ieeen NEigW3 1 41 39 71.42
1867 36.56  ceeees e NWisSE3} 1 41 39 203.04
1867 22,70 et e NEiSE} 1 41 39 284.76
1872 s e 9.06 SWiNWi 6 41 40 s e 8.15
1872 et e 19.64 NWwWiswi 6 41 40 0 e e 25.83
1872 s e 1.20 NEiSWi 6 41 40 i e 26.91
1872 s e 24.34 NEINE}: 1 41 39 s e 48.82
1872 it s 13.70 SEi;NE2 1 41 39 61.15
1872 it e 17.30 NEiSE:2 1 41 39 ek e 76.72
79.10 85.24
Source—Cottonwood Creek. Proof No. 0600A
Ditech—Burge.
Point of Diversion—Not given.
1866 30.94 . e SWiNWwWi 6 41 40 111.38
1866 12,40 . . SEINW]} 6 41 40 156.02
1866 T.86 e eemenes NWigw;i 6 41 40 184.32
1866 18.30 el s NEisW3 6 41 40 250.20
69.50 .
Source—Colony Creek. Proof No. 0601
Ditch—Southside,
Point of Diversion—SEY;NWI/,, Sec. 2, T. 41 N, R. 39 E.
1867 6.03 et e SEINWI 2 41 39 21.71
1867 20,18 s eeeaa SWiANE} 2 41 39 94.36
1867 6.31 e e SEiNE} 2 41 39 117.08

32.52
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H. M. Burge Land and Stock Co.—Continued.
Source—~Colony Creek. )
Diteh—No. 1 (North Dxtch).
Point of Diversion—Not given.

Proof No. C601A

Yearof ~—-w—CULTURE (Acres) v ——DESCRIPTION ~—ACrRE FEET (Cumulative) —
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision See. TN.R.E. Class A Class B Class C
1872 . . 40.00 NWisE: 35 42 39 e, 36.00
1872 . 40.00 NE;SW3 35 42 39 s e 72.00
1872 it . 11.06 SE1SW1 35 42 39 e . 81.95
1872 . 13.54 SWisSE} 35 42 39 . 94,14
104.60
Source—Colony Creek. Proof No. 0601B
Diteh—Nos. 2 and 3.
Point of Diversion—Ditch No. 2 in SEY,NW1/, Sec. 2, T. 41 N, R. 39 E.; Ditch
No. 3 in SEY;NEY,, Sec. 2, T. 41 N., R. 39 E.
1867 *7.33 SEiNEj} 2 41 39 26.39
1867 *19.40 SWiNE} 2 41 39 96.23
1867 *0.60 SEiNW1 2 41 39 985.39
1867 16.90 SEiNE} 2 41 3% 123.23
1870 23.25 SEiINW3 2 41 39 205.93
1872 SEiNE2 2 41 39 e 15.70
1872 SWiINW3 1 41 39 ... 39.89
1872 SEiNW3 1 41 3% . 42.70
*From Ditch No. 2. +4From Ditch No. 3.
Claimant—E. C. AND H, L. LYE. Proof No, 0604
Source—Indian Creek.
Ditch-—Section Line from Haviland Ditch.*
Point of Diversion—NW,8W1,, Sec. 31, T. 43 N, R. 39 E.
1871 1.40 ... 26.57 SWisWwi 31 43 40 504 L. 23.91
1871 40.00 ... NWiIiNW 6 42 40 149.04
1871 L 1 NEINW3: 6 42 490 167.40
1871 40.00 . SWiNw3i 6 42 40 311.40
1871 17.50 s e SEINW3i 6 42 40 374.40
1871 2846  aeeeers . NEisSWi 6 42 40 476.86
1871 39.80 s e NWiswi 6 42 40 620.14
1871 39.97 e SWisWi 6 42 40 764.03
1871 2917 vt e SEIS8W1 6 42 40 869.04
1871 10.65 . NEiNW3 7 42 40 907.02
1871 19.01 mererer msmeens NWiINWiL 7 42 40 975.46
270.96 26.57

*Haviland Ditch is diverted from Indian Creek in the NW3iSEL, Sec. 25, T. 43 N, R. 39 E.

In order to comply with the Court decree in the case of J. R. Harvey et al. v. Eugene Silve
et al., No. 1383, the present owners of the Silve holdings, E. C. & H. L. Lye, are granted the
prior use of 800 inches of the waters of Indian Creek as against the rights listed under Proofs
Nos. 0607, 06074, 0647, 0590 and 0592. )

In order to comply with the Court decree in the case of Eugene Silve v. John Dooley, dated
April 27, 1903, the present owners of the Silve holdings, E. C. & H. L. Lye, are granted the
l%r-iolz- use of 800 inches of the waters of Indian Creek as against the rights of Mrs. John

ooley.

Clairant—LORENZO F. RECANZONE.
Source—Martin Creek.
Ditch—=8amuel Pierce.

Proof No. 0607

Point of Diversion—SEY,SEY,, Sec. 11, T, 42 N, R. 40 E,

1871 18,82 ... 3.00 SW3iswWi 17 42 40 67.75 ... 2.70
1871 40.00 ... NEiINWI 20 42 40 211.75
1871 16.26 ... NWiNwi 20 42 40 270.25
1873 3794 . SEINWI 20 42 40 406.83
1873 38.80 L. L. SWiNW1 20 42 40 546.51
1873 17.15 . eeees e NWINW3i 20 42 40 608.25
1874 2.10 paemese emeseees SEiSEL 18 42 40 615.81
1874 3461 . NEINE:L 19 42 40 740.41
1874 30.11 ... 8.20 SEINE2 19 42 40 848.81 ... 10.08
1876 10.20 e NWiswi 17 42 40 §85.53
245,98 11.20

Waters from Indian Creek are also used
order to comply with the Court decree in th
No. 1383. the present owners of the Silve holdings, E. C. and H
use of 800 inches of

Recanzone.

e case of J. R. Harv

the waters of Indian Creek as agains

to irrigate the above-described lands: however, in
ey et al. v. Eugene Silve et al.,
L. Liye, are granted the prior
t the rights of Lorenzo F.
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. Lorenzo ¥. Recanzone—Continued.

Source—Indian Creek. ‘ Proof No. 0607A

Ditch--~Nos. 1 and 2.

Point of Diversion—Ditch No. 1, SW1,SEY;, Sec. 7, T. 42 N,, B. 40 E.; Ditch
No. 2, NW1,8EBY,, Sec. 18, T. 42 N., R. 40 E.

Yearof —— —CyLTURE (Acres) DESCRIPTION: ~——ACRE FEET (Cumulative)—
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. T'N. R.E, Class A Clasz B Class C
1872 4.89 . 24.08 NWisWw; 17 42 40 15.80 ... 21.67
1872 580 ... 11.90 SWiswi 17 42 40 36.68 ... 32.38
1872 39.00  h . NEiSE: 18 42 40 177.08 :
- 1872 31.43 vvreres wesseses SEiSE: 18 42 40 290.23
80.62 35.98

In order to comply with the Court decree in the case of J. R. Harvey et al. v, Eugene Silve
et al, No. 1883, the present owners of the Silve holdings, E. C. & H. L. Lye, are granted the

. prior use of 800 inches of the waters of Indian Creek as against the rights of Lorenzo F.
Recanzone. _
Claimant—ABEL & CURTNER LIVESTOCK CO. Proof No. 0616
Source—Stone House Creek.
Ditch—Stone House,
Point of Diversion—SEV4SEY4, Sec. 21, T. 41 N, R. 39 E,
1867 34.20 NEINE3} 26 41 39 123.12
1867 40,00 NWiNWi 26 41 39 267.12
1867 40.00 NEINE} 27 41 389 411.12
1567 9.10 NWiNE} 27 41 39 443.88 ... 18.09
1367 0.70 NEINWi 27 41 39 446.40 ... 22.06
1869 0.52 SEiSW3 23 41 39 448.27 23.94
1869 16.10 SWiswi 23 41 39 506.23 ... 43.83
1869 29.60 SEiSE:} 22 41 39 612.79 ... 49.32
1869 1.60 SWiSE} 22 41 39 618.55 = ........ 80,10
1869 ... SEiSwWi 22 41 39 s e §8.92
171.82 98.80 ‘

In order to comply with the Court decree in the case of John T. Reed v. Battista Recanzone
and David F. Abel, suit No. 838, District Court of Humboldt County, the present owners.
Abel & Curtner Livestoek Co., of the Battista Recanzone holdings are granted certain rights
. as set forth in the decree.
Nore—Stone House Creek was also known as Pole Canyon Creek.

Source—Stone House Creek. Proof No. 0616A
Ditch—Reed.
Point of Diversion—SEV48EBY;, Sec. 21, T. 41 N,, B. 39 E.
1869 30.00 . NE3INE} 256 41 39 108.00
1869 40.00 ... . NWiINE:L 25 41 39 252.00
1869 10.00 ... ... SEINE:z 25 41 39 288.00
1869 20.00 ... 20.00 SWiIiNE: 25 41 39 360.00 18.00
1869 ... 40,00 SEINW3i 25 41 54.00
1869 ... .. 20.00 SWiNWi 25 41 72.00
1869 ... ... 3.50 NWiswi 25 41 76.15
1869 ... .. 23.50 NEisW3 26 41 96.30
1869 ... . 40.00 NWiISE} 25 41 132.30
1869 24,45 er. s NE3SEL 25 41
1869 26.30 ... SEiSE} 25 41
1869 ... . 40.00 SWiSE:} 25 41 39 ... . 168.30
1869 ... . 4.30 SEi8W3 25 41 3% . 172.17
1869 16.20 . . NEINE} 36 41
1869 ... ... 40.00 NWiINE: 36 41 39 .. e 208.17
1869 40.00 ... . NEiNWI 36 41
1869 40,00 ... .. NWiNWi 36 41
1869 30.00 ... NEINE:} 35 41
1869 21,20 . SEINE:} 35 41
1869 140 el NE3ISE: 35 41
1869 40.00 . e SWINWI 36 41
1869 32.00 . 7.10 SEINW 36 41 39 1,333.96¢ ... 214.56
1869 ... 40,00 SWINE:Z 36 41 250.56
1869 5.6 s e SEINE} 36 41
1869 .. . 31.95 NWiSE: s 41 279.32
1869 9.50 .. 30.50 NE18W3i 36 41 N 306.77
1869 29.00 [P 11.00 NWiswi 36 41 39 1,492.90 316.67
1869 0.90 " ... 39.10 SWiswz 36 41 39 1,496.14 351.88
1869 ... Vevemnen 40.00 SEisWi 36 41 39 ... 387.86
1869 ... [ 19.60 SWiSE: 36 41 39 ... 405.50
416.50 450.55
. In order to comply with the Court decree in the case of John T. Reed v. Battista Recanzone
and David F. Abel. suit No. 838, District Court of Humboldt County, the present owners,

Abel & Curtner Livestock Co., of the John T. Reed holdings are granted certain rights as set
forth: in the decree.

NoTE—Stone House Creek was also called Pole Canyon Creek, and the Reed Ditch was also
known as the Pole Creek Ditch.
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Abel & Curtner Livestock Co.—Countinued,

Source—Wash 0’'Neal Creek. Proof No. 0616R
Ditch—Wash 0'Nea].
Point of Diversion—NW14,NW1,, Sec. 33, T. 41 N, R. 39 E.

Year of CULTURE (Acres) DESCRIPTION

~—ACHRE FEET (Cumulative) —

Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. TN.R.E. Class A Class B Class C
1869 ... 7.37 . Lot 2 1 40 39 ... 13.27
1869 6.42 3310 0 . Lot 3 1 40 139 23.11 72.85
1869 g7+ .. Lot 4 1 40 39 162.57
1869 36.50 350 ... SWiNW3i 1 40 39 293.97 79.15
1869 ... 3ren SEiNWwWi1 1 40 3% ... 146.11
1869 ... 2370 . NEisW3i 1 40 3% ... 188.77
1869 27.40 12.60 NWwWigswy 1 40 39 392.68 211.45
1869 3.40 ... 35.00 SWisws 1 40 39 404.92 .. 31.50
1869 ... .75 . SEiSwWi 1 40 3% ... 22540
1869 2310 .. Lot 1 2 40 39 488.08
1869 2200 ... SEINE: 2 40 39 567.28
1869 1410 ... T NEiSE3} 2 40 39 618.04
1869 40 L. 4.10 SE3ISE} 2 40 39 623.08 ... 35.19
173.06 125.22 38.10
NOTE—Wash O'Neal Creek was also known as Woodman Canyon Creek
Source—Provo Creek.- ‘ Proof No. 0616C
Ditch—Provo.
Point of Diversion—-—SW%NE%, Sec. 10, T. 40 N, B. 39 E.
1872 5.80 .. 30.80 NEiNE:1 11 40 39 20.88 27.72
1872 16.80 ... 9.60 SEiNE} 11 40 39 81.36 36.36
1872 11.10 ... 28.90 SWiNE1 11 40 39 121.32 62.37
1872 22.00 18.00 ... SEINW3 11 40 39 200.52
1872 33.10 6.90 ... SWiINWi 11 40 39 319.68
1872 22.70 16.40 . NWisW: 11 40 39 401.40
1872 36.20 3.80 NEI1SW3 11 40 39 531.7 .
1872 38,90 ... 10 NWisSE1 11 40 39 671.76¢ ... 63.36
1872 10.88 ... NEiSE:z 11 40 39 710.93
1872 15.30 ... SWiSE3} 11 40 39 7654.85 108.72
1872 40.00 . SEisW3 11 40 39 ... 18n.72
1872 40.00 ... SWiswW} 11 40 39 ... 252,72
209.68 140.40 70.40
NoTe—" vo Ditch is also known as R. Branchley’s Ditch
Source—South ‘ork Little Humboldt River, Proof No. 0617
Ditch-—Jones, Jos. 1, 2 and 3.
Point of Diversion—Jones Ditch, SW1,NEY;, Sec. 1, T. 41 N, R. 44 E.: No. 1,
NWL,SEY,, Sec. 35, T. 42 N, R. 44 E.; No. 2, NW1,SW1i/,, Sec. 35, T. 42 N,
R. 44 B.; No. 3, SEY,NW1,, Sec. 5T 41 N, R. 44 E,
1872 1800 ... . NEiSW2 35 42 44 68.40
1872 30.00 ... T NWisW;i 35 42 44 176.40
1872 25.00 L ereemess eveees SWiswi 35 42 44 266.40
1872 1680 ... . ” SE1SwWi 35 42 44 326.88
1873 .4.00 . - SWiSwi 36 42 44 341.28
1873 1790 ... T NEINWi 1 41 44 405,72
1873 8712 L. NWiNwi 1 41 44 539.35
1873 13.67 ... " eeemnan NEINE}Z 2 41 44 588.586
1874 640 ... NEi1SE: 35 42 44 590.00
1874 1180 ... " NWisSE: 35 42 44 632.48
1874 13.30 ... SWisE1 35 42 44 680.36
1874 30.50 .. SEiSE: 35 42 44 790.16.
1874 iz . SEINE} 34 42 44 794.19
1874 137 SWiINE: 34 42 44 799.12
1874 38.45 ... NEISE} 34 42 44 937.54
1874 32.00 ... NWisE: 34 42 44 1,052.74
1874 3380 . SWisE: 34 42 44 1,174.42
1874 28.50 . ... " SEiSE: 34 42 44  1,277.02
1874 1565 .. NWiIiNE: 3 41 44 1,333.36
1874 1500 . SWiNE2 3 41 44 1,387.36
1874 1150 .. NEINWL 3 41 44 1,428.76
1874 12.80 -~ ... SEINWL 3 41 44  1,474.84 s
1874 11.80 Srereeen e, NWiSE1 3 41 44 1,517.32
1874 13.80 . ... SWisSE: 3. 41 44 1.587.00
1874 16.40 . ... 7 NEiSW3i 3 41 44 1,626.04
1874 8.50 SEiSW3 3 41 44 1,656.64
1874 3.42 L NWiINE: 10 41 44 1,668.95
1874 9.30 . NEINWZ 10 41 44 1,702.43

—_—

472.90




Yearof
Priority
1873
1873
1873
1873
1873
1874
1874

Source—Sout

—— 87 —

Abel & Curtner Livestock Co.—Continued.

Ditech—Button.
Point of Diversion—N'W

~——CULTURE { Acres) ~ DESCRIPTION
Class A Class B Class C Subdivizion Sec. TN, R.E
2to0  ____ - NEIiSW 35 42 44
1000 T NWisSwi 35 42 44
g0 .. SWiINW1 35 42 44
29.18 T e SEiNF} 34 42 44
75 ... T NEiSE} 34 42 44
25.43 ——— - SWiNE; 34 42 44
361  _. SEi{NW} 3¢ 12 44
19.30  _ T T NEiSW} 24 42 44
800 .. NWIisE 34 42 44
83.3s ... SE3iSW 34 42 44
2.50 ... SWiSEj} 34 42 44
2880  _. 0 NEINW3 3 41 44
2477 .. T SE;NW3 2 41 44
2600 . T NEiNW3i 3 41 44
235.99
Source—Little Humboldt River,
Ditch—Through Bystem of Irrigation.
Point of Diversion—Bee Cultural Maps,
0.37 3912 ... SWiSE3 18 40 40
30.00  ___ . SE}SE3} 18 40 40
19.05 .- NEiNE} 19 40 40
4000 ... NWiINE} 19 40 40
2425 . NEINW}3 19 20 40
4000 . SEiNW3: 19 40 40
40.00 ———- SWiINE} 19 40 40
15.97 ... SEINE} 19 40 40
5.55 19 40 40
....... 29.50 19 40 40
....... 40,00 19 40 49
15.186 18.90 19 40 40
25.92 8.15 19 40 40
13.80 20.42 19 40 40
——— 3.00 19 40 40
6.80 30 40 40
34.19 30 40 40
34.42 30 40 40
34.65 30 40 40
33.20 I 30 40 490
5.80 ... 30 40 40
2405 T 31 40 40
40.00 .. 25 40 39
3480 .. 25 40 389
40,00 . 25 40 39
4000 .. 26 40 39
4000 25 40 8%
40,00 .. 25 40 39
4,00 ... 26 40 39
1890 20 40 329
830 ... 25 40 329
1520 ... 25 40 39
40.00 R 25 40 B8
40,00 .. 25 40 39
4000 36 40 239
40.00 —— 36 40 39
17.27 3¢ 40 39
0.50 36 40 39
17.86 ... 36 40 39
7.7 . 86 40 %Y
....... —— 36 40 39
s e, 36 40 3%
....... I 3¢ 40 39
———— e 36 40 39
............... 36 40 29
............... 36 40 39
...... 36 40 39
P 17.90 18 40 40
2.92 20.08 18 40 40
26.21 R 18 40 40
40.00 18 40 40
8.50 30.50 18 40 40
tirena 22.07 18 40 40
PO 32.15 18 40 40

h Fork Little Humboldt River.

%SE‘/;, Sec. 35, T. 42 N., R. 44 E.
~—ACRE FEET (Cumulative) —

Class A

75.60
111.60
142,56
247.61
253.91
345.46
358.46
427.94
456.74
576.80
585.80
688.40
T77.57
849.57

28.69

EETTS e

........

Proof No. 0617A

Class B

Class C

Proof No, 0646

70.43
124.43
158.72
230.72
274.37
346.37
418.37

4.68




Yearof
Priority

1371
1371
1871
oo 1871
. 1871
R 1871

' 1871
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1371

1371
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1872

1872

1872
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1872

1872
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Abel & Curtner Livestock Co.—Continued.

Class A Class B
5.83 34,17
40.00 ...
34.04 ...
34,04 ...
29.45 10.55
34,04 -
28.45 5.60

CULTURE { Acres}

Class C

........

4.72
B2

0.95 O S
320 14.80
1,968.24  646.14  863.74

Source—Martin Creelk.

Ditch—System.

Point of Diversion—See Cultural Maps.

Exception by claimant to description of runge number affecting property,
in section 1, within said proof, is herehy granted, and sald deseription shall
“Twenty acres in the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter of section 1,
north, range 39 east; 20 acres in southwest quarter of the southeast quarter
township 40 north, range 39 east; 40 acres in southeast quarter of the south
of section 1, township 40 north, range 39 east.”

Exception by claimant to dates of priority as shown in the preof contained

- DESCRIFTION ~—ACREFEET{Oh
Subdivision Sec. TN. R.E. Class A Clas
NWiIisSE} 18 40 40 2,8399.71 955.
NE}iSWi 18 40 40 3,043.71
Lot 3 18 40 40 3,166.25
Lot 4 18 40 40 3,288.79
SE{5W1 18 40 40 3,394.81 974.
Lot1l 19 40 40 3,517.35 .
Lot 2 139 40 40 3,619.77 984.
SEISHE: 7 40 490 ..
SEINE} 24 40 3% 3,763.77
NE1SE} 24 40 39 3,907.77
NW3iSE} 24 40 89 3,999.21
SWiSE} 24 40 39  4,105.12 -
SEiSE} 24 40 39  4,249.12
NEINW} 18 40 40 ... -
Lot1l 18 40 40 ... .
SWIiINE} T 40 40
SEiNW1 T 40 40 0 ...
NEi{SW3 7 40 40 4,357.12 -
Lot3 T 40 40 aananen -
Lot 4 7 40 40 ... -
SEISW} 7T 40 40 ... .
SWiSE} T 40 40 ... .
NEiSE 12 40 35 4,387.72
SE13E% 12 40 39 ...
NEiINEz 13 40 39  4,423.72
NWiNE} 13 40 3% ...
SEiNE} 13 40 3% 4.,541.9%
NEISE} 13 40 3% 4,651.06
NWiSE} 13 40 39 4,762.19 .-
SWiISE} 13 40 39 4,781.63 s
SEiSE} 13 40 39 492275
SWiNE} 13 40 39 5,066.75
NEiINE} 24 40 39 5,210.75
NWiINE 24 40 39 5,242.79 .
SWINE} 24 40 39 B5.315.87 -
NEi{SWi 13 40 39 5,409.47 -
SEisSwWi 13 40 39 5,472.47 .
NEINW} 24 40 39 ... 1,630
NWINW: 24 40 39 ... .
SWiNWwWi 24 40 39 ... .
SEiINW} 24 40 3% e 1,080
NE1SwW: 24 406 39 00 ... 1,125
NwWiswi 24 40 39 ... 1,133
SEiSW} 24 40 39 1,163
SWisw} 24 4G 39 5.544.47
NWiIiNWi 25 40 3% 5,566.42 -
SWiNW3 25 40 39 5.663.08
SWiswi 24 40 3% ...
NEiINE3} 26 40 3% 5,776.48
SEiINE} 26 40 39 5.920.48
SWINE} 26 40 39 5,959.71
NWiSE} 26 40 33 6.020.18
NEiSE} 26 40 39 6,164.18
SEiSE} 26 40 3% 6,308.18
NEINE} 35 40 39 6.448.75
NWiNE} 35 40 39 8,484.75
SWiINE} 35 40 39 6,597.08
SEil1NE3} 35 40 39 6,724.07
NEiswWi 35 40 39 6,752.87
NWiISE 35 40 39 5,874.18
NEISE}; 35 40 39 6,987.94 ..
SEi1SW} 35 40 39 T.,074.34
SWisSE} 35 40 39 T,077.76
SEiSE} 35 40 39 7,08%.28 -

Proc
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of Determination is hereby granted and the dates of priority therein are hereby changed
as follows, to wit:

Year of CULTURE (Acres) ’ DESCRIPTION ~—ACRE FEET (Cumulative) —
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. T.N. R.E. Class A Class B Class C
1867 e . 40.00 NEINE:2 12 40 39 e e 36.00
1867 15.10 NWiNE} 12 40 39 s e 49.59
1867 el e, 25.16 SWiINE: 12 40 39 it e 72.23
1867 s . 40.00 SEiNE3 12 40 39 e e 108.23
1867 e e 31.55 NE3ISE} 12 40 39 ek s 136.63
1867 et s 38.58 NWiSE: 12 40 39 e e 171.35
1867  20.00. ... .. NEisSW#% 12 40 39 72.00
1867 SWisSwi 12 40 39 97.20
1867 SEisW3i 12 40 39 241.20
1867 SWiSE} 12 40 39 385.20
1867 NWiNE3} 13 40 39 457.20
1867 NWiINE} 7 40 40 e e 195.65
1867 NEiNW}3 7 40 40 0 . 231.65
1867 Lot 1 7T 40 40 . e 262.79
1867 Lot 2 7 40 40 e e 293.79
1867 Lot 3 T 40 40 e e 309.99
-1867 NE3iSW}3 7 40 40 . e 312.24
1867 SEiINW3I 7 40 40 eer e 343.29
1867 SWiNE3 7T 40 40 0 ... 354.90
1871 Lot 3 6 40 40 599.62
1871 Lots 6 40 40 661.43
1871 SEANW 6 40 40 805.43
1871 NEisSW} 6 40 40 949.43
1871 Lot 6 6 40 40 1,073.52
1871 Lot 7 6 40 40 1,198.12
1871 SEISWI 6 40 40 1,275.34
1871 NEiSE} 1 40 39 1,347.34
1871 SWisSE: 1 40 39 1,419.34
1871 SEISE} 1 40 39 1,563.34
1879 NEI1NW} 13 40 39 1,707.34
1879 NWiINW3i 13 40 39 1,779.34
1879 SWINW3 13 40 39 1,885.54
1879 SEiANWi1 13 40 39 1,957.54
1879 NWisWi 13 40 39 2,095.42
1879 SWiswWi 13 40 3% 2,239.42
1879 SEiSE3} 14 40 39 2,311.42
1879 NWiNW: 24 40 39 2,435.62
1879 SV ITW3i 34 40 39 2,565.58
1879 N SwWi 24 40 39 2,657.74
1879 N NEi 23 40 39 2,759.26
1879 SLiNE} 23 40 39 2.885.98
1879 NEISE3} 23 40 39 3,029.98
1879 NWisSE: 23 40 39 3,044.02
1879 SWisSE: 23 40 39 3,077.86
1879 SWiswWi 24 40 39 3,149.86
1879 SE15E3} 23 40 39 3,293.86
1879 NEiNE3 26 . 40 39 3,324.4%
1879 NWiINE} 26 40 39 3,396.46
1879 SWiNE1 26 40 39 3,4%3.94
1879 NWiSE: 26 40 39 3,567.46
1879 NEiSWi 26 40 39 3,620.20
1879 SEISWI 26 40 39 3,758.55
1879 SWiSE} 26 40 39 3,902.55
1881 NWiNE3} 35 40 39 4,010.55
1881 NEiINW1 35 40 39 4,154.55
1881 SWiINW3 35 40 39 4,189.83
1881 SEANW1I 36 40 39 4,333.83
1881 SWiINE}L 35 40 39 4,369.11
1881 NEISW3 35 40 39 4,484.31
1881 20,00 el e NWisSW2 35 40 39 4,5656.31
1881 20.00 el e SWiswsi 35 40 39 4,628.31
1881 16.00 s s SEi1SWi 35 40 39 4,685.91
1,301.64 394.33
Claimant—ABETL & CURTNER LIVESTOCEK CO. Proof No. 0646B

Source—Cottonwood Creek,
Ditch—Cottonwood Creek (including East and West Sloughs).
Point of Diversion—See Cultural Maps.

Exceptions by claimant are hereby granted and it is adjudged and decreed that said
proof in the Order of Determination be changed to read as follows, to wit:

1867 40.00 ... NE3SE3} 30 41 40 144.00
1867 40.00 ... Lot 3 30 41 40 288.00
1867 13.70 . el SE3;SIE} 25 41 39 337.32
1867 40.00 cvinres e Lot 4 30 41 40 481.322
1867 40,00 ... . SE3SWi 30 41 40 625.32
1867 24.80 . L NEINE} 36 41 39 714.60




Year of

Priority

1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1867
1869
1869
1869
1869
1869
1869
1869
1869
1869
1869
1869
1869
1869
1869
1879
1879
1879
1879
1879

1879

Class A
39.84
40.00
40.00
39.88
34.35

8.05
40.00

40

Abel & Curtner Livestock Co.—Continued.

CULTURE ( Acres)

Class B

Class C

40.00

=11 L - Y]
oo -IMmns

, DESCRIPTION
Subdivision Sec. T.N. R.E.
Lotl 31 41 40
NEiNW2 31 41 40
SEINW3 31 41 40
Lot 2 31 41 49
SEINEZ} 36 41 39
NWiSE: 36 41 39
NE:iSE} 36 41 39
SE3SE} 36 41 39
SWiSE: 36 41 39
NEiINWi 30 41 40
Lot 1 30 41 40
NE3INE32 25 41 39
SEiNE3} 25 41 39
Lot 2 30 41 40
SEINW32 30 41 40
NE3ISE} 25 41 39
NWiNE3: 12 40 39
NEiNW3 12 40 39
NWiNwW: 12 40 39
NEiNE2 11 40 39
SEINE3 11 40 39
SWiNwWi 12 40 39
SEiINW3: 12 40 39
SWiNE32 12 40 39
NEisWi 12 40 39
NWwWisw 12 40 39
NE1SE: 11 40 39
SWisE:} 11 40 39
SEiSE} 11 40 39
SWiswi 12 40 39
Lot 4 6 40 40
Lots 6 40 40
Lot1l 1 40 39
Lot 2 1 40 39
SEINW3: 1 40 39
SWiNE3} 1l 40 39
SEiINE3: 1 40 39
NEisE: 1 40 39
NWiSE:L 1 40 39
NEISWi 1 40 39
SWisws: 1 40 39
SEiSsWi 1 40 39
SWisE2 1 40 39
NWiINW: 13 40 39
NEINE: 14 40 39
NWiIiNE2: 14 40 29
NEINWi 14 40 39
SEINW: 14 40 39
SWiNE} 14 40 39
SEINE3 14 40 39
SWiINW3 13 40 39
NWisSwi 13 40 39
NE3iSE3: 14 40 39
NWisSE} 14 40 39
NEiSwW3 14 40 39
NWisSWi 14 40 39
SEiSE3} 14 40 39
SWiSE} 14 40 39
SEisWi 14 40 39
SW3iSE:} 14 40 39
SEiSW31 14 40 39
SwWigwi 14 40 39
NEiINE} 23 40 39
NWiNE3} 23 40 39
NEINW}3 23 40 239
NWiNW3i 23 40 39
NEiNE3: 22 40 39
NWiINE3 22 40 39
SWiINEZ 22 40 39
SEINEZ} 22 40 39
SWiINWi 23 40 39
SEINW1 23 40 39
SWiNE: 23 40 39
SEINE:} 23 40 39
NWiIsSE} 23 40 39
NEISW3 23 40 39
NWiswi 23 40 39
NEISE} 22 40 39
NWiISE: 22 40 39
SWiSE} 22 40 39

~—ACRE FEET (Cumulative) —.
Class C

Class A
858.02
1,002.02
1,146.02

Class B
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Abel & Curtner Livestock Co.—Continued.

Year of CULTURE (Acres) ; DescrrrTiON ~—ACRE FEET (Cumulative) —
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. TN.R.E. Class A Class B Class C
1879 s L 40.00 SEISE: 22 40 39 sl 630.46
1879 28.25 .l SWisWwi 23 40 39 6,373.32
1879 40,00 ... SEiSWi1 23 40 39 6,517.32
1879 30.60 ... .. SWisE: 23 40 39 6,627.48
1879 40.00 ... NEINW3 26 40 39 6.771.48
1879 39.40 ... 0.60 NWINWiL 26 40 39 6,913.32 ... 631.00
1879 14,37 ... 25.63 NEiNE2 27 40 39 6,965.05 ... 654.07
1879 sl 40.00 NWiNE} 27 40 39 ... 690.07
1879 e 33.75 NEi1NW3 27 40 39 ... . 720.44
1879 ... 40.00 SEINW} 27 40 3% ... 756.44
1879 25,00 ... 15.00 SWiINE1 27 40 389 7,055.05 ... 769.94
1879 40.00 ... ... SEiNE: 27 40 39 7.199.05
1879 40.00 .. ol SWiINWiL 26 40 39 7,343.05
1879 40.00 ... ... SEiNWi 26 40 39 7,487.05
1879 40.00 ... NEiISE: 27 40 39 17.631.05
1879 40.00 ... NWiSE: 27 40 39 7,775.05
1879 1757 . NEiSW3i 27 40 39 7.838.30 ... 790.13
1879 40.00 ... SEiSWi 27 40 39 7,982.30
1879 40.00 ... SWiSE3} 27 40 39 8,126.30
1879 40.00 ... SEiSE:2 27 40 39 8,270.30
1879 40.00 .. NEINE: 34 40 39 8,414.30
1879 40.00 ... NWiNE1 34 40 39 8.558.30
1879 40.00 ... NEiNW: 34 40 39 8,702.30
1879 33.85 . NWiINwWi 34 40 39 8.824.1¢
1879 270 el SWiNWi 34. 40 39 8,833.88 ... 798.50
1879 8.20 ... SEINWiI 34 40 39 8,863.40 827.12
1879 33.24 L. SWiNE3} 34 40 39 898306 @ 838.18
1879 40.00 ... SEANE: 34 40 39 9,127.06
1879 20.60 ... NWiSE3: 34 40 39 9,201.22 ... 850.64
1879 seavens emneen NEiSWi 34 40 39 .. ¢ §86.64
1879 e, NWisWwWsi 34 40 39 ... 893.66
1879 e e, SEiSwWi 34 40 39 ... T 928.183
1879 24,40 ... SWisSE: 34 40 39 9,280.06 ... 942,17
1879 20,00 ... NWiINE1 26 40 39 9,361.06
1879 4.80 ... SWiNEz 26 40 39 9,378.34
1879 14.65 ... NEisWi 26 40 39 9,431.08
1879 38.66 ... NWisW3i 26 40 39 9,570.22
1879 29.90 e, e, . SWisWwWi 26 40 39 9,677.86
1879 40.00 ... ... NWINW3 35 40 39 9,.21.86
1879 30.20 .. SWiINW3 35 40 39 9,:30.58
1879 20.00 .. . NWisws 35 40 39 10,002.58
1879 40.00 ... . NEiSE: 34 40 39 10.146.58
1879 40.00 ... SEISEz2 34 40 29 10,290.58
1879 20,00 ... SWiswi 35 40 39 10,362.58
2,878.50 1,046.83
Claimant~H, K. HARVEY & J. F. HARVEY (Palmer Place). Proof No. 0647
Source—Indian Creek.
Ditch—Nos. 1, 2 and 3.
Point of Diversion—No. 1 in the NEV,;NWY,, Sec. 7, T. 42 N, R. 40 E.; No. 2 in
the NW1/,NEY;, Sec. 18, T. 42 N,, R. 40 E.; No. 3 in the SEY,SEY,, Sec. 18,
T. 42 N., B. 40 BE.
1868 12.60 ... . NWINE: 18 42 40 45.386
1868 12.90 . NEi:NW1 18 42 40 91.80
1869 17.120 . . SWiNE}: 18 42 40 153.36
18€9 17.50 s SEINW: 18 42 490 216.36
1870 18.90 ... . NWisSE: 18 42 40 284.40
1870 6.40 .. .. SWiSE: 18 42 40 307.44
1850 8.00 ... . NEiSWI 18 42 40 336.24
187 0.20 el . SE3ISW3 18 42 40 336.96
1871 27.10 .. . NEiNW3 18 42 4¢ 434.52
1871 22.50 ... SEiNW3 18 42 40 515.52
1873 720 SWiNE} 18 42 40 541.44
1873 1250 . . NWisSEz: 18 42 40 586.44
1873 3.10 . SWiSEj 18 42 40 597.60
1880 40.00 ... NWINW3 18 42 40 741.60
1881 18.50 el s NEiSW3i 18 42 49 808.20
1881 L300 . . SEiSW3 18 42 40 812.88
1884 40.00 .. SWiINW: 18 42 40 956.88
1884 38200 e, NWIsSWi 18 42 40 1,094.40
1884 32.50 ... . SWisSwi 18 42 40 1,211.40

336.50

In order to comply with the Court decree in the case of J. R. Harvey et al. v. Eugene Silve
et al., No. 1383, the present owners of the Silve holdings, E. C. and H. L. Lye, are granted the
prior use of 800 inches of the waters of Indian Creek as against the rights of H. K. Harvey
& J. F. Harvey (Palmer Place).
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Claimant—GERHARD MILLER, JR. Proof No. 0649
Source—~Little Humboldt River.
Ditch—Big.
Point of Diversion—8SWL,8EY,, Sec. 7, T. 40 N, R, 40 E.
Yearof ~————CULTURE {Acres) - DESCRIPTION ~—ACRE FEET (Cumulative) —
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. T.N.R.E. Class A Clase B Class C
1877 38.368 et reeeenas NWINW3 2 39 39 138.10
1877 40.00 e e SWiINWi 2 39 39 282.10
1877 31,73 et e NEINW3 2 39 39 396.33
1877 35.31 e e SEiNW}3 2 39 39 523.44
"145.40
Source—Martin Creek. Proof No. 0649A
Ditch—S8ystem of Dams and Ditches. :
Point of Diversion—See Cultural Map.
1877 1967  ces eevesee NWiNE:} 3 39 39 70.81
1877 89.48 et e SWiNE} 3 39 39 212.94
1877 3T.28 s eeereens NEiNE:% 3 8% 39 3417.15
1877 39.26 e ceene SEiNE3 3 39 39 488.49
135.69
Source—LCottonwood Creek, Proof No. 06498
Ditch—System of Dams and Ditches.
Point of Diversion—See Cultural Map.
1877 8.80 28.70 NWiNwWi 3 3% 39 31.68 ... 25.83
187 32.20 ... 7.30 SWiINWwWi 3 39 39 147.60 ... 32.40
18.7 2900 eeeees e NEINW} 3 39 39 252.00
1877 31.69 cmerrene eveswes SEiNW3I 3 39 39 366.08
101.69 36.00
Claimant—JACK FORGNONE. Proof No. 0650

Source—Mullinax Creek,

Ditch—Byrnes Nos. 1 and 2. :
Point of Diversion—No. 1 in the NW1,8W1l/, Sec. 1, T, 42 N, R. 39 E.; No. 2 in
the SEV.SEY,, Sec. 35, T. 43 N, R. 39 E,

1866 23.24 NEiNE} 11 42 39 83.66 ... 4.99
1866 29.65 SEiINEZ} 11 42 39 190,40 ... 10.96
1866 5.36 NW3iNW3} 12 42 39 209.70 . 17.57
1866 10.34 SWINWi 12 42 39 246.93
1868 26.68 NWINWi 12 42 39 342.98
1868 20.54 SWiNwWi 12 42 39 416.92
1868 30.45 SWiswsi 1 43 39 526.54
1869 30.07 NWisWi 1 43 39 634.79
1872 40.00 NEiSWi1 1 43 39 778.79
1872 40.00 SEiSWi 1 43 39 922.79
1873 40,00 s e NEINW3 12 42 39 1,066.79
1873 36.21 it e SE?&N\_';": 12 42 39 1,197.15%
1900 .03 e e NWis™} 1 43 39 1,215.26
1900 20.90 s s SWiSki 1 43 39 1,290.50
1902 8173 ceeeer e NWiNLE} 12 42 39 1,404.73
1902 0,23 s e NEiNE3} 12 42 39 1,405.56
1902 9.55 et e SEINE:} 12 42 39 1,439.94
1902 40.00 covemman eeemene - SWiNEz: 12 42 39 1,583.94

: 439.98 19.52

i Claimant—MRS. M. DOOLEY, Proof No. 0651

? Source—Indian Creek.
Ditech—Nos. 1, 2 and 3.
Point of Diversion-~No. 1 in the NEV,SW/, Sec. 25, T. 43 N., R. 39 E.; No. 2 in
the Ng%;glﬁh.gec. 25, T. 43 N, R. 39 E.; No. 3 in the NEY,NEY,, Sec. 36,
T. 43 N,, R. 39 E.

: 1873 9.34 s e NE3INE3} 36 43 39 33.62
1 1873 3415 e e SEiNE} 36 43 39  156.56
‘ 1877 385 o SEiNE} 36 43 39  170.42
. 1877 2.00 L SWiNW3 31 43 40  199.22
1 1902 30T e oo NEINE: 36 43 39  210.27
1902 0.60 e SEiSE} 25 43 39 21243

59.01

In order to comply with the Court decree in the case of Eugene Silve v. John Dooley, dated

April 27, 1903, the present owners of the Silve holdings, E. C. and H. 1. Lye, are granted the

: prior use of 800 inches of the waters of Indian Creek as against the rights of Mrs. John. Dooley,
| the present owner.
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Claimant—HARRY GOULD (Godchaux Ranch). Proof No. 0652
Source—Little Humboldt River,
Ditch-—8Scale House.

Point of Diversion—NEY,SWY/,, Sec. 28, T.39 N, R. 39 E.

Year of ———CULTURE (Acres) DESCRIPTION ~—ACRE FEET (Cumulative) ——
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision See. T.N.R.E. Class A Class B Class C

1866 16.00 ... . NEisW3 28 39 39 57.60
1866 3100 L SEiSwWi 28 39 39 169.20
1866 2.00 . NWisSE: 28 39 39 176.40
1866 20.00 c—————as SWiSE} 28 39 39 248.40
1866 27.00 NWiINE3: 33 39 39 345.60
1866 38.00 SWiINE31 33 39 39 482.40
1866 28.80 NEINW;: 33 39 39 686.08
1866 30.31 SEINW 33 39 39 695.20
1866 1.00 . NEi1SE3} 33 39 39 698.80
1866 37.50 s NWiSE: 33 39 39 833.80
1866 26,00 . SWiSE1 33 39 39 927.40
1866 32.28 .. NEis8W3 33 39 39 1,043.81
1866 34.24 . SEiSWi 33 39 39 1,166.87
1866 1.00 . e NEINE} 4 38 39 1,170.47
1866 3T s, NWiINEi} 4 38 39 1.306.37
1866 16.40 ... ... SWiNE3 4 38 39 1.365.41
1866 40,00 . . NEINWZ% 4 38 39 1,609.41
1866 3.26 e s NWiNWw3 4 38 39 1,521.11
1866 3040 . e, SWiNWi 4 38 39 1,630.55
1866 35.90 e e SEINW3 4 38 39 1,759.79
1866 3.00 el . NEisW3 4 38 3% 1,770.59
1866 9.00 . e NWiswz 4 38 39 1,802.99

500.83

Source—Tule Slough. Proof No. 0652A

Diteh—Tule Slough.*

Point of Diversion—Not given.
1867 40.00 ... NEiNE1 10 39 39 144.00
1876 40.00 ... ... SEiNE3} 10 39 39 288.00
1876 40.00 ... . NEISE:2 10 39 39 432.00
1876 40.00 SEiSE: 10 39 39 576.00
1876 40.00 NEiNE} 15 39 39 720.00
1876 40.00 NWiINE3 15 39 39 864.00
1876 40.00 SWiNE: 16 39 39 1,008.00
1876 40.00 SEiNE: 15 39 39 1,152.00
1876 35.30 NEisSE: 15 39 39 1,279.08
1876 40.00 NWisE: 15 39 39 1,423.08
1876 40.00 SWiSk: 15 39 39 1,567.08
1876 21.00 SEiSE:} 156 39 39 1,642.68
1880 8.80 NEiNE: 22 39 39 1,674,36
1880 40.00 NWiNE: 22 39 39 1,818.36
1880 21.00 il e, SWiNE2} 22 39 39 1,893.9¢6
1880 40.00 ... . NEiNW3 22 39 39 2,037.96
1880 39.30 . e SEi1NW3 22 39 39 2,179.44
1880 20.00 .. NE3igsw3 22 39 39 2,251.44
1880 3.20 . s SWiswi 22 39 39 2,262.96
1880 3760 et s SEiSW3 22 39 39 2,398.32
1880 13.00 e NWiSE} 22 39 39 2,445.12
1880 34.40 ... R SWiSE: 22 39 39 2,568.96

713.60

*Tule Slough Ditch draws its water from the Tule Slough or lake formed from waters of
the Little Humboldt River, Martin Creek and Cottonwood Creek.

Source—Cottonwood Creek, Proof No. 06528
Ditch—Holloway.
Point of Diversion—SEY,SEY}, Sec. 4, T. 39 N, R. 39 E.

1886 40.00 . . NWiINE: 10 39 39 144.00
1886 40.00 SWINE}Z 10 39 39 288.00
1886 36.00 - S NWiSE} 10 39 39 417.60
1886 800 . Ll SWiSE} 10 39 39 482.40
1886 40.00 . . NEINWI 10 39 39 626.40
1886 30.90 . NWiINW3 10 39 39 737.64
1886 210 s SWiINWi 10 39 39 745.20
1836 29.90. . e SEiINW3 10 39 39 852.84
1886 220 s e NEi&SW} 10 39 39 860.76
239.10

Water from Martin Creek is used in conjunction with water from Cottonwood Creek on the
above-described lands.




Year of
Priority

1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1881
1881
1881
1881
1881
1881
1831
1881
1881
1881
1881
1881

Harry Gould (Godchaux Ranch) —Continued.
Source—Cottonwood and Martin Creeks.*

44

Ditch—Godchaux Irrigating System.

Point of Diversion—See Cultural Maps.

CULTURE (Acres)
Class B

Class A

Class C

- DESCRIPTION
Subdivision Sec. T.N. R.E.
SEiSE} 4 39 39
SWiskE1 4 39 39
NEINE} 9 39 39
NWiNE} 9 39 39
SWiINE} 9 39 39
SEiINE} 9 39 139
NEiNW}3 9 39 39
SWiNWw3i 9 39 139 .
SEINW3 9 39 39
NWiNWi 10 39 39
SWiN'W3i 10 39 39
NwWiswi 10 3% 39
NEiswz -9 39 39
NWisWi 9 39 389
SWiswi 9 39 29
SE3SW3i 9 39 39
NEiSE} "9 39 39
NW3isE: 9 39 89
SWisSE: 9 39 39
SEiSE} 9 39 39
SEiINW} 10 39 39
NEisSwi 10 39 39
NWiINwWi 10 39 39
SWiswi 10 39 39
SE3IswW3 10 39 39
NWisE} 10 39 39
SWisE3} 10 39 39
NEiNW3 15 39 39
NWiNwW3 15 39 39
SWiNwi 15 39 39
SEiNWi1 15 39 239
NEiswW3 15 39 239
NWisw 15 39 39
SWisw 15 39 39
SEiSw 15 39 39
NEIN®©3 16 39 39
NWiINE 16 39 39
SWiINE 16 39 39
SEiNE3} 16 39 39
NEINwW3 16 39 39
NWiNw3i 16 39 39
SWiNw: 16 39 39
SEiNW3 16 39 39
NE3SW3 16 39 239
NWisw 16 39 39
SWisw 16 39 39
SEisSWi 16 39 39
NEisSE: 16 39 39
NWiSE} 16 39 389
SWiSE 16 39 139
SEiSKE: 16 39 39
NEINE: 17 39 39
SEiNE3 17 39 39
NE3ISE} 17 39 39
SEISE3 17 39 39
NEINE 21 39 39
NWiINE} 21 39 39
SWiNE3} 21 39 39
SEINE: 21 39 39
NEiINW3 21 39 239
NWiNwl 21 39 39
SWiNWwWi 21 39 39
SEiINW1 21 39 39
NEigwWs: 21 39 139
NwWigwi 21 39 39
SWiswi 21 3% 39
SEi18W3 21 39 39
NEISE3} 2139 39
NWIiSE3} 21 39 39
SWiSE: 21 39 39
SEiSE: 21 39 39
NWiNwi 22 39 39
SWiNW3 22 39 39
Nwiswi 22 39 39
SWiswsz 22 39 39
NEiNE3: 28 39 39

Proof No. 0652C

~—ACRE FeET (Cumnulative) —
Class A Class B Class €
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Harry Gould (Godchaux Ranch) —Continued,

Year of CULTURE (Acres) DESCRIPTION ~~—ACRE FEET ( Cumulative ) —.
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. TN.R.E. Class A Class B Class C

1883 40.00 . NWINE1 28 39 39 8,139.96

1883 3200 .l SWiNE: 28 39 39 825516

1883 .50 L i SEINE} 28 39 39 8,267.76

1583 40.00 ... NEINW: 28 39 39 8,411.76

1883 T80 . . NWiINW 28 39 39 8.439.84

1883 230 el SWiINW3 28 39 39 §,448.12

1883 33.50 e, SE1NW3 28 39 39 8.568.72

2,380.20 288.20

*Cottonwood and Martin Creek channels are interconnected and difficult of identification.

Source—Little Humboldt River. Proof No. 0652D
Ditch-—Little Humboldt River.t
Point of Diversion—SE%N‘B%, Sec. 7, T. 40 N, R, 40 E,

1866 13.00 cerermes veessaee NWiSE} 1 39 39 46.80
1866 33.60 . e e SWisE: 1 39 39 167.76
1866 37230 ... . NEigswW1 1 39 239 302.04
1866 26.52 NwWiswi 1 39 239 397.51
1866 1480 . SWiswi 1 39 39 450.79
1866 40.00 ... . SEiSW1 1 39 39 594.79
1866 6.40 .. NEiSE: 2 39 39 617.83
1866 16.20 . SWisSEL 2 39 39 676.15
1866 31.9¢ ... .. SEiSE2 2 39 139 791.2

1866 100 s, NEiNE:2 12 39 39 794.81
18686 3940 .. NWiNE} 12 39 39 936.65
1866 3540 . SWiNE: 12 39 39 1,064.09
1866 40.00 ... NEINW: 12 39 39 1.208.09
1866 28,00 .. NWiINWwWi 12 39 39 1,308.89
1866 40.00 ... ... SWiNwi 12 39 3% 1,452.89
1866 40.00 ... SEiNW2 12 39 39 1.596.89
1866 40.00 .. NEiIsSW: 12 39 39 1,740.89
1866 40.00 ... ... Nwiswsi 12 39 39 1,884.89
1866 40.00 ... . SWiswi 12 39 39 2.028.89
1866 40.00 ... ... SEi8W3i 12 39 39 2.172.89
1866 29.90 L, NWisE? 12 39 39 2,280.53
1866 25.25 n . SWISE 12 39 39 2.371.43
1873 225,00 el NEINW 13 39 39 2461.43
1873 *33.50 ... . NWINW . 13 39 39 2,582.03
1873 *6.50 el o, SWiNWwWi 13 39 39 2.605.43
1873 *13.80 et s SEINW3 3 39 39 2.655.11
1873 830 s s NEi18W1 13 39 39 2,684.92
1873 *26.60 ... . NWiswy 13 39 39 2.780.75
1873 *40.00 . . Swigwi 13 39 39 2.924.75
1873 *2. 70 SE1S5W} 13 39 39 293447
1873 38.10 SEISE1 14 39 39 3,071.63
1876 40.00 NEINE: 14 39 39 3,21563
1876 40.00 NWINE} 14 39 39 3.359.63
1876 40.00 SWiIiNE2L 14 39 39 350363
1876 35.00 SEINE3] 14 39 39 3.629.63
1876 40.00 NEINW1 14 39 39 3.773.62
1876 40.00 NWiINWi 14 39 39 3,917.63
1876 40.00 SWiNwWi 14 39 39 4,061.63
1876 40.00 ... SEINW} 14 39 39 4.,205.63
1876 40.00 ... NE1swi 14 39 39 434963
1876 37.30 ... Nwiswi 14 39 39 4,483.91
1876 2290 ... SWiswi 14 39 39 4,566.35
1876 40.00 ... SEi1SW1 14 39 39  4,710.3%
1876 21.40 ... waennens NEiSE: 14 39 39 4,787.39
1876 40,00 . .. NwisE: 14 39 39 4,931.39
1876 40.00 .. . SWiSE2 4 39 39 5,075.39
1876 *40.00 . . NE3;NWi 23 39 39 5.219.39
1876 *22.50 eeees e, NWiNWi 23 39 39 530039
1876 *38.50 e, SWiINW1 23 39 39 543899
1876 *10.00 el SEINW3 23 39 39 5582.99
1876 *40.00 . NEiSWi 23 39 39 57926.99
1876 +40.00 . NWisW} 23 39 39 5870.99
1876 *30.00 . SWiswi 23 39 39 §,014.99
1676 *40.00 . . . SEiSwWi 23 39 39 6.158.99
1876 26040 . . NEINEL 26 39 39 6,254,082
1876 30.60 ... NWiINE} 26 39 39 636419
1876 9.50 L SWiNEL 26 39 39 6,398.39
1876 16.60 ecemeen e SEiNEi 26 39 39 §.45815
1876 40,00 . . NEINW3 26 39 39 6,602.15
1876 40.00 ... . NWiINwWi 26 39 39  6,746.15
1876 40.00 .. SWiNW3 26 39 239 6,890.15
1876 3400 . . SEiNW1 26 39 39 7.012.55
187 1110 . NEigswi 26 39 39 705251
1876 3210 T NWisws 26 39 39 716807
1876 1950 ., SWiswi 26 39 39 7,238.99
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Harry Gould (Godchaux Ranch)—Continued.

Yearof ~————CuLTURE (Acres) ——DESCRIPTION ~—ACREFEET (Cumulative) ——
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. TN.R.E. Class A Class B Class C
1876 5.00 s e SEISW3 26 39 39 17,256.99
1887 40.00 . NEiNE3} 27 39 39 7,400.99
1887 40.00  n e NWiNE} 27 39 39 7,544.99
1887 40.00 ... e SWiNEj} 27 3% 39 7,688.99
1887 40.00 .. .. SEINE3 27 39 3% 17,832.99
1887 40.00 .. e NEISE: 27 39 39 7,976.99
1887 40.00  h NWisE: 27 39 39 8,120.99
1887 40.00 e e SW3isE3: 27 39 39 8,264.99
1887 40.00 et e SEiSE} 27 39 39 8,408.99
1887 40.00 s e NEINW3 27 3% 39 8,552.99
1887 180 et e NWiNwi 27 39 39 8,559.47
1887 5.50 s s SWiNwi 27 39 39 8,579.27
1887 40.00 . . SEiNWi 27 39 39 8,723.27
1887 33.70 el e NE3iSwW3i 27 39 39 8.844.59
1887 2910 Ll e SEI1SsWi 27 39 39 8,949.35
1887 2090 . NEiNE3 34 39 39 9,056.99
1887 18.10 ... omtmnae NWiNE3} 34 389 39 9,122.15
1887 840 i . SEiNE3 34 39 89 9,152.39
1887 s e 31.50 NEINW3 34 39 39 ... 28.35
1887 el e 11.70 NWiNwi 34 39 39 ... 38.88
1887 0 . e 21.50 SWiNWwWi 34 39 3% ... 58.23
1887 s e 14.20 SEINW3: 34 39 39 ... 71.01
1887 e e 1.80 NEINE: 38 39 39 72.53
1887 e e 20.00 SEINE3 33 39 39 ... 90.63
1887 s e 22.90 NEiSE3} 33 3% 3% .. 111.24
1887 e s 2.50 NW3iSE} 33 39 39 ... 113.49
1887 et s 14.00 SWiSEz: 33 3% 39 ... 126.09
1887 . e 9.60 SEi1SE} 33 39 39 ... 124.73
1887 260 . e NEiNE3} 33 39 39 9,161.75
1887 1210 s s NWiNE3} 33 89 39 9,205.21
1887 2.00 . e SWiNE3 33 3% 39 9,212.51
1887 13.60 e s SEINE: 33 39 39 9,261.47
1887 s e 21.25 NEINE2 4 38 39 .. 153.85
1887 e e 2.00 NWiINE} 4 38 39 ... 155.65
1887 e 5.00 SWiINE 4 38 89 160.15
1887 cretvae  ameemeee 1.55 SEiNE} 4 38 3199 ... 166.95
1887 3.00 s eeen SEiINWi 4 38 39 9,272.27
1887 18.77 e eveeeee NEiSW3 4 38 39 9,339.84
1887 24.90 el s NWisw 4 38 39 9,429.48
1887 3875 v e SWiswy 4 38 39 9,568.98
1887 17.90 s e SE3iSW3 4 38 39 9,633.42
1887 26.00 s e NEINW} 9 38 39 9,721.02
1887 38.50 s e NWINW;i 9 38 39 9,865.62
1887 38.65 e e SWiINwW3i 9 38 39 10,004.76
1887 1745 e s SEINW 9 3% 39 10,067.58
1887 1433 el s NE3ISW1 9 38 39 10,119.17
1887 39.80 el e NwWisw 9 38 39 10.262.45
1887 3850 . SWiswi 9 18 39 10,401.05
1887 6.30 . s SEiSwWi 9 39 10,423.73
1887 6.75 NEINE: 8 8 39 10.448.03
1887 6.50 ... SEINE2} 8 8 39 10,471.43
1887 2.70 et s NEiSE} 8 8 39 10,481.15
1887 11.85 e . SWisE3: 8 48 39 10,523.81
1887 19.35 . SEISE} 8 38 39 10,593.47
1887 8.00 e . SWiINE3} 28 39 39 10.622.27
1887 6.50 SEiINW3 28 39 39 10,645.67
1887 20,30 et e NEiSwi 28 39 39 10,718.75
1887 0.50 s e NEISE:} 28 39 39 10,720.55
1887 37.50 s e NWisE} 28 39 39 10,855.55
1887 16.90 s s SWisE:} 28 39 39 10,916.39
3.032.33 185.50

*In order to comply with the Court decree in the case of R. H. Scott and ‘W. B. Haskell v.
Edward Stock and W. P. Dale, dated September 12, 1879, the present owners of the Stock and
Dale holdings, the Ed. Stock Land and Cattle Co., are granted the prior right to so much of
the waters of the Little Humboldt River as will flow in a ditch four feet wide on top. three
feet wide on the bottom and 18 inches deep, as against the rights of Scott and Haskell, now a
part of the Godchaux Ranch and owned by Harry Gould.

1The Little Humboldt River Ditch is a continuation of the Lyng or Settler's Ditch.

Claimant—ARNOLD V, SCHWARTZ (Blattner Ranch). Proof No, 0654A
Source—Cottonwood Creek,

Ditch—Consolidated (Formerly Shelton Ditch).

Point of Diversion—NEY,NE,, Sec. 15, T. 42 N, R. 39 E.

1866 2342 et e SEISW: 14 42 39 84.31
1866 38.95 . . SWisw; 14 42 39 224,53
1866 20,00 . L NEINWI 23 42 39 296.53
1866 9.30  h e, NWINEL 23 42 39 330.01
1867 21.80 e e NEINW21 23 42 29 408,49
1867 35.18 .. 4.82 SEINW: 2 42 39 535.14 ... 1.34
1867 37.83 s . SWiNE$ 23 42 39 671,33
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Arnold V. Schwartz—Continued.

Year of ~———CULTURE (Acres) - DESCRIPTION ~—ACRE FEET (Cumulative) —

Priority = Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. T.N.R.E. Class A Class B Clags C

1868 6.24 .. 29.24 NWiINW;3 23 42 39 693.79 ... 30.66

1883 27.80 ... 2.82 SWiINW3i 23 42 39 793.87 ... 33.20
220.52 36.88

In order to comply with the Court decree dated April 24, 1878, in the case of C. W. Hinkey

et al, v. C. Lamance et al., the Consolijdated Ditch 15 granted the prior use of 800 inches of

The Consolidated Ditch is granted an additional right to the use of the waters of Cottonwood
Creek of 400 inches as against any additional rights of the Byrnes-Hinkey Ditch.
Source—Cottonwood Creek. Proof No, 0654B
Diteh-—Denio.
Point of Diversion—NWY,SW1, Sec. 14, T. 42 N, B. 39 E.

1867 ... 12.12 NWisSE: 14 42 39 .. 10.91
1867 ... 7.80 SWisE3l 14 42 39 .. ¢ 17.93
1867 ... 12.34 SEiSW3 14 42 39 ... 29.12
1867 ... 7.67 NWiIsSE: 14 42 39 . T 36.02
1867 15.53 10.00 ° SW3iSE: 14 42 39 55.90 ... 45.02
15.53 50.02
Source—Cottonwood Creek. Proof No. 0654C
Diteh—Island.
Point of Diversion—SEY,SW1, Sec. 14, T. 42 N, R. 39 E.
1866 1.86 s, SEisWwW: 14 42 39 6.70
1866 4.06 . SWisSE3} 14 42 39 21.28
1566 1070 .. . NWINE}L 23 42 39 59.80
1866 9.90 Ll s SWiNE: 23 42 39 63.04
17.51
Source—Lamance and Little Cottonwood Creeks, Proof No. 0654D
Diteh—Lamance,
Point of Diversion—SEY,NEY;, Sec. 10, T. 42 N, R. 38 BE.
Yearof CULTURE (Acres) - —DESCRIPTION. ~—ACRE FEET (Cumulative) —.
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. TN.R.E. Class A Class B Class C
1866 *17.80 . . NEiNE3 22 42 139 64.08
1866 *2.00 ... *(.40 NWiNwWi 23 42 39 71.28 ... 0.36
1866 ... . *0.50 SWINW3i 23 42 39 ... T 0.81
1867 *16.85  ceeerr NEiSE: 15 42 39 131.94
1867 *29.55 ... *5.55 SEi8E3 15 42 39 238.32 ... 5.81
1867 *1.71 NEiNE: 22 42 39 244.48
1896 730 SWINWi1 15 42 39 270.76
1896 0.20 . SEiINW3 15 42 39 271.48
1896 2,28 . NWiswi 15 42 39 279.51
1896 - 2350 . NEiSW3 15 42 39 364.11
1896 27.78 ... 3.50 NWiSE: 15 42 39 464.11 ... 8.96
1896 0.6%9 ... 5.00 SW3iSE} 15 42 39 466.59 13.46
1896 4.04 . i NEISE: 15 42 39 481.13
1896 .56 . . SEiSE} 15 42 39 483.15
13121 14.95

"1866 and 1867 rights from Lamance Creek only. 1879 rights from IL.amance and Little
Cottonwood Creeks.

Source—Cottonwood Creek. Proof No. 0654F

Ditch—East Side.
Point of Diversion—SW1,SEL,, Sec. 14, T. 42 N, R. 39 E.

1868 0.60 ... SWiskE: 14 42 39 2.16
1868 11.00 ... NWiINE: 23 42 39 41.76
11.60
Claimant—IRVIN CASE. Proof No. 0655

Source—Little Cottonwood Creek.

Ditch—Little Cottonwood Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4.

Point of Diversion—No. 1 in the NEV,SEY,, Sec, 9, T. 42 N, R. 39 B.; No. 2in
the NWY,SEY;, Sec. 9, T. 42 N., R. 39 E.; No. 3 in the NEV,SW1, Sec. 9,
T. 42 N, R. 39 E.; No. 4 in the SEYV,SWY,, Sec. 9, T.42 N, R 39 E.

1888 140 . SEiSWi 3 42 19 5.04
1890 840 ... L. NWiIsSE} 9 42 39 35.28
1903 13.40 . NE&SE& 9 42 39 33.52

23.20
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Irvin Case—Continued.
Source—Cottonwood Creek,.
Diteh—Gilbert (Bast and West).
Point of Diversion—East Ditch in the NEV,8EY,, Sec, 4, T. 42 N, R. 39 E.; West
Diteh in the SW1,SW,, Sec. 3, T. 42 N, R. 39 E.

Proof No. 0656

Lte o e ot B e o S s

ea hm o

- ————

Year of CULTURE ( Acres) ’ DESCRIPTION ~—ACRE FEET (Cumulative) —
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. T.N.R.E. Class A Class B Class C
1882 10,90 s s EWiswi 3 42 39 39.24
Source—Dry Creek, Proof No. 0656A
Dit_ch-—-——Dry Creek.
Point of Diversion—SEY,SEY,, Sec. 4, T. 42 N,, R. 39 E.
1893 1.90 N meeveean SW3isWi 3 42 39 6.84
1893 0.50 ceeeetrs ammmmann SWiSE3} 4 42 39 8.64
2.40
Claimant—MINNIE HANSON. Proof No. 0657
Source—Handy Creek, '
Diteh-—Crooks.
~ Point of Diversion—NWLY,8Wil,, Sec. 22, T. 42 N, R. 39 E.
1866 29.58 ... SWiNE} 22 42 3% 106.49
1866 31.25 et NE3SE} 22 42 39 218.99
1866 36.49 ... NWiSE: 22 42 39 350.35
1866 2.60 ... NEISW3 22 42 39 359.71
1866 8.92 el e SWiNE:L 22 42 39 391.82
108.84 '

Priorities as listed under 0657 and 0657A are granted a prior right to the use of waters of

Handy Creek as against other rights of equal date,

1872
1872
1872
1872
1872
1876
1876
1876
1876

Source—Handy Creek.
Ditch~—Choate.

Point of Diversion—NEV,8EY;, Sec. 21, T, 42
40,00  eeees e SEi8E} 22
38.50  oh s SWiBEj 22
2.70 s NEiswW3 22
6.30 h s SWiswi 22
2570 s e SEISW1 22
40.00 NEINE3 27
36.95 NWiNE3 27
1.44 SWiINE3} 2"
9.46 SEiNE3% 2
201.05

.,

R. 39
39

B,

144.00
282.60
292.32
315.00
407.52
551.52
684.54
659.72
723.78

Proof No. 0657A

Priorities as listed under 0657 and 0657A are granted a prior right to the use of waters of

Handy Creek as against other rights of equal date.

1866
1866
1871
1872
1872
1872
1883
1893
1893
1893
1893
1893
1893

Exceptions by Anna C. Buckingham to date of priority as shown in Order of Determin
tion of said Proof No. 0658A are bereby sustained, and date of priority as shown in the
three items of said proof is hereby changed from 1866 to 1867, as follows, to wit:

Claimant—G. PERATLDO.
Source—Cottonwood Creek.
Ditch--Thomas Roper.

Point of Diversion—SWV,S8Wl,, Sec. 3, T. 42 N,, R. 39 E.

Source-~Cottonwood Creek.
Diteh-—Consolidated.

42
42
4~
42
42
12
2
i2
42
42
42
42
42

39
39

11.16
35.64
90.72
118.44
153.00
173.52
235.44
238.32
244 .44
260.64
261.54
270.54
274.50

Point of Diversion—NEY,NEV,, Sec. 15, T. 42 N., R. 39 E.

Proof No. 0658

Proof No. 0658A

HE




Year of
Priority
1867
1867
1867
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1871
1871
1871
1871
1872
18%2
1873
1873
1873
1873
1876
1876
1894

Exception by claimants is hereby grante
acres under sai

divisions, township and range,

—_— 49

CULTURE (Acres) ——m DESCRIPTION.

Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. T.N.R.E. Class A
1040 . SE:NE: 15 42 39 37.44
7.00 ... SWiNwW3 14 42 139 62.64
2020 ... NWiswsi 14 42 39 135.36
37.60

Source—Cottonwood Creek.

Diteh—No. 1.

Point of Diversion—-—SE%NW%, Sec. 10, T. 42 N, R. 39 E,
................ 3.10 SEINW: 10 42 39
................ 5.00 SWiNE1 10 42 39
6.30 4.10 NwWiskE: 10 42 39 22.68
240 " SWisSE: 10 42 39 31.32
L ... SEiSE}: 10 42 39 35.64
9.90 12.20

Source—Cottonwood Creek,
Ditch—Nos. 2, 3 and 4.

Point of Diversion—No. 2 in the SW1,SE1,, Sec. 10, T,
the NE%NE%,I.?ec. 15, T. 42 N, R. 39 E.; No. 4 i

T.42 N, R. 39

7.60 SE3ISE1 10 42
16.20 NEiNE3} 15 42
0.30 SEiNEz 15 42
0.30 NEiNW3 14 42
5.00 NE:iNE3} 15 42
........ NWiNW3 14 42
28.82 SWiNw3 14 42
15.00 SEiNW3 14 42
2.04 NWisSwi 14 42
26.04 NE31SW3 14 42
0.94 NWiSWi 14 42
13.96 NE3SW3 14 42
25.00 SEINW] 14 42
141.20

Srvree—Little Cottonwood Creek,
Diteh—TLittle Cottonwood.

39 27.36
39 85.68
39 86.76
39 87.84
39 105.84
1
39 209.59
39 263.59
39 270.93
39 364.67
39 368.05
39 418.31
39 508.32

Point of Diversion——NW%SW%, S¢ - 10, T. 42 N, R. 39 E.

proof be changed from Class 3 lands to
and that the tabulation

Determination be changed to read accordingly, to wit:

2.08

.nd it is ad

~——ACRE FEET (Cumulative ) —

Class B Class C

Proof No. 06588

Proof No. 0658C

42 N, R, 39 B.; No. 3 in
n the N‘W%SW%, Sec, 14,

Proof No. 0658D

judged and decreed that 11.58

Class A lands, in the same sub-
of said proof in the Order of

................ SEiINW;3 10 42 39 7.49

1867 200 .. SWiN*.2 10 42 39 14.69
1867 5.00 .. NwWiswi 10 42 39 32.69
1867 250 ... NEisSW}3 10 42 39 41.69

11.58

Claimant—MRS. ELLA GRIGSRBY.

Source-—Adams Slough.*

Diteh—Gillilan,

Point of Diversion-—N'E%SB%, Sec. 7, T. 41 N, R. 40 E.
1874 2,33 ._. NwWiswi 8 41 40 8.29
1874 2218 ... SWisws 8 41 40 88.24
1874 2,65 ... NE1S8E3 7 41 40 97.78
1874 11.80 ... SEiSE}: 7 41 40 140.2¢

38.96

*Adams Slough is a branch of Martin Creek.

Source—Adams Slough.*

Diteh—Gillilan Slough.

Point of Diversion—NW1,NW1,, Sec. 8 T.41 N, R, 40 E.
1870 2970 9.80 SEiNE3 T 41 40 106.92
1870 17.08 ... 16.50 NE1SE: 7 41 490 168.41
1870 24,67 ... 1.50 SE3iSE3} 7 41 40 257,22

71.45 27.80

*Adams Slough is n branch of Martin Creek,

Proof No. 0659

Proof No. 0659A

RS

i (-“?_ '*_\_i:-_m'-'_p‘_f-.r.""'"““l,'-‘-“:':‘*"_
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Mrs. Ella Gtigsby—Continﬁed.
Source—Martin Creek. Proof No. 0659B
Diteh—Grigsby.
. Point of Diversion—8EViNWY4, Sec. 8, T. 41 N, B, 40 E.
Exception by claimant is hereby granted and it is adjudged and decreed that said proof
in the Order of Determination be corrected to read as follows, to wit:

Yearof ~————CULTURE (Acres) ’ DESCRIPTION ~—=ACRE FEET (Cumulative) ——
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. TN.R.E. Class A Clagss B Class C

1883 23.10 - 13.90 NEisW3 8 41 40

1883 23.14 16.85 NwWiswWi 8§ 41 40

1883 16.54 1.30 SWiswWi 8 41 40

1883 3.34 - 36.56 SEiSWi 8 41 40

1883 590 s e NEiSE} 7 41 40

72.02 68.61

Claimants—MRS. ELLA GRIGSBY AND MRS, N, A, GILL.ILAN, Proof No. 0660
Source—Cottonwood Creek.

Diteh—Guston Ditch,

Point of Diversion—NEY,NEY,, Sec, 36, T. 42 N, B. 39 E.

Proof No. 0660 having heretofore been strickened from the Order of Determination by
the State Engineer, and good cause being shown for its restoration in said order, it is
adjudged and decreed that said Proof No. 0660 be restored to said Order of Determination
with rights adjudicated thereunder as follows, to wit:

1867 29.50 NWiNE} 7T 41 40
1867 12.30 SWiNE1L T 41 40
1867 13.50 NWisSE 7 41 40
1867 3.70 SWiSE3} 7 41 490
1867 6.40 SWiSE:x 7 41 40
65.40 8.00
Source—Adams Slough. ' Proof No. 0660A

Ditch-—Adams Slough.
Point of Diversion—8WI,NW,, Sec, 5, T. 41 N,, R. 40 E.

Exceptions by claimantes are hereby granted and it is adjudged and decreed that said
proof in the Order of Dew.rmination be corrected to read as follows, to wit:

1868 19.80 ... 1.40 SWiINE3} 7 41 40
1868 18.60 ... 4.20 NW3iSE} 7 41 40
1868 2030 s 13.50 SWiSE} 7 41 40
58.70 19.10
Claimant—ARBEL AND CATHCART. Proof No, 0661

Source—NLittle Humboldt River.
Diteh—Coleman.
Point of Diversion—SEl,SEY;, Sec. 28, T. 41 N, R. 40 E,

1886 3.8% ... 2.98 SWisSE} 28 41 40 14.00 . 2.68
1886 8.73 me-- 3.85 NWiNE: 33 41 40 45.43 ... 6.15
1886 een eeeeeene 4.58 SWiINE 33 41 40 ... e 10.27
1886 9.9¢ 18.95 NEINWi} 33 41 40 8£1.07 27,292
1886 eeeeees T 20.30 NWiNW3 33 41 40 —— —— 47,59
1886 40.00 SWiINW3 33 41 40 a0
1886 33.65 SEINWI 33 41 40 11i.38
1886 12.80 NEiSW1 33 41 40 19232.4¢
1886 ——mnnne 40.00 NWwWiswWwi 32 41 40 ... 159.40
1886 @ oo 28.40 SWiswi 33 41 40 . 184.98
26.42 205.51
Source—Little Humboldt River. Proof No. 0662
Ditch-~Merchant Slough.
Point of Diversion—SWY,8EY,, Sec. 22, T. 41 N, R. 40 E.
1872 10.00 . e SEINW3 28 41 490 36.00
1872 10.00 .. ‘ 6.70 SWiNE3} 28 41 40 72.00 ... 6.03
1872 e 2.40 SEINE} 28 41 40 . 8.19
1872 e 10.04 NEiISE3} 28 41 40 . e 17.223
1872 13.95 8.28 NWiISE} 28 41 40 122.22 . 24.68
1872 6.00 . SWiSE} 28 41 40 143.82
1872 32.16 1.55 NEiSW3 28 41 40 259.60 ... 26.08
1872 26.47T e s NWiswWi 28 41 40 354.89
1872 17.40 P 13.73 SWisSwWi 28 41 40 417.563 ... 38.44
1872 31.06 . 5.98 SE;SW3 28 41 40 529.31 ... 43.82
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. Abe]l and Catheart—Continued.
Year of CULTURE (Acres) ~ DESCRIPTION —ACRE FEET (Cumulative) —
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision Sec. T.N.R.E. Class A Class B Class C
1881 L0 e NE3iSE3} 29 41 40 551.63
1881  15.95 ... o SWiNws3 28 41 40 609.05
1881  33.00 ... o SEINW3 28 41 40 727.85
1881 650 ... .. . SWiNE3 28 41 40 751.25
1881 n12 SWiswi 28 41 40 776.88
1881 810 e NWisE3} 29 41 40 788.04
1881 2.25 SWiSE: 29 41 40 923.94 ... 45.85
1881 15.05 SEiSE: 29 41 40 1,013.7¢ ... 59.39
1881  39.07 . . NWiNE} 32 41 40 1,154.41
1881 6.22 NEiNE2 32 41 40 1,276.02 ... 64.99
1881 35.85 SWiINE2 32 41 40 1,290.96 ... 97.25
1881 40.00 SEiNE: 32 41 40 srereres wevamees 133.25
T 40.00 NWisKi 32 41 40 ... 169.25
1. :1 40.00 NEiSE: 32 41 40 205.25
1881 10,30 e e NEiNW3 33 41 40 1,328.04
1881 1970 i . NWiNwW3 33 41 40 1,398.96
228.05
Claimant—E. C. AND H. L. LYE. Proof No. 0665
Source—Indian Creek,
Ditch—Haviland,
Point of Diversion——NW1,SEY,, Sec. 25, T. 43 N., R. 40 E.
1864 2.06 ... NwWiswi 31 43 40 7.49
1864 12,03 ... SWiswy 31 43 40 50.73
1864 17,90 ... SEiSW3 31 43 115,17
1864 8.78 . NWiNE3: 6 42 40 146.78
1864 32.38 ...l NEiNW3 6 42 40 263.35
1864 21.80 T SE}N’W& 6 42 40 341.83
1864 37.1x2 L . SW%N‘ 5 6 42 40 475.46
1864 5.51 ... SEINE} 6 42 40 495.30 i
1864 11.00 ... NE3iSW2 6 42 40 534.90
: 1864 40.00 ... 18SE1 6 42 40 678.90
. 1864 29.47 . NEISE: 6 42 40 784.99
1864 12.11 ... SEiSE: 6 42 40 828.59 ... 25.10
1864 38.03 ... R SWiSE} 6 42 40 965.50
1864 3.00 PR Ei1SW3i 6 42 430 976.30 !
1864 20.90 ... NEiNE: 742 40 1,051.54 . ... 42.29
1864 3450 s, NWiNWi T 42 40 1,175.74
1864 19.68 ceeeeee e, SWiNE}: 7 42 40 1,246.58
1864 2431 ... 15.69 SEiNE3 7 42 40 1,834.10 @ ... 56.41
1864 ... e 40.00 NEiSE: 7 42 40 ... T 92.41
1864 . R.91 NWiSE} 7 42 40 ... @ - 100.43
1864 .. . 8.76 SWiSE3 7 42 40 .. ... . 108.31
1864 . . 39.15 SEISE: 7 42 4 ... " 143.55
1864 20.64 . e NEi1SW3 8 42 40 1,408.40
1864 40.00 ... ... NWisSWi 8 42 40 1,552.40
1864 35.010 . SWiswsi 8 42 40 1,678.44
1864 26,81 eh e SKEI1SW3: 8 42 40 1,771.35
1887 veen . 18.26 NE3iswWi 8 42 40 .. . 159.98
1887 ... 1419  SEiSW3 8 42 40 T T 172.7¢

492.04 191.95
In order to comply with the Court decree in the case of J. R. Harvey et al. v. i
et al, No. 1383, the present owners of the Silve holdings, E. C. and H. L. Lye.E;rgc.aeng?a,sr:tl;Zg
the prior use of 800 inches of the waters of Indian Creek as against th

e righ i
Proofs Nos. 0607, 0607A, 0647, 0590 and 0592. rights listed under
Source—Indian Creek. : Proof No. 0665A
Diteh—Silve.
Point of Diversion—NW1,S8W1;, Sec. 31, T. 43 N, R, 40 E.
1876 6.20 ) NE3ISW3 31 43 40 22.32
1876 2210 . SE1SW3i 31 43 40 101.88
1876 40.00 SWiSFE3 31 43 40 245.88
1876 39.29 SE1SEl 31 43 40 387.32
1876 253 T . NEiNWi 6 42 40 396.39
1876 3118 . NWiINEi 6 42 40 508.64
1876 3718 o NE3iNE3 6 42 40 642.31
1876 2.88 . G SWiNE} 6 42 40 652.50
: 1876 28.48 S, SEINE} 6 42 40 755.03
. 1876 457 e e NEiSE: 6 42 40 771.48
214.30

In order to comply with the Court decree in the case of J. R, Harvey et al. v. Eugene Silve
et al., No. 1383, the present owners of the Silve holdings, E. C. and H. L. Lye, arg: granted
the prior use of 800 inches of the waters of Indian Creek as against the rights listed under
Proofs Nos. 0607, 0607A, 0647, 0590 and 0592,
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Olaimant—O. B. AND HARRIET M. NEHLS. Proof No. 0666
Source—Martin Creek.

Ditch—Samuel Pierce.

Point of Diversion—SEY,SEY;, Sec. 11, T, 42 N, E. 40 E.

Yearof ~———CULTURE (Acres) - DESCRIPTION: ~ACREF! lative) —
Priority Class A Class B Class C Subdivision See. TN. R.E. Class AE Ezél(ai:%u at“éeh)nss C
1871 2975 eeeees eemeeras SWisEL 16 42 40 107.10
1871 89.80 0 e e NWisSE:L 16 42 40 250.38
1871 1503 ceeeees eereeeas SWiNE} 16 42 40 304.49
1873 81.83 e eeeenenr NEiSE} 17 42 40 419.08
1873 11.22 e eerereas SEISE} 17 42 40 459.47
1873 40.00  eemeeer eseeees NWisWi 16 42 40 603.47
1873 F: 32 % P — SWiswWi 16 42 40 . T20.51
1873 264 e eeeeem SEiISWi 16 42 40 730.01
1873 3.58 s e NE3iSW3 16 42 40 742.90
1876 15.14 ceeee aanaen NEISW} 16 42 40 797.40
1876 18.72 ceseves essenees SEiSWi 16 42 40 846.79
1876 29.95 e e SE3}SE} 16 42 40 954.61
1876 35.60  ceceen e NE3SE: 16 42 40 1,082.77
187 5 07 ceemener weseesns SEINE2 16 42 40 1,101.02
1876 #34.34 eeeeeenn smeeees NE1SW: 15 42 40 1,152.64
1876 *7.07 e P SWisWi 15 42 40 1,178.10
327.25 . ‘
*Land irrigated but not vwned by claimant.
Source—Indian Creek. Proof No. 0666A
Diteh—Overflow from dams in Indian Creek.
Point of Diversion—Not given.
1871 2477 eeeeemee NWiNWi 32 42 40 ... 44.59
1871 S 17.80 SWiINwW: 32 42 40 revannan 76.63
42,57
Claimant—JACEK FORGNONE. Proof No. 0667
Source—Mullinax Creel.
Diteb—Byrnes Nos. 1, 2 and Giacometto Ditches,
Point of Diversion—No. 1 in the SE{,SEY,, Sec. 35, T. 43 N, ER. 39 E.; No,2in
the NEV,SEY,, Sec. 11, T. 42 N., B. 39 E.; Giacometto Ditches not given.
1866 k3 (81 J— NEXSEZ 11 42 39 135.22 U 2.16
1866 21.94 e SEiSE} 11 42 39 214.20 R 18.36
1866 13,60 e NWiswi 12 42 39 266.76
1866 11.27 Pp— SWisW3i 12 42 39 307.33
1868 175 | — NWisSw} 12 42 39 398.41
1868 30.38 e NEi1SW3i 12 42 39 507.78
1868 238 .1 ( J—— SWisSwWi 12 42 39 611.46
1868 33.70 e SEi1SWi 12 42 39 732.78
1901 3.12 NE3iSWI 12 42 39 744.01
1901 (7% 1. —— SEiSW3 12 42 39 766.98
1901 34.45 -NWiSE} 12 42 39 891.00
1901 33.20 NE3SE} 12 42 39 1,010.52
1901 40.00 SWiSE: 12 42 39 1,154.52
1901 32.65  eeeees - SEISE} 12 42 39 1,272.06
353.35 20.40
Nore—Byrnes Ditch No. 1 is the same as Ditch No. 2 under Proot No. 0650.
Claimant—G. PERALDO. ' Proof No. 0668
Source—Cottonwood Creek.
Ditch—Byranes and Hinkey.
Point of Diversion—NWI,SEY,, Sec. 10, T. 42 N, R. 3¢ E.
1868 - 55/ : J—— 16.77 SW3iSE3} 11 42 39 29.74 14.19
1868 b1 752 E— 8.88 SEISW3 11 42 39 120.50 ... 22.18
1868 33.22 FE . NEiINWi1 14 42 39 240.09
1868 30.57 eeeesee emenens NWiINE} 14 42 39 350.14
97.26 ' 24.65

In order to comply with the Court decree dated Avril 24, 1878, in the case of C. 'W. Hinkey

et al. v. . Lamance et .al., the Consolidated Ditch is granted the prior use of 800 inches of the

waters o

f Cottonwood Creek as against the rights of the Byrnes-Hinkey Ditch. The Byrnes-

Hinkey Ditch is granted a secondary right to the use of 20 inches of waters of Cottonwood Creek
as against the rights of the Consolidated Ditch to the use of 800 inches. The Consolidated Ditch

is grante

d an additional right to the use of the waters of Cottonwood Creek of 400 inches as

against any additional rights of the Byrnes-Hinkey Ditch.



Yearof

Priority

1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1376
1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1876
1876

. 1876

1876
1876
1876
1876
1876

1876
1876

, 1876
. 1876
_ 1876

1876

Water from Little Humboldt River and Cottonwood
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Claimapt—GERHARD MILLER, SR.
Source—Little Humboldt River.
Diteh-—Miller Ditches.

Point of Diversion—Not given.

Class A
39.90

O U ke N O B 1 Y

CuLTURE (Acres)
Class B

Class C Subdivision
........ NWiswi
........ SWisWi

.88 NEisSWi
48 SEISW

........ NWiINWi

........ SWiNwWi

........ NEiNWi

........ SEiNWi

........ NW3iswWi

........ SWiswi

........ NEisSW3i

........ SEiSWz

........ NWiINE}

........ SWiNE}

........ NEiINE3Z

........ SEINE:

........ NWiSE:

........ SWiSE}

........ NE3SE3}

........ SEiSE:

Source—Martin Creek.
Diteh—Dams and ditches.
Point of Diversion—Not given.

37.35
37.42
38.2

Cad b L)
[ =R—=1r o]
D o=J1
Do nw

232.41

........ NEiSWY
...... SEiSW3
........ NWiSE:
........ SWiSE3}
........ NEISE}
........ SEiSE}

water from Martin Creek on above lands.

o e e |
[~ R=r-:]

Source—Cottonwood Creek.

Diteh—Ditches and dams (causing overflow).

Point of Diversion—Not given.

36.7
35.7

72.51

[ & 33=]

39.10 NEiSE3
........ Nwiswsi
........ SWisWw3i

39.10

DESCRIPTION
Sec. T.N.

2
2

LS LICS LI LIS

4
3
3

L3 L3 L3 0

DRSO WL W DD WDWD WD oW Z

S IO CILI LS LS LI LI LS LS L

(A3t
0w
LA OICO LI LI 0N OO 0O CO G2 G G SO LS LS O B ?ﬂ

POWURDWLDPLPLOUWLPUEOWRLLY

[ g
W

Creek

39 19
39 139
39 39

H

Proof No. 0662

~——ACRE FEET (Cumulative) —
Class A Class B Class C
143.64
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Proof No., 0669A

134.46
269.17
410.61
550.11
694.11
836.67

is used 