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IN THE UA'l'TER OF Ai'PLICATIOt .. S NOS. 
12757 AND 12758 IN NAME: OF HARVEY 
TITUS, MADISON LOCKE AND A. F. 
BOflDOLl TO AfPROPRIATB WATER FOR 
i?STOCKWATfmmG PURPOSES IN tilE COU~lTY, 
NEvADA. . 
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RULING 

ApplloaUons 11109. 12757 and 12758 were tUed December 7; 1948 

bY' ijarvey 'l.'itus, Madison l.oeke and A. P. Bordoli to appropriate, the waters 

of the Me Spring and Flood Waters (Jack's Seep Wash) respectively. The 

. proposed point ofdlversion under Application no. 12757 (Tule Spring) is 

within the swl; SEk Section 19, T. ') N." R. 53 E., untlUM7ey'ed, and under 

AppUcaticn No. 12758 the proposed divers10n point iswlth1D the RE! NWt· 

Section 32, T. 5 N.,R. 53 E." unsurveyed. Both applications are for stock"!' 

watering purposes and such use would be in COlllllJOD bet1lliBen Locke and 'l.'i tUB 
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and A. .,. Bordol1. . .. ~' . 

On February 16, 1949 protests were tuad to the granting otpermit$ ', •. '.> ,@l.;','l,'; 

unll.~r theBe appl.1cations by Bert.ramt Arambel ~/or Peteh"'tchavel'17 and on .' • ' 

'ebi'uary 28, 1949 protests were fUed by A. G.' McBride. et. al. The latte~ .J 
protest, whUe filed as one protest, includedtlle.£Ollowing pUtiesl 

A.G~ MoBT,1.d~, Fernando Golcoeilhea, Bmith. Brott!!iIl'8"D.ar.,Clar\< •. Plidro C0rt:a~ .. 

Joe Eohegarq, John ~e. and his ,.ucce88(l~sln :lIlterest, EurekA Livestock 

Co. 

Our 1nvellti&II~~C!nl.'UTld.er previous a,ppUcatlo(lB in this general 

location !'Iavelihowed tbat·, applicants have rtm catt1,e in COJlll.llC!ll in the a.re'a 

appUrtenant to the source ofwatar applied for. Suoh use bas been a oon

tinuous usc over a long. pe~~ of time. On July 25, 1949 a' rather ext,snsive . ~ . 
l'Ul1ng was issued by thisoffiee pertain'ing to a nUlllbar of applieat.ions fUed 

. :': 

by Lecke and'l.'itus and which "lOre in part. protested by the pI'()testants in thi8 .! 
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proceeding. The protestants; all being shespmen and all dependent upon 

the' use of snOI1 water, were limited as to their range use. It was found 

in this ruling that none of the protest.ants, with the possible exception 

of the Eureka Livestock Company, had acquired no customary use in the area 

- tJithin which the sources applied for herein are located~ 

It. is therefore our opinion, that the granting of permits under 

Applications' Nos. 12757 and l2758' wula not be detrimental to existing 

rights. 

'RULING 

The protests to ths granting of permits Ullder Applications tfos • 

12757 and 12758 are herewith overruled and permits will be issued subject 

, to ex1.stins rights follotJing receipt. of the st.at; .. tory permit fees. 

Respect.fully SUbmitted; 

Dated October 20, 1949 • 


