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Nature of the Proceedings 

A summary of the data contained in the 14 applications 

which are the subject of thfs decfsion is set forth in the tabula- 

tion "Data from Applfcations for Appropriation of Unappropriated 

Water from Sacramento River and Colusa Basin Drainage Canal" on 

the following page o These applicati_ons were filed between 

and August 1956, December 1954 

All of the applications are for water to be used for 

irrigation purposes. Stockwater is an additional use in Applica- 

tion 16199, 

The points of dlverslon described in each applicatfon 

# 

are depicted on the map which is attached to this deci.sFon, 



Data fromApplications for Appropriation of Unappropriated Water 

from Sacramen%o River and Colusa Basin Drainage Canal 

8 : : Direct : 
Appl$- : E 
cation : Applicant : Source(a) 

: diver- : 
: s_Lon :' Season 

number : : : rate : 
: : f (cfs) : 

1.6185 

16199 

16361 

16362 

16363 

1644z 

17066 

17067 

17150 

17210 

B, W, Whitmfre et al. 

Leslie A, and Mfnnie F. 
Butler 

Davidella, Grace H., 
and Florence F, Hershey 

do. 

do, 

James Iriart 

J, %, Taylor 

Tom ToPson 

Sutter Mu%ual Water Co, 

Tfsdaie Irrigation and 
Drainage Company 

PrinceLon-Codora-Glenn 
Irrigation District 

do. 

William Crawford 

May B, Chaplin 

Black Borrow Pi% 9.50 

Sacramento R!iver 52J 

Sacramento River 65,36 
and Sycamore Slough 

Sycamore Slough 

Sacramento River 

CoSusa Basin 
Drainage Canal 

do, 

do. 

Sacramento River 

Sacramento River 

14,52 

10085 

3024 

4034 

5.73 

7050 

15,oo 

Colusa Drain 50.00 

Apr. 1 - Sept. 30 

Apr. 1 - Sept. 30 

Apr, 1 - Sept. 30 

Mar, 1 - Nov. 30 

Mar., 1 - Nov. 30 

Mar, 1 - Nov, 30. 

Apr. 1 - Nov, 1 

Mar. 15 - act. 15 

Apr. 1 - Oct. 31 

Sacramento R-fver 80.00 Apr. 1 - Oct. 31 

Sacramento River 16.75 Mar. 1 - Nov. l- 

Sacramento River 3.00 May1 - Oct. 30 

Apr; 1 ---Dec. 1. 

May 1 - NOV. 1 

(4 Except for Sacramento River, all other sources indicated are in the 
Colusa Basin Drainage Canal 
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Protests and Hearfng 

Formal protests to all applfcatfons were received from. 

the United States Department of the Interfor, Bureau of Reclamation 

herefnafter referred to as the "Bureau", Formal protests to some 

of the applfcatfons were also received from Contra Costa 'County Water 

Agency, Olfve Percy Dav'is, Lloyd M, Kahn, Clyde E, Coffman, 

A, J, Campbell, Frank J, Bylngton, Trustee9 and M, C, Carey, 

On May 24, 24, and July 11, 1961, after due notice to 

the applicants and protestants, a publfc hearing was held before 

Ralph J, MeGI. and W, A, Alexander, Members of the State Water 

Rights Board, 'in Sacramento at which tfmes the parties appeared 

and evfdence was recefvedo Upon conclusion of the hearing, the 

matter was submftted upon a consolfdated record, 

The protestants, relying on prLor vested rights, took 

the positfon that there fs no surplus water in most years during 

the crftfcal summer months to supply the applicants, The Bureau 

of Reclamatfon requested the inclusion of a special condition in 

any permits issued to provfde that no water could be diverted until 

an agreement had been consummated between the permittee and the 

United States prov3_df?g for the purchase of Central Valley Project 

water during periods when the natural regimen of'the Sacramento 

R3.ver9 fts branch channels, sloughs, and drains, is required for 

prior rights, 

M, C, Carey, appearfng in pro per and on behalf of other 

landowners on Grizzly Island, took the positfon that the permits, 

_-..-i._.____._ _ ____ 



if granted, would cause further depletron of the natural flow of 

the river and thereby contrfbute to the causes of salinity intru- 

sion in the Delta to the 4njury of downstream users0 

In -fts brfef, the Bureau argued that it is not a beneficial 

use of water durrng AprBl, May, and June to germ'inate crops when water 

to mature the crops is not avaflable durfng July, August,, or September0 

Wa%erzhed a_d Water Supply --_=_"_j__ 

The sourced named fn the app'lfcatfons are all within the 

0 Sacramento Rfver Basin which occupies that portion of the State 

lyfng 'between the SBerra Nevada and Cascade Range on the east, the 

Coastal Range on the west%-, Mt, Shasta on the north, and the water- 

sheds of the San Joaqufn, Mo'kelumne, and Cosumnes Rtvers on the 

south, The basin fs approximately 250 m'l_les long and 150 miles 

wide and has an area of about 26,X50 square mfles (Staff 91, 

W4th fts numerous trfbutarfes, the. Sacramento River 

drams the basfn, It orlgfnates on the eastern slopes of Mount 

Eddy fn SlskPyou County and flows fn a southerly direction through- 

out the length of the valley, Immedfately below the City of 

Sacramento the river flows through the Sacramento-San Joaquin 

Delta where much of the water enters the various channels and 

sloughs of the Delta, Ffnally, the Sacramento River discharges 

into Sufsun Bay (Staff 910 

The runoff from the watershed of the Sacramento River 

Basin produces an abundant water supply, Typ-Pcal of most California 

streams, th%s runoff does not cofnclde with the largest diversion 
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demands, During the late summer mon%hs, there is usually Snsuf- 

ff~fen,ti wa,tepa to mee% the irrlgatfon requirements without the 

benefY% of seasonal storage, This storage fs provfded by Lake 

Shasta whfich fs crea%ed by Shasta Dam located about 14 mfles upstream 

from %he @4ty of Reddfng (Staff i$ through 9j0 

Large quan%f%fes of water are dliverted from the Sacramento 

Rfver and used for f,rr"igatfon on lands $oea%ed on the floor of the 

Sacramento Val.l_ey, A portilon of thfs diverted water returns to the 

r4,ye~ through varfous siougha and dra4nage channels0 One of the 

0 largesf; channels es the CoSusa Basfn Drafnage Canal whfch collects 

most cs" ,the ~%aturn flaws from land on the west side of the valley, 

extendeng from the vIcSn'ity of HamfLton City on the north to Knights 

Landling on the south, The buE'k of the water supply available in 

this canal "is dr,ainagej OF return flow wa%er (Staff 3 through 9)0 

The channel i%seJf 5s variously called "Colusa Trough," V' 

'?Main Canal 5Jt' or '"@oI.usa Basin Drainage Canal,Q" and by other names, 

Lower reaches or extensions are called "Back Levee Borrow Pit" and 

"Kn'igh%s Landing Rfdge Cut.*@ Applfcatfsns 16185, 16361, 16362, 

1644.2, n65a 5, X65X6 and 17066 contemplate dfversfons from this 

channel or Its varfous branches and extensfons, Although one 

source of water desfgnated fn Applfcatfons 16361 and 16362 is 

descrfbed as '"Sycamore Slough," t,he ev'idence shows the source to 

be the fYCol,usa Basin Drafnage Canal" (Staff 1 and RT 1.!~.5)~ 

Applfcations I.6199, 1.6361, 16363, 16677, l6985, 17067, 

‘d 
IL7150, and I7210 are for permf%s to appropriate from the Sacramento 

R?.ver, 
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The Evfdence Relied On -__c 

The fntro&uctfon of tabulations showing what the applicants 

have been diverteng and the acreage of crops 'irrigated in past years 

clearly establfshes that water has been physically present in the 

named sources and that the applfeants have been able to divert and 

use the quantftfes applfed for,, However9 the physical presence of 

wa,ter whfch i;an be dfverted from. a stream fs not of itself sufficient 

to overcoma oG;g'e@:tiona rafsed by downstream protestants who need the 

water .4o satfsfy prior vested rtghts, 

App‘rkeants In these proceedings as well as the protestants 

frankly concede that the exfstenca of surplus water cannot be deff- 

nitely determfned wIthout a sj;ream system adjudicatfon of all exist- 

Ing rights, In the absense of such a determinatfon, the Board must 

dec'ide the Issues from the available knformation, 

DurTng the hearfng concerning these applfcatfons, the 

appli-ieants and the Frodestants relfed upon the record developed in 

hearing Applieatfons 56.25 et al, of the Bureau to appropriate 

from the Sacramento Rfver and fn the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta 

(Delta), Decisfon D 990, adopted by the Board pursuant to that 

hearing, was fntrodueed as an exhrbit in these proceedings (Whitmire 

910 RelSance upon the evidence furnfshed during the hearing on 

the Bureaugs applfeatfons to approprfate from the Sacramento River 

and Delta, fn the absence of objection from the parties, was con- 

sidered proper because ft avofded unnecessary repetition of exten- 

sive testi.mony and volumkous exhfbfts, 

-6- 



AppPlcations to Appropriate Water 
from Sacramento River 

The matter of the existence of unappropr'iated water may 

best be studied by drvidfng the Sacramento River fnto three reaches: 

Reach 1, Keswick to Knfghts Landfngg Reach 2, Knights Landing to 

Sacramento; and Reach 39 the Delta below Sacramento, Applications 

16n99, r6677, r698& 1.7067, Y.'7lSO, and I.7210 propose approprfations 

from Reach 1.. and Applfcatfons I6361 and 4.4363 propose appropriations 

from Reach 2, 

The Bureau has subm-I.tted USBR Exhfbfts 6 and 7 which 

assume a repet?i_tPon of the hydrolog%c oondft'lons for the,years 1924 

through 195&o These exhfbfts present the quantfties of water re- 

mafnfng in Reaches ik and 2 "after the satfsfaction, to the extent 

of ava-Ilable supply, of aPI assumed rights of the local users along 

the Sacramento River above Sacramento, in the Delta uplands and 

PowPands, and the assumed rfghts of the Unfted States at Shasta Dam 

and ?.n the DePta," (aSY_ assumed rights befng pre-Y-954>., The follow- 

ing tabulation presents the percentage of the time water would 

rema'infng withfn Reaches 1 and 2 as Indfcated by USBR Exhibits 

and 7: 

be 

6 

Per cent of Time Water Remaining Within 

Reach 1 Reach 2 

AprfS. 
May 
June 
July 
August 
September 
October 

"g 
100 

87 
61 

0 13 
0 0 

3; 450 

.- 



These exhfbfts, however, do not reflect the conditions 

Imposed by Der?fs%on D 990 on permfts Issued the Bureau to appropriate 

from Sacramento Rf,ver and fn the Delta, Conditfon 22 of Decisfon 

D 990 provides: 

‘922 d D"Lrect dIversIon and storage of water under permits 
Issued pursuant to AppPfcations 5626, 9363, 9364, 9366, 
9367 and 9368 fur use beyond Sacramento-San Joaqufn Delta 
or outsfde the watershed of the Sacramento River Basfn shall 
be subje?>t to r'ights inlt5ated by applfcations for use 
wf,th"in sakd watershed and Delta regardless of the date of 
f'jPBng safd app~~&$fons,” 

In 1.4,ght of thfs conditfon an analysis has been made of 

0 the ava%Labl,e wat,er supply wfth'in Reaches '4. and 2, utilizfng for 

thfs purpose the reports of the 195’6 Cooperative Study Program 

(Staff bl, 5, and 6) and "CentraE Valley Project Operation Study, 

Shasta Reservoir Operat$on+.'" 

Tne ana:Lysfs Included th e following matters and 

assumptions : 

'4.0 A repet?_t3_on of the hydrologic condftions for 

the perlod 'I922 through 195'4 was assumed, 

20 The avafYabPe water supply was adjusted to 

reflect conditions of ultfmate development of the Central 

Valley Project, 

3 0 Local rights fn each reach (includ'ing riparian, 

approprfatfve, and "other" rights Inftiated prior to 1954) 

and Bureau requirements for the Sacramento Valley canals, 

+c Exhfbf% TJSBR ~64 received fnto evfdenee durfng hearing on 
Applications 5625 et aI, 
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Cow Creek, and YoHo-Zamora unfts fn Reach 1 were satisfied, 

fY,rst, by trfbutary and return flows accruing withIn the 

reach9 and second, by the natural runoff flowing into Lake 

Shasta, 

The fnflow to Lake Shasta and the water remaining in 

each reach after the satisfaetfon of the local rfghts and the 

Bureau* s requ%remen.t w8thfn the Sacramento Valley are considered as 

fndfcations of the ex"is'tence of unapproprfated water, 

Frsm the anal,ysB,s 9t; is concl.uded that water subject to 

0 approprfatfon pema';_ns In Reaches '1 and 2. during the period April 

through October the Pollow9ng percentage of t'Eme: 

Aprt'l. 
May 
June 
July 
August 
September 
October 

per cent of Tfln~ Water Remafning with'l.n 

Reach 1 Reach 2 

$00 100 
95 100 
? 91 

7; 
2; 
94 

BOO 100 

The flow of the Sacramento Rfver, lfke the flow of most 

Calfforn-la streams, recedes rapfdly at the conclusion of spring 

runoff caused by spring rains and snow melt, The. transition from 

flood flows caused by spring ra'ins and snow melt to a sustained 

flow 'Is very rapfd and usually occurs durfng the month of June 

(Staff 81, Thfs phenomenon tends to make water available for 

approprfatfon fn Reach 1 during the ffrst part of June but not 

dur-lng the latter part of the month., 



.,.. t 

The evidence discloses that water is available in 

Reach I for approprfatIon fr0m April 1 to June 15 and during 

September and Octo'ber, In Reach 2, the evidence indicates that 

water fs ava4labI.e for appropriation durfng the months of April, 

May, June, September, and October, 

In urgfng that permits be fssued for the full season. 

requested in ,their applicatfons, the applicants rely on Decision 

D 990 which granted a year-round dkect diversion season under 

permlfts -Issued to the Bureau to approprtate water from the Sacramento 

River and fn the De'lta, They further assert that none of the studies 

presently ava"il,ab?_e determ'ine the amount of unapproprfated water of 

the Sacramento R-"Lver, They point out that the assumptions made by 

these studfes'wfth respect to riparlan rights and rights classified 

as "othertr woul,d prebably be considerably different when determined 

by a court of law fn an adjudication of the water rights of the 

stream system, 

The assert-ions made by the applicants are correct, and 

in addit-lon, the quantPLt4es of return flows wrthin each reach are 

only estimates based on the information at hand, However, this 

fs the only fnformatfon avaflable and is the same as that which 

was considered by the Board in adoptXng Deci.sion D 990. 

The bas'ic evidence %n support of Decisi,on D 990 indicates 

that after development of the Central Valley Project additional 

return flows wli9.1 be available for appropriation during .the low 

flow season, Upon the assumptfon that these return flows would 

produee the quant Ities of water fndfcated by the evid:ence, the 
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Board Issued ,to the Bureau permfts with a year-round direct diver- 

sfon season with the provi.sfon tha,t the actual quantities would 

have to be determfned prior to the time of lfcensing, All diver- 

s<ons of water by the Bureau for use outsfde of the watershed 

In the Sacramento Rfver Basin and in the Delta are subject to 

de pletfons by approprfatfons for use wfth'in the Sacramento River 

Basfn and Delta, Howeverp diversions of water by the Bureau for 

use writhfn the Sacramento Rfver Basrn and Delta are not subject to 

such deplet%ons, The avldence %n support of Decision D 990 

0 dfseloses that pre-E95& ri_ghts and the Bureau requirements for 

use withfn the Sacramento River Basin wilk requ_Ere all of the ad- 

.,.. t 

d'itionaII_ return flows made avafl.able through the operation of the 

Central Valley Froject,Q and accord%ngly, unappropriated water 

4.9 not ava'ilable durfng certafn periods of tfme wfthin Reaches 1 

and 2, 

Applfcatfons to Approprfate from 
@oS,usa BaaIn Drainage Canal 

A study of the quantity of water discharged from the 

Colusa Bask Dra'inage Canal fnto the Sacramento River before and 

after December 1943, the begkning of operatfon of Shasta Reservo-fr, 

dIscloses a substantial increase (Hershey 12 and 13)* This average 

monthly Increase fs as follows: 



Month 
Average Increase 

(acre-feet) 

April No data 
May 12,046 
June 4,019 
July 3,009 
August 17,178 
September 3wm 
October 18,105 

The only explanation for this increase in the flow of 

the Colusa Basin Drainage Canal is that it results from the 

increased use of water in the Sacramento Valley after the opera- 

0 tfon of Shasta Reservoir0 However, the previously described 

analysis by the Board in which the water supply was adjusted to 

reflect the increased return flows from use of project water 

indicates that unappropriated water would not be available to 

satisfy these applicants during the months of July and August 

because prior rights (below Reach 1) must first be satisfied 

from the flows in the canal, 

The evidence shows and the Board finds that water in 

excess of the downstream rights along the Colusa Basin Drainage 

Canal is physically available at the proposed points of diversion 

during the months of July and August, This water may be diverted 

by the applicants provided that water from an alternate source is 

made available to satisfy the senior rights along the Sacramento 

River and in the Delta below the mouth of the Colusa Basin Drainage 

Canal, 
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A possible alternate source, from a practical stand- 

point, is stored water from the Central Valley Project, which 

could be made avaflable to replace the natural flow otherwise 

needed to satisfy vested r'ights -in the Delta and along the 

Sacramento River below Knights Landfng, This "exchange" of project 

water during the months of July and August is a matter to be negoti- 

ated between the 'indfvfdual water users and the project operator, 

If such a contract 1s consummated9 new applications to appropriate 

surplus water from the Colusa Drain during the months of July and 

0 August wfll be necessary, 

Appliican,ts whose points of dfversion are along the 

Sacramento River are in a posftfon to contract directly for stored 

project water without the necess'ity for an exchange, New applica- 

tions to approprrate would not be required since delfvery of project 

water would be made d-ireetly to them in the stream channel,, 

In its brief the Bureau maintaks that it is not a bene- 

ffe'ial use of water to germinate crops with water available during 

Aprfl, May, and June when water to mature the crops is not available 

durfng July9 August, or September, The Bureau and some of the 

applfcants are presently engaged in negotfations for contracts for 

the purchase of project water by the water users along the Sacramento 

River, In the light of these negotiations it would not be proper 

to deny the applicants surplus water during months when it is 

naturally available in the s,tream solely upon the contention that 

water fs not naturally ava-flable during a part of the growing season0 



m 
It will be assumed that these negotiatfons will be completed and 

that the required supplemental supplies wfll be available to 

the applicants, 

The Bureau also requests that the following condition,: 

be imposed fn any permBts issued pursuant to these applications: 

"No water shall be diverted under this permit until 
an agreement has been consummated between the per- 
m1ttee and the UnIted States provfdfng for a con& 
current, exchange of water from the Central Valley 
Project for water diverted under th-fs permit to 
the extent necessary to supply the prior rights 
of the Sacramento Rfver and the Sacramento-San 
Joaqufn Delta users," 

A sfmflar condition was imposed fn a permit Issued 

pursuant to the Boardus Decision D 94q0 However, in that instance, 

the appl8cant was agreeable to the inclusion of such a term fn its 

permft, None of the applicants In th3.s proceeding have agreed to 

accept th-ls type of condition, rather they have urged that permits 

be issued to them without any condit-lons in order that they may 

occupy an equal posftfon with other water users negotiating contracts 

for supplemental water, 

ObvSously these applicants will have to secure a supple- 

mental water supply, The most feas'ible .source would appear to be 

stored water from the Central Valley Project, However, since 

there fs no evidence that supplemental water could not be secured 

from another source9 it does not appear appropriate for the Board 

to designate the source0 

As previously noted 'in the "Data from Applications for 

‘0 Appropriation of Unappropriated water from Sacramento River and I., 

Colusa Basin Drainage Canal'k, the season requested by several of 
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m 
the applicants extends beyond the usual Irrigation season0 Specifi- 

cally, Application 16185 asks for diversion to December 1, Applica- 

. tfons 16442, 16515 and 16516 request a season to November 30. None * 

of these applicants, however, offered evidence of past beneficial 

use beyond October 31, Neither did they show how beneficial use 

for irrigation beyond October 31 could reasonably be expected. 

The season permitted pursuant to these applications will be limited 

accordingly, and the order will so provide, 

Grizzly Island 

The incursion of salt water to the Delta and its resultant 

deterioration of water quaPi%y to protestants on Grizzly Island is 

a matter of grave concern to this Board, The problem as presented 

in the testimony in this proceeding is essentially the same as 

that considered in Decision D 9900 Upstream depletions of natural 

flow as well as diversions in the Delta during the irrigation season 

have contributed to the problem over the years, Ultimate salinity 

control is still under study by agencies of the State and Federal 

governments responsible for the development of a satisfactory 

plan, The Board's views with respect to responsibility, as expressed 

fn Decislion D 990, have not changed. 

CONCL1JSION AND ORDER 

The evidence indicates and the Board finds that unap- 

propriated water exists in the Sacramento River and the Colusa Basin 

Drainage Canal at times and in sufficient quantities to justify 



m 
. \ 

0 

. 4 . 
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the approval fn part of ApplBcatEons 16185, 161999 16361, 16362, 

16363, 16L&29 16515, 16516, 16677, 16985, 17066, 17067, 17150, 

and 17210; that the uses proposed are beneficfal; that such waters 

fn general, but wfth certain exceptfons and subject to certain 

condftions, may be taken and used as proposed without interference 

with the exercfse of prior rights; and that the applications should 

be approved in part and permits issued pursuant thereto, as set 

forth Ln the followfng Order, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the applications be, and the 

same are, approved 9n part, and that permits be issued to the 

applicants lfmited to the amounts of water which can be beneficially 

used, subject to vested rights and to the limitations and conditions 

herein set forth, as follows: 

l-a, The amount of water to be appropriated under 

Applfcation 16185 shall not exceed 9,s cubfc feet per second by 

dfrect dfversion to be diverted between about April 1 to about 

June 30 and between about September 1 to about October 31 of each 

year, 

b, The amount to be approprfated under Application 

16199 shall not exceed so25 cubic feet per second by direct 

diversion to be diverted between about May 1 to about June 15 

and between about September 1 to about October 31 of each year, 

co The amount to be appropriated under Application 

16361 shall not exceed 65,36 cubfc feet per second by direct 

diversfon to be diverted between about April 1 and about June 30 

and between about September 1 to about September 30 of each year, 
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61, The amount to be appropriated under Applfcation 

16362 shall not exceed ILb05'2 cubic feet per second by direct 

u 
,, dfversion between about Aprfl 1 to about June 30 and between about 

September 1 to about September 30 of each year, 

e. The amount to be approprfated under ApplicatLon 

16363 shall not exceed IO,85 cub3_c feet per second by direct 

dfversion between about Aprfi 1 to about June 30 and between about 

September I to about September 30 of each year, 

fo The amount to be appropriated under Application 

0 
16442 shall not exceed 3,24 cubfc feet per second by direct diver- 

sion between about March 1 to about June 30 and between about 

/ September 1 to about October 31 of each year, 
. 

. 4 . 

!3Q The amount to be approprfated under ApplEcatlon 

16515 shall not exceed be34 oubfc feet per second by direct diver- 

sion between about March 1 and about June 30 and between about 

September 1 and about October 31 of each year, 

h, The amount to be approprfated under Applfcation 

16516 shall not exceed so73 cubic feet per second by direct diver- 

sion between about March 1 to about June 30 and between about 

September 1 to about October 31 of each year, 

10 The amount to be appropriated under Application 

16677 shall not exceed 705 cubic feet per second by direct diver- 

sion between about April. 1 to about June 15 and between about 

September 1 to about October 31 of each year, 
. ,. 

0’ ” __ , ‘I 

- 
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J”a The amount to be appropriated under Applfcation 

16985 shall not exceed 15 cubic feet per second.by dfrect diver- 

sion between about March 15 to about June 15 and between about 

September 1 to about October 15 of each year, 

k, The amount to be appropriated under Application 

17066 shall not exceed 50 cubfc feet per second by direct diver- 

sfon between about Apr'il 1 to about June 30 and between about 

September 1 to about October 31 of each year, 

1, The amount to be appropriated under Application 

. 

. 4 i 

i 

‘0 

17067 shall not exceed 80 cubI@ feet per second by direct diver- 

sion.between about April 1 to about June 15 and between about 

September 1 to about October 31 of each year, 

m‘, The amount to 'be appropriated under Application 

17150 shalr'not exceed 16~75 cubic feet per second by direct diver- 

sfon between about March 1 to about June 15 and between about 

September 1 to about October 31 of each year, 

n0 The amount to be appropriated under Application 

17210 shall not exceed 3 cubrc feet per second by direct diver- 

sion between about May 1 to about June 15 and between about 

September 1 to about October 30 of each year, 

2, The equfvalent of such,continuous flow allowance 

for any thirty-day perfod may be dfverted fn a shorter time if 

there be no interference with vested rights, 

3. The maximum amounts herefn stated are limited 

to the quantities which can be beneficfally used and may be reduced 

in the license ff fnvestigatfon warrants0 

. 
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I$,, Construction work shall be completed on or before 

December 1, 1964, 

.8 
w 5. Complete application of the water to the proposed 

,I use shall be made on or before December l9 1965, 

60 Permittess shall allow representatives of the 

State Water Rights Boa,rd and other partfes, as may be authorized 

from time to tfme by said Board, reasonable access to project works 

to determfne compliance w'ith the terms of thfs permit, 

70 Progress reports shall be filed promptly by permit- 

tees on forms which will be provfded annually by the State Water 

0 
Rfghts Board until l'icense fs Issued, 

80 All rfghts and prfvfleges under thfs permit includ- 

. 
r’ ’ 

ing method of diversfon, method of use, and quantity of water diverted 

are subject to the continufng authority of the State Water Rights 

Board in accordance with law and fn the interest of the public wel- 

fare to prevent waste, unreasonable use, unreasonable method of use, 

or unreasonable method of dfversion of safd water, 

Adopted as the decisfon and order of the State Water 

Rights Board at a meetfng duly 

California, on the 13th day of 

,/ 

called and held at Sacramento, 

Novembers 1961, 

Kent Sflverthorne, Chairman 

Ralph JO McGfll, Member 

W, A,, Alexander, Member 
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