BEFORE THE BSTAT® WATER BOARD OF THE STATRE OF OREGON
WATER DIVISION NO. 2

UMATILLA COUNTY.

IN THEZ MATTER OF THE DETERMINATION OF ) :
THE RELATIVE RIGHTS OF THE VARIOUS ) FINDIEGS OF FACT
CLAINANTS TO THE WATRRS OF THE UMATILLA ) AND

RIVER, A TRIBUTARY OF THE COLULBIA RIVER ) ORDER OF DRETERMINATION.
AND ITS TRIBUTARIES, IN UMATILLA COUNTY, )

OLREGON . )

Now on this l4th day of Jamuary, 1915, the above entitled matter coming on before the State Water Eoard of the Stzte of Jregon, at & meéting of said Board,
commenced and held on s2id day, and it appearing to the said bozrd that all the evidence taken at the original heering and in all contests herein has been duly filed iz the office
of the said board, and the said board having carfully considered all of the evidence, proofs and testimony taken, and the information and data gathered by the State r3ngineer, and

being now fully advised in the premises, makes and orders to be entered of record in its office, the following:

FPINKDIKGS OF FACT:

1.
. That on the 7th day of May, 1909, there was filed in the office of the State Water Eoard, State of Ore:on, a petiticn signed by Oliver P. Morton, for end on

behalf of the United States of America, a water user upon said strezm, requesting a determination'of the relative rights of the various claimants to the waters of szid stream,
and that said petitioner is a user o0f the waters of the said Umstilla River and its tributaries, as aprears from the order of determination herein. That thereunon the sa2id State
Water Board, after full investigation and due consideration of said petition, found the facts and conditions such as tc¢ justify the making of a determination of the relative rights
of the various claimants of the waters of said stream and its tributari:s thereto, and made and entered its order in the records of said office, fixing a time znd place for the
beginning and making of such an exsmination of said stream by the State Engineer, as would enable the said Board to determine the rightsrof the 8zid claimants and also the time
and plece for the beginuing and taking Q? testimony by the Superintendent of Vater Division Ho. 2; that said time‘when said State Engineer or his assistants, did begin the ex-
anination of said streém, was set by;:iazr of said bosrd for the 9th dey of gy, 1910, and the time when the Superintendent of Wa;ér Division Lo. 2 did attend and tzke the testimony
of the various claimants was set by said order of said toard &s follows, to-wit: on Monday the 16th day of Lay, 1910, at the hour of ten o'clock a.me., in & certain tuilding known
as City Heall, in the Town of Echo, Umatille County, Oregon, and on Thursday, the 19th dzy of Mey, 13910, at the hour of ten o'cleck a.m., in the Circuit Court Room, in the Couniy
Court House in the City of Pendleton, Umatilla County, Oregon.

2

That & notice vzs prepared by said board setting forth the date when the St:te Engimeer, or his assistants, would begir the investigation of the flow of said

stream, and the ditches diverting water theretfrom, and the time and olace certain when the Super:ntendent of Wster Division No. 2 would begin the teking of testimony as to the

rights ot the various claimants to0 the vaters thereof, and said motice was published in the Baczt Oregonian, a newspaper published zt Pendleton, Umatilla County, Oregon, snd of

general circulation in the County of Umatilla, Oregom, for a period of two consecutive weeksy beginning on the 25th day of March 1910, and ending on the 1st day of April, 1910,



~fixed
the date of the lcost publication of said notice being more than 30 days prior to the date / for the making of ssid examination and measurement of the said streams and ditches

by the State Engineer, and for the beginning of taking of testimony by the Division Superintendent.
3
That on the tth day of April, 1910, the Superintendent of Water Division Xo. 2, did send by registered mail, to each person, firm and corporation (Vol. l.p 306
et seq) claiming a right to use the .ater .of said stream, or any tribuary thereoé,,and.to each person, firm, and corporation owing or being in possession of land bordering oa or
having access to szid stream or its tributaries, insofar as said claimants, owners, firms or corporations in possession cculd be rezsonably ascertained, & similar notice to such
publishéd notice,.setting forth the date -hen the Staée Engiﬁeer would commence the exzmination of said stream and its trituteries, and the ditches diverting water therefrom, and
the time and place certain when the Superintendent of said Water Division would commence the ta.ing of testimony as to the relative rights 6f the Qarioﬁs claimants to said stream
ani its tributaries, and said Superintendept did enclose With-each of s&id notices, & blank form upon which the said claimant or person in possession'should presezt in writing all
the particﬁlars necessary for the determination of his rights to the vaters of scid stream, or a tributary thereof, under oath.
4,
That due proof of publication of said notice and of the sending of said notice ty registered mail, {Vol. l.p 316, eﬁtseq] hes been made ana is duly filed and
is now a part of the record hereof,
5
That upon the date named in s2id notice herein published and sent, and at the place specified therein, an\assistant to the State Enginner did commence the.
examination of szld stremm and its tributaries, and the ditches diverting . ater therefrom. and the Superintendent of ater Division Io. 2,.did comaence the taking of testimony as
tothe relative rights of said claimants, and did continue taking same until completed (Vol. 1, p423); that the following named persons, firms and corvorations, -ere duly notified
by registered mail, and by publication of said notice, as hereinbeforeset forth, but that each and all of them, although so notified, have failed, neslected, ana refused to apnezar
herein and submit proof of their rights to said stream, if any they have or claim, and th:t each of said parties is in default, snd that said default should be, znd is hersby
entered, to-wit:
Clarence Ee Allen, /s L. Ayres, kiatilda E. Ayres, Jennie Ammons, John Alexander, Melissa Abbott, James Anderson, Bhos. »°* Atkinson, Alexander Adams, American
¥ational Bank, %. Ds Thompson, Pres., Dick 0. Adams, klaggie Arlington, Susan Be idams, John F. Adams, (Estate) J. Ds Bullock, B Hf Baer, Liewellyn Brownell, ilinnie &. Benedict,
%. Te Byrown, T. R. Barks, J. J. Laumgardner, -+ ils beagle, .. D. BKBrassfield, Hyrtle H. Bell, J. 4 Borie, C. Bronson, D. K. Bell, Um, Barkhart, Phoebe A. Bartholome:., ilary E.
Bowman, J. He Barker, Ella gelts, Christopher Bolin, Gideon Brown, Jessie i. Bryson, Geo. A. Barnmhard, ¥m. M. Blakely, J. H. Butizr, Phoebe Butler, A« J. bBaker, M. Ae Bzker,
Wm. Baker, James S. Lell, Lee Buttler, Hayes A. Blair, A+ S. Bennet:, J. baumgardner, Cyril Brownhill, 4+ Ve Crawford, Esther M. Correll, Frank C. Cook, Columbia Land Co.- H.W.Coe,
Pres., B« b« Crowner, C. F, Coleworthy, KHra. F. & Campbeli, Frank B. Clopton, Frank E. Crowe, i. ¥. Callbeck, Edwin Campbell, Angus Caﬁeron, Charles R. Cate, ¥e* ¥+ Uorley, Alex
Cornett, J. Se Cherry, F. B. Clopton (Estate}, Edward L. Cheney, L. K. Curtwright, Herry 2. Cord, E. . Cook, iary E. Coffey, s H. Uzton, Katie Caton, Joseph Connelly, Matt Cononen,
Ralph Crov., K. C. Canfield, H. 8. Dickson, Jene . Devison, F. H. Denzler, Henry Dorn, iary 7. Duncan, Frank Dickey, £lsie M. Dozier, Sarah J. Dozier, John Doherty, Catherine Agnes
Doherty, J. K. Durham, G. DeGraw, Fe Ce Davis, J. 7+ Duncan, Scdie C. Elder, ¥m. F. Ellis, ¥. R. Ellis, e G. Estes, W. J. Emery G. Estes, Chzs. Ely, James ii. Eldridge, 7. ?. Edwards,
Geoe W. Ellis, Aménda Bly, ureen Estes, Anne Z. Faudg First at. Bank 6f Pendleton, Oregon, G. M. Ricg, Cashier, Joseph Framcis, C. 2, Fbrd, Julius Fletcher,. dary 2. Fletcher,
Farmers Bank of Westoh, Ore., Dillard French, John Foster, John H. French, J. D+ French, Karl & Fahrnwold, John H. Ferguson, i. k. ioster, Fish &‘Toft, e ve Figh, Bertha o Harris,

Guernsey, He Be. Gillett, ¥m. Griggsby, J. H. Gruelich, F. J. Greulich, #- Me @Graham, D. ¢ Gitman, Dorothy Gilliam, krs. S. C. Geiss, Zarl Gillanders, Frank Gerard, l.H.Govvell,



C. H. Gardner, C. S. Jackson, Annie Horan, Leonore u. Hunt, Berthz Guernsey Harfis, He s Irwin, Charles £« uawarth, Jessie i. ﬁutchinson, Herman Holverson, August Jashewak,
Edgar B. Hoover, R. C. Hager, Jde. Fe. Har&ey, 5. L. Hawarth, 2dith Howard, ?Paul iistor, Lucy il. Jarmon, lirs. Laura Humphrey, J. L. Howard, Fred .« Handley, Ghés.-R.Hensley,
Tra
I.'Le Howard,/B:iisBzizks, Ae B, Johnson, Alex Hudson, Emma Z. Horn, David Horne, Sarah Jones, we »e berreh, iaude L. Hailey, James M. Hagér, irse. se. J. Holdman, «e« Holdman,
Rezilla Holcomb
Oliver Holcomyfk. ile Johms, John 5. Harris, John E. Hagen, Isaac Hagen, iirs. Kate Hendrickson, Ce. ¥e Hibley, Wm. H. Isaac, Henrietta Milling & Grein Co.=-im Daugherty-Pres.,
Tom Hurlburt, Je =e Kelly, Josiah H. Léezér, lary Kiﬁe, dartha D. Kimbsll, :dathies XKononen, Lot Livermore, Stella Lacy, James Kash-Kash, J. M. Kimbrell, iaria L. Lightfoot,
Imogene Keys, John Kopop, Emma Kilkupp, George 7. Linser, B. F. Keller, Harmon 1. Kamrath, . Lyman, S ?. Keller, Frank Krebvs, Harry £ Krebus, w+¢ «* Krebks, G. 7. Lieuallen
J. T+ Lieuallen, Henry Koepka, Jameé A. King, F. G. Lucas, Henry Kopettke, Matt Kononen, William Ladd, E. H. iierrill, Lida f. «cDonsld, 7. Ce iendenhzll, Minerva ilendenhall,
Kinsey Morton, Chas. B. kiarple, J. K. sarple, £. P, ;arshali, Chas. lcDaniels, James ilcKay, ¥m. HcCormack, John Z. LicCormack, James lorgan, David McCgrty, Geo. b Iiansfield,
Wme HcCutchen, L. L. Hann, John Minthorn (®stste), Albert ioody, Wm. Manke, James G. McConnell, A« Fo Hichaels, Morse Estzte, lMirs. 5. L. iiorse, Moody Estate, Clarence Lorse,
Billy Nurlin, 4. 2. LicFarland, John icGinn, Tobitha ilarquis, Alex McKenzie, Jno. 4. lclntyre, Andrea B. licEwen, Wm. McCSrkell, John i. icLaughlin, John L. EcFall,'J. 8. lcLeed,
Je T ZeNurlin, =ary T.'Hoble, Northern Pacific #'y Co., «argaret Oliver, H. J. Oliver, '/m. L. Noble, 7« Des Oliver, Catherine Helson, Bels C. Nelson, Szm Nelson, Chas. H.0lcatt,
Frank Noble, 7m. . Owings, Chris uelson, C. L. Lelson, o o Ulmstead, Carl Oterg, Jackson Nelson, Je. Be. Owen, Co We Libley, ‘7arren Re Pzrker, H. Pelmulder, Eliza Z. Pugsley,
J. B« Perry , iaggie ii, Parr, ill M. Peterson, ava k. Peterson; ~¢ <Je rferry, Pendleton Holler Mills, Pedro Bros., Alfred Palmer, G. Pea, Chief Peo, Amos Pond, Thos £« Fage,
wme L. Parcell, Samuel L. Prisco, e &° 3earson,.ﬁose Adell Heath, Joseph KRose, Annie Reeveé, llenry Ruth, Se' ¥« Richardson, Seth Richardson, C. E. Roosevelt, J. A+ Rust, John
Ray, J. H. kaley, ¥n. Rhodes, 4°* B+ Rhonimus, Adam B. Rothrock, Le U« Rothrock, we Vs Huseell, Joseph Ringles, J. S. Ross, Be Z+ Hugg, John Runyzn, We B. Ross, Riparian
Irrigation Company,- ¥m Reeves, John D. Rice, W« Hde Starr, C. P. Stanran, Louis Scholl, Edita Smith, Paul F. Schneider, 0. F. Steele, lMatt Saari, Samusl Smith, James L. Smith,
Wme Smith, H. Vs Schw:rts, Schwarz & Gruelich,le. Schroeder, Chas. Switzler, Hattie Stanfield, Ephriam L. Smith, lLiinnie J. Suiste, J. We Salisbury, irs. He T. Stanfield,
Elizabeth Stamper, Bdward Serell, #¢ L. Swaggert, Chas. Schumamn, Cap. Sumpkins, John Switzler, Se. G. Shew, L. E. Saiing, John xe Smith, Henry 7. Swartz, Agnes Swauger, T. B.
Swearengen, E. P. Stapies, -arshall Stevens, Dam Smythe, John B. Switzler, Ida M. Turuner, £+ Ze« Turaner, Ke BE. Thom, Martha A. Travis, J. Es Taylor, e L. Taylor, John F.
Thompson, “me L. Thompson, T. D. Taylor, Squire <« Tucker, &lizabeth Tucker, Tucker, “¢ We Welch, Pauline Vest, Asz B. Thomson, Aura 4. Thomson, David Sloan, Thomson,
Ellen Tippett, Wm. Temple, Thompson-Y¥igg Estate, Sarah Thompson Estate, Chris Traber, Belle Todd, J. S. Todd, Peter Toft, Peter L. Van Orsdell, Minerva De. Vsughan, Chas.
Vaﬁ Pelts, James Vey, Carrie Ce Van Crandall, James Vardwell, Frauk Jf watson, John S. West, Je Fe Williams, Clark il. Wsre, Horace Walker, il. L. Warren, Be e Jare, Perry 7.
Whitwortn, W¥m. H. 7ilson, John %W. Yhitman, Anna B. Weber, iiabel 7olfe, Peter VWest, Mary &e weldron, ilary Wigglesworth, C. F. Williams, Mabel Wolfe, Mattie Lszlker, Alex Waugh,
James P. Whittmore, R. Ve ‘Jaucop, Se F. 7ilson, A* Le Wztts, “m. Willaby, George L. Waerd, Clark il. Ware, walton Bros., William Wii;on, Will Walton, Arthur H. Yates.
The following are Igdian residing on the Umatilla Indian Res=rvation:

Kap-sis-¢-wa-tin, In~-na-ho-pe, Shee-loo-pow-yan, Catherine King, We-a-lux, Temich, Talaspaleo, Ida Pond, Ala-lame-ton-mi, Columbia Joe's Dzughter ilaud,
Koot-to-tam's wife's sister, Talakekla, hAcwate, Ruben-Wa-won-a-kee, we« We H, 68, Ap-nash-kla-tuck, 341 C, Wg Vie He 70, ‘Jatalawit, Sem-ka-we-ela, Ko-san-mi, Jessie Picard,
Alayokimi, ion-sa-pa, George Pearscn, Pauline Tower, Franci; Lincoln, A-ko-wit-ye-a, Gus Cornoyer, -T-me-e-liche, Yekow Widow, L-e-lite, Hooit-soot (or Hook-soot), He-you-wa-pe,
Ligtle Thomas, Mabel Eergevin, “a-pe-ta-nin, Eyoustime, Pa-la-nat-hi-hij Long Hair, Tet~ha-lot, ‘ic-wt-kee, He-tet-tsa-lumk, ?iap, Lix-le-wa, Joseph icBezr, .Yellow Jacket,
In-za-sin-a, Pa-na-po-ye-aop, ‘'issates, Lyrtle Hebart, “*#W. H, 75. Except such rights to the use of said water as said parties may have, or be entitled to have, by, through,

or under any claimsant to vhom & right is hereinafter granted and confirmed, such Indizns are hereby declared to be in default.



6.

That upon the completion of the taking of testimony by the Superintendent of Tater Division No. 2, said Superintendent did on the 8th day of iugust, 1910 (Vol.l.p 429
et seq) give notice by registered mail to each of the various claimants to the waters of said stream and its trivutaries, that =zt the time and olace named in said notice, to-wit:
beginning on Monday, the 5th day of September, 1910, and ending on Friday the 23rd day of September, 1910, (Sundays excepted), from 9 a. me, to 12 m., and from 1:30 p.m., to 5
Ps Mey &t the Commissioners Court Room, in the County Court House, in Pendleton, Umatilla County, Oregon, all of said evidence would be opened to the inspection of the various
claimants or owners, and that sald Division Superintendent. did, in accordance with said notices, attand at said time and place, and keep said evidence open to inspection for a
period of 17 full days, and said notice did also state forthwith, the county in which the determination of thae said Tater Board would be held, by the Circuit Court, to-wit:
Circuit Court, State of Oregon, for Umatilla County, dwe proof of the holdings of said inspection and of ths sending of said notices, Dby registered mail, being filed herein.
(Vol. 1, p 436, et Beq).

7

That at.the time specified in sald-original notice, a duly gualified assistant of the State Enginser of the State of Oregon, did proceed to maks an examination of
said stream and its tribtutaries, and all of ﬁhe ditches diverting water theréfrom, end sll of the lands irrigated, and susceptible to irrigation, from said ditches snd canals,
together Witb’the measurements thersof, which observations and tine m~asurements were made 2 matter of record in the office of the State ¥ngineer, and szid engineer did prepare
a plat and a map, on a scéle of measurcment of two iaches to the mile, showing with substa.tial accuracy the course of sadd stream and its tributaries, and the location of the
various ditches diverting water therefron, and th: legal subdivisions of land which had been irrigated, or were susceptible to irrigation from said ditches and canals, already
constructed, blue prints and copies of said maps, aud information duly certified to by said engineer, Leing now on file herein, and a part of the records hereof.

8.

That the following coatests .ere duly filed with the Superintendent of Water Division No. 2, (Vol. 1, p.465, et séq) within five days after the close of inspection
of the statement znd proofs of claim of the various claimants to the waters of said river, to-wit: #1. Brownell Ditch Co., v. Mexwell Land &« Irrigation Co.; #2. Brownell
Diteh Cos, v. He G. Hurlburt; #3. Brownell Diten Co., V. Harry &. Hewport; #4, Brownell Ditch Co., v. rrenk F. Fowler and Julia C..Fowler; .#be Brownell Diteh Co., V.

Oregon Land & Water Co.; #6. The Beltel Ditch>Co., v. Harry R. Hewport;  #7. The Courtney Irrigation Co., v. The rioneer Irrigation Co.; #8. Courtney Irrigation Co., V.
Western Larnd & Irrigation Co., #9. Courtney Irrigation Co., ve Harry K. Hewport; #10. Courtney Irrigation Co., v. Riparian Irrigation Co.; #ll. Courtney Irrigation Co., V.
United States of America; #12. Dillon Irrigation Co., v. Western Land & Irrigation Co.; #13 Dillon Irrigation Co., v. Courtney Irrigation COe3- Te Go Smith, & O, Ezumgardner,
Grace Rogers, william H. Gulliford, Henry Baumgardner, Will Moore, Zoeth Houser, Badie Haney, H; Ge Hurlburt, Ce. J. Smith; #l4. Feank Donnelly v. Je E. Smith Livestock Vo.;

#15. Frank Donnelly v. Joseph Cynha; #16. Frank Donnelly v. Allen Ditch Co.—-Joseﬁh Cunha, IFred A. Andrews, Elvira Teel, O./B. Teel, George T. Higgenbothem, and idildred Spike;
#17. ¥Pillon Irrigation Coe., v. Pioneer Irrigation Co.-- W. J. Emery, Frank Corea, James ilendenhall, Elmer Reeves, George L. 7ard, C. J. Werd, B. Fe LcCullough, E. Fe. aley, 4. J.
Cleghorn, Bd. Gnavsuch, H. Ezumgardner, and Charles Kennison; #18. The kaxwell Land & Irrigastionm Co., v. Oregon Land & ater Coe.; #19. K. Oe¢ & L. Do Heill, v. Re F.
Wigglesworth and I. Ce Cox; #20. %. O. Heill and L. D. Heill. v. 7. 7 Howard; #21 E. O.‘Neill and L. De FHeille v. Ha Fe and W. B.- Wigglesworthy +#22. B. O. and L. D+ Teill,
V. Re re Wigglesworth; #23. &+ 0. and L. De Heill, v. Kate Cornett; #24. =£e O. Zeill end L. D. Neill, v. George J. Currin; #25. &. O. and L. Z. keill, v. Chas. H. Bartholomew;
#25. Or=gon Land % Yater Co., v. The Beitel Ditch Co.; #27. The Oregon Land & Vater Co., Ve Brownell Ditch Co.; #28. Oregon Land & 7ater Co., V. The Maxwell Land & Irrigation
Co.; #29 Oregon Land & Water Co., ve United States of America; #30. Oregon Land & Tater Coe, V. Frank Dounnelly; #3l. Orezon Land & Tater Co., v. The Riparian Irrigation Co.;
#32. Orezon Land & Vater Co., Ve Courtney Irrigation Co.; #33. Orecon Land & Water Coe, Ve Oe Do Teel; #34. Oregon Land & Jater Co., V. Uestern Land & Irrigation Co.;

#35. Mary E. Hopper., v. Umatilla County; #36. William 7, Talton, v. “estern Land & Irrigation Co.; #37. Sidney ‘alton v. Testern Laand & Irrigation Co.; #38 “estern land &



Ida Talker;
#141, U.S5. 4

Irrigation Co.y ve Us Ss; #39e. 7Testern Land & Irrigation Co., v. Ploneer Irrigation Co.; #40. ¥Vestern Land & Irrigation Co., V. Courtney Irrigation Co.; #4l. Western Land
and Irrigation Co., ve. Harry K. Newport; #42. VTestern Land & Irrigation Co. v. Brownell Ditch Co.; #43 Testern Land & Irrigation Co., v. John G. Peters and Thos. W. Peters;
#44., “Jestern Land & Irrigation Co., V. Oregon Land & 7ater Co.; #45. WVestern Land & Irrigation Coe., ve. Fo He Gritman; #46. Western Land & Irrigation Co.,'v. He Go. Burlburt;

#47. Testern Land & Irrigation Co., v. Frank F. and Julia C. Fowler; #48. Western Land & Irrigation Co., v. Maxwell Irrigation Co.; #49. United States of America., v. George

Higginbotham; #50. U. S. Ae, V. Crayne-Lisle Irrigation Co.; #51. U. Se Ae, Ve H. J. bean; #52. U. Se Ae, V. William Slusher; #53., V. 5S¢ s,, v, Bdmund Ds Warner; #54 U. G 4,

Ve Jo De Ingram; #55. U. S. Aey v. Thomas 5. Gibson; #56e Ue Se he, Vo Jo Ae Guderian.; #57. U. S. Ae Ve H. H. Gilbert; #58. Us B+ A. v. Geo. 7. Bush; #59. U. S. A., V.

P. E. Fletcher; #60. Us Se. Ae, Ve John Forth; #6l. Us S. Ae, Vo . T. Baker; #62., U. Se. A, v. Fred Gienger; #63 U. Se¢ Ao Ve Je e Owings; #64. U. Se. A., v, Nicholas Erown;
#65. U. Se he Ve James A. Fee; #66+ Us Se Lo V. U Go lorng #67. U. S. Ae, Ve Douglas Belts; #68. U. S. Ae, v, Truman Cables; #63, U. S. A. V. Robert Dick; #70. U. S. A.,V
John Bain; 4#71; U. S. A., Vve. Grace Gilliam; #72. Us, S. A., V. Andrew Fiedler; #73. U. S« A., Vo Jo Ne Hemphill; #74. U. S. £., v. Herbert Boylen; i75 Us Se 4., V. Hlizabeth
Horn; £76e Ue Se he, vs William H. Evens; #77. U. Se. Ae Vo Jo E. Smith Livestock Coe; #78¢ Us S hey Ve ble Go BEdwards; #79e Ue Se Aey, Ve He Be Owings; #80. Ue Se he, ¥
Perry Knotts; #8l. Us Ss he, Vo Ae C. Henderson & Sons; #82. Ue 3¢ 4e, V. Perry Houser; #83. U. Se A., V. Frank Frazier; #84. Us S« Ae, Vo Do 7. Bowman; #85, Ue Se e, V.
Courtney Irrigation Co.; #86; U. 5. Aey Vv Re L. Oliver; {87, U. Se A., vs, L. i+ Kennison; #88. U. 5. 4., V. Elmer =« Snyder; #89. U. Se hey vs Mildred Snike; #90. Us 3. A
V. Susan ae White; #91. U. S. A., V. H G. Hurlburt; #92. Ue Se Ae Vo Dillon Irrigstion Co., #93. U. Se¢ As, V. Western Land & Irrigation Co.; #94. U. g. £ey Vo H, Geo Hurlburt;
#95. Ue Se u,, v, Furnish Ditch Coe; #96+ Us Se L, v; Coe Jo Tard; #97. U. Se Ao Vo 7ilson Irrigation Coe; #98¢ Us Se 4e¢ Vo Geoe Le ard; #99 Ue Se ey Ve Claude Sloan;

#100. Us Se 4. v. Elmer 3pike; #10le. U. 5S¢ Ao, V. Joan H. Young; #102. U. Se Ao Vo Wo W. Whitworth ; #103. Ue Se he V. Frank Corea; $ 104, U. Se Ae, Vv bancy J. Lapham;

#105 U. 5S¢ Ae, Vo Co Jo Smith; ‘#106. Ue S sie v.'T; Ge Smith; #107. U. Se 4e V. Will Moore; #1108, Ue Se Aes V. Beitel Ditch Co.; ﬁ109. Us Se fey Vo Brownell Ditch Co.;

#110 U. Se hey Ve e Jo Emery; #111. Ue 5o Ao ve Heo Szumgardner; #112. U. S. A. v. 2. O. Zaumgardner; #113. U. Se he Ve Grace Be. Hogers; #11l4. Us 5. Aey Vo Henry
Baumgardner; #115. U. Se hey V. F. He Gritman & C. 2. Gritman; #116. U. S. A., V. Joseph Cunmha; #117. U. Se Ae ve O¢ Do Teel; #118, U. Se i, Ve Clarence Gulliford;

#119. U. 3¢ he, VoJ. Pelmilder; #120. U. Se As, Ve Frank Corea; #l2l. Ue 5S¢ Ao, Vo Jo K. Boti; #122. U. S. kLe, vs Rolla S towman, Roy D. Bowman, Chas. C. Bowman and

Hattie . Hamling #123. U. S¢ Aey V. <+ 5. Jenkins; #124. U. S. 4., v, Frank L. Jordan. #125. U. Se 4., V. James Johns. #l26. U DS5e¢ 54 ve Elizabeth Hemphill; #127.

Ue Se 4e Vo Carl A. Johnson; #128. U. Se¢ Aey Vo Fo He Fix; #129. U. 7« Ae, Vo Robert Hoef;; £130e Us Se Aoy Vo EHrs. Ze. A* Heaging  #131l. U. S¢ A, v. John 7. Crow. #1132

U. Se Ae v, Aaron l. Isaacs; #133. U. Se A, v. Mery 2. Hopper; #134. U. S. A. V. W. J. Furnish; #135. U. S¢ Ae, ve Jo 7 Roork; #13G. Us 5. Ao v George B+ Adams; #137

U. Se A4, Vo John C. Clinz; #138. U. Se A. V. Frank &: Shermen; #139. U. S. 4., V. Umatilla County, T.’P. Gillilard, County Judge, Frank Saling, County Clerk; #140., Us S A,
v. Carrie Sparks; #142. U. Se A., V. Amanda Southwell; #1143, ﬁ. S. A. v. Elwood F. Straughan. 4144, U. Se Aey V. Ae D% Slozn; #1485, Us 5S¢ Aey v. J. Stonebraker, #146.

Ue S Ae V. Edwerd C. Simon; #147 U. S. A. v. John i. Wymn; #148 U. S. A., V. Annette 7illson; #14%9. U. S. A., V. Ae P. Tarner; #£150. U. S. 4., v. B LWright; #151.U. S, A.
V. Ae J. Sturtevent; #152. U. S. A., Vv Wenzha Snrings Cc., #153. U. S. L. V. ﬁlvira Teel; #1544 Ue Se Lo, Vo Do Le Peorson; #155. Us Se Ao, Vo Jo Ae Mendenhall; #1856

U. Se Loy Ve Ch:5. Kenison, #157. U. Se 4. v. H. R, Heﬁport; #158., U, S. A. v H. R. Newport; #159, U. 5. A., Vv, Charles ilcBee; #160. U, S. Aes, V. Joseph Kane; #161 U. 3. A,

v Thomss Jacques; #162. U. S. A. V. Rebecca Kemler; #163. U. S. A., v Daniel Kemler; #161 U. S, A, v, Alonéo Knotts; #165. Us Se A v Oscar P. Newquist; #16C. Us 3¢ hey V
Louis Ifci L& Doﬁ. #167. Us Se As v. 7o Vs Patton; #168 U. S. L., V. Geo. Male; #1639 U. S. A., v John P, Mecilanus; #170. U. S. 4e ®. Charles Ogilvie; #171. U. S. Aey V
Charles J. Manning; #172. U. Se A, Ve We Fo llztlock. #173. U. Se A,, V. Ben F. Brown; #l7¢ U. 3. A., Vv Co C. Hendricks; #175. Us 3. 4. v Daniel Shaw; #176. Ue 3. Loy, V

“me Le Bly; #177, Us Be a4, v Olive Harrison; #178. U. Se 4. v, Hattie J. Davis; #179, U. Se As, Vv Omer O. Stephens; #130. U. 5S¢ 4., v, John Schmidt; #18l. U. S5¢ 4., V.

Te Je Cheney; #1382, U. 5S¢ 4., v.James P. Brown; #183. Us. Se Ae, V. Geoe L. Dunne. #184 Ue 5S¢ Aoy ve. Fo Te Byrd and C. Es Byrd; #185. Us Se Aey, Vo Uo e Bunyen; #186. UeSevr.

V. Sophie Byers; #187. U. Se L., Vv Le 7+ Reed; #188, U, S. A., Ve William P. Daniels; #189. U. S. A., v. L. E. Roy and Fe K. Smith; #190. U. S« 4., v. William P, Card;



'#191. Us S he, Vo Geoo We Jones; #192. U. S¢ A., vs larion Jack; #193. U. S. 4.y Ve J+ Se Holmes; #194. U. 5S¢ A., V. Carl Jensen; #195. U. 3. A., v, Horseshoe Irrigation Co;
#196. U. S¢ 4.y V. JOseph Cunha; #197. U. Se¢ Ae, V. Allen Ditch Co; #198. U. S. 4. v. Levik Eldridge; (2 cases) #199. Ue. S. A,, v &rthur 8. Janes; (2 cases) #200. Us Se 4., v
Arthur S. Janes (2 cases) #20l. U. S. A., v B. P, Doherty; #202. U. S. 4., V. B« P. Doherty; #203. U. S. A., v. Cunningom Sheep & La:d Co., #204. U. S. A., v. Cunnifigham Sheep &
Land Coe, #205¢ Ue Se Ae, Ve Cunningham Sheep & Land Co., #206. U. S. A., V. Joseph Ramos, #207, Ues Se 4e, V. Elmer Reeves; $208. Us S. 2., v. Chris Roberts; #209 U. Se As, V.
E. F. Raley; #210 Us S¢ A. v. =+ Fo Carney; #211 U, S. A,y v. J. E. Reeves; #212, U. 3. A. v. Fred Andrews; #213. U. Se 4,, v. J. Ee. Smith Livestock Co., #214. U. S. A., V. J. E,
Smith Livestock Co., #2165, Us S¢ Ae, v. John J. & Thos. V. Peters; #216. U. S. A. V. Oregon Land & Water Co., #217. U. S. Ae, V. Oregon Lznd & Water Co., #218 Ue S. 4, V. Oregon
Land & Water €o., #219 U. Se 4., V. Sadie Haney; #220. U. S. A,, v. Zoeth Houser; #221 U. Se A., v. Villiam H. Gulliford; #222 U. S. 4., V. Frank Donnelly; #223 U. 5. A., V.
Frank F. Fowler and Julia C. Fowler; #224. We ¥ A,, v E* E+ Elder, #225. Us S. 4. V. Ede Gnavauci; #226. Ue Se s, v. Pioneer Irrigation Co.; #227 Us. D A., v. Maxwell Irrigation
Coe; #228, Us Se A., v. Addie C. Esteb;. #229 Us Se hAey Vo A.‘J. Cleghorn; #2320+ Ue S. A., V. Joel Halstead; #231 U. S. Ae, Ve Se I. Lysle; #232, Us 5. L4, V E« F. MeCullough;
#233 Ue Se Aey Ve Geo. Fiedler. #234 Soplie Byers v. Wa-wa-ne; #23b5. Sophie Byers v. Joe Parr; #236. Sophie Byers. v. &1i Perr; #237 Sophie B ers v.A-le-te-la;l #238. Sophie
Byers v. Pat-si-ak; #239. Soohie Byers v. To-yat, heirs of Peter Kalyton, Cayuse $248, by &« L. Swartzlander; #240. Sophie Byers v. Frank Pzrr; #241. Sophie Eyers. ve. «illiam
Caldwell; #$242 Sophie Byers. V. Mrs White Bulls

: | 9.

That after the filing of said contests, the Superintendent of Water Division ZJo. 2 did fix tine time and place for the hearing of ecch and every of zaid conteste to be
londay the 12th day of June, 1911, at the hour of 10 o'clcck 2.m., at the Court House in Pendleton, Oregon, which date was mote thon thirty days =nd less than sixty days from the
date of the notice of hearing so served on each of the parties to each and every of said contests; that thereafter, szid notice of hearing wes duly served and returns made thereupon,
which notice of hearing and »roof of the service thereof is on file in these prcceedings. That upon the date set for the rearing of szid contests, and thereafter, from time to
time, the Superintendent of ‘/ater Division ig%tie%id attend and begin said hearings upon said contests, and did continue the hearings upon sald contests from time to time, until each
end every of szid contests were fully heard,/or otherwise disposed of. That esch and every of said contests were disposed of znd the particular fiddings necessary for the'decision
of each and every of said contests, is as follcws, to-wit: |

Comtest Nos le Brovnell Ditch Company, contestant. v. The Maxwell Land & Irrigation Co., contestee. Was settled by the parties and the contestee, the laxwell Land
and Irrigation Company, conveyed to the Brownell Ditch Company, & right of way acr:iss the riparian lands belonging to the said contestee, the said co:testee reserging unto itself
riparian rights for stock purposes, and based upon said settlement said contest is hereby dismissed. (Vol. 1, p/243 to 245, 275)

Contest Kb. 2+ The brownell Ditch Coupzany, contestant, v. He Go Hurlburt, contestee., wzs settled by stipulation oﬁ"file herein, wherein znd whereby the parties to
said contest agreed that s«id conteétees should have the right to use the waters of the Umatilla River for power purposes, sroviding said water so used for such purpose is returned tu
the channel of the said river at a point above the present intske of the Bzitel Ditch; znd it aprearing from the claim filed by s&id contestee, thet the water zppropriated for such
right has not yet been applied to a beneficial use, said water right is tabulated herein as an inchoate right, and said contestee iz perfecting the said right shall have shd receive
such right, subject to this stipulation. (Vol. 6,’p. 43)

Contest Xo. 3. Brovnell Pitch Co. contestant, v. Herry R. Newport, cont:stec, was settled by stipulation wherein tne parties hereto agreédthat the contestee shoulca
have the right to & flow of 62 inches of water, miners measurement, under = six inch pressure, from the teitel Ditch, suL ject to the rights of the contestant. It further apneared
thet the contestee has transferred all his right and title to the wtter hersin to H. (. Hurlburt. That in 1310, He. G. _Hurlburt reduced the land to cultivation aand irrigation, and

the rights claimed by the contestee zre hersin tabulated under the name of &. G. Hurlburt as successor to Harry R. Newoort, for the lands .escribed in the Statement and 2Prpof of



Claimant, with a priority date of 1910. That said priority date is such as to make the use of said water subject to the right of the contestant in its use of water. A4s to
the use of water for power, it apnears thét the contestee ciéims a right under the dcte of January, 1899, but has never apnlied any of ssid water to &’ beneficial use for the
development of power. - That more than ten years has passed between the initiation of such rignt and the filing of proof of said claimant, and that so far as said contestee is
concerned, said watér right has lapsed and szid contestee has no rights therefor. (Vol. 6, D« 64) | ‘

Contest No. 4. The Brownell Ditch Company, contestant, v. Frank F, and Julie C. Fowler, contestees. It anpearing to the Board that szid contest was filed on
the 27th day of September, 1910, being on the sth day after the ending of said public inspection of the statements and proof s of claim; that thereafter, the Sgperintendent of
Water Division No. 2, did fix the time and place for the hearing of said contests as Monday the 30th day of Octobef, 1911, at the hour of ten o'clock a. m., at the Court House,
in Pendleton, Oregon, Th=t it further appears to the Superintendent of Vater PDivision No. 2, that said Frack F. Fowler and Julia C. Fowler, and esch of them, had departed from
the State of Oregon, and had remained abtsent therefrom for & period of more than six consecutive weeks, and that said contestees, and ezch of them, were not at the time said
contest was set for hearing, or at any time thereafter, residents of the state, but that said contestees were the owners of the lands described in the statementsand proofs of
claim, and had property within this state, and that said contestees since leaving the State of Oregon had become residents of the State of California, and that at the time of the
publishing of said notices, and at all times thereafter resided at kidland, California, (Vol. 1, p 280);'that unon the fixing of the time and vlace for the hearing of said con-
tests, s&id Superintendent of ‘iater Division Lio. 2 ordered said notice of szid contest to be served by publication ?or six consecutive weeks, or seven issues of the "Live Wire",
a weekly newspaper published and issued in Pendletdn, and of general circulation in Umatilla County, Oregon, said newspaper being the one most likely to give notice to said
contestees, due proof of said publicetiom being filed herein (Vol. 6, p 74), and in addition to said oublication, said Suverintendent of VWeter Division io. 2, caused certified
copies of said notice of contest, and s2id notice ot hearing of said contest, to be mailed to said contestees with postage nrepaid, and addressed to said contestees at ilidland,
Celifornia, due vroof of which is filed herein (Vol. 6, p. 74}. That the Superintendent of Vater Division no. 2 did attend at the time and ovlace fixed for the hearing of said
contests, and said contestees failed and neglected to appear, or answer szid notices of contest, and szid contéstees, Frank ' Fowler, and Julia C. Fowler, =nd each of them, were,
and are in default, and it aprearing from the stétement and proof of said‘claimants that sa2id water right wes initiated in 1903, and that no use had Eeen made of said water from
the date of initiation of saia water right; that szid water right hss lapsed, and said contestees Frank F. Fowler and Julis C. Fo;lef, and their successors, have no rights theréin.

Contest No. 5. The Brownell Ditch Compzny, contestant, v. Oregon Land & “ater Company, contestee, was settled by stipulation, wherein and whereby the date of pri-
ority of the brownell Pitch Company vas fixed at FKovember 8th, 1893, znd that of the Oregon Land & Tater Company, April 14, 1893. That by said stipulation the Oregon Land &
Water Comnany had a prior right for 75 second feet of water, and the osrownell Ditch Company should then receive 35 second feet of wéter, and theresfter the Orggorn Land & Jater
Company should receive 75 second feet of water, and it apnearing from the statement :nd proof of claimant, the Oresgon Land &later Company, thzt the lands upon which water had been
beneficially applied amounted to 2066 acres; that no other land is sufficiently described in the stztement and proof of claimant for the State Water Board to determine any furtner
right to the use of the water, than for 2066 scres. That seid claimant, the Oregon Land & Vater Company, is entitled to receive sufficient water to irrigate said 2066 acres as
shown in the tabulstion hereunto attached, and not to exceed 50 second feet of water, prior to the rights of the contestant, the bfownell Ditch Company; that the brownell Ditch
Company has irrigated 374.5‘acres, and has &« water right therefor and of the priority date of sovember 8, 1893, for 31 acres and 6f 1902 for 343.b acres, &nd that said crownell
Ditch Compexny has an inchoate right for 953.60 acres, under a priority date of 1903 us showh by the tabulation herein. That w:der this decree, said contestant, the Zrovnell
Ditch Company shall be entitled to receive sufficient water to irrigate said land, in accordance with the priority dates above set forth, not exceeding 35 second feet, provided
that the asmount of water received for use upon the lasnds oi tne zbove contestont and contestee, shzll be limited to such an améunt per scre, &s in these findings may be found

necessary for the irrigation thereof, :nd no more. (Vol. 6, p 96).



Contest Ne. 6. Bi%te% Diteh Compzny, contestant, v. Harry R. Newport, contestee, was settled by stipulation wherein and vhereby it was agreed between the parties that the

. irs
contestant should have the[right to the use of 65.19 inches of water, miners measurement, under = six inch pressures, and the contestee should have the next right to the use of 62
inches of water, miners measurement, under a six iach pressure, and that the contestee should bear one hzalf of the expense and labor of maintaining the feitel Diteh from the hezad-
gate through the west half of Section 9. It further apnearsd that the contestee has transferred all his right, znd title to the water herein to E. G. Hurlburt. That in 1910 H. G.
Hurlburt reduced the land to éultivation znd irrigzation, and the rights claimed by the contestee are herein tabulated under fhe name of H. G. Hurlburt as successor bo iHarry K.
Newport for the lands descrived ia the statement and pboof of =laimant, with avpriority date of 1910; that said priority daté is such as to make the use of sakd water sub ject to
the rights of the contestant in its use of water. 48 to the use of water for power, it appears that the contestez claims a right under the date of January, 1899, but has never
applied azny of said water to a beneficial use for the development of power. That mors than ten years has passed between the initiati.n of such right and the filing of proof of
said claimant, snd that so far as said contestee is councerned, saia water right has lapsed and sald contestee hus no rights tasrefor. (Vol. 6, Pe 116 }.

Contest Ho. 7. Courtney Irrigation Company, contestant, v. Pioneer Irrigation Company, contestee. “as settled by stipulation, wherein and whereby it was agreed
that the Fioneer Irrigation Compaay shsll be entitled to a vriority of dzte from the 9th day of Januarg,i?oo,-for an cmount of water not to exceed 100H inches, miners neasurement,
under a sig inch pressurg and that the Courtney Irrigation Company shall be entitled to & priority date of the 9th day of January, 1900,.for an amount of water not to exceed 995
inches, miners mczasurement, under & six inch pressure, and that for the apvronriations of the two parties for water, for said d=te, that their rights shall be considere& as equal,
and withoutpriority as to each other. That the Courtney Irrigation Company, in addition éo the foregzoing avnroonriation, shzll be entitled to receive the balance of 1ts approp-
riation, not to exceed 722 inches of water, miners measurement, under & six inch pressufe, under & priority date of Jamuary 17, 1900; that vhenever the .ater is low =nd not
sufficient to supoly the amount required for the parties hereto, and is equal to or less than 1005 inches, miners measurement, ﬁnder a six inch pressure, then the water shall be
furnished to both ditches under a rotation method by giving such water first, to the Pioneer Irrigation Company'for ten days, then to the Courtney Irrigation Company for ten days,
and so on with the rotation during tne balance of the irrigztion season. That such agreements of parties shall be enforced according to the findings of fact herein, subject to the
genefal finding of the amount of water necessary to irrigate the lands under such irrigetion system, znd if the amouat of water under such stipulation be not required for such
irrigation, then the amount in the above stipulation shall be pronortionately diminished for each of the parties hereto. (Vol. 6, p. 135}.

Contest sio. 8. The Courtney Irrigation Company, contestant, v. Yestern Lend & Irrigation Compsny, contestee, was settled by stipulation, wherein znd whereby it
was zgreed that the Courtney Irrigation Compeny should have a right prior to the Testern Land & Irrigation Comnany for an amount of vater mnot exceeding 1500 inches, miners
measurement , under a six inch pressure; the émount of water which the said Courtney Irrigation Company shall divert shall be govérned by the findings as to the amount of water
necessary to irrigate the land thereunder, and shall have prior right to such amount not exceeding said 1500 inches. {Vol. 1, p. 5;8).

Conﬁest Noe. 9. The Courtney Irrigation Company, contestant, v. Herry L. Newport, contestee, was settled by stipulation, wherein all the rights of the Courtney
Irrigation Compény are agreed to be prior in time and superior in rignt, to the rights of the contestee, Harry R. Iewport; the rights of said contestee, Herry R. lewport are
further governed by the findings under Contest Ko. 3. (Vol. 6, p. 158).

Contest No. 10. The Courtney Errigation Company, contestant, v. Dillon Irrigation Company, contestee, (under the name of Eiparian Irrigastion Company). The
Dillon Ditch @as constructed in theyear 1897, (Vol. 33., Test., p. 49). and should have a priority date of 1897, for the lands described in the tabulation under the names of
7. 7o Reeves, F.A. Densler, B. F. iyerick, B. F. Rector, Dixon, Umatilla Ranch Company, Frank Saling, Horace %alker, and 7. J. Haney, and the rights of said Dillon

Irrigation Compaay, contestee, under the name of Riparian Irrigation Company, shzll be as therein established.



Contest Ho. 1l1. Courtney Irrigation Company, contestant, v. United States of America, contestee. The claim ofthe Wnited States of America is divided into two parts;
that part of the claim represented by Zngineer's permits under Application #13, and Application #237, initiated March 28, 1909, not being completed rights are not in anywise
determined by this decree of adjudication, but shall be determinéd and zpproved in accordance with Sections #6624, 6626, 6627,}2253, 6631, 6632 and 6633 of Lord's Oregon Laws.

That the second basis of claim of the United States of America is based upon what i1s called the Ilinnehahsz and lMaxwell rights; that &+ E. 7. Spargur settled on a
desert claim, being‘the north half of Section 16, Twp. 4 L. Re 28 2. W. M., and his wife entered a desert claim consisting of the south half of Section 10 in said township and
range, a2nd that said K. 2. ¥. 3pargur purchased the Zast half of Section 16, of the same tﬁwnship and range; that thereafter, said K. £. 7. Spargur abandoned his desert claim
in the North half of Section 15, but that his wife proved up on her claim in the South half of Section 10, (See testimony of x. E. /. Spargur, Vol 1, p. 70. et seq) That there-
after, H. G. Hurlburt farmed the place to some extent and put in sixty ac res of rye and irrigated the most of it. That the irrigation wasumder a great deal of difficulty, and
was not csrried on continubusly (See testimony H. G. Hurlburt, Vol. 30, p. 715 et seq), also (testimony of S. B. Walton, Vol. 30, p 74l. et seq). That about eighty acres is
what the water was put over under the Minnehaha rights, and a water right for eighty scres of the priority date of 18394 has been established und:r the Minnehaha right. That
on the 25th day of February, 1904, the Maxwell Land & Irrigation Company posted a notice of =ppropriation, and map filed thsrewith shows that the water was zppropriated for
the acreage us stated forthwith under the claim of the United States. That due diligence has been shown in ths bringing of the lands thereunder into cultivation and irrigation,
and that the United States Government should have under date of February 256, 1904, the lands as uereinafter taiulated; that this tabulation shzll include the claim of the
Maxwell Land & Irrigatibnrcompany and claimants thereunder, which will mcke theiclaim of the United States of America as tabulated, include the claims of the United States of
America, sizxwell Land & Irrigation Company: Je Fo HeHaught, 5« R. Oldzker znd Chzs. %, Baker.

Contest Ko. 12. Dilloﬁ Irrigation Company, cont=stant, v. Western Land & Irrigation Company, contestee. The contestee bases its rights upon three appropriations
made in 1891, and upon a secodd appropriation m:de in 1903 (see Emhibits 254, 25B, 25C and 25D). The aporopriation m:de by J. il. Jones was afterwzrds transferred to the Col-
Vumbia Valley Land & Irrigation Company, (see Exhibit 25Z). That under the appropriation of J. il Jones, water was diverted, and in the yeaf 1892 =2 cuuple of hundred acres were
irrigated (Vol. 32. Book C, p. 670) In 1895Ithere was no water diverted through the ditch (Vol. 32. p. 670A.) The dutch then fell into disuse and no further use was made
of it uatil the rights vere purchased by the Hinkle Ditch Company, which was succeeded by the Western Land & Irrigation Company. The Hinkle Ditch Company made a new ap-
ppopriation on sarch 14, 1963. The priority date, therefore, of the Western Land & Irrigation Compzany, begins with the aporopriation of the Hinkle Diteh Company, and the same
is hereby established &s March 14, 1903. | |

Contest NO413,DPillon Irrigation Company, contestant, v. Courtney Irrigation Company, a corporation, - 7. G. 5mith, O. Baumgardner, Grace ogers, Vm. H. Gulliford,
Henry baumgardner,.ﬁill Moore, C. J. Smith, 8oeth Houser, Saide Haney, and H. G. Hurlburt, contestees. As to H. G Hurlert, showing is made tpat he had no further interest
in the Courtney Irrigation Company, and as to him, the cdntest is absated by suéh diesclaimer (Vol. 6, p. 321}. and the said H: @i Burlburt has no right or claim to any water for
any irrigated lond through the Courtney Irrigation Company's Ditche. That the claim of L. G. Hurlburt shall be continued as to 20 zcres in the‘Sﬁ% of the SW of Section 4, Twp.
4 N. Ho 25 Be We H. and lying north and west of the Umatilla River, for the purposes of irrigation, by pumping the vater direct from the Umatilla River znd using it upon said
land, and shall be given the priority date set fortn in the tabulation herein, That the humber of zcres irrigzted by the Cou;tney Irrigation Company is as shown in the tab-
ulation hereinafter set forth, and the Courtney Irrigation Comozuy shall be entitled to divert water from the Umatilla River under a2 priority date of January 9, 1900, for the
acreage therein set out.

Contest lio. 14. Frank Donnelly, contestant, v. Je I+ Smith Livestock Company, contestee, (a corporation). Was dismissed by stilupetion of the parties thereto.

(Vol. 7, po 21).



Contest No. 1b. Frank Donnelly, contestant, v. Jos. Cupha, contestee, waé settled by stinulation of tae parties to the effect that the contestant should huve a prior
‘right to the contestee to two second feet of water, then contzstee to have the next rirht to five second feet, and then the contestant to have the next rignt to seventy-five second
fect, but in no event shall either party be avarded a greater amount of water under the aﬁove priorifies than is given by the decree hereunder, That the amount of water avarded
to each of the contestants is set out in the tabulation hereinafter contained, and the delivery of’such water as is shown in the tabulation shall be sub ject to this finding and
said stipulation of the parties. (Vol 7, p. 37}. |
Contest Ho. 15. Frank Donnelly, contestant, ve The Allen Ditch Company, a corporation, - Jos. Cunha, Fred indrews, &lvira Teel, O. D. leel, ueo. . Higgenbotham, and
Hdildred Jpike, contestees, was settled by stibulation, wherein the contestant should have the first prior right to two second feet of water, and contesteesthe next right to twenty-
seven second feet of water, provided, that in no event shall any party have a grezter amount of water thaa is awirded to such party upon the fizmal adjudication of the vater rights.,
That the rights to the amounts of water used and the zcreage irrigated b& the parties hereto are siown in the tabulaticn hereinaftier contained. That th: amount of water therein
shovn shall be distributéd in zccordance with said stipulstion znd stztement of this contest. (Vol. 7, pe 179},
Contest No. 17. The Dillon Irrigation Company, contestant, v. Pioneer Irrigation Compsany, & cormoration, - we J. Emery, ¥rank Corea, James llendenhall, Elmer Reeves,
Geoe Le Wara, C« J. Werd, B. F. dcCullough, B. F. Raley, C. J. Cleghorn, Ba. Gnavauch, Henry Baumgardner and Chas. Kenniéon, contestees.  That the acreage irrigated is as shown
by the contestees in the tabulation hereinafter contained, and that acreage is hereby established as being the irrigated area which the contestees use water upon, and are entitled
to use water in accordance with the proportion allotted thereto under the findings herein as to the duty of water.
Contest No. 18, Haxwell Land & Irrigastion Coﬁpany, contestant, v. Orezon Land & Water Comprny, contastee. Was dismissed without prejudice to either'of the parties
hereto. (Vol. 1, p. 3). ‘
Contests Hos. 19 to 25 incl., arose upon Buttcr Creek, and have been disposédof in separate findings as to butter Creek, made herein.
Contest #o. 26. Oregon Land & Water Company, contestant, v. Beitel Diteh Conpany, contestee. as zettled by stipulation wherein the nriority date of the contestee
was admitted as December 1, 1898, and sueh priority date is hereby established for the number of acres as set forth in the tabulation hereinafter contained, being 56 acres.
(Vol. 1, p. 157},
Contest No. 27. Orecgon Land & Water Company, contestant, v. Bfownell Ditch Compzny, cont=astee, wes settled by stipulation, wherein as between the contestant
and contestee; the contestant is entitled to have, &nd is hereby found fo hzvey the prior right to 75 second feet of water, and that the coptestee shall have & right next prior
in time to 35 second feet of water, and the balance ¢f the contestant's rights shall be next in time to the contestee’'s right. That this stipulation shall not have the effect
«
of increasing the amount of weter that either party;gz;egg given under these findings. (Voll l. p. 158}.
Contest No. 28, The Bregon Land & Water Company, contestent, v. The Mexwell Land & Irrigation Company, contestee. It appears from the tesimony and claims that
the Laxwell Land & Irrigation Company solc all its rights to the United States Government, excenting the right to what the contestee calls the "Minnehzha Spring', and the con-
testant calls the "Maxzwell Spring". It apnesrs that this spring rfses and is located upon the contestee's land and being so located, said contestee shzll have tne right éo the
use of the same to such an extent as is_beneficial. { LeCoL. Sec. 6673; Morrison v. Officer, 48 Or. 569)
Contest No. 29. The Oregon Land & Water Company, contestant, ve United States of America, contestee, wes dismissed without prejudice or costs to either party.
(Vol. 34, De 512}.

Contest No. 30. Oregon Land & Wstar Compan y, contestant, v. Frank Donnelly, contestee, was settled by stipulation wherein the contestee shall have a prior

right to the contestant of 64 cubic feet »er second, continuous flow, of the vaters of the Umetilla River for milling and power purposes. It further appears from the evidence



1
and from the claim of the contestee, that water is used from the appropriation made by the contestee for the purpose of irrigation, but that such irrigation has also been
clzimed by water users of the Wilson Ditch, and such rights shall be established in the tabulation under the name of the person so claiming end using the water.({Vol.34,p.588).

Contest No. 31, The Oregon land & Water Company, contestant, v. The Riparian Irrigation Company, contestee. It zppears that the‘Riparian Irrigation Company
appeared and answered the contest herein, under the name of the Dillon Ditch Company, and that the parties hereto settled said contest by stilupation, wherein it was sti-
pulated that the rights of the contestee should be settled according to the testimony taken by the State VWater Eoard in this adjudication and applbicable to fhis contest.

The rights of s#idcontestee shall be as hereinafter tabulated. (Vole 1. p. 160%

Contest Noe. 32. The Oregon Land & Water Company, contestant, v. Courtney Irrigstion Company, contestee, was settled by stipulation, wherein and ﬁhereby the
priority date of the contestee is ackunowledged as January 9th, 1200. The water méster shall distribute water to said contestee in accordance with such date of priority.
(Vol. 1, p. 161).

Contest No. 33. Oregon lLand & Water Company, contestant, v. O. D. Teel, contestee, The Contestee herein filed & claim for riparian rights covering stock
water, household and domestic use, and it apnears from the statement and claim that the same hasg been in use for the watering of stock and garden purposes upon the bakks
of the river, and sz id right shall be hereinafter tabulated f'or the purpose of household and d;mestic and stock water use.

Contest 0. 32.. Oregon land & Water Company, contestant, v. Western Land & Irrigation Company, contestee, Was settled by stipulation wherein the con-
testant is acknowledged to have a prior right to the contestee of 70 second feet of water, and that the talance of contestant's rights shall be subsequent in time and right
to the contestee, and the tabuléticn of the rights 6f the narties hereinafter contained shzll ve subject to this settlement, {Vol. 1, »p. 162).'

Contest Io. 35. Mary E. Hopvwer, contestant, v. Umatilla County, contestee, was a contest involving the rights of the parties hereto to a joint use od certain
ditches and the distribution of water, and does not involve their wzter right. It appesrs that the contestee was served with z notice of hearing of contest on the 25th day-
of April, 1911, setting the time for the hearing on Monday the 12th day of June, 1%11, but the contestee did not =ppear, and it further anpears that the parties thereto ha.e
agreed as to the use of the ditches. Jhe contestant sha=ll have the right to enter the premises of the contestee to repair the ditches; that the parties hereto will jointly
keep the ditches /ggntestee's land in repair while contestant shall keep the ditches ou her own land in repair. {The contegtant shall have the use of vater from Friday
Morning until ilonday morning of esch week, and the contestee shall have the use of the water during the bulance of the week,:and the water maétef in the distribution of water
shall be governed by such agreement. <his finding only avnplied to ditches jointly used by the partics hereto. (Vol. 8, p. 122-12b)

Contest Ho. 36. ©me. Te Walton, contestant, v. 7estern Land & Irrigation Company, contestee., was dismissed ~in open court without cost of nrejudice to eitner
party, and it further appearing that the rights of the parties are settled between themselves, no finding as to the rights of the parties is made. It further appe:ring thst
Ge e é A. Vo KEugg are the successors in interest to “m. T Valton, such rights shall be considered as having been transf;rred. {Vol. 34, p. 527; Vol. 8, p. 129 et eeq;
Vol7 l. p. 261)

Contest No. 37. Sidney Waltén, contestsnt, ve. Jestern Lend & Irrigation Compeny, contestee, was dismissed without cost or prejudice to either party, and
James “« Fee, Jr., was substituted as to the claims of Sidney “alton, end it further appears that the rights of the parties are settled petuween themselves, no finding
thereon is made. (Vol. 34. p. 527; 7Vol. 8. p. 154; Vol. 1l. p. 261).

Contest 0. 38. Western Land &« Irrization Company, contestant, v. U. S. 4A., contestee, involves the came matters as Contest Ho. 1i, Courtney Irrigation

Company, contestant v. United States of America, contestee, uné shall be governed by the findings thercin,



Contest No. 39. 7estern Land & Irrigation Company, contestant, v. Pioneer Irrigation Company, contestee,‘was settled by stinulation of the parties wherein it’was agreed
that as against the contestant, the contestee shzll hsve a prior right to the use of not to exceed 1005 inches of water, miners measurement, under a2 six inch pressure, and in
sccordance with such stipulation, the contestee herein shall have and be entitled to tne use under a prior right to the contestant to such an amount of water as said contestee
shall be entitled to, under the tabulation hereinafter contained in the findings of this bozrd, not to exceed 1005 inches. (Vol. 1, p. 300.)

Contést No. 40. Western Land & Irrigation Compsny, ve Courtney Irrigation Compzny, contestee, was settled by stipulation and is governed by the fiddings under
Contest FKo. 8, (Vole 1, p. 278.)

Contest Ho. 41. Vestern Land & Irrigation Company, contestant, v. Harry Re. Newport, contestee, was settled by stipulation, vherein and whereby the rights of the
contestee are agreed to be subsequent in time and inferior in right to the rights of the contestant, and the déte of the said contestee shall be as in the tebulation herein-
after eatablished, and shzll have a later date than those of said contestant. 4nd it further appearing that H. G. Hurlburt his succeeded to the rights of said Harry R. Hewport,
such tabulation shall be masde in his name zs such successor, (Vol. 1, p. 165-279).

Contest No. 42. 7estern Land & Irrigation Compeny, contestant v. Brovnell Ditch Company, contestee, was settled by stipulation, wherein it was zgreed that the rights
of the contestee herein are prior in time and superior in right to anjg snd all rights claim=d by the contestant, except as to such rights'as the contestant and its predecessors in
interest may have secured with z priority date prior to &arch 14, 1903, and that =s to such rights, the evidence in the case of the United States against the contestant herein sﬁall
be used tc govern any such rights, if any there be. “hat such evidence has been duly examined &nd the date 6f priority of said contestant herein shall be as shown and established
in the tabulation hereinafter contained. (Vol. 1, ». 167},

Contest No. 43. Western Laxd & Irrigation Company, contestant, v. John G. and Thos. 7. Peters, contestees, A notice of th~ heesring of the confest wes ordered to be
served upon the contesteesby publication, which order was made on or :bout the 12th day of June,1911; that thereafter and on th: 25th day of July, 1911, szid notice of hearing was
personally served upon the contestee, JohnG. Peters, in the County of San Bernadino, State of California, and on the 27th dsy of July, 1911, said notice of hezring wes served unon
the contestee, Thos. '« Peters, on the County of Orange, State of California.  That szid notice of hearing fixed the time and place ior the hearing of said contest as Friday the
1st day of September, 1911, at the hour of ten o'clock, a.m., at the Court iiouse, in the City of Pendleton, Cregon; that at szid time and place the Superintendent of Vater Division
Hoe. 2 did attend, and that s:id contesteeg,John G. and Thos. W. Peters, and easch of them, failed to appear, answer, or otherwise plead to said notice of contest, but were in default,
and in accordaance with said notice of contest, it is herevy found, that said John G. Peters, and said ‘hos. /e Peters have no right, title,ror int :rest in @and to the use of any of
the waters of the vmatilla River, upon the lands dgscribed in their claim, as being the East-% of the S% of Section 8, Twp. 4 Jd., Re 28 5+ 7+ ks (Vole 8, p, 203, et seq]

Contest No. 44. ¥estern Land & Irrigation Company, contestant, v. Oregon Land & ‘Jater Company, contestee. Was settled% by stﬁpulatioﬁ to the same effect as Contest
Noe. 34, and the findings in Contest No. 34 shall govern as to this contest. [Vol l. p. 162]

Contest 0. &5 Western Land & Irrigation Company, contestant, v., Fo. He Gritman, contestee. It appear s focm the tesimony in this contest that i He. Gritman pur-
chased the land in September 1909; that at the time the land was purchased where w&s an irrigation ditch opened, anc that a few acres of land were being cleared for irrigation
and that the irrigation of said lznd could not have Ybeen earlier then 1908. The priority daete for said land is hersby established as 1908, and it furtner =poearing that t he con-
testee had 60 acres in cultivation, the contestee is entitled to the water for such 60 scres as is descrited in the tabulation hereinafter. (Vol. 34. ». 228 et seq)

Contest ¥o. 46. 7Jestern Land & Irrigation Company, contestee, ve He Ge Hurlburt, contestee, was settled by stipulation, wherein whatever rights the contesise mizht
have in the/use of the weters of thé Umatilla River were subsequent in time and inferior in right to the rights of the contestant. For iffigation, contestee shall have the

priority date of 1910 for the lunds described in the tabulation herein. (Vol. 1. p. 171)




Contest No. 47. Tlestern Land & Irrigatibn Company, contestant, ve. Frank F. & Julia C, Fowler, contestees. It anneared to the board that Frank F. Fawler,
and Julia C., Fowler, were not within the State of O?egon, and could not be found within the State of Oregon, and that the Superintendent of ‘ster Division &Ho. 2 made zn
order that service of Notice of Hearing be made upon Frank F. Fowler znd Julia C. Fowler by publicztion thereon, in the "Live Wire", & newspaper of general ciréulation in
Umatilla County, Oregon; that said notices were published for seveﬂbonsecutive issues, being six consecutive weeks, beginning with the 7th day of 3eptember, 1911, and
ending with the 19th day of Cctober, 1911, due proof of which is_filed nerein; that a copy of said notice and said notices of contest was duly mailed to Frank ! Fowler and
Julis C. Fowler, addressed to Liidland, California,and e copy of said noticé of contest znd said notice of nearing was duly mailed to said Frank F. Fowler dnd Julia C. Fowler,
addressed to ilidland, California. And it fﬁrther appearing th:t the time and place of hearing of said notice 0f contest was fixed in said notice of hearing as Eonday, the
30th day of October, 1911, at the hour of ten o'clock a.m., at the Court idouse, in the City of Pendleton, Oregon. - That at said time znd vnlace said Superintendent of Vater
Division Ho. 2. did attend, but said contestess neither answered, appeared, or othsrwise vplead, but are iﬁ default, =nd in consideration of the premiseé, said default is
here and now entered against them, and it is found that said Frank F. Fowler and said vulia C. Fowler, have ho fight in or to the use of the waters of the Umatilla River.
(Vole. 9, po 16, et seq)

Contest Xo. 48. 7estern Land & Irrigation Company, contestant, v. Maxwell Irrigation Company, contestee, was setsled by stinulation, vherein said contesteé
is entitied to a right prior in time and supefior in’right to the contestant, to an amount not to exceed 462 inches of water, miners measurement, under a six inch pressure,
and said countestee shall be entitled to such priority for the lands described ian the tabulation herein, not to exceed 462 miners inches. (Vol. 1, p. 169)

Contest Né. 49, U. S¢ A., contestant, v. George Higginbotham, contestee, was stinulated with Contest No. 197, United States of America!, contestant, v. Allen
Ditch Company, contestee, anu shall be governed by the findings therein. (Vol. 24, p. 25); | | |

Contest Ho. 50. U. 5. A., coﬁtestant, ¥. Crayne-Lisle Irrigation Compmany, contestec. The acreage =#aAd priority date of said Crayne-Lisle Irrigation Company
is settled by stipulation, as being iiarch 7, 1904, and 473 acres, resvectively . The gqusstion of the irrigation season ana duty of water is settled by the general findings
upon that subject, and the tabulation herein shows all the acrssge to which such contestee is entitled under the evidence produced. (Vole. 34. p. 385).

Contest 51. U, S-kA., contestant, v. H. J. Bean, contestee. The contestee has purchased lands lying under the system 0of the Testern Land & Irrigation VYompany,
and holds & contract for his water right from such company. The rights of the contestee shall be determined as shown in these findings under the claims and findings concerning
and affecting the Western Land & Irrigation Company. (See claim of contestee).

Contest Ko. 52, U. S« 4., contestant, v. William Slusher, contestee, The date of priority and acreage shall be as contained in the tabulation herein, and the
duty of water and irrigafidn season shall be governed by the general findings upon that subject herein contained. (Vol. 3&:(p.‘239 et seq).

Contest FKo. 53, U. S. A., contestant, v. Edmond D. “arner, contestee, was settled by stipulation that the evidence taken &s to the contest involving birch
Creek would be deemed as evidence 1in this contest, and tnat the acreage and date of'priority shall be as in the tabulation hereinafter contained, and the duly of water and
irrigation season shall be as set fortn in the general findings. (Vol. 31, p. 553}

Contest Noe. B4 Ue S+ A,, contestant, v. Je. D. Ingram, contestee , was settled by stipulation to the effect that the testimony taken as to any contests on
Birch Creek should apply in this case, The date of »nriority and acreage shall be as in the tgbulation herein contained, and the irrigation season and duty of water shall
be as in the general findings hersin, (Vols 31, pPe 3)s

Contest No. 5D U. 5. A., contestant, v. Thes 3. Gibson, contestée, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken on any contest onm Birch Creek
should appnly in this contest, and the aceeage and date of priority shall be 2z hereinafter tabulated, and the duty of watér and irrigation season shall be as in the general

findings herein established. (Vol. 31, p. 3},



Contest Ko. 56. U. S. 4., contestant, v. J. A. Guderian, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken in the contests on Birch Creek should zpply in
this contest, and the acreage and date of priority shall be as hereinafter tabulated, and the duty of water znd irrigation season shall be as in the general findings established.
(Vol., 31, p. 2-35)

Contest Koe. 57¢ U. 5¢ Aey, ve Ho Ho Gilbert, contestee, was stinulated to the effect that the evideance taken as to the contests upon bBircih Creek shall be considered
in this contest, and the date of priority and acrezge shall be &s hereinafter tabulated, znd the duth of water and irrigation season shall be as in the general findings contained.
(Vol. 31, p. 3.)

Contest Ho. 58+ U. 5. Ao, contestant, v. Geo. e+ Bush, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the tesgimony taken in any of the contests on Birch Creek would
apply in this contest, and the acreage znd date of vriority shall be &s hereinafter tabulated, &nd the duty of water and irrigation season shall be as established in the géneral
findings. (Vol. 31, p. 3, 448 et seq)+

Contest No. 59. U. 3. A., coftestant, v. P. E. Fletcher, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the evidence taken in any of the contests as to Birch Creek
should apply in this contest, and the acreage and aate of priority shall be as in the tabulation hereinafter contained, and the auty of water and irrigation season shall be as
established in the genersl findings. (Vole. 1, p 207.)

Contest No. 60. U. S. 4., contestant, v. John Forth, contestee, vas stipulated'to the effect that the evidence taken in zny of the coatests &s to Birch Creek should
be considered in this contest, and the acreage and date of priority shall be as hereinafter tabulated, znd the duty of water and irrigation season shall be as established iu the
general findings. (Vol. 1, p. 282).

Contest Ho. 61 Ue Se As, contestant, v, M. T. baker, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken upon contests on Eirch Creek should te con-
gidered in this contest, and the acreage and date of priority shall be as hereinafter tabulated, and the duty of water and irrigation season shall be as established in the
general findings. (Vole. 1,pe 282)

Contest Ho. 62. Us S A., contestant, v. Fred Gienger, contestee, was stipulzted to the effect that the testiﬁony taken upon contests on Birch Creek should be
considered in this contest, and the aceeage énd date of priority shall be &s hereinafter tabulated, and the dut; of water and irrigation season shell be &s established in
the general findings. (Vole. 1, pes 282)

Contest No. 63. U. S. A., coftestant, ve. J. &+ Dwvings, contestee, (W. A« Gilliam, transferee.) was stipulated to the effect that the evidence taken in contests
as to Birch Creek should be considered in this contest, and the acrezge and date of priority shall be as hereinafter tabulated, and the irrigation season aﬁd duty of water shall
be as in the generzl findings established. (Voli 1, p. 208)

Contest NHo. 64. Us. Se 4., contestant, v. Nicholas Brown, contestee, vas dismissed under the stipulation tnat the amount of water to be used should be laft to the
determination of the board, and shall be in accordance with th e general findings and tabulation of the acreage as herein contained. (Vol. 31, p. 546.)

Contest No. 65. U. S« A,, contestznt, v. Jas. A. Fee, contestee, wes stipulated to the effect that the testimony on contests as to Birch Creek should be deemed and
taken as the evidence in this contest, and the contestee‘shall be entitled to the acreage and date of priority as hersinafter tabulated, and in the use of water as in the general
findings established. It was further stipulated, that the water of the contestee should be measured at the cement dam for a point of diversion, cnd for the lower part ¢&f the lands
of the contestee, water shzll also be m2asured at the poinp where the irrigation ditch crosses the public road, being a place {rom ».hith the NE corner of the N corner of 3ec. 28,
Twpe 3 Ney Re 33 Eo e ie, bears N. 25 degrees Kast, 11 chains distant. (Vol. 1, p.209).

Contest Fo. 6644 Us Se As, contestant, v. U. G. Hdrn, contestee, was stipulated wherein it was agreed that the evideunce relating to Eirch Creek shouid apply in this

contest, and the acreage and date of priority of the contestee shall be as hereinafter tabulated, and the use of wuzter shall be a&s described in the genersl findings. (Vol; 1,p.210]



Contest Ho. 67. U. S. A., contestant, v. Douglas belty, contestee, was settled by stipulation, wherein the contestee shall have the acreage add priority date
as shown in the tabulation hereinafter contained, and the use of water shall be regulated by the generzl findings herein contained. (Vol. 31, p. 547).

Contest No. 68. U. 5. A., contestant, v. Truman Cable. contestee, was settled by stipulation, wherein the evidence as to sireh Creek cbntests should apply
as to this contest, and the contestee shall have the acreage and date of priority as hereinzfter tabulated, and the use of water shall be according to the genefal findings
herein. (Vole 1, pe 211].

Contest No. 69, U. S. 4., contestant, v. Robert Dick, contestee, was settled by stipulation wherein the testimony tzken as to Birch Creek should apply in this
contest, and the contestee shall have the acreage and priority dates as set forth in the tabulation, and as to the use of water, shazll be governed by the general findings.
(Vpl.'Sl, p. 547}

Contest ¥o. 70. Ue 5+ de, contestant, v. John Lain, contestee, was stivulated to the effect that ihe testimony taken as to Birch and McKay Creeks should be
considered as evidence in this contest, and the contestee shall be entitled to the acreage add dete of priority as contained in the tabulation, ana as to the use of vater,
therefor, shall be subject to the general findings in this decree . (Vol., 1, p. 282)

| Contest No. 7l. Ue 5¢ 4., contestant, v. Grace a. Gilliam, contestee, s stipulated to the effect that the te;timony as to contests on Birch Creek should be
considered as evidence in this contest, and the cont:stee shall have the acreage ahd priority date asshown in the tabulation; znd in the use of water shallAbe goverﬁed by
the general findings herein as to Birch Creex, (Vol. 31, pe 547)a . ¢

Contest XHo. 72, U. S. A., contestant, v. Andrew Fiedler, contestee, was stirulated to the effect that the testimony as to Birch Creek should anply in this
contest, and the contestee shall have the acreage and vriority as shown in the tsbulation herein, and shall have the use bf water subject to the general findings (Vol.31l,p.547).

Contest K0. 7. Us Se 4., contestant, v. J. . Hemphill, contestee, was stinulasted to the effect that the testimony taken as to Eiréh Creek should apply in
this contest, and the contestee shall be entitled to the acreuase and priority dates as shown in the tabulation herein, and shall have the use of water in accordance with the
general findings. (Vol. 31, p. 547},

Contest Ko. 74. U. S. 4,, contestant, v. Herbert Boylen, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to contests on birch Creek should
apply in this contest. The contestee shzll be entitled to the aéreage and date of pricrity as éhown in the tabulation, egnd as to the use of water, shall be governed by the
general findings of the Board. (Vol. 31, p. 547,)

Contest Xoe 75. U. 8¢ A., contestant, v. Elizzbeth Horn, contestee, was stipulated to the éffect that the testimony taken as to contests,on birch Creek should
be used in this contest, and the contestee shall have the acrecge znd deste of priority as given in the tabulation, and the rightﬂko use water as governed by the general
findirgs. {(Vol. 1, p. 212).

Contest Noe. 76« U. S« A., contestant, v. m. H. Evans, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to Siré¢h Creek should zpply in
this contest, and the contestee shall have the acreage and proprity dates as shown..in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings
(Vols 31, p. 547).

Contest Fo. 77., U. S. Ae, contestant, v. J. E. Smith.;ive Stock Company, con£estee, wvas stipulated to the sffect that the evidence take n in the case of the
United States v. Silusher, and United States, v. State of Oregon, shall be deemed to be in/ggfdence in this contest, and the contestee shall be entitled to the acreage and date

of priotity as shown in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the generzl findings herein. (Vol. 1, pe. 27%].



Contest No. 78. U. S. A., contestent, v. Me G. Bdwerds, conjestee, was stipulated to the effect that the tesimony taken as to Birch Creek should te tcken as the testimony
in this contest, énd the contestee shall be entitled to the acrezge and date of priority as shown in the tabulaticn, and in the use of .ater shall be governed by the general findings
herein. (Vole. 1, p. 213) | |

' : as tc the contests

Contest No. 79: U. S. A., cOntestant. v. H. B. Owings, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the evidence[on Birch Creqk should te teken as evidence in this contest,
and C.,B. Adams has purchased the rights of d. B. Owings, énd as such transferee shall be entitled toithe rights of thé contestee, and as nis successor in interest, shal 1 have the
acreage and priority date as shown in the tabulation, and as to the use of water shall be governed by the generzl findings herein contzined. (Vol. 1, p. 214} .

Contest No. 80. U. 5S¢ A., contestant, v. Perry Knotts, contestee, Was.stipulated t0 the effect that the evidence taken as to Birch Creek should apply in this contest,
and the contestee shhll have the acreage and dazte of priority es shown in the tabulation, snd in the use of water shall be governed by ths generzl findings. (Vol. 31, p. 547).

Contest No. 8l1. U. 5. A., contestant, v. A. C. Hen derson & Sons, contestee, was stiupulated to the effect that the evidence taken as.to Birch Ureek should be used as
testimony in this contest. The contestee shall have the acrezge and priority dates as shown in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the genersl findings
herein. (Vol. 31, p. 547) .

. Contest Hio. 82, Us 5S¢ 4., ®wontestant, v. Perry Houser, contestee, wac stinulated to the effect thct the evidence téken on Birch'and-HcKay Creeks snould be the evidence in
this contest, and the contestee, Perry Houser, shall have the acreage and date of priority as shown in the tabulation, and in the use of water shzll be governed by the general
findings. 4And it further sprearing that tae contestee is the holder of 2ermit Lo. 137, issued ¢ty the State Engineer of Oregon, as such, contestee shall receive such further rights
to the waters of East Birch Creek as he may be entitled to by law under said perzit, and the lan:s irrigated under such permit will not be tabulated herein. The contestee in order
to secure and perfect his rights under said permit will therefore perfect the same &s required by law. (Vol. 1, p. 3)

Contest No. 83. Us §° A.., contestant, v. Frank Frazier, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the contestee wzs similarly situate&/%g the contestee in other
contests as to Birch Creek, and the testimony taken as to Birch Creek should be used in this contest, and the contestee shall have the acrezge and date of priority as shown in the
tabulation, and shall be governed by the genersl findings as to the use of water, (Vole 1, p. 281]

gontest Ho. 84. U. S; A., contestant, v. D. W. Bowmen, contestee; was stipulated to the effect that the date of priority of the contestee should be subsequent in time
to 1894, and that all matters as to the use of water and irrigation season should be decided by the “"ater Board, from the evidence introdﬁced in the contest of the United States v.
Pioneer Irrigation Company. The contestee shall have the acreazage =znd priority date as given in the tabulation hereinsfter, and in the use of water, shall be gpverned by the general
findings applicable thereto. (Vol. 1, p. 174)

Contest Fo. 85. Ue. 5. A., contestant, v. Courtney Irrigation Cokpany, contestee, The contestee shall have the acreage4;dd date ¢f priority =s shown in the tabulaticn,
and in the use of viater shall be governed by the generzl findings thereon.

Contest ¥o. 86. Us S5+ A., contestant, v. Re L. Oliver, State of Oregen. transferee,‘contestee. The contectee herein shall have the acreage anid priority date ags set
forth in the tebulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the generzl findings.

Contest LNo. 87. U. S. As, contestant, v. L. 7. Kennison, contestee. The contestee pumps water from the kain Stream anc shall have the acreage snd date of priority =s

given in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall te governed b y the general findings.

. Ytaken
Contest Ko. 88. U. OS¢ A., V. Elrer Snyder contestee, was settled by stipulation to the effect that the testimony/in the contests of the United States v. Slusher, and

United States. v. State of Oregon, shall be considered as the evidence in this contest. The contestee shall have the acreage and priority date as established in the tatulation,

and in the use of wster shall be ;overned by the general findings. (Vole 1, DP. 178)



Contest No. 89, U. S. A., v. llildred Spike, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the only question involved in the contest was the dauty of water and
irrigation season, and it appeared from the Engineer's maps, and from t:e claim and testimony tzken, that the contestee is now irrigating 63 acres of land. 4ihe contestee
shall have such acreage and date pf priority as contained in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the genersl findings. (Vol. 24, p. 25.)

Contest 0. 90. U. Se A.y contestant, v. Susan =+ 7hite, contestee, w&s stipulated to the effect that the evidence tsken as to the claims of L. 7. Kennison and
"J. Z. Reeves should be the evidence in this contest. The contestee shall have the acreage and dcte of proprity as shown in the tabulation, anq in the use of water shall be
governed by the genersl findings. (Vol. 1, p. 215}. |

Contest Ho. 91, U. 5. Aey contestant, v. H. G. Hurlburt, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that He ue iiurlburt waived all priority as to any and zll rights
of the contestant. The contestee shsll have the rights as found under Contest No. 46, Western Land & Irrigation Company,contestant, vs. z. Ge Hurlburt, contesteg,but
sub ject to this finding. (Vol. 13, ». 94)

Contest No. 92. Us Se 4., contestant, v. Dillon Irrigation Company, contestee. The contestee herein shall be entitled to the acreage and date of priority as herein-
after tabulated, snd in the use of water shell be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 33, p. 47, ot seg.: Vol. 34, p. 513. et seq.)

Contest Ko. 93. U. S. A., contestant. v. 7estern Land & Irrigation Company, contestee. The contestee bases its rights upoﬁ three appropriations made in 1891, and
upon a second appropriation made in 1903 (see Zxhibits 254. 25L, 25 C and 25D.) The appropriation made by J. M. Jones was afterwards transferred to the Columbia Valley Land %
Irrigation Company, (See Exhibit 253.) The wunder the aporopriation of J. . Jones, water was diverted, and in the year 1892 az couple of hundred acres were irrigated (Vol. 32,
De 6704 ). The ditch then fell into disusé and no further use was made of it until the rights were purchased by the Hinkle Ditch Company, which was succeeded by the
Testern Land & Irrigation Company, about the yeaf 1903. The Hinkle Ditch Company made & new apropriation on iarch 14, 1903, the old aporeopriation of Jones having evidently
been adandoned. The priority date therefore, of the Western Land & Irrigation Compsny begins vwith the aporopriation of the Hinkle Ditch Company, and the same is hereby
established as Liar-h 14, 1905.

Contest No. 94. U. S A., contestant, v. H. G. Hurlburt, coatestee, was stipulated to the effect that H. G. Hurlburt waived 21l priority as to any and =11 rights
of the contestant, and is further governed iy the findings in Contest Lo. 91, U. S. of America,vcontestant. vs E. G. Hurlburt, contestee.

Contest Ko. 95 Us S+ A., contestant, v. Furnieh Ditch Company, contestee. The contestee herein shall have the priority date of March 8, 1905, and Bhall have the
right to irrigate the lands hereinafter tabulated, and in the use of water shall be governed Ly the general findings. (Vol. 34, D. 404}

COntest Ho. 96« Use 5S¢ A., contestant, v. C. J. Ward, contestee, was hqard in connection with the contest zs to the Pioneer Irrigastion Compzny, and the contestge shall
be entitled to the acreage and priority dates as shown in the tabulation, and ia the usc of water shall be governed by the generai%findings. (Vol, 30.)

Contest No. 97. Ue. S5« Aes, contestant, v. Wilson Irrigation Compeny, contestez, was stipulated to the effect that the Wilson Irrigation Company was entitled to supply
water to its stockholders for the acrsage as follows: E. B. Blder, 35 acres: A4ddie C. Esteb, 5 scres: Joel nalstead, 12 acres: D« Ae¢ Pearson, 8 acres: Jos. Ramos, 60% acres:
Elmer Spike; 30 ecres: V. Yo Whitworth, 10 acres: and that the priority date should be December 15 , 1204, for all the water except as to ten acres supplied W. ¥. Whitworth,
which shoudd have the priority date of liay, 1881, and the question tried out -y the testimony was as to the duty of water and irrigation season, and the contestee shall furnish
water to the lands as described in the tebulation herein, and in the use of water shall be governed uy the general findings. (Vol. 34, pe. 555).

Contest io. 98. Ue. S. A., contestant, v. Geo. L. Ward, contestee, wes heard in connection svith the contest as to the Pioneer Irrigation Compiny, and the contestee
shall have the acreage and priority d:ote as in the tabulation contained, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 30.)

Contest Ho. 99. Ue Se¢ AL, contestant, v. Claude Sloan, contestee, was hezard in commnection with the contest as to the Crajme-Lisle Irrigation Company, and shall be

governed by the findings therein. (Vol. 34, p. 387).
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by the findiags therein,
Contest Ho.
governed by the findings
Contest No.
governed by the findings
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by the findings therein.
Contest No.
Union, State of Orego:.

Umatilla County,

Oregon, and at the said time and place the Superintendent of Vater Division No. 2 did cttend.

100, Ue Se Ae, contestant, ve. Elmer Spike,‘conteétee, was heard in connection with the cogtest against the Wilson Irrigation Company, cnd shall be governed
(Vol. 34. pe 857}

121, U. S. 4., contestant, v. John i. Youns, contestee, was heard in comnection with the contest against the Orayne-Lisle Irrigation Compsny, :nd shall be

therein (Vol. 30.%

102. U. S. A., contestant, v. V. %, Whitwortn, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest =s to the Wilson Irrigation Cémpany, and shall be

tanerein, (VOl. 54, Pe 557 )o

!

103+ U, 5. Ao, contesfant, v. Frank Corea, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest as to the FPioneer Irrigation Company, eund shall be governed
(Vol.’SO.)

104, U. S. A., contestant, v. Hancy J. Lzpham, contestea. The contzstee was served with a notice of hearing on the 7th dsy of July, 1911, in the County of

“hat said notice of hearing set the time and place of said contest as Friday tne 1lst day of Sentember, 2t ten o'clock a. m., at the Court Hogse, at Pendleton,

That the said Jancy J: baphamdid not appear, answer, or otherwise

_plead, and is therefore in default, and it apoears froa the szid claim and contest, that the s=id Nancy J. Lcpham claimed water from the Umatilla River by rezson of a contract from
the Oregon Land & Water Compazny, and that whatever rights the said Xancy J. Lapham has' for the use of water, is by virtue of the contractexisting between said Hancy J. Lapham 2nd the

Oregzon Land & Water Company.  That the said Oregon Land & Weter Company also makes claim for a water right for this same land. That the claim of Hancy J. Lapham will be included

in the cleim of the Oregon Land & Water Company, and will not be individually tabulated herein. (Vol. 14, p. 187)

Contest Xo. 105. U. Se. A+, contestant, v. Co J Smith, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest of the Courtney Irrigastion Company, and shall be governed by

the general findings therein. (Vol. 30.)

Contest Ho. 106. U. S. A., contestant, v. T. G. Smith, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest of the Courtney Irrigation Compazny, and shall be governed

by the findings therein. (Vol. 30.)

Contest No. 107, U. 5S¢ As, contestant, v. 77ill Moore, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest of the Courtney Irrigation Company, and shall be governed by

the findings therein. (Vole 30.)

Contest Lio. 108, U. S. A., contestaht, v. teitel Ditch Company, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the contestee should be entitled to sufficient water to

irrigate fifty-six acres of land, under a priority date of December 1, 1898, and the contestee is entitled to irrigate such lands as aPe described in the tabulation herein, and in

the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 1, p. 177=178 ).
Contest No. 109. U. 5. As, contestant. v. Brovmell Ditch Company, coatestee, was stipulated to the effect that the rights of the contestant secured through the
appropriation of the Minnehaha Irrigation Company, should be prior in time to those of the contestee, and that the rights of the contestee as to 1200 ccres of land, should be prior

in time to 2ll other rights of the contestant. That the balance of the contestee's claim should be subsequent in time to the contestant's rights, and that the duty of water shall
be governed by the general findings of the tozrd. That the contestee herein shall have the dates of priority and the acreage set out in the tabulation herein, subject to such
stipulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 1, p. 179.)

Contest No. 110+ U. S« A., contestant, v. . J. Emery, contestee, was heard in connéction with the contest: &f the Piomeer Irrigation Company, snd shall be governed
by the findings therein, (Vole 30. )
Contest No. 111.Us Se Ao, ;ontestant. v H. Baumgardner, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest of the ?ioﬁeer Irrigation Company\end shall be governed

by the iindings therein, (Vol. 30;)



’

Contest Io. 112. U. Se A+, contestant, v. 2. 0. Laumgardner, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest of the Courtney Irrigation Compaﬁy, and shall be

~governed by the findings therein.  (Vole 30.) |

Contest KNo. 113. U. 5. A., contestant. v, Grace B. Rogers, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest as to the Courtney Irrigztion Company., and shall be
governed by the findings therein. (Vole 30.)

Contest Ho. 114. U 5. 4., contestant. v. Henry faumgardner, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest as to the Courtney Irrigation Company, and shall
be governed by the findings therein. (Vol. 30.)

Contesﬁ Loe 115, U. Se Ao, contestant, ve. Fe H. and C. Z. Gritman, contestees. Thg contestees shall be entitled to the acreage and date of priority as set
forth in the tabulation, and inthe use of water shall be governed by the geﬁeral findings. (Vol. 34, p. 229 )}

Contest Ho. 116, U« 3. A., contestant, v. Joseph Cunha, contestee, was heard in‘conhection with the contest as to the Allen Digch Compsny, and shall be governed
by the general findings therein. {Vol. 24, pe 2.)

Contest Hq. 117. Ue S5 A.,'contestant, ve Os De Teel, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest as to the Allen Ditch Company, and shall be governsd by
the general findings therein. (Vol. 24, p. 25.)

| Contest No. 118. U. S« As, contestant, v. Clarenée Gulliford, contestee. The contestee is entitled to the dzte of priorify and the acreage as shown in the
tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 34, p. 538.)

Contest Xo. 119. U. S. A., contestant, v. day Peldmulder, caontestee, was stipulated by =nd between the contestant and Jos. I. Hinkle and &dna L. Cooper,
assignees of the contestee, to the effect that said Jos. T. Hinkle should have a vater right for 3.25 acres with a priority déte of January 1lst, 1900, and that Bdna L. Cooper
shopld have a wcter right for the irrigation of 4.9 acres with a priority date of January lst, 1900, and that the duty of water should be determinea by the evidence as to .the
L. 7. Kennison and J. E. Reeves claims. That the lands of the assignees, Zdna L. Cooper and Jos. T. Hinkle are sitauted in the N¥i of Nw: of Section 31, Twp. 4 . R. 29 .

#. Mo, and the said Zdna L. Cooper and Jos. T. Hinkle shall tnerefore be substituted for Jey Peldmulder znd the tabulation shall show the lands irrigated by sadd Edna L.
Cooper and Jos. T. Hinkle, and the said Jay Peldmulder shall haveAno further right to the use of the waters of the Umatilla River under his claim filed herein. ( Vol. 1, p 266-270)

Contest Ko. 120. U. S« A., contestant, v. Frank Corea, contestee, was hesrd in connection with the contest as to the Pioneer Irrigation Company, and shall be
governed by the findings therein. It further appears that Frank Corea in addition to the irrigation of these lands tarough the ?ioneer Irrigation Company's Ditch, also irrigates
the same lsnd by means of & puaping plant which was installed in the year 1907. 4As to the operation of this pumping plant, said contestee shall have the priority date of
1907. (Vol. 30.] "

Contest No. 121.‘ Ue Se Ao, contestant., v. Je K. Bott, contestee. The contestec shall te entitled to the acreage and date of priority &s shown in the tabulation,
and in the use of water shzll be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 34. p.220 }.

Contest Ho. 122. U. 5« A., contestant. v. Rolla #° Bowman, Roy D. Bowman, Chcose Co Boewnan, and Hattie k. Hamblin, contestees, (. John Worster, transferee). The
contestees herein wifhdraw from their apoezrance mzde in the contest, and upon the testimony taken, it is evident that the contestees irrigated about 22.6 acres, and as the
contestant has scquiescéed to any water right for the lands irrigated, the contestee shall have a water right for the lands described in tl® tabulation herein, and with a nriority
date therein set forth, and in the use of wster shall be governed by the goneral findings. (Vole. 1, pe 235. et sed).

Contest 0. 123. U. 3. A., contestant, v. Z. 7. Jenkins, contestee, was stipulated to the cffect that the testimony taken as to bir¢h Creek sho:.ld govern in this

ie

contest. ’The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority «nd to irrigate the lands described in the tsbulation herein, and in the use oi water shall bLe governed by the

general findings. {(Vol. 31, pe. 547.)



Contest Ho. 12&, U. 5. 4., contestant, v, frank L..Jordan, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken ss to the contesfs on Eirch Creek
should te considered azs evidence in this contest, and the contestee shall be entitled to the dafte of nriority snd to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein, aﬁd
in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 3l. p. 547.)

Contest No. 125, Ue S. 4., contestant, v, James Johns, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken zs to birch Creek should apply to this
contest. The contestee shall be entitled to irrigate the lands described in'the tatulation, and to the priority dates as set forth therein, znd in the use df water shall be
governed by the generzl findings. (Vol. 31, p. 547.)

Contest No. 126, U 5. 4., contestant. v, Elizabeth Hemphill, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to the contests on Birch Creek
should be the evidence in this case, and the contestee shall be entitled to irrigate the lands described in the tzbulstion with the priority date as herein set forth, and in the
use of water shsll be governed by the generzl findings. (Vol. 31, p. 547.)

Contest No. 127, U. S. 4., contestant, v. Carl & Johnson, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the festimony as to the contests ém Eireh Creek should
apply in this contest, and the contestee shall have the date of priority and right to irrigate the lands described in the tzbulation herein,'and in the use of water shall be
governed by the general findings. (Vole. 1, p. 216.)

Contest Ho. 128. U. Se A., contestant, v. E. H. Fix, contesfee, was stipulated to the effect that the contestee should have the use of the waters of Alkali
Canyon for the lands which he can lemeficiazlly irrigate znd cescribed in the tabulation hereinafter, and in the use of water shall be governed by the generzl findings herein.
(Vole 1, p. 293.)

Contest No. 129. U. S. A., contestant, v. Robert Hoeft, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony in contests involving Eirch and iicKay Creeks
should be tzken as testimony in this contest. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of vriority and the acreage as shown in the tabulation, znd in the use of water shsall
be governed iy the general findings. (Vol. 1, p. 282.)

Contestaﬁo. 130. U. S. A., contestant, v. Mrs. B« A+ Reagin, contestee, was hesrd in connection with the contests involving iicKcy Creeke. The contestee shsll
have the use of water under the priority dste and upon the lands described in the tebulation hereinafter, =znd in the use of water shall be governed by the gemeral findings (Vol. 34}

Contest No. 13l1. U. 3. 4., contestant, v. Jonn 4. Crow, contestee (W¥m. Wright, transferee), wcs stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to the
contests involving Upper McKay CreeX should apply ia this contest. It further appears from the clzim of the contestee that riparian rights only are claimed, and that no land
has teen placed under irrigation. That the tabulation herein shall give the contestee the right to stock water and domestic use. (Vol. 1, pe 217.}

Contest Ho. 132, U. Se 4., cOntestant, v. ABTon M. Isaacs, contestee, wus stipulated to the eftect that the testi;ony taken as to the ccntests involving lcKay
Creek should apply in this contest. The contestee shall have the date of vpriority and ac reage as shown in the tabulation, and ;n the use of water shall be governed bty the
genersl findingse. (Vole 1, Pe 294.)

Contest Wo. 133, U. S. 4., contestant, v. Mary Z. Hopver, contestee, was heard in counection with the contests on lcKay Creek, and the contestee shall have the
use of water and under the priority date upon the lands descrited in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 34.)

Contest No. 134. U. S» A., contestant, v. w- J.'Furnish, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony as tsaken in resnect to the rights of John
Wynn and others as to Uvper IicKay Creek should be deemed as evidence in this coutest. The contestee herein shall have the date of priority and the right to irrigate the lands
described in the tabuletion, snd in the use of water shall be governed by the general findingse. (Vol, 1, p. 298.)

Contest MHo. 13b., Ue 5S¢ A., contestant, v. J. V. Roork, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken in resvect to the waters of McKay Creek



should be deemed as evidence in this contest, and the contestge shzll be entitled té the date of »riority add to irrigate the lands deserited in the contest, znd in the use of
water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 1, p. 218)

| Contest Ho. 136. U. S. 4., contestant, v. Geo. &« Adams, contestee, was heard in connection .ith the contests on McKey Creek. 1The contestes shall have the date
of priority and the right to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein, and as to the use of water, shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol., 34, pe l.)

Contest No. 137. U. S. A., contestant, v. John C. Cline, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony as to the waters of Birch Creek should apply
in this contest, and the contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands as described in the tabulation herein, and in the use of water shsll be
governed by the genersl findings. {Vol., 1, D. 219.)

Contest No. 138« Ue 3¢ Ae, contestant, ve. Frank Ee Shermsn, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to other contests on Eirch Creek
should apply in this contest, The contestee shall e entitled to the date of priority and .%o irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein, and in the use of water
shzll be governed by the genersl findings. (Vol. 31, p. 547.) |

Contest Noe. 139, Ue Se A;, contestent, v. Umatilla County, T. P. Gilliland, County Judge, Frank Ssling, County.Clerk, was heard in connection with the contests
on McKay Creek. The contéétee shall be entitled to the acreage and datée of vriority as shown in the tabulation, aﬁd in the use of wzter shall be governed by the genersl
findings. (Vol. 34, Dpe 1)

Contest Ho.140,,U3 Se A, contestant, Ve Ide Walker, contestee, was heard in connection with the contests on iicKay Creek, and the contestec shall have the dzte
of priority and the right to irrigste the lands described in the tabulation, and in theruse of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 34, p. l.)

‘ Contest No. 141, U. 8° 2., contestant, v. Carrie Sparks, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony as to Birch Cregk should anply in this contest.
The contestee shall have the date of priority and the right to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be goferned by the general fiﬁdings.
( Vol. 31, p. 547.]
| Contest oe 142. U. Se A., contestant, v. Amanda Southﬁell, contestee, was stipulated to the effect tnat the testimony as to Birch Creek should apply in this
contest, and the contestee shall have the date of priority and the right to irrigate the lands described in the tatulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the
genersl findings. (Vol. 31, p. 547.)

Contest §0. 143 Ue Se ie, cOntestant. ve. slwood Fo Stuanghan, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony tsken as to Liréh Creek should apply
in this contest, and the contestee shall have the date of priority zdd the right to irrigzte the lands described in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed
by the general findings. (Vole 3l. pe 547 ) )

Contest No. li4. U. S.’A., contestant, v. 4+ Ue Sloan, contestee, (7. A* Stevens, transferee), vas stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken 2s to
Birch Creek should apply in this contest, and the contestee shall have the date of nriority snd the right to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation, and in the use of
water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vole 3l. pe 547.)

Contest. Hoe 1l4b.Ue. Se A., contestant, v. J. Stonebreker, contestee, was heard in connection with the contests on iicKay Creek. ‘he contestee shall bes entizlad
to the dzte of »riority and to irrigate the 4ands described in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vole le. pe 294.)

Contest %o0. 146. U. Se kLey contestant, v. Edward C. Simon, contestee, was heard in connection with the contests on iicKay Creek. The contestee shzall be
entitled to the date of priority gnd to irrigste the land: described in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findingse. {Vol. 1, p. 294.)

| Contest No. 147. U, Se A, cbntestant, ve John k. Wynn, contestee, was heard in comnection with the contests on iicKay (reek. The contestee shall be entitled

to the dzte of priority and to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings (Vol. 1, p. 295.)



Contest No. 148. Ue &e Ao, contestant, v. Annette Wilsom, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken in respect to the rights on Birch Creek
should be used in this contest. The contestee is entitled to the date of priority and to irrigaste the lands descrived in the tzbulation, and in the use of water shall be
governed by the general findings. (Vole 1. po 220.)

Contest No. 149« U. 5. A., contestant, v. 4. P. warner, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken in respect to the rights on Lirch Creek
should te used in this contest. The contestee is entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands as described in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be
governed by the general findings. (Vol. l. p. 221.)

Contest No. 150. U. S. A., coytestant, v. B. L. Wright, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to Birch Creek should apply as to this
contest, The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands d escribed in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the
general findings. (Vol.l, p. 282.)

Contest Ho. 18l. Ue. Se A., contestant, v. X. J. Sturtevent, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to Birch Creek should apply as to
this contest, and the contestee shall be entitled to the date of n»roprity and to irrigate the lands described in the tatbulation, and in the use of water shsall bé governed by the
Beneral findings. (Vol. 31, p. 547.)

Contest so. 152. U. 5. A., contestant, v. Wenshaz Svrings Company, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to Upper iicKay Creek should
be deemed as evidence in this contest. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrlgate the lands described in the tabulation, and in the use of water
shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 1 p. 298.)

Contest Ho. 153. U. 5. A., contestant, v, Elvira Teel, contestee, was heard in connection :ith the contests as to the Allen Ditch Compeny, and shall be governed
by the findings therein. (Vol. 24. pe 25.)

Contest =0. 154, Ue e A., contestant, v, De e Pearson, contestég,was heard in connection with the contests sgainst the Wilson Irrigation Company, and shall be
govefned by the findings therein. (Vol. 34. p. 557.)

| Contest Lio. 15, Ue v* a,, contestant, v, James 4. Lendenhsll, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest of the United States v. Pioneer Irrigation
Compsny, and shzll be governed by the findings in that case. (Vol. 50.)

Contest Ho. 156. U. Se 4., contestant, v. Chas. Kennison, contestee, was hecrd in connection with the contest of the United States. v, Pioneer Irrigation Company,
and shali be governed by the findings therein, (Vol. 30.)

| Contest Ko. 157, U. S« 4., contestant, v, H. . Ziewport, conteétee, involves the rights of the contestee to the us; of the water through the Wilson Irrigation
Company's bitch, and it appearing that the contestee has no rights in and to the use of the water through the Wilson Ditch, the statement and proof of the claimgnt as to the
use of the weter from the 7ilson Diteh is not established, and said contestee is not entitled to any such use. (Vol. 34. p. 571.)

Contest Hoe 188, U. S A.; contestant. v. He XK. Hewport, contestee, involves the contestee's claim tc the use of water for irrigation and power,.and it appears
~that no steps have been taken to develope any power, and that the contestee claims to have originated his wa ter right in 1899. That the right to use the water for power hes
been adzndoned by reason of the delay in non-development of power. Thaf so far as\the right of irrigation is concerned, the sume has been transferresd to Z. G. Hurlburt, znd a
stipulation was entered into between the contestant and the contestee whereby the priority date of.the contestee is acknowledged to be subsequent in time to the rights of the
contestant, and it éppears that the contestant has rights initiated as late as ilarcn 28, 1909; and it further apnears that the contestee mnever utilized any of the wzter until

the year 1910, and the date of priority for said contestee for irrigation purposed therefore snall be 1910 for the lands described in the tabulation nerein, under the name of

He Go Hurloburt, as successor to 4. R. Newoort. (Vol. 1, p. 279.)



Contest iko. 159. U. OS¢ A., contestant, v. Charles lcBee, contestee, involves the use of the wateréof Birch Creek and the contestee shall be entitled to use

water of the priority date and for the lands described in the tabulation hereinafter, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Teste. 31, p. 547}.
| Contest No. 160, U. Se¢ A., contestant, v. Joseph kKane, contestee, wes tried with other contests relative to the waters of iicKay Creek, and the contestee shall
have the priority date for the lands described in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 34, p. l.)

Contest No. 16le Ue. S« A., contestant, ve. Thomas Jacques, contestee, was stinulated to the effect that the testimony taken in respect to the rights and claims
to the waters of Birch Creek and its tributaries, should be deemed as evidence in this contegt. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the
lands described in the tabulation hereinafter, =nd in the use of water shall be governed by the general findingse (Voll l. p. 222.)

Contest iio. 162, U. 3. A+, contestant, v. Rebecca Kemler, contestee, was trisd in connection with other contests as to the waters of ilcKay Creek. The contestee
shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol.34,p.l.)

Contest Lio. 163, U. S. A., contestant, v. Daniel Kemler, contestee. was heard in connection with other contests as to the waters of licKay Creek. The contestee
shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein and in the use of water shall be governed by the generalyfindings.(Vol.Sé.p.l.)

Contest Ho. 164. U. Se Ao, contestant, v. Alonzo Knotts, contestee, was stipulated to ths effect that the testimdny taken on Eirch Creek should apply in this ‘
contest, and the contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigste the lands described in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the
general findings. (Vole. 31l. p. 547.)

Contest Lo. 165, U, S. A., co ntestant, v. 0. P. F. Kewquist, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to the waters of Birch Creek
should apply in this contest, and the contestec shall have the priority date to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein, and in tine use of water shall be governed
by the general findings. (Vol. 31, p. 547.)

Contest ﬁo. 166, U. S« A., contestant, v. Louis LicA La Dow, contesbeg, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony as to the contests involving the :waters
of iicKay Creek should apply in this contest. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priortty and to irrigate the lands described in the tatulatioﬁ herein, and in the
use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 1, p. 292.)

Contest Hoe. 167, U. S« A., contestant, v. «#« We Patton, contestee, involves the water rights to the lands which have been transferred to the State of Oregon
for State Hoppital purposes, and the State of Oregon has been substituted for the conteétee hereine. The acrezge and date of priority shall be as in the statement and proof
of claim, shown in the tabulation herein, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 34. p. 590)

Contest kLo 158. Ue S« Ae., contestant, v. Geo. llale, contestee, was stipulsted to the effect that the testiﬁZny taken as to the waters of Bireéh Creek should
apply in this contest. <+he contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein and in the use of water shzll be
governed by the general findings. (Vol. 31, p. 547.)

Contest Ko. 169. U. Se. A., contestant, v. John P. Mcilznus, contestee, (Johm P. Mclanus, Apnleburyg Water Company and Ve He Evans, holding under daid Applebu¥€
Water Co.), was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken in contests involving the waters of Birch Creek below filot Réck; should be deemed as evidance in this
contest. The contestee shall be entitled to the priority date and to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein, znd in the use of water shall be governed by
the general findings. (Vol. l. p. 281.) |

Contest No. 170. U. S« A., contestant, v. Chas. Ogilvy, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken on Birc¢h Creek should be used in this

contest to determine the rights. The contestee shall be entitled to the priority date and to irrigate the lands described ia the tabulation herein, and in tne use of water

shall be governed by the general fiadings. (Vol. l. p. 223.)



Contest No. 171. U. S. A., contestant, v. Charles J. Hanning, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to the waters of iicKay Creek should be used
in this contest, und the contestee shall be entitled to the priority date znd to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein, and in the use of water shall be governed
by the general findings. (Vol. 1, pe. 282.)

Contest No. 172, U. S. 4., contestant, v. W. ¥+ ilatlock, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the City of Pendleton was ﬁhe present owner of fhe premises
described in the statement and proof of claimant, and that said land is now what is known as the Round-up Grounds, and was stipulated to the effect that the contestee should be
entitled to ome-half cubic foot per second, continuous flow, of the waters of Umatilla River for irrigétion, stock and domestic use upon said grounds. {Vol. 34, p. 209.)

Contest NWo. 173 U. 5. A., contestant, v. Ben F. Brown, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken in respect to the rights of John Wynn
and others on Upper kcKay Creek should be deemed as evidence in this contest, and the contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigaté the lands described in
the tebulation herein, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vols 1 o p. 1524)

Contest No. 174. U. S« A., contestant, v. C. C. Hendricks, contestee, involves the lands which have becn transferred to the State of Oreson for use as a
State Hoppital, and the State of Oregon has been substituted for the contestee herein, and shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands described in the
tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 34. p. 590.)

Contest No. 175, U. S. 4., contestant, v. Danizl Shaw, Contestee, was tried in connection with all the contests zs to the waters of xcKay Creek. The4con—
testee shall h:ove the date of priority and the right to irrigate tne lands descrited in the tabulation herein, zud in the use 2f water shall be governed by the general findings.

Contest No. 176. U. S. A., contestant, v, TFilliam:L.Ely, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken on lcXazy ¥reek should be deemed as
evidence in this contest. The contestee snall Le entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands described in the claim, and in the use of water shall be governed
by the general findings. (Vol. 1, p. 302)

Contest No. 177. U. S. A., contestant , v. Olive Harrison, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the contestee should have the use of water for 1t he
lands describea in the proof of claim with & priority date as snown therein, and in the use of water, the contestee shall be governed by the gen=ral findings. (Vol. 1, p. 501}.

Contest Ho. 178.‘ Ue S. A., contestant, v. Hattie J. Davis, contestee, was tried in comnection with other contests arising as to the waters of iicKay Creek,
and it sppearing that said Hattie J. Tavis had sold and transferred the lan&s to T S. Swearingen, said Y. B.Swearingen was substituted as contestee in this contest. The
contestee shall have the date of vriority and be entitled to irrigate the lands descrited in the tabulation herein, and as to the use Qf water shall be governed by the generzl
findings, (vole 1, p. 295.)

Contest Ho. 179. U. Se 4., contestant, v. Omer DP. Stephens, contestee, wes tried in connection with the contegzs on McKay Creek, and the contestes shall have
the priocrity date and be entitled to irrigate tne‘lands described in the tzbulation herein, and in the use of water sha 11 b e governed by the generzl findings. (Vol. 1,0.295.)

Contest e 180., U; 5. A., contestant. v.'John Schmidt, contestee, involves the rights of the contestee which aore based upon State Engineer's Permit No. 360,
dated June 7th, 1910. That the contestee appesred and refused further to proceed in the proceedings, and it is therefore ordered that t he contestee shall have such rights as
he may gain under the Laws of the State of Oregon relative to the annroopriation of wuter Ly State Engineer's Permit, and the rights of said John Schmidt shall not be tabulated
herein, but shall be governed by such pnroof as may be submitted under said Engineer's Permid, as required by law. (See claim.)

Contest No. 18l. U. S. A., contestant, v. ?. J. Cheney, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the contests involving the waters of .LicKay Creek should

+

be used in this contest. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority #hd to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein, and in the use of water shall.

be governed by the general findings. {(Vols 1, pPe. 29b.)



Contest No. 182. U. S. A. contestant, v. James P. Brown, contestee, was tried in counnection wath othor contests on lcKey Creek, and it further anneared that
Peter faker is the transferee of the lands in question as assign-e of said James P. Brown, and said Peter baker was substituted as contestee herein. The contestee shall be
entitled to the dite of priority and to irrigate the lands deseribed in the tabﬁlation herein, and in the use.of water shall be governed ty the gemeral findings. (Vol. 34,p.l.)
| Contest No. 183. U. S. A., contestant, €. Geo. L. Dunn, conteétee, was tried in comnection with other contests involving the waters of LicKay Creek, and it
further appeared that the lands in question in this contest were transferred to Chas. Tulloss, and said Chas. Tulloss was substituted for the contestee herein, and that there-~
- after, said lands were transferred to Geo. Adams. The contestee shzall be entitled to the priority date and to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein, and in
the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. {Vole 34, Pe l.)

Contest No. 184. U. S. A., contestant, v. F. Te and C. #. Byrd, contestees, was heard in connsction with the contests involving the waters of LZirch Creek, and
the contestees shall be entitled to the d&ate of priority and to irrigate the lands described in the tabulatioﬁherein, and in the use of water shall be governed by tﬁe general
findings. (Vol. 31, p. 547.)

Contest ¥o. 1856. U. S. A., contestant, v. Geo. e Zunyan, contestee, was sfipulated t0o the effect that the testimony taken with respect to the waters of
Birch Creek should be used in determining this contest. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation hereiﬂ
contained, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (vol. 31, p. 5ba, )

Contest No. 186. U. ©. 4., contestant, v. Sovhie Eyers, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to the waters of Birch Creek and
its tributsries should be taken as evidance in this contest, and it further appearing that this contest does not involve any of the rights of the contestee in and to the use
of the waters of the Umetillz River for power purposes and milling, but only zs to the use of water for irrigation, the contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and
to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein contained, and in the use of vater shall be governed by the generzl findings. (Vol. 1, p. 224.)

Contest No. 187. U. 3. A., contestant, v. L. W. Redd, contestee, was stipulated to the efiect that the testimony taken as to the rignts of John Wynn and others
as to the waters of Upper licKay Creek, gbove the forks thereof, will te déemed and tzken as evidance in this contest. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority
and to irrigate the lands described 'in the tabulation herein, aﬁd in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 1, p. 298.)

Contest No. 188. U. S. A., contestant, v. Willia~m P, Dzniel, contesfee, was‘étipulated to the effect thut the testimbny taken as to the cléims tc the waters
of the Umatille River, between Pendleton and the mouth of Birch Creek, sho:ld be deemed as evidence in this contest , and the contestee shall have the date of priority and to
irrigate the lands in the tabulstion herein.descrihed, and in the use of water shall be govefned by the generél findings. (Vol. 1, p. 225.)

Contest No. 189. U. S. A., contestant, v. L. E. Roy and F. . Smith, contestees, was stipulated to the effé;t that the testimony taken reswecting the rights
and claims to the waters of Birch Creek znd its tribtutaries should bé deemed zs evidence 1in this contest. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of »nriotity and to
irrigate the lands described in the tabulation herein, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 1. p. 226.)

Contest Ko. 190. U. S. A., contestant, v. William P. Card, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken in connection with the contests on
IlcKay Creek should be tzken as evidence in this contest, ;nd it further appearing that the lands in questiocn in this‘contest ha& been transferred to Zarl Gillanders and
Henry Kopitke, said transferees were substituted as contestees in this contest. The contestees shall be entitled to the ds&te of priority and to irrigute the lands des-
cribed in the tabulation herein, and in the use of wéter shall be governed ULy the genersl findings, (Vol. 1. pe 296.)

Contest No. 191. U. S. A., contestant, v. Georie V. Jones, contestee, was stipulated to the effeét that the testimony taken in connettion with the contests

involving the waters of llcKay Creek, should be taken as the evidence in this contest. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priofity and to irrigate the lands



described in the tabulation herein, and in the use of water shall be, governed by the genersl findings. (Vol. l. p. 296.)

Contest No. 192. U. S. A., contestant, v. Llerion Jack, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken ir connection with the contests on licKay
Creek should be deemed és the evidence hersin. The contestée shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands descrived in the tabulation herein, and in the use
of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 1, p. 296.)

| Contest No. 193. U. S. 4., cogftestant, v. J. S. Holmes, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken in connection with the contests
involving the waters ¢f licKay Creek should be taken as the evidence herein. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands described in the
tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vols 1, Do 296.)

Contest No; 154. U. S. A., contestant, v. Carl Jensen, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken involving the contests on Birch Creek,
below Pilot Rock, should be deemed as the evidence in this contest, and the cqnéestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lcnds described in the tabulation
herein, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 1; P. 281.)

Contest ¥o. 195. U. S. A., contestant, v. Horseshoe Irrigation Compsny, contestee. It apnears that the contestee, the Horseshoe Irrigation Company, was served
with a notice ¢n the 29th day of April, 1511, by delivering to Edvard Dupuis, personally and in person, a copy of the notice of nearing and & copy of the notice of contest; which
szid notice of hearing wzs served by the sheriff of Umatille County, Oregon, and the notice of contest was served by Geo. T..Cochran, Superintendent of Water Division No. 2. That
said BEdward Dupuis was at said time, secretary of said corporation, and said notice of hearing sef the time and place of said contest as at tne Court House in the city of Pendleton,

’ and has not appeared,

iz Um=tilla County, Oregon, at ten o'clock a.m., On Monday the 12th day of June, 1911, That at said time tne contestee did not appear, angwerer,orotherwise plead in said contest.
That szid notice of contest states the grounda of contest to be, that the contestees have no right to use any of the wmater in exceés of one-eightieth of one cubic foot per second
per acre of land irrigated, and further alleges that the irrigaticn season is 100 days from and zfter the 1st day of March, for'a v and all years, and that the contestee has no
. right to use any of the waters for irrigation at other times, znd the rights of the contestee are subject to each and 21l of the rights of the contestant. It appezars from the
claim that the priority dete of the contestee is December 26, 1994, and zs to 2ll claimants except said contestant, said priority date shall govern, and shall be plzced in the
tabulation hereinafter contained. That as to said contestant, said contesteéséhall at all times be deemed to have wai%ed their pricrity date and shall be sutject in the use of
water to gll rights of the contestant herein, 2nd as to thq irrigation season, and the use of water,‘said contestee shall be governed by the general findings herein snd shall
have the right to use the water to irrigate the lands described in the tabulafioh.

| Contest No. 196. U. S. A., contestant, v. Jos. Cunha, contestee, vas stipulated to the effect thét the priority date of tne contestee in the use of water from
the Taylor Ditch shall be as of July lst, 1884, and that the acreage which should receive water from said ditch is 186 acres. It ;ﬁrther appeared that the lands irrigated gt the‘
present time was 166 acres, and the tabulation herein shall designate only such amount of land. In the use of water said contestec shall be governed by the general firdings
herein. (Vol. 34. D. 3623).

Contest Ko. 197. U. S. A., contestant. v. Allen Ditch Company, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that :he acreage irrigated from said ditch was as
follows, to-wit: Fred Andrews, 184 acres; O. D. Teel, 205 ccres; Blvira Teel, 170 acres; iildred Spike,\71 scres; Jos. Cunha, 179 acres; George Higginbotham, 334 acres;
but it appears from the testimony, maps,and date on file in the record, that the acreage is as follows, to-wit: Fred Andrews, 184 zcres; 0. De Qeel, 205 acres; Elvire Teel,
170 acres; ilildred Spike, 63 acres; Jos. Cunha, 169 acres; George Higgenbotham, 151 acres; making a totzl of 942 acres which shall be described and designated in the tabulation
hereinzfter. It was further stipulated, that the rights of the contestees shall te prior in time and superior in right to any of the rights claimed by the contestant, and it

appecring that the date of priority of said contestees is 1870, the tabulation herein shall show such date. In the use of water the contestee shall be governed by the general

findings herein. {Vol. 24, p. 25.) -



€ontest No. 198. U. S. A., contestant, v. Levi Eldridge, (2 claims) contestee,-was stipulatéd to the effect that the testimony taken in connection with the
contests on McKay Creek should be taken as the evidence herein. The contestee shall be entitled to the priority date as shown in the tabulation, and to irrigate the lands
.therein descrived, and in tne use of water shall be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 1, p. 296;)

Contests Nos. 199, 199a, 200. U. Se A.gontestant, v. Arthur 8. Janes, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony tsken in respect to the rights
to the waters of Bireh Creek and its tributaries, shall be tazken and deemed as evidence in this contest. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to
irrigate tone lands as shown in the tabulation, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general fipdings. (Vol. 1, p. 227.}

Contests ios. 201,202 U. 8« 4., contestant, v. B. P. Doherty, contestee, was stirvulated to the effect that the testimony taken in contests .involving the waters
of Bi reh Creek, licKay Creek and Umatilla River, above the Furnish Reservoir would be deemed and taken as evidence in this contest, and the contestee shall be entitled to the
date of priority to irrigate the lands described in the tabulaﬁion herein, and in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings. It further appears from the
records of the U. 5. Land Office, at La Grande, O;egon, that Lot 3 1is the SE;SW%-of Seetion 9, as claimed in contestee's claim. (Vol. 1, p. 282.)

Contests Hos; 203, 204, 205. U. S. A., contestant, v. Cunningham Sheep & Land Counpany, contestee, was heard in connectionwith the contests involving the waters
of Birch Creek, and by stipulation is to be governed by the evidence herein. It apnears in the claim filed by the contestee for lands irrigated under the J. Ee Smith Ditch,‘
that the contestee began the enlargement in 1907, and in March 1910 secured State Engineer's Permit No. 36, and for the irrigation of the lands covered theréby the contestee
shall be entitled to the same in accordance with the laws governizg the rights to the use of water eppropriated under such permits. As to the irrigation of the lands claimed
in the other statement and proofs filed by the contestee, said contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority as in the tabulation shown, and in the use of‘water shall be
governed by the general findings. (Vol. 5;, Do 547.)

Contest No. 206« Ue Se Ao, 00ntestant.>v. Joseph Ramos, contestee, w:s heard in connection with the contest against the Wilson Ditch Compeny, wherein'it was
stipulated that the priority date of the water users through the Wilson Ditch Coxpany should be December 15, 1304, and that the number of acres which Joseph Ramos is entitled
to irrigate is 95, and that in the diversion of water, the decree of the Circuit Court of the United States for the District of Oregon, in the case of the United States of
America. vs. Joséph Ramos, et al., shbuld be observed. It appears from the testimony; znd especially from the maps of the State Engineer, that szid Joseph Ramos has only
60% acees irrigated and such acreage shall 'be hereinafter designated in the tabulztion, together with the priority date as established by szid stipulation. In the use of
water contestee shall be governed by the decree of szid Circuit Court of the United States for the District of Oregon, and the generzl fin&ings herein, (Vol. 34, p. 555.)

Contest No. 207. U. S. L., contestant, v..ilmer Reeves, contestee, was heard in connection with the contests as to the PioneerIrrigation Company, and shall
be governed by the findings therein, ana in the use of water, by the general findings. (Vol. 30.j “

.Contest Roe. 208, U. 35+ Aey contestant, v. Chris Roberts, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest of the U«.S. v. Crayne-Lisle Irrigation Company,
and shall be governed by the findings th:rein. (Vol. 30.]

Contest Fo. 209. Ue. 3. Ae, contestant, ve B. F. Haley, contestee, was heard in comnnection with the contest of the U. S5.A. V. Pioneer Irrigation Company, and
shall be governed by the findings therein. (Vol. 39.} |

Contest No. 210. U« S. A., contestant, v. E. F. Carney, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken as to the righfs and claims of
John Wynn and others on Upper ilcKay breek, above the forks of said éreek, should be deemed and taken =s evidence in this contest. The contestee shall be entitlied té the
date of priority ¢nd to irrigate the lands described iﬁ the tatulation herein, and in the use of water shall be goveraned by the general findings. (Vole. l. ». 228.])

Contest Ho. 211, U. S« A., contestant, v. J.E. Reeves, contestee. The contestee aopezrs to be.using water by means of pumping the same from the bed of the



Umatills River, and shall be entitled to use the water upon the lands and under the priority date as in the tabulation hereinafter set forth, and in the use of water shall be
governed by the general findings.

Contest Noe. 212. U. S. 4., contestant, v. Fred .. Andeews, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest of the U, S. v. Allen Ditch Company, and
shall be governed by the findings therszin,. (Vol. 24, p. 25.)

Contests loss 213. 214. U. S. 4., éontestant, Ve Jeo Es Smith Livestock Company, contestee, was stipulatsed to the éffect that the testimony taken in respect
to the rights and claims to the waters of that portion of the Umatilla River between Pendleton and bcho, should be deemed and téken as evidence in this contest. The contestee
shall be entitled to the priority dzte, and to irrigate the lands described in the tabulation hereinafter shown, &nd in the use of water shall be governed by the general findings.
(Vols 1, pe 173.)

Contest No. 215+ U. S. A., contestant, v. John J. and Thos. W. Peters, contestees, is governed by the findings made under the contest of the vestern Land &
Irrigation Company v. John J. and Thos. W. Peters, being Case Ko. 43,

Contests Hos. 216, 217, and 218. Ue Se Ao contestant. Ve Orecon Land & Water Commany, contestee, were stipulated to the effect that the contestee should be
entitled to 75 cubic feet per second of water, prior in time and superior in right to any right of or claims of the contestant. It is found that such rights shall have the
priority date of April 14, 1893, and that the balance of the rights of the contestee shall be governed by the permits for the appropriation of water which have been taken
under and by virtue of the water laws of the State of Oregon and issued thereunder by the State Engineer. The contestee shall be entitled to the priority date to irrigate
the lands as described in the tabulation herein contained. (Vol. 1, p. 182.) .

Contest No. 219. U. S. A., contestant, v. Sadie Haney, contestee, was heard in counnection with the contests of the Courtney Irrigation Company, and shall
be governed by the findings therein. It further appesrs, that the land in question in this contest. has been transferred to Jas. ae Fee, Jr., and said Jas. 4. Fee, Jr., is
herebu substitutzd in this contest for the contestee. (Vol. 30.)

Contest Ho. 220. U. Sg A., contestant, v. Zoeth Houser, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest of the U. 3. v. Courtney Irrigation Comvany,
and shall be governed by the findings thereunder. (Vol. 30.)

Contest iio. 221, U. 3. A., contestant, v. William H. Gulliford, contestez, was heczrd in connection with the contest of the Courtney Irrigation Comosny,
and shall be governed by the findings thereunder. (Vol. 30.)

Contest Ho. 222, U. S. 4., contestant, v. Frank Donnelly, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that Jos. Cunha was the successor in interest to
Frank Donnelly, &nd is hereby substituted as the contestee in place of said Frznk Donnelly. It wes further stisulated that tﬁ; contestee should ©te entitled to & priority
date prior in time &«nd superior in right to any rights of the contestant, to 35 cubic feet of water per second, which said 35 second feet of water should include the amount
of water claimed by W. 7. Whitworth, through the Wilson Ditech Company. That for the balance of the contestse's apnrosriation, being 32 cubic feet of water per second, the
contestes should have a priority date of April 1lst, 1906. 1t further aonpesrs that the priority date for the 35 second feet of water should te May 188l. (Vol. leDe233.)

Contest Ko. 223. U. S.AA., contestant. v, Frank F. and Julia C. Fowler, contestees, shall be governed by the findings under tue contest of the Western
Land & Irrigation Company, ve Frank F. and Julia C. Fowler, being Case 5[o. 47.

Contest Ho. 224. U. S« A., contestant, v. 2. =, Elder, contestee, was heard ian connection with the contest ¢f the Wilson Irrigation Company, and shall
be governed by the findings thereunder. (Vol. 34, p. 554,.)

Contest No. 225, U. 5. 4., contestant, v. Ed. Gnavauch, contestee, was tried in connection with the contest of the Pioneer Irrigation Company, and shall

be governed by the findings therein,. (Vol. 30a)



Ceontest llo. 226. U. S. A., contestant, v. Pioneer Irrigation Company, contestes. The contestee shall be entitled to furnish water to its stockholders and
water users, under the date of priority and for the irrigation of the lands described in the tabulation hereinafter contained, and in the use of water shall be governed by the
general findings. (Vole. 30.)

Contest No. 227. U. S. A., contestant, v. Maxwell Irrigation Company, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the date of priority of the contestee shall
be September 11, 1894, and that inasmuch as the ditch of the contestee flows through the City of Stanfield, for the purposes of municipal and domestic use, the contestee shall
have a volume of 11} cubic feet per second of water flowing in said ditch when same is available, under a priority date as aforesaid. It was further stipulated that the
contestee was entitled to receive water from said ditch for the irrigation of 462 zcres, but inasmuch ax the claimant has only described in his claim 204 acres, such an
amount shall be herein tabulated. The contestee shall have water for the irrigation of the same in accordance with the general findings herein, provided, thst whenever
there is no interferemce with the rights of others, the contestee may have & head of water of 113 second feet. (Vol. 1, p. 185.)

Contest No. 228. U. S. A., contestant, v. Addie C. Esteb, contestee, was hesxrd in connection with the contest of the U. S. v. Wilson Ditch Company, and shall
be governed by the findings thereunder. (Vol. 34. p. 554.)

Contest No. 229, U. Se A.,contest&nﬁv. A+ Je Cleghorn, contestee, was heard in codnection with the contest of'the Pioneer Irrigation Company, and shall be
governed by the findings thereunder. {Vol. 30.)

Contest No. 230, U. 5. A., contestant, v. Joel Halstead, contestee, was heard in connection with the conﬁest of the Wilson Ditch Company, and shall be governed
by the finding therein. (Vol. 34. p. 554.)

Contest Lio. 23le. Ue 5. A, contestant. v. Se I. Lisle, contestee, was he:rd in connection with the contest of the U. S. v. Crayne Lisle Irrigation Compeny, and
shall be governed by the findings therein. (Vole 34, pe 3864 |

Contest No. 232. U. S. A., contestant, v. Ben F. llcCullough, contestee, was heard in connection with the contest of the ioneer Irrigation Company, and shall be
governéd by the findings therein. (Vol. 30.)

Contest Iio. 235. U. S. 4., contestant, v. Geo. Fiedler, contestee, was stipulated to the effect that the testimony taken heretofore in the contest involving
the waters of Birch Creek should be deemed and taken as evidence in this contest. The contestee shall be entitled to the date of priority and to irrigate the lands describbd

in the talulation hereinafter contained, and in the use of vater shill be governed by the general findings. (Vol. 31, p. 553.)

Contest #234 3Sophie Eyers, contestant, vs. 7a-wa-ne, Contestee,
#235 " " i vs Joe. Parr, "
#236 " " ‘ " vs. Bli Parr, "
£237 " " " vs. A-le~te-la, "
#238 " i " vs, Pat-si-ak, . "
#239 " " " vs. To~yat, heir of Peter

Kalyton,Cayuse #248
by Ze.L.Swartzlander, "
#240 " " " vs. Frank Parr "
#241 " " n vs. Mm. Caldwell "
#242 " n " vse Mrs. White Bull "

On the 5th day of June, 1911, and after service of notice of heoaring had been m:de upon tne contestees, the United States of America as Trustee and Guardian over
the Indians and lands of the Indian Reservation in Umétilla County, Oregon, cnd on hehalf of the contestees, and through the United States Attorney for the District of Oregon,
acting under the @irection and ty the authority of the Attorney General of thé United States of America, appeared znd intervened in said contest. Thereafter the testimony was
taken, and from the testimony it appears that on the 9th day of June, 1855, & treaty vias made between certain Indian Tribes residing in Oregon and Jashington, and the United

States; Government; this treaty wes ratified by the United States Senate on the 5th day of March, 1859, and was proclaimed as being in force on the 1llth day of April, 1839.



by this treaty, the lands vhich the contestees are irrigating were a.part of those lands set apart and ceded as an Indian Reservation for the exclusive uses, and as a place of
residence for said Indiaas, The Indians moved upoh the reservation, established their residenced, and they and their descedants Pave continued tco live upon said reservation
from that date until‘the,present time, under government regulation, guardianship, and control of’the United States.

On the 7th day of July, 1870, G. Ve LEailey, Geo. i Lanw, Lott Livermore, F.Coates; and other citizens of the United States and of the State of Oregon, obtained
permigsion from the United States through the Departmsnt of the Interior, to take water from the Umatilla River, and to construct a ditch for the conveyance of the same across the
-Umatilla Indian Resrvation. In pursuance of such permission from the U. S. Government, Lalow and others constructed a ditch from a point on the Umatilla River in the SE= of SE%
of Sece 1, Twpe 2 e Re 32 <o Ve Mo, to the City of Pendleton, taking and .appropriating some of the waters of the Umatills River, and applied the water for irrigation and other
useful and beneficial purposes.

In the year 1874, the ditch and right to use the wéters of the Umatilla River were conveyed to 7. 3. Byers, vho constructed a grist and flour mill at Pendleton,
and has since said timé used the water for the dperation of such mill. The contestant, Sophie Byers, is the widow and successor in interest to we+ S. Byers; that et the time the
government granted the permission to use the waters of the Umatilla River, &nd at the time w. 5, Byers became the o.ner :f the ditch and water privileges and built tine mill, the lzncs
on ezch side of the Umatilla River, both above, at, znd below the point where the ditch tapped the river, were within the boundaries of the Umatilla Indian Reservation. +hat the
amount of water necessary to operate the mill i s about 10,000 cubic feet per minute, or nearly 167 second feet of water; that the river at Pendleton auring the dry time of yhe
year hzs had a minimum flow of as low as 23 second feet; that when the water is less than 167 second feet; then the contestant's mill recquires all the water that is flowing in
the stream, and has since the building of the mill used practically all of the water flowing in the stream, when the flow was less than 167 second feet, “hat the rsinfall at
the City of Pemndleton for the past twenty years has varies from 8.21 inches per annum to 20.08 inches per annum; that the amount of rainfall is a great dezl more in the foothills
thsn in the mountesins up the stream from the City of Pendleton, and is sufficient unon the reservation to raise good crops o f whest; oats, barley, and kindred crops; that
irrigation upon the reservatiqn woula largely increate the crops of clfalfa, hay, orchard, garden, and kindred crops.

That on fugust 5th, 1882, Congress of the United States enacied a lec:. entitled, "An Act author;zing the Secretary of the Intericr to dispose of certain
lands adjacent to the town of Pendleton, State of Oregon, belonginé to the Umatille Indian Reservation and for éhe purposes’” (22 Stats. L. 297} By that Act, the Secretary of
the Interior was zuthorized to survey, plat znd disposeof a certain part of the Umatilla‘lndian Reservation, lying contiguous to the town of Pendleton, and tne landé 80
authorized to be surveyed, platted and disposed of by the Secretary of the Interior, and about the year 1884, by mesne conveyance, /. 5. Byers became the ovner of all the lands
on both sides of the Umatilla River at the point where said mill taps the river, and the contestant, Sopﬁie Byers, is the successor in interest to said W. 5. BEyers.

That on the 3rd day of ‘larch, 1885, the Congress of the United States passed another sct entitled "An Act progia;ng for cllotment in severalty to indians
residing upon the Umatilla Indian Reservation, in the 3tate of Oregon, granting patents tnerefor, and tor the purposes,*****»**ax (23 Stats. L. 340.) This Act provided that
the Umatilla Indian Reservation should be surveyed and allotted in severelty to the Indians residing thereon, and thaﬁ the United States Goverument should hold the lznds in trust
for a period of 25 years for the sole use and benefit of the Indian to whom such allottment should te made, or to his heirs, to be determined according to the laws 01 the State
of Oregon, and that &t the end of that -eriod, or longer if the Presicent should so determine, the United States should grent a patent to said Indian or to his heirs, and about
the year 1891, the allotment wcs mzde &nd the lands are now sd held in pursuznce of that Act. Said Act-further contains‘the following proviso, under Section 2. "Provided further,
that the weter right across a portion of said reservation from the town of Peundleton gransed by the Interior Department, July Vth, 1870, on the aponlication of Géo. LeDow, Lott Livermore,
and other citizens of Pendletén, for manufacturing purposes be a2ffirmed and‘cohtinued to W. 3. Brvers =znd Company, or their successors, provided, that this Aet shall in no way impair
or affect any existing right to a reasonable use of the water of s&zid stresm for agricultural purposes, not shall confirm or grant any right to use the water thereof in any

menner nbt to any extent beyoﬁ or different from that to which it hes heretofore been appropriated,”



That on the 23rd day of lay, 1895, George *+ Rigby, and 7illiam R. Rigby, through a private undertaking or agreement with the Indians having those allotments,
constructed a ditch for the purpose of irrigaticn, and that said George VW. Rigby and William T. Rigby were white persons, and the lands farmed by thém have been farmed by
various people, until now, they are farmed by William Caldwell, zlso a white person, and there has been irrigated upon the lands of the contestee, the lahdsrdescribea in the
tabulation herein. After the Rigby's had taken out water from the Umetilla River, We S. Byers filed a suit in the Circuit Court of the State of Oregon, for Umatilla County,
as plaintiff, against George W; Rigby and William T. Rigby, Hoot-soot, Hop~-sin, VWa-win-ta-la-son-mi, Peter Kalyton, James L. Fee, Thomazs Thompson, Is~ka-malk, Sich-ga-we-tla,
éood-man and Charles Wilkinsg as defendants. A stipulation was filed, vherein lessrs. Carter and Raley signed as sttorneys for the Indians, znd John H. Hall signed as United
States attorney; upon thisstipulation the findings of fact and conclusions of law were made, and a decree entereﬁ in said court to the effect that the righﬁs of the defendants
to the waters of the Umatilla River were inferior in time and right to those of W. S. Byers. There was some fufther testimony, that in the early days the Government had
built a mill for the Indians with the intention of using the water ¢f the Umatillé River for power purposes, but this was ebandoned, and so far as these contestees are con-
cerned, it does not apnear that either the Govermment or the Indians themselves are using the water, but that the water is ﬁade use of by ﬁhite persons under private arrange-
ments with the Indians. |

The contention of the United States is, that where a trazct of land is set apert for spécial use by the Government, that the Government has a prior and éuperior‘
right to all persons for the use of such water as flows upon that land, and relies upon the case of Winters v. Unitéd States, 143, Fed. 740, which is affirmed by'the Supreme -
Court as reported in 207 U. S., 564. In the Winte:s case, arid lands in Montana along Milk River were involved and it appears that the U.‘S. Governmént and also the Indians
themselves, hzd been using water for many years prior to the time when Winters and other parties associated with him, tegan the use of water, so that there was actually an
appropriation, not only by the United States but also by the Indians‘themselves. Here, the lands produce excellent crops without irrigation, and the irrigation only
increases the crops of alfalfa and garden; the use of the water is not a neces;ity, éo;that thae water could be szid to have been gppropriated by the Indians by necessary
Vimplication. Furthermofe, if the rights of the United States and of the Indians be conceded to be prior in time'and superice in right to the fightg of thbse telow, such
a priority would be personal to the Indians themselves or to the U. S. Government for govermmental nurposes, and could not be transferred to a whitg'person'who is governed
by the laws of the state, concerning the use and distribution of water.

i

The Act of Congress of March 3, 1885, containing the proviso confirming the right to W« 8. Byers and Company, cnd their successors, to the use of water, was
not a grant of absolute right, but merely a contirmation of the chznge of ownership of the Permit originally given to la Dpw and others. The sale of the lands by the U. S.
Government over which the ditch wzs constructed for the Byers mill right, amounted to & release on the part of the U. 5. Government of any right which the Goverment might
have under the Permit, to prevent the diversion of water by Byers ana their successors. ;

The statement and proofs of claim of the contestees were all made out and submitted by Williaw Caldwell, who occupied the land:c described in such proof, as

a2 tenant. The appropriation was made by the U. S. Govermment for govermmental use; :nd therefore, in the use of water shall be governed by the laws of the State of Oregon

as to the appropriation and shall have the date of priority 2nd be entitled to irrigate the lends described in the tabulation herein contained.

10.
A stipulztion was entered into as between the lands tabulated herein for which a water right was claimed by the Estate of Z. T. Jenkins, deceased, znd for
the lands in the tabulation herein contained; for the wzter right for thelands of Geo. ilale, wherein it is agreed that the ditch knowvn as the bowvman Ditch shall be used
by both parties according to their water rights as confirmed ty the State \ater Board and that eachparty shall besr their proportionate share of the expense of upkeep of

euch ditch. The water master shall daistribute the vater accordingly.



- 11.

Rebecca Kemler, A. s Despaid, and Umatilla County entered into a stipulation as to the use of a ditch known sometimes as the C. O. French Ditch, sometimes as
the Home Irrigation Company's Ditch, and sometimes as the Kemler-Despain~Umatilla County Ditch, wherein it was agreed that Rebecca Kemler shouid have $he prior and superion |
right for the irrigatioh of 13 szcres of land, and thereafter, A. 1. Despain 22 acres of land, and thereafter, Umatilla County 25 scres of land. The vater master shall dis-
tribute the watér according to the prioritiec as shown in this stﬁpulationhnd as above enumersted.

12.

A stipulation was entered into between Geo. MHale, Geo. We Runyan, Carl Jensen, Frank Sharman, Slizabeth Hemphill, J. ii. Hemphill, as to the priorities for the
irrigation of the lands tabulated herein, and it was stipulated that George licle should have the prior right for 6 acres of land; that thereafter, the other parties should
have the water distributed to them in accordance vith the dates of priorities as found by the State Wrter Board, and the balance of the right of George lLale should be sub-
sequent in time to all of the rights of the szid other parties. In accordance with this stipulation, the dates found and established are as follows, to-wit: George ilale,
1867, 6 acres; 1908, 109 acres; G. W. Runyan, 1895, 25 acres; Carl Jensen, 1873, 30 scres; 1907, 40 acres; Frank Sherman, 1904, 573 acres; Elizabeth Hemphill, 1870, 54
acres; J. ie Hemphill, 1904, 62 acres. The water master shall distribute the water in accordance with such dates of priority and this stipulation.

13.

A stipulation was entered into between Geo. ﬁale,iJ. A+ Guderian, G. W. Bush, Oscar Newquist, <+ F. Straughan, Henry Rockwell and Carrie Sparks, wherein it was
agreed that the said Geo. lizle should have a prior :nd superior right of irrigation for forty acres of land as hereinafter tabulated as irrigated by him; that J. A« Guderian,
Ge. We Bush, Oscar Lewquist, Bs F. Straughan, Henry Rockwell snd Carrie Sparks should thereafter be entitled to the use of sufficient water to irrigate the lands described in
the tzbulation hereinafter contained, in accordance with the dztes of priority as found by the State VWater Eoard, and fhat after said parties had received sufficient w: ter +o
irrigate such laznd, that then the said Geo. ilale should be entitled to a sufficient amount of water to irrigate the balance of his land. The water master in the aistribution
of water Bhall be bound by such stipulation and shall distribute the water accordingly.

14.

2 Stipulation was entered into bétween Geo. lizle, Amanda J. Southwell, and the heirs of John Southwell, deceased, wherein it wss azgreed thet the said Geo. liale
should be entitled to a prior right to irrigate forty acres of/zzzd described in the tabulation herein, and that thereafter the szid Amanda Southwell and the heirs of John South-
well, deceased, should have sufficient water to irrigate the lands as in the tabulation is shown as irrigated by them; that after such irrigation by said Southnwell, then the
said Geo. iiale should be‘entitled to irrigate the balanca‘of his land. The water master shall.be governed by such stipulation, ;hd shal: distribute the vater in accordance
therewith. |

15.

A stipulation was entered into between Geo. iiale, and He He uilbert, wherein it was agreed that Geo. Male should have a prior right for az sufficient amount of
water to irrigate sixz zcres of land; that thereafter, said H. He. Gilbert should have the next prior right to the use of the water for the irrigation of the lands irrigated by
him, and that the balance of the land belongin- to said Geo. ilale should have the next right. The water master shall distribute tne water in accordance with this finding and
scid stipulation,

16.
4 stipulation was entered into between Daniel Kemler, Laura E. Perrin and A. .. Despaid, as to the rights to thne use of water from the ditches known as the

Bastman~Eeagle and Coldwell orothers Ditch, and it wes agreed that the parties to said stipulation should have rights to the irrigation of lands, equal in time and right as fpllows:



Daniel Kemler, 23 acres; Laura B. Perrin, 12 acres; A. M._pespain, 25 acres; e&nd .that L. il. Despaid should have the right to irrigate further lands from said'ditch, but
that such right‘should be junior in right and time to the above rights. The water mastér shall be governed by this findings in the distribution of water to said parties.
17,

There is a decree oxisting between the ippleburg 7ater Company, & corpuration, .the Hartman Abstréct Company ss Trustee, cnd J. P. MeManus, as plaintiffs, and
Addison C. Henderson, Emma C. Hgnderson, C. C. Henderson, Maggie Henderson, L. V. Henderson, and Cora Benderson, as defendants, wherein it was decreed that the plaintiffs
and Lloyd Henderson were entitled to 30 ilaches of water, prior in time and right to any of the other rights of either the plaintiffs or defendants. ©The next subsequent
thereto in right and priority, the sald défendants are entitled to 10b inches of water, miners measurement, and that subsequent thereto and next in time the plaintiffs
should be entitled to whatever water was appropriated by them; that of the 35 inches of water, miners measurement, belonging to the plaintiffs and defendants, that ployd
Henderson, plaintiff should be entitled to the use of 30 inches thereof, and the defendznt, Lloyd Henderson, to 5 inches thereof; that said 5 inches should be used upon
the follcwing described property. to-wit: Beginning at a point in the JW%—Hﬁirof Sec. 28, Twpe 1 5. Re 32 B. Ve M., which point is South 51 degrees Bast 1372 feet distant
from the Nﬁ%-of Section 28, Tvn. 1 S+ Re 32 . We M. , and from gaid noint run:iing thence south 200 feet; thence at right angles Hast a distance of =zbout 400 feet, more or
less, to the west bank of the main channel of East Birch Creek, and also running north from said beginning point which is South 51 degrees, Bast 1372 feetdistant from the LW
corner of said Section 28, 344.51 feet; thence at right angles 400 feet, more or less, to ~he west bank of the main channel of ZSast Birch Creek, thence folldwing un the west
bank of said main channel of EastBirch Creek to the line first herein described zs running East to said West bank of said main channel. The water master in the distribution
of water chall be bound by said decree, and shall distribute the water in accordance therewith; that none of the water coming'from springs rising uvon any of tne land shall
be affected by said decree, but shall be used upon the land/;iEZh it arises if the parties so desire.

18,

Lillian 4. Spicer, filed a stztement and proof of c¢laim; from said statement and proof it appeared that all of the land which she claims as irrigated is
naturally sub-irrigated from ikcKay Creek. That it is low bottom ground, and that the claimant has never diverted any water througn ditcnes, relying upon the low surface
of the land for sub-irrigation. That the claiment has not appropriated any water from iMcKay Creek. That the claimant has not described any of the lands in'her claim
upon which the water is used; that said claimant is not entitled to have any rights tabulated herein, not to divert water through any ditches for the irrigation. of any land.

19.
Jessie S+ Vert filed a statement znd proof of claim for riparian rights upon Meacham Creek znd Wild Horse Cresk. The place of use of such ripérian rights
shall be as tabulated- herein, and shzll te limited to stock water and domestic use. " |
20,

That the Umatilla River and its tributaries form a perennial stream with well defined bed and banks, wholly within the Counties'of umatills and Morrow, but
osrincipally within the County of Umatilla, State of Oregon, having its source near the Eastern toundary of Umatilla County, in the blue Joﬁntains, and flowing in a westerly
and northw=sterly direc¢tion, and empties its water into the Columbia kiiver. That the flow of this stream and its tributaries is torrential in its nature, flowing large
quantities in the spring time when the winter snows ar- melting, and the main stre;;%gyﬁ;g dry in the dry part of the suummer, and most of the tributaries do go dry.

That upon the tributaries it is necessary therefore to use the water for irrigation during the flood time, or the irrigators will not be zble to divert any
water whatever. That along the main stream the supply of water duting the dry part of the summer is so short that a gireat many of the irrigators must divert water for
irrigation during the flood time, or not be able to divert any water whatever. That the spring freshets beginning at different times each year, depending upon the time

of tne break of winter, and its quantity and duration is dependent upon the extent of the snowfall, the time when and the degree of temperature prevailing while the winter

.



snows are melting; that ordinarily, winter begins to break up about the first of February of each year. That it is customary among the irrigators to use the water from the
various streams at any time of the year they can get it; that various irrigators irrigste their lands during the fall and winter, thereby sporing suftficient water in their
lands to carry them over the dry part of the summer season,

21,

That the soil of the water shed of the Umatilla River vafies, in places there is a heavy sandy loam, other places a light sandy loam, others gravelly loan,
others sage dbrush and desert land, other places a black loam, a2nd in others a volcanic ash, That thé annual rainfall in said watershed varies, and the necessity for
irrigation Yariegéccording to that rainfall; that in general irrigation is necessary in order 10 produce crops; that that part of the Umatilla Watershed lying east =znd
above the Furnish Reservoir has a greater tainfall than that part lying west of, and below said reservoir; that said part sbove said reservoir shall be called, and known
in these Findings, as the Upper River, and that part below said reservoir shall be known as, £nd called; in these Findings, the Lower River. That along the tributaries
the amount of v.ater necessary to irrigate an acre of land varies according to the rainfall, and the kind and’duality of the land; that gravelly places alomg the river
require more water to irrigate than a loam soil.

224

In no case, where water is stored, shall there be diverted from the stream more than the number of zcre feet of water as represented by the number of acres
to be irrigated with such storéd water, multiplied by the number of acke feet that is sufficient for the irrigation of one acre, as found in these Findings, and the diversion
for storage shall be the number of second feet sppropriated for that purvose, diverted at any time there is water, according to the date of priority.

23

In order to successfully irrigate a piece oi ground, it is necessary to have a sufficient head of water; the flovw of onedeightieth of a second foot of wzter for

the period of 120 days would approximately supply three acre feet of water. That a head of water of one-e¥fhtieth of 2 second foot is inadequate for the nurpose of
irrigating an acre of land. That in order to irrigate any land, it is not necessary to keep a continuous flow of water upon each and every acre oif said land. That it is
necesgary to irrigate an acre of land once in about every three weeks during the growing season. That the intermittent use of water upon an acre of ground makes it possitle
for the arrangement of satisfactory systems of‘rqtation, s0 that the head of water necessary for the irrigation of an zcre of land can be increased. That the head of water
requifed to irrigate any land varies according to the season, rainfail, the heat, soil, crops, and hamidity.

24,

That all claimants herein to water for irrigation shall be entitled to use such water for stock and domestic purégses; that the rightspf use for stock and
domestvic purposes is hereby confirmed and entitled the owner of such right to divert and use such a quantity of water as is reasonably necessary for his household and stock
use, and for stock use, the amount so diverted and used shall not exceed the raté of one-fortiéth of one cubic foot per second for each one thousand (1000) head of stock,
and the quantity diverted for irrigation purposes during the irrigation season shall include vhen it is so diverted, such an amount as may be reasonably necessary for said
stock and domestic purposes, and the right to divert and use the . zters of said stream and its iribvutaries, for sfock and domestic purposes continues throughout the yezr,

25,

That in all cases where any person, firm or corporation has a right under this decree to supply and deliver water to others znd charge for the scume, or may
hereafter acquire suc:s right, it is the duty of such person, firm or cornoration to supply water to any and all persons applying for water who can use water along the line
of hhe work belonging to such person, firm or corporation, or who can be reasonably supplied with water from said works under reasonable and usiform contracts and for reason-

able and uniform charges up to the limit of the €apacity of said works, so lomg as said person so taXing water complies or is ready and able to comply with the terms of such



contract. Such contract may provide for any reasmnable and uniform method of pro rata distribution of water, and sucn person, firm or corporation may make such reasonable
and uniform rules and regulations as may be necessary to facilitate such distribution. In case such contract does not provide for such distribution of water,then such water
shall be supplied to the water users in the order of, and according to the date of priority of use upon the lzua, or at the place upon which such water is to be used, and
subject to rotation as in this decree generally provided; 2Provided, that no contract shall be made to deliver water to lands or places not theretofore supnlied, to such an

extent as to deprive any land or place of water which has been previously supplied, &nd provided further, that no contract shall be made to deliver vater for irrigation or

power unless the land or place where said water is to be used be entitled to such use under a right granted by this decree, by & Permit of tne State Engineer, or by a water
right certificate. All contracts for the use of water giving any preference other than as herein stated, are against the public policy add laws of the State of Oregon,
and void. 26 .

In all cases in this decree wherein the right to use water out of more than one stream for the same land is confirmed, the amount of water herein determined
for said rights may be used out of either or both of said strgams, so long as the amount of water taken does not exceed the volume named in this decree, and each stream may
be used to sumplement the other in furnishing said amount of water.

27

That a right to store water is a separate and distinet right from the right to use such water for irrigstion, and & water right for irrigation does not give
the water used entitled thereto, the right to store such water. In 21l cases in these findings wherein a water useT has both the right to store water and =2lso the right to
use such water for irrigation, he shall have the right to divert such water from the stream, according to the respective priority dates 6f such rights, and said right to
store water may be used to supplement the diversion for irrigation, that is, when the water in said stream becomes so scarce that his right to the diversion of water for
such irrigation right is cut off, then he shall have tne right to use the water so stored by him for the purpose oif supplementing the right of irrigation, and of inceeasing
the length of the irrigstion season upon the lands for which he has such irrigation right.

28

That in 8ll cases where ater is stored By any claimant, said vater shall be taken at any season of the year for said storage sccording to the dates of
relative priority, and in case the ovner of any reservoir desires %o use the bed or any of the streams for the pﬁrpoéé of carrying such stored water from the reservoir %o
the consumer thereof, sald owner of such reservoir shzall install such headgates and measuring devices as the Superintendent 61 the Tivision, or the water master of the
district in which the water is situated and used shall order. Said stored water may be used at any time during the year that the owner thereof may desire. wWhenever said
owner of such reservoir desires.to use such stored wster, he shall notiiy the water master of the district in which the storeé water is to be used, giving the date when it is
prooosed to discharge water from such reservoir, its volume, and the names of all persons and ditches entitied to its use, Said water master shall then determine the per-
centage of loss by seenage, evaporation or other causes, between the place of discharge from the reservoir into the stream, and the nlzce of diverslion from the stream, and
shzll close or so adjust the headgates of =11 ditches from the stream as will enable those having such right to secure the vblume discharged from the reservoir, less the
determined loss. That in all case; where rcservoirs are tuilt so @s to inciude within their boundaries, the bed of any stream, the waters of vhich are herein adjudicated
and determined, the owner, manager, or lessee of such reservoir shall install in the stream zbove and below sald reservoir, such measuring devices as the Superintendent of
the Division or the iater Master of the District in which szid reservoir is situated may order; the plans for the construction of szid measuring devices shall te approved

by the State Engineer, The said water master shsll measure all water of such streasm running into said reservoir end shall discharge from said reservoir sufficient water

€

-

(not exceeding the volume of water running into said reservoir) to supply such prior rights &s may be entitled to use said water; such discharge of woter shall only be

necessary during the time or season in which such prior rights are entitled to use the same. The water master shall keep a true and just account of tihe time spent by him



of Umatillz County
in the discharge ot his duties as défined ia this finding, and shall filc the same with the County Cour%d sitting for the transaction of county business. Said County Court shall

present a bill of one-half the expenses so incurred to the reservoir owner, manager, or lessee, and if such ownef, manager or lessee shall neglect for thirty days after the
vregsentation of such bill of costs to pzy the same, the said costs shall be made & charge upon szid reservoir, and shall te collected zs delinquent taxes until the complete
payment of such bill of costs has been made, énd the rights of appropriation herein confirmed confer no‘rights to the diversion and use of waterstvhich have been lawfully in-

. b
pounded in reservoirs and other storage works which have been, or may/h:reafter constructed in accordance with law, when the same are discharged into th:. natural channel of said
stream, or any tri:utary thereof, in a lawful manner by those having 2 lawful right to do so, but the said rights of anpropriation herein confirmed are limited and confified t;
the waters flowing naturally in the natural channel of said stream and its tributaries, |

29,

That the‘rights of appropriation hereby confirmed are av»purtenant to the lands herein descrited for irrigation nurnoses, and the righfs of use of the veater of
said stream and its tributaries by virtue of such rights of sppronriation, sre limited znd confirmed to the irrigation of the lands herein described to the extent of said lands
as herein set forth, and the priprities herein confirmed confer no right of use of the waters of szid stream, and its tributzries, on the lends other than those specified tracts
to which such right of appropristion are herein set forth as appurtenant, znd each and every person shall be and hereby 1is prohibited, réstrained and enjoined from diverting
and using water from said stream on such other lznds without lawfu 1 permit from the State Engineer. f . '

30,

That the order of the rights of the respective approoriators of the waters of said stream and its tributaries, =nd in which order they :rec entitled to‘divert and
use the said water shall be and is according to the date of the relative priority of the right as herein set fortn and determined, snd the first in order of time according to the
date of relative pricrity shall be and is the first in order of right, and so on, down to the dzte of the latest priority, and those having‘prior rights are entitled to divert
and use the waters of said stream and its tributaries, when necessary for beneficial use in connection with the irrigation of their respective lands, or other useful and beneficial
purpo ses for which they are decreed & right of use, at all times and agéinst those having subseqﬁent rignts, without let or Hinderance, and whenever the vater is not required
by the appropriator having a prior right to its use for the purnose for which said water was appropriested, he must and shall permit it tc flow down in the natural channel of the
stream 2s it was wont tq flow in its mnatural course, without hinderance or diversion thereof, and those having subsequent rights are entitled to the use of such vater and to
divert the szme to the extent of their rights or aporonriations, according to the order of their »riority rights; and at zll times the waters diverted shall be beneficially,
economically and rezsonably used without wzste by those having a2 right to do so by reason of the pricrity of their rights, and no rights of appropriaticn are hereby confirmed
to divert a greater quantity of water into the head of the ditch or ditches of the anpropriator having a valid right to divert water'khan such appropriator can beneficially
use for the purposes to wiich the water is to be nut, and in no event shall the quantity of water diverted exceed thefquantity herein as the gquantity to which such appropristor
is entitled, as the same 1s necessary for the proper &and beneficial irrigation of his lands znd has been actually putgto a beneficial use.

31, |

The United States of America, by. its attorney in open session, waived any priprities based upon failure or zdverse use, as made under the stzate laws by the
government or its predecessors in interest that the Unifed States may have as to all of the contestees upon Birch and iicKay Creeks, and that part of the Umatilla River znd its
tributaries lying east of and above the City of Pendleton, who have zcquired rights that have been initiated prior to February 24th, 13909. This waiver shall be construed in

connection with the tabulation of water rights herein set forth so as tc give it full effect and force, but said waiver shall not Le enforced at any time so &s to infringe upon

any of the vater rights to which saldwaive® does not appertain. (Vol. 31, p. 552.)
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That the amount of water to be used for the irrigation of the lands in the tabulation herein described is limited to a continuous flow of not to exceed one-
fortieth (1/40th) of a second foot for each acre. of land, during the months of Aoril and HMay, and not to exceed one-eightieth (1/80th) of a second foot for each acre of land
during any month of the year. That to get a sufficient head of water, the water master of the district in which such water is situated shall arrznge such = system or systems
of rotation as may be best applicable to eithsr, first, by giving a greater amount of water for an appropriator for a vnroportionately less time, provided that the giving of such
greater amount does not infringe upon zny of the rights confirmed by this decreé, and’provided further, that the amount of water taken by an appropriator does not exceed the
number of acre feet as found in these findings to be necessary for the irrigation of the land during the irrigation season; second, or in the absence of an agreement between
such aporopriators érranging for sucn rotation, and the manner in which such water shall be used in such rotation, the water master of the district in which such stream and its
tributaries is situated shall arrange such appropriators. in groups or systems of rotation, fiest giving to the appropriator in such group a quantitp of water equal to the com~
bined annronriations, as the appropriatdrs in said group or system for a length of time bearing the ssme ratio to the whole time required to ﬁake the complete rotation through
the whole group of appropriators bezrs to the combined appropriation of said group, and shall hext serve another apvropnriator with a like gquantity of weter for his proportionate
time, and so0 on, until all the appropriators in said group or system are served, then the distritution of water shall be repeated in the samo msnner throughout the irrigstion |
584501, |

The determninstion as to who shall be first served in said group or system of appropriators shall be left to the judgment of the water master.

Third, or, where two or more appropriators agree as between thémsel%es as fo the manner of said rotation in the use of water, szid water master shall distrivute
the water in accordance with such agreement, provided alweys, that such arraﬁgements into groups or systems of rotation shali not interfere with the prior rignts of any
gppropriator, not z membsr of such group or system, and provided further, that such agreemert snhall be in writing, and filed by said apnrooriators with the water master.

That in all instances where vwater is stored, the water is run into the reservoirs during the high weter time of the season, and stored until needed for use
during the dry part of the summer season; that where storage is azvailable, irrigators ordinarily use water &uring the growing season for their crops, provided tneir storage is
sufficient to supply them with water for this growing season, The irrigation season ordinarily is between the lst day of ﬁarhh and the lst day of Lovember of each year. In
all cases where storage is not used and the water right of the irriga£or is of a sufficiently early date, and the flow of water in the stream sufficient to supply such irrigator
with water during the growing season, the irrigation season for such irrigators is from the 15th day of September of each year; in all other cases the irrigation season for each
irrigator is, any time of the year that there is or may be a supply of water sufficient for such irrigator to carry on his irrigation, providing that during the months of
November, December, January and Felruary, &ll storage rights shall have oriority over 21l irrigastion rights. That upon all tﬂ; tributaries of the Umatilla Hiver there shall be
no limit as to the irrigation season; and the 'irrigators shzll have the right to use the water at any time of the year it can be secured.

That along the tributaries of the Upper River thne irrigation of the land is generally carried on upon the bottom lands adjoining the streams, and very little
irrigation is carried on upon the hills and uplands. That the laadé along and adjoining such tributaries are gravelly, and regquire more water ver acre to irrigate than the
uplands would require. That the irrigation along the lzin Stream of tne Upper River is generally confined to the bottom lands adjoining the stream, and not to the uplands.
That the bottoRm lands of the Upver River, west and below the City of P:ndldton, require more water for irrigation than does the bottom land along the Jain Stream, east of =znd
above said City of Pendleton, om account of the difference’in rzinfall. That the bottom launds of the Upper River, west of and below tne City of Pendleton, require abcut the
same amount of water ifor irrigation as do the tributariées. of said Upper KRiver. That four and ons-hzlf acre feet of water oer zcre per year 1s cutficient water for the

irrigation of the ©bottom lands along the tributaries of said Umatilla :iver, &no also along the bottom lands of said Upper Hiver, west ¢f and below the Uity of Pendleton,



That three scre feet of water »ner scre per year 1s a sufficient smount of water for the irrigation of the bottom lands ¢f szid Upper River, east of and above the City of Pendleton,

.

and for the irrigation of the uplands of said Uppner kivey, <That the lands of thé Lower River shall be divided into the following classes: 1st, the lands along the tributaries; 2nd
the bottom or meadow lands of the Umatilla River; 3rd, the raw sage brusi laands of the uplands, and 4th, such uplands as héve been reduced to cultivation and irrigation, and subdueq
from its wild state.

That z2long the tributaries of the Lower River the same duty of water shsll prevail as along the tributaries of the Upper River. That th e meadow‘and bottom land
of said Lower River is easily watered, and in a great many cases, needs drainage, but that such need of drainage does not obviate the necessity of irrigation. That the rainfall
of the Lower River is such that all the land needs irrigation to a large extent. That three zcre feet of water per zcre ner year is a sufficient amount of water for the irrigation
of such meadow and bottom lands of said Lower River. That along sazid Lower River there are a number ;f large irrigation pfojects partizlly developed. That it is the experience of
the irrigators upon said project, that in order to reduce the raw lands upon said projects to a state of cultivation gnd irrigation, it is necessary to‘use a large amount of water
upon said lands during the process of such geduction.

That after irrigation of a tract of land for a number of years, the amount of water necessary for the irrigation of such land materially deereases. <That during the
reduction of said lands from a raw state into a state of cultivation, four and one-half scre feet of water per acre per year is & sufficient amount of water for the irrigation thereof.
That after said land has been reduced to a state of cultivation snd irrigation, three scre feet of water per zcre per year is a sufficient amount of water for the irrigation thersof.

That the specification of a d:finite amount of water per sacre, in the foregoing Finding, for certain classes of land, shall not te taken as granting that specific
amount of watver to any water user, but shall only be taken as a rule and guide for the water master in distributing a mzximum amount of water to any water user, and it snali be in
the discretion of such water master to cut down the amount of water given for any varticular acrezge of land and turn tne w.ter to other lsnd, &t zny time tha; sucn land becomes fully
irrigated upon a2 less amount of water, and the water master shzll have the right in his discretion, to cut off the supply of weter to amy land at any time in the distribution of
water, when the date of priority of such land is such that as the water becomes short and scarce, there would not be sufficient water to deliver any to such land,

33
Thz=t the name and address of each apvropriator of water from saild Umetilla River and its tributaries, arranged in alphabetical form, together with the " date of re-
lative priority of such appropriations, the amount of such appropriation,_per cubic foot per secound of tine, acecording to the lowest limited continuous flow, the number of acres to

which such appropriation is applied to whicn sucn water is appubtenant, the use or uses for which such water wos aporopriated and is now applied, and to which such use is limited,

the name of the ditch or ditches through which such apvrovriation is diverted, tne name of the stream or streams for whiéch such appropriation is diverted, and the description

-

f the land in the smellest legal subdivision in whieh such water rignht is appurtenant, arranged in alphabetical order, and set opnosite, the name and post office address of

each aporopriator, are as follows, to-wit:



Adams, Geo. E,.
McKay, Ore.
(Finding #9,

Contest #135.)

A-le~te~ls, by
#illiam Caldwell,
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #237)

Allen Ditch Co.,
by Jos. Cunha,Pres.
Echo, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests 16, 197)

Andrews, rred,
Echo, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests 16,
212,197)

Teel, 0. D.
Becho , Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests 16,
197,33 )

TeelPS Elvira,
c¢ho, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #16,
197, 1563.)

Bpike, Mildred
Beho, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests 16,
197, 89.)

Cunha, Jos
Zcho, Ore.

(Finding #9,

Contests #16,
197, 116.)

1395

1905

May 83
1895

1870

1870

1870

1870

1870

1870

«05
«15

3

11.78

2.3

2,13

«8

2,11

24

942

184

205
(Vol.24,
.25)

170

63

169

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
Stock

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Adams

Rigby

Allen

Allen

Allen

£llen

Allen

Allen

McKay &
Rail

Main

Main

Main

Main

Main

Main

Main

4

11 acres in SV NW;
5 acres in SEINV;

Sec. 29, p. 1l S.
Ro 34 Eo, 1\!‘10113’10

s 1 b3
24 acres 1in SE;57:;

Secs 2, TPe 2 Hay
Re 33 e We Tme

(See description of

individual

land hold-

ers following

40 acgres in
40 acres in
Sec. :

40 acres in &
30 acres in H¥:

17 acres in

=
0
w
t=1
Lo
-e

Sec. 7, Tpo 3 N
Re 29 B¢ Mo

30 acres in
40 acres in
40 acres in
40 acres in
31l acres in
24 acres in

riaral,
J.hi:l %)
SW;NE;;
NENV=;
SE%NWj;
NE; S

¥

Tapl
N7 :SB%;

Sec. 17, Tp. 3N,
R. 29 2. We Mo

10 acres in
Sec. 17;
160 acres in
Sec. 7,

X
SEZ0EL;

5%
TP. 3 H,

Re 29 E. We Ho

1 acre in NEZS7-;

24 zcres in
20 acres in
12 szcres in

suvl e,
\'4 1 o9

SEZSir;

Sece 16, Tp. 3 e

R. 29 B, W. M.
(Vol.24, p. 25 Engineer's
I”daps. 70l 34, P 566)

18 acres in
Sec. 8:

16 acres in KW-

28 acres in

2 acres in LW,

Sec. 16;
25 acres in
40 acres in
40 acres in

REZREZ;
SEZNE
NEZ8EZ; Sec. 17, Tp.3 H.Re29

(‘1010;54'19035) Wells



15 acres im SE N37 Sec. ‘7;

Higgenbotham, Geo. 1870 1.89 151 Irrigation Allen Main 40 acres in K ;';ﬁ%
Echo, Ore. ) : 38 acres in SV,
. . Sec. 17:
(Finding #9 38 acres in NEZNE;
Contests #16, 20 acres in NV NE-;
197, 49.) ‘ Sec. 18, Tp. < K.

R.291‘3° ?\VOL{. !
(Eng. Meps. Vol.34, p. 376-384)

Ashwortn, Jos. C. 1906 o2 15 Irrigation Slusher Main 6% acres in SWiSEZ;
by V. Orchard Hays, ' 74 acres in SE-S3Z—;
Nolin, Ore. ‘ Sec. 5.

1 acre. in NE WB7;
Sece 8, Tpe 2 o
R. 30 S, We ke

Bain, John 1879 07 5 Irrigation Pump Smring 5 acres in SﬁﬁSﬁi;
Pendleton, Ore. Sec. 28, Tos 1 I,

_ Re 32, Ze We ke
(Finding #9
Contest #70.) !

Baker, 1. T. 1870 17 13 Irrigation Bast Birch ¢ + acres in WE, SW>;

Pilot Rock, Orée , Spring 6 acres in LW;SEg;

1907 .07 5% Domestic W AEZ, 10 acres in SV SEZ;

(Finding #9 ’ Secs 33, T. Sece. 33, Tp. 1 S
Contest #61.) ' ‘ 1 5.32 B, Re 32 =, W. i

(Vol. 1, p. 252.)

t

Beitel DPiteh Co., Dec. 1, 70 56 Irrigation Beitel Main 5 acres in SE%NW,;
by D. C. Erownell, 1898 Domestic 25 acres in m'_‘;s';%;
Pres., ‘ 26 acres in SEZSU:;

Umatilla Cre. ‘ Sec. 4, Tp. 4 L.

R. 28 “.W.1l,
(Finding #9

Contests #6, 26.) . [¥0l. 1. p. 157,177)"
Belts, Douglas 1878 «26 21 Irrigation Bast 1l acre in EW;SF&;A
Pendleton’ Ore. . Bireh 10 acres in S?; ?:;
(Finding #9 10 acres in SEZSV;
Contest #67) 1890 06 5 Irrigation ‘7est Birch Sec. 11, Tpe. 2 S,

R, 32 E. V.il,

5 acres in SEZSW:
Sec. 17. Tp. 1 S.
Re 32 e .M.

Bott, J.K. 1905 -84 67 Irrigation Hain % acres in N2IS\%;
211 Eincoln St., . . 20 acres in Sﬁ; #é
Pendleton, Ore. . 20 acres in SE_SWg
(Present owner, | 8 acres in NV_SZL
Je Se Rogers) Sec. 7,
| 2 scres in SWAMEZ
(Finding #9 10 acres in W7 0K

‘Contest #121) Sec. 18, TP. 2 Ne R. 32 Be Tl



Bowman, Rolla Z. 1860 T .28 22.6 Irrigation Parxer Main 1.8 acres in SEZiEZ
Bowman, Roy Do «8 acres in SVQL Ehya £
Bovman, Chss, C. - 6 acres in NE. SE Pt

& Hattie 1. Hamblen, : ’ 6 acres in nw—64 =3
KHidvale, Idzho. ; 8 acres in th ”‘;
Sec. 17, Tpe b K,
(Finding #9 , Re 28 BTl
Contest #122) (Vole 1, peR35,237)
Bowman, D. W. 1896 .15 B8.70 Irrigation Main 15645 acres in J?;NE;,
Behoy Ore (Vol. 1, 83.8 acres in SV NI ;
p.174) 1.35 acres in SZ_NE;
7.05 acres in uu;SA~«

{Finding #9,

Contest #84.) . ~ ; Sec. 8, Tpe 3 i
Re 29 Be T,

Bowman, 0. P. 1900 48 39 Irrigation ‘ Dry 9 acres in Sﬁéﬁﬁ%
215 7. Court Ste. Tutuillsa Sec. 363

7 acres in NEZNEL;

Pendleton, Ore,
5 acres in Nﬂéhu;,

Sec. 35;
4 acres in SWzSUi;
Sec. 263
6 acres .in N9 NW:;

8 acres in SE‘Su;;
Sec. 27, J.p- .\.\QR'
32 Be o e

Boylen, Herbert. 1887 69  5b.5 Irrigation Boylen West Lirch 13} acres in hu;ghﬂ
y,. = A
Pilot Rock, Ore. _ Diten Bridge Creek 8 acres in SE:SE:
. Sec. 11; )
(Finding # 15 acres in SWIS75;
12

Contest #74.) Sec . o
9 acres in Hﬁz =3

10 acres in SW-S7Z;
Sec. 1, Tpo 2 Se
He 31 Ze¢ We I

Brown, &icholas. 1895 .07 5 Irrigation Brown Spring
Pendleton, Ore. Stock "

(Finding 49
Contest #64)

Brown, Een F. 1904 .02 1 Irrigation Meacham 1 acre in SEZSE,
Duncan, Ore. Stoek and Sec. 0, Tp. "2 W,
’ fﬁcKay R- 06 ‘4. Ve ;-;0

(Finding #9
Contest #173.)

Erown, Jas. Re. 1895 «10 8 ; Irrigation iicKay ‘ 8 acres in SWzili;
(Present owner, 5ece 1, Tpe 1 S,
Peter saker, R. 32 Z. We il
Pilot itock, Ore.)

(Finding #9 :
Contest # 182)



NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS
OF APPROPRIATOR

Bush, Geo. .
Pendleton, Ore.
(Present owner,

Je Ao Guderian)

(Finding #9 & 13
Contest #58.)

Byers, Sophie
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #234 24z,
186

Byrd, F. To, for
Byrd Erothers,
Pilot Rock, Ore.

{Finding #9
Contest #134.)

Cable, Truman,
?ilot Kock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #68,.)

Caldwell, "/m.
Pendleton, Ore.,
for Cayuse #3339,

(Finding #9
Contest #241.)

Card, VWm. P.
Pendleton, Ore.
(Transferred to
sarl Gillianders
& Henry Kopitke)

(Finding #9
Contest #190.)

DATE OF RELATIVE

PRIORITY

1889

1895

1870

1877

1903

(Vol. 31

P.328)

1892

1895

1895

AMOUNT
CU. FT.
PER SEC.

T

036

«50

«39

« 36

«17

1.20

NO.
ACRES

o]
8

40.:

79,5

29

13.6

99

USE AND IRRIGATION

SEASON

Irrigation

Irrigation

Milling

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

NAME OF DITCH

Guderian
Stamper

Byers
Mill
Race

Whitmore

Rigby

Cerd

STREAL .

Birch
Creek

Hain

Main

Birch

Test Birbh

HeKay

DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF

11 acres in KW NE_;

18 acres in STNiI;

1 acre in NE ATV :;
Sec., 223 ]

acres in S SVg;

acre in LZSED;
Sece. 1D TP. 1 .
Re 32 5o 7Vo I

wfl o

17.6 acres in N&:
4.6 acres in LW N3
7.2 acres in SEZNZz;

Sec. 12, Tpe. 2 N,

R. 32 3. W. M,
Flouring mill in the
City of rendleton,

USE

County of Umatilla, State of Oregon.

10 acres in &B. HEg;
15 acres in SEZNEL;

<

14 acres in NEZ53;
Secs 14, Tpe 2 Se
Re 31 Zo Ve i
35 acres in NV_N7--
39 acres in SV L
21 acres in SEZNV:

.
’
.
L]

<

4 acres in HVgSWo;
Sec. 13, Tpse 2 3.
Re 31 Z¢ e Ie

13 acres in NV EW;
6 acres in SNV
Sece. 12; .
10 acres in SEzildg;
Sec. 11, Tpe 2 5.
Re 31 Bo 7o Mo

13.6 acres in WELSV.;
Secs 2y TPe 2 ie
Re 33 D6 7o i

3l acres in E3S%%
18 acres in NS 5BE:;
10 acres in SV_SE;
40 acres in SE;SEEL
Sec. 23. Tu 1
R. 32 2. T, L.




. AMOUNT

NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS , DATE OF RELATIVE NO USE AND IRRIGATION

OF APPROPRIATOR | PrORITY D curr ACRES i SEASON NAME OF DITCH STRELNM DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE

Carney, B. F. 1891 S N 14 Sub-Irrig. So. Fk. 10 acres NZgNul;

~ lcKsy, Ore. : LcKay 4 acres SI;E:L;
(Finding {9 ; C Sec. 30, Tp. 1 S.
Contest #210) : R. 34 &e We 1.
(See Eng. Maps.)
Carpenter, Lucindz 1896 12 10 Irrigation Carpenter Main 10 acres in ﬁ%ﬂEi;
("ransferred to Sec. 9, Tp. 2 &,
State of Oregon) ‘Re 32 @e Ul M,
(Lot "&", Utopien
(Findings #9 ) , Gardens.)
Cheney, Zs Je © 1880 .7 60 Irrigation tanning licKay 15 acres in WE’SE;
Pendleton, Ore. ‘ ' 20 acres in SISBy;
10 acres in SEZIE
(Findings #9 , Sec. 8;
Contest #1813 : : 15 acres in SW S
‘ Sec 9. Tp. 2 »e K, 32 B. We K.
Cline, John C. 1908 .10 - 8 Irrigation Fletcher Test Birch 8 acres in SV
Pilcot Rock, Ore. Fiedler & Coyote Sece 4, Tpe. & Sa,
‘ Guleh Re 32 & Ve K.
(Findings #9,
Contest #137)
Corea, Frank 1907 Pumping plant bain . (For description of land,
Bcho, Ore. A see “ioneer Irrigation
Company)
(Finding #9
Contest #120)

Creyne~Lisle Irrigation Mer . 27, 2482 226 Irrigation Crayne- Main (See description of land .
Company, by Se l. Lisle, 1904 Stock isle : of individual landholders
Pres., ' following.)

Echo, Ore.
(Finding #9
Contest #50)
Lisle, 8. I. Mar. 7, : 1.46 117 Irrigation Crayne-Lisle Main ™ 18 acres in NEINE
Portland,Ore. 1904 Stock 5 acres in I
(Finding #9 : : 22 acres in
Contests #50 30 acres in NE,
and 231) , ' 29 acres in LTS
» ‘ 2 acres in S SV
9 acres in §
2 seres in SLN o
B Sec, 26, 7
Re 29 Z¢ We Ile
Roberts, Chris, YaZs 7 .17 14 Irrigation - Crayne-Lisle ' Main , 12 acres in ST NWi;
(Trans. to J.E.Krone = s ain e
“cho, Ore) Stock 2 zcres in Hu, ST

Sec. 36‘, E.‘po S b,
(F'ndin #A Re 29 o i/. il
1 g ¥
Contest #50 and
208)



NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS

DATE OF RELATIVE

| AMOUNT

i

NO.

USE AND IRRIGATION

OF APPROPRIATOR PRIORITY pon er | ACRES SEASON - NAME OF DITCH STREAM DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE
Sloan, Claude Mar. 7, .78 63 Irrigation Crayne-Lisle Main 21 scres in NEZNEZ;
Echo, Ore. 1904 Stock 15 acres in SE;NE;
{Findixgs #9 : Sec. 55
Contests #50
and 99)
Sec. 3563
6 zcres in SE By
SeC. 20, .n.po 3 ;:o
R. 29 B¢ Ve U
Young, John H. ler. 7, <40 32 Irrigation Crayne-Lisle Hain 2 acres in
Echo, Ore. 1904 Stock 7 acres in
(Finding #9 ' 11 acres in
Contests #50 7 acres in NI 33.;
and 101) 5 acres in 3.:;—:;:;,_
SeC. 26, Lp. 5 14
Re 29 E. 7o 1.
Crow, John . ) Stock and lcKay Place of use, NV of Sec. 7;
(Transferred to —H'QI‘I. dO‘:.eStiC Tpo 1 S. R. 3[1 3- ".".T. e
Wright, Pilot Kock,
Ore.)
(Finding #9
Contests #50 and 131}
Cunha, Jos. July 1, 2.07 166 Irrigation Tgy lor Main 23 acres in S2.8%Z%;
Echo, Ore. 1884 Sec. 21;
‘ 19 acres in STQ (¥
(Finding #9 Sec. 22;
Contest #196) 15 acres in IEZNE 3
SeC. 28;
19 acres in :
3l acres in LHEg :
38 acres in Vsl
5 acres in il
16 acres in s
Sec 27, Tp. 3 k.
‘\. 29 I.‘a. é':-fo I‘.Ig
nglneer s maps)
Cunningham Sheep & Land 1845 07 6 Irrigetion e Fork 15 scres in EE;SEQ;
Compzny, by Stock Pirch Sec. 25, Tp. 1 S.
J.H.Burgess, Pres. 1880 .61 49 Creek S 31 B T
Pilot Rock, Ore. 20 acres in ol
20 acres 3
(Finding # Sec. 30, T
Contests #203 and 205) e 32 ~»
1880 02 2 Irrigation Spring 7 acres in i 73
1901 .11 10 Hollow 5 acres in 5 Vs _
Creek Sec. 6, .Lpn 2. Se Ko 32 @e Ta 1l
Daniel, Tm. P. 1904 .16 13 Irrigation Vater Lain 6 zcres in u~;313;
T S n 3 T g e
Pendleton, Ore. “heel & 3 acres in HWe7(;
Titch 4 zcres in SVLNTL;

(Finding #9
Contest #188)

SeC 8, Tpo 2 ,LJ.

P Al r T
Le e :e e




Davis, Hattie J.
Pendleton, Ore.
(Transferred to
Le Be Swearingen)

{(Finding #9.

Contest #178.)

Despain, A. M.
Pendleton, Ore.

(Findings #11, 16 and 9)

Dick, Robert
Pilct Rock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #69.)

Loherty, B. P.
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9

Contests #201
and 202)

Donnelly, Frank

»by Wm. Daughtrey Agt.,

Portland, Ore.
[Jos Cunha,
" Successor in
interest)

(Finding #9

Contests #14, 15,

16, 30, 222)

Duml, Geos L.
{Trans. to Geo.

Adams, Pendleton,

Ore.)

(Finding #9
Contest #183.)

Edwards, M. G.
Pilot Rock. Ore.

{Finding #9
Contest #78.)

1906

1908

1894

1894
1907

1889

Mar,
1908

1893

May
1881

1906

1893

1880

.06

«26

«31

27
«66

«30

«19

13

35.0

3240

«06

13

21

25

22
b3

24

15

10

58

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
Domestic
and Stock

Irrigation

Irrigation

Power

Irrigation

Irrigation
Domestic

Isatbelle
-Strout

E. Be. C.
Bros.,
K-De-5

U= & Hummel

Ditches
1)

Al Horn
& Davis

Doherty

Wheel

Koontz

Private

Edwards

McKay

McKay

East
Birch

Tutuwillow

Springs

Main

McKay

Owings

NWZNEZ;
2 SoRo 31 Se VS M..

8 acres in IWZSEg;
15 acres in SWZSE_;
5 ascres in SEISEZL;

Sec. 26, Tpe 1 ks

Re 32 Se W. M.

28 acres in NEZNWZ;
20 acres in NWzNW:;
20 acres in SVANW:;
7 acres in SEZNw_;
15 acres in NEZSW:
10 acres in KWZSVE;
Sec. 21, Tp. 2 K
R. 32 B. W. L.

8 acres in SEIgE-
Sec. 12, Tp

9 acres in Lot 16,

7 acres in Lot 17,
Sec. 7, Tp. 2 S.

R. 35 E. 7\!1!. M.
15 acres in Lot 3,

10 acres in Lot 3,

. SEISW., Sec. 9, Tpe 2
Iqo R. 32 E' W. I\I.

SE; SW%, Sec. 9, Tp. 2

He Re 32 Se o M.

(See Vol. 1, p, 183,184)
Henriette Mills, nezr
the town of Echo, Oregon.

5 acres in NW SEL;
Sec. 19, Tp. 1
Re. 34 Be W, M,

8 acres in SEZSWi;
8 acres in Swgraz;
5 acres in SEZIVY;
8 acres in S7.SEL;

Se

Sece. 20;

5 acres 1
8 acres 1

Sec. 29;

n NEINWL
n NV_SE>;
6 acres in

10 acres in SWINEZ Sec. 32, T.



NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS

OF APPROPRIATOR

Eldridge, Levi
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Findirg #9
Contest #198)

Ely, ?Tm. LQ
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #176.)

Evans, /m. He,
Pilot Hock, Ore.

{(Finding #9
Contest #76)

Fee, Jas. A.
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #65)

Fiedler, Geo.
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #233)

Fiedler, Andrew
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #72.)

Fix, Be Ho
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #128)

DATE OF RELATIVE AMOUNT

PRIORITY P(élli :EC
1891 +69
1894 +09
Jane. «H3
1903
Dec. 5 45
1905
1903 1.0%
May .05
1898
Mey 12
1908
Apr. »10
1898
1903 «08

NO.
ACRES

55

42

36

80

USE

AND IRRIGATION
SEASON

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
Domestic
and stock

Irrigation
stock and
domestic

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
Stock

NAME OF DITCH

Isabelle

Bldridge
#2

Ely

Evans

Fee

Fiedler
Wwarner

Fiedler

Fletcher
Fiedler

Fix

STREAM.

McKay

lcKay

McKay

East
Birch

Wild
Horse

est
Birch

Test
Birech

West
Lirch

Alkali
Canyon

DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE

20 acres in REZSEZ;

b acres in JTQSE 3

30 acres in SE‘SJ;;

7 acres in NWESEi;
Sec. 35, Tp. 1 N,

R. 32 Za We M,

5 scres in NE W

37 acres in SEINW;;
Sec. 14, Tp. 1 XN.
R. 32 B« W. U,

26 acres in Ngimaé,
10 acres in SEZNE
Sece. 20, Tp. 1 S.
R. 32 ﬁ. .‘7. Bi.

=i

71 acres in HE_SW;
10 acres in JW;S“Q;
17 acres in SWZSWZ; Sec. 22:
1 acre in ﬁE;SE%;
11} acres in Swisd
1l4== acres in SELSE
5. acres qm J?‘
6% acres in NE;NW%
Z acres in NWLNW
19 acres in SWoNW:
2 acres in S“—N“
33 Be We Mo

Sec. Rl:

.
;9

4 acres in NEZNWg;
Sec. 9, Tpe 3 So
R- 32 Ao We M-

9 acres in J?fJP*

Sec. 9, Tp 3 Se
R, 32 de Wo M.

8 acres in SEINEZ;
Secs 5, Tpe 3 5.
R, 32 &e il. M.

6 acres in SEINEZ;
Sece. 8, Tp. 1 K,
R, 30 B. ¥, I

Sec. 28, Te 3 NeRo



-

AMOUNT

STREAM

(Finding #15 and
9, Contest #57)

NAME AN D PO orRIaton eSS DATE OF RELATIVE cu.rr. PRSI - USE AND IRRIGATION NAME OF DITCH DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE
Fletcher, P. E. Nov. 25 19% Irrigation Olcott West 1} acres in NEZSW:;
Pilot Rock, Ore. 1895 : Birch 3 acres in NWSWj;
1 acre in SW SV
(Finding #9 14  acres in SE SV
Contzst #59) 1 acre in SW-SE:; Sec. 4, Tp. 3 S.
Re 32 <. W. i
Forth, John May .03 2 Irrigation Birch 2 acres in NEZNEZX;
Pendleton, Ore. 1909 Domestic Sec. 14, Tp. 2 N,
R. 32 8. W. M.
(Finding #9
Contest #60)
Frazier, Frank 1894 «25 20 Irrigation Tutuwillow 12 acres in SW-NW:;
Pendleton, Ore. Domestic 8 acres in SEZNWL;
and stock Sec. 14, Tp. 2 N.
(Finding #9 R. 32 B¢ W. M.
Contest #83.)
Furnish, ¥« Je 1906 .06 5 Irrigation Private Main 5 acres in NWZSEl;
Portland, Ore. Sec. 13, TP- 3 N
. R. 36 5. V. W
(Finding #9
Contest #134)
Gibson, Thos. S. 1875 27 22 Irrigation Gordon= East 6 acres in NEZNE—;
Pilot Rock, Ore. Edans Birch 3 adres in NW NEL; .
- 4 aeres in NEgNW.;
(Finding #9 4 acres in NW W33
Contest #55 ) Sec. 17;
: 5 acres in NE NB3;
Sec. 18, TP. 2 Se
R. 33 B We M,
Gienger, Fred Feb. 20 75 60 Irrigation Gienger Birch & 29 acres in SEISED;
Pilct Rock, Ore. 1890 Domestic Spring 1 acre in N&ZSEZ;
Secs 333
(Finding #9 16 acres in NWZS¥L;
Contest #62} 14 acres in SWiS7>;
Sec. 34, Tpe 1 HeR. 32 E. .M,
Gilbert H. H. 1870 .15 12 Irrigation Hemphill- Birch 20 acres in SW-NEZ;
(Trans. to G. W.Bueh, Stock 37 acres in SE_NBE.;
Pilot Rock,Ore. 1905 «70 56 Gilbert & Birch 11 acres in KEZS3%;
Hemphill Sec. 4, Tp; 1 N,

R. 32 ':“. WO M.

(See map with claim and
Vol. 31, p. 448)



Gilliam, Grace 4.
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #71 )

Gilliland, Thos.
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Finding #9%

Gritman, F. Ho
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #115 )

Guderian, Je. A
Pendleton, Ore.

(Findings #13 &
9, Contest #56 )

Gulliford, C. J.
Echo, Ore.

{Finding #9
Contest #118 )

Hanna, Geo. Ve
Pendleton, Ore.

Harrison, We To
(For Ward Smith)
Pendleton, Ore.,

Harrison, Olive
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest # 177)

1875

1879

Mar. 28
1908

Vol. 34.
po.235o

1873
1889

1900

1883

fuge 4,
1906

1870

1892

39

46

«75

.31

-3t

1,22

46

«05

«09

«05

3l

37

60

25

25

98

37

Irrigation
Domestic

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
Domestic
Stock

Irrigation

Irrigation
Domestic
and stock

Irrigation

Irrigation
Domestic
and stock.

Gilliam
Knotts

Guderian

Stamper

Henrietta
Mill Race

East
Birch

Bireh

Main

) Birch

Main

near
Main

Stewart

Little
McKay

5 acres in NEZNEZ;
X0 acres in NW_NEZ
10 aeres in SWINE:;

6 acres in SEZNE:;

Sece 4, Tpe 2 S« Re 32 B¢ Wo Mo

acres in SWZNEZ;
acres in SENEZ;
acres in NE NEg;
acres in SW%NW?;

acres in NWzNEZ;

OO ~1®

Sece 14, Te 1 SeRe 32 e Wella

15 acres in NEZNE};

30 acres in SE_NE3;
Scece 8:

5 acres in NW W ;

10 acres in SY;NWg3;

Sec. 9, TP. 2 HOR. 32 Eo V].I\rlo
(Vol. 34, p. 228-238)

1 acre in KEZNEL;
9 acres in SULNES
2

acres in SEINW.;

acres in NEZSW:;

37 acres in NW;SEZ;

40 acres in SWZSEL;
Sec. 1b;

18 acres in SWSSWg;

4 acre in SEISW};
Sece. 10;

18 acres in NWNEg;

Sec. 22, Tpe 1 N

1 acre in NWANW;;
2 4
5

22 acres in SEISEZ;
15 acres in NEZSE;;
Sec. 16, Tpo 3 Ne

(Vole 1, ps 252 )

2 geres in SWISE

‘x

2 acres in SBZSU—;

acres in NEINW:;

.R.

Re.

32 E.v.Me.

29 E.W.0.

Sece. 1, Tpo 21‘0 Ro 32 E. We Mo

- 4+

4 acres in LKE:
3 acres in SEES

=
Sec. 5, TP. 1 S, Ro 32 e We Mo

4 scres in SE;SEZ; Sec. 11
TP. 1 S. R. 32 -’;' -_‘:'iv. Ll.



NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS DATE OF RELATIVE  ~MOUNT NoO. USE AND IRRIGATION

OF APPROPRIATOR PRIORITY pcég:;'c. ACRES SEASON NAME OF DITCH STREAM . DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE
Hadcall Bros., dar. 15 2 2/3 Power Hascall Birch Place of use in Sec.
(By J. #. Hascall) 1907 50 H.P. Bros. 16, Te 3 3+ Ko 32 E Wl

Pilot Rock, Ore.

Hascall, C. D. Mar. 1, e32 25% Irrigation Hascall Birch 17 acres in MWW
Pilot Rock, Ore. 1885 8 acres in SWiNW:;
‘ : % acre in SE;NW;,

Sece 19, Tpe 2 SeRe 32 BaW M

Hascall, Fred V. lar. 1, 017 131 Irrigation Birch 5% acres in 3W-SWi;
Pilot Hock, Ore. 1885 Sec. 18:
4 acres in SW 1 33

4 acres in SEZNWE;
Sec. 19; Tpo 2 SeRe 32 Baeile

Hascall, 4. E. 1886 «20 16 Irrigation Bireh 4L scres in SW~ 'ﬁr
THon oot ore: . : l%>acfes in Nb-SE;;
b acres in SE=SET;

5 .acres in NW_SB.;
Sece 13, Tpe 2 5S¢ Re31l EeWolMo

Hemphill, Elizabeth, 1870 73 bg - - Irrigation Hemphill . Birch 5 acres in HE

Pilot Rock, Ore. Domestic ) 35 acres in N
and stock 15 acres in
(Finding #12 & 9 - 3 acres in

Contest #126 ) - SeCe 3, Tpe 1 S.Re B2 BWails
| (See map wbth claim )

Hemphill, Jas. i 1904 78 62 Irrigation . Jensen Birch 24 acres in NWiSEZ;
Pilot Rock, Ore. Domestic Jacques 25 acres in S'ASE;;
and stock Hemphill 11 acres in SEZSVWZ;
(Findings #12, 9, Sec. 4: ,
Contest #73 |} : - 2 acres in NEZWZ;
Sec. 9, T 1 S. R. 32 E. We Lo
(See map with claim, Vole. 31, p.221,222)
Henderson, 4« C. 1891 1.32 105% Irrigation Private Bast 22 acres in hﬁgyﬂ%;
& Sons, Birch 2 acres in WV W3
Pilot Rock, Ore. 9 acres in SE;iw;;‘ Sac. 33:
4 acres in NWINVWs;
(Findings #17, 9, 30% acres in STANW:;
Contest #81) 41 acres in sw—rw‘;
11% acres in JELSY.
8%-acres in NWZSTH-

“h l:’tl
l\)-.- we wb we we

10: acres in o”?S

3 acres in 3SEZS7:; Sec. 28.
T'o 1 So R. 5 :3' ?’i. LI.
Hendricks, C. Co. ‘ 1892 .13 10 Irrigatiog Oliver _ Main 10 acres in B} of Lot F;
(Transferred to . Wk of Lot E, Utopian uardens,
State of Oregon) Sec. 9, Tp. 2 Ne Re 32 2. W, L.

{ Finding #9
Contest #174)



hoeft, Robt.
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #129)

HOlmeS, Jde S
Pendleton, Ore,

(Finding #9
Contest #193)

Hopper, Meary E.
(Transferred to
I. N. Sohn)
Pendleton, Ore.

{Finding #9
Contest #133 )

Horn, U.Gle
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #66 )

Horn, Elizabeth.
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #75 )

Horseshoe Irrigation
Co., by Edw Dupuis,
Secretary.

Kolan, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #195.)

Kononen, k.

Doherty, John

Saari, Mat.

Dupuis, Edw,

APre
1910

1905

1892

1906

1870

Mar.
1905

Dec. 26
1904

%"

«06

«94

«13

«38

.15

.09

1.83

«31

«45

«50

«56

75

10

30

12

146

25

36

45

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Rhodes

Chapman
Raley

Chapman

Luhr

Davis

Borseshoe

Horseshose

Horseshoe

Horseshoe

Horseshoe

Little
MCKay .

McKay

McKay

Stewart

Rast
Birch

Main

Main

Main

Main

Main

5 acres in SEZNW);
Sec. 17, Tpe 1 S,
Re 33 Ee We Mo

15 acres in LEZNE:;
22 sacres in NWZNEZ;
13 acres in SYZNE>;
24% acres in SEINEZ;
Sec. 14:, Tpo 1l N.
R. 32 BE. W. M.

30 acres in SV NW:;

CHpy

10 acres in SEZNW.;
Sec. 16, Tp. 2 N,
R. 32 B. WeMe

6 acres in NELSEZ;
6 acres in NViSE3;

Sec. 24, Tpe 2 S.
R. 32 B. W. M.

7 acres in Lot 18;
Sece 7, Tpo 2 3.
R. 33 El W‘ M.

(See deseription of
land of individual
landnolders following)

15 acres in SEZSE:; Sec. 3

10 acres in NW:¥EZ; Sece 10 Tpe. 2 N.R. 30 Z.W.ils

11 acres in SViSW%

2b acres in SEZSW; Sec. 2, Tpe. 2 H.Rs 30

15 acres in NEZNE}:;Sec.9

10 acres in JE_NW;

15 acres in NW;IW>; Sec. 10
To 2 i;o R. 30 -"3' 'l'!'i L’Io

12 acres in
3 acres in
Sec. 9,

W7;NEY; 15 acres in Swgﬂag;
NEZNW.; 15 acres in SEINWI;
Tpe 2 He Re 30 Z¢ W M.

iRy

PR BTN Pt

i

.



AMOUNT

NAME A D P S RIaTon DRESS DATE OF RELATIVE cu.FT. ACKES USE AND RRCATION NAME OF DITCH STRZAM. DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE
Houser, Perry, 1885 .13 10 Irrigation Cap Rast 1% acres in SW.SEL;
Pilot Roeck, Ore. Birch 15 acres-in SEZSE:
) Sec. 1ll:
(Finding #9, 1897 «60 48 Irrigation , 15 acres in SWLSTS;
Contest #82 ) 10 acres in SEISW:;
Sec. 12¢
5 acres in SEZNEL;
Sec. 13, Tpe 2 3. Re 32 EW.He
(see State ing. Permit No. 137)
Hurlburt, H. G. 1910 1.32 105 Irrigation Hurlburt Main 35 acres in svfuwz;
Hermiston, Ore. 40 acres in N7=SU: -3
30 acres in S“*SWé,
Sec. 16, Tpo 4 NeRe28 HEaWoile
Hurlburt, H. Ge 1910 .78 62 Irrigation No name Main . 20 acres in SWiSWL;
Hermiston, Ore. 19 acres in SV-hEl;
(Successor to Sec. , Tpe. 4 N
He R. I‘Eev@ort) V B. 28 2. W. M,
. 3 acres in NYZNWi;
(Finding #9 20 acres in KE;NW:;
Contests #3,6,9,13, Sec. 9, Tp. 4 N,
41,465 91,94,157,158) R. 28 2. W. Ko
Ingram, Dave. 1872 «25 20 Irrigation Green- Birch 12 acres in SEZ SW*~
Pendlston, Ore. Domestic Lee-Ing 7 acres in “LS‘;;
and stock ram Sec. 33, Tp. 2 K.
(Finding #9 ' Re 32 %o We Me
Contest #5419 1 acre in NW: NEZ;
Sec. 4, Tpe 1 H..
Re 32 Eo Tole
Isaac, Chas. B. 1901 013 10% Irrigation Isaac McKay acres in NYZSW3;

(Transferred to

Ross & Jones,
Pendleton, Ore.

Isaac, Kary =.
Pendleton, Ore.

Isaac, Aaron 1.
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #132 )

Irrigation

Irrigation

Isaac

-8
™ 2% acres in SW ST

Sec. 2, Tpo 1 K.
Re 32 Ze We Ho

6 acres in swi EW%;
SecCe 2, Tp. 1 K,
R. 32 Ee To Mo

(See Stete ing. Permit No. 257)

3 acres in
2 acres in NVl
10 acres in
10 acres in =
15 acres in SE=SU-=

Sec. 11,

Re 32 BE. ¥




NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS
OF APPROPRIATOR

Jack,Marion
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #192)

Jacobs, J. B,
Pendleton, Ore.

Janes, A, Be.
Pilot Rock, Ore.

Janes, Arthur S.
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #199,
200)

Jacques, Thos.
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #161)

Jinkins, Z. T.
(Transferred to
0. Te Jinkins)

Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Findings #10, 9,
Contest #123)

Jensen, Carl.
Pilot Rock, Ore

(Finding #9, 12,
Contest #194)

DATE OF RELATIVE
PRIORITY

Jan.
1904

May
1895

1885

1886

Apr.
1908

ADY.

1895

1904

1867

1873
1907

AMOUNT
CU. FT.
PER SEC.

«63

.18

04

«05

<01

<09

«29

.08

37
«50

NO

ACRES

50

14

40

USE AND IRRIGATION

SEASON

Irrigation

Irrigation
Domestic
and stock.

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
Domestic

NAME OF DITCH

Janes

Jacques,
Jensen &
Hemphill

Eowman

Jacques
Jensen &
Hemphill

STREAHM.

ilcKay

Tutuwillow

Stanley

Birch

Stanley

West Eirch

Birch

Birch

Birbh

DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF

20 acres in NV INW:;
13 acres in IV NW 3
20 acres in SE;NWZ;
Sec. 32, Tp
Re 32 Be Ve Mo

6 acres in SWZNEL;

8 acres in SELNEZ;
Sec. 13, Tp. 2 K,
Re 32 E. Welle

3 acres in SEZNW3;
Sec. 19, Tps 2 S.
R. 32 B. 7. Mo

4 acres in NE&SW%;
Sec. 19, Tp. 2 S.
R. 32 E. 7. M.

1 acre in HESW:;
secn 19, Tpo 2 SO
Rn 52 C:- T."'o ;’l.

1% acres in NE_SWi;
5% acres in SEZS"Z;
S5ec. 19, Tp. 2 S« R,

ATVELLRTTA

23 acres in N7ZNZ3;
Sec. 9, Tp. 1 5.
Re 32 Be 7o M.

4 acres in NE;NiZ;
2 acres in SEZNE:;
3ec. 27, TP. Ke

R. 32 E. "Holo

5

17 acres in NEQNW:

32 acres in SE-NV

21 acres in NEZSWL
Sec. 9, Tpo 1l s,
R. 32 de e Mo

(See map with claim)

R

.
L

¥

USE

32 Eeldle




Johns, Jas 1895
(Transferred to
Je. B Stanton)

Pendleton, Ore. 1310

(Finding #9
Contest #125)

Johnson, Carl A. 1883
Pilot Hock, Ore.
1884
(Finding #9
Contest #127)
1892
1900
Jones, Geo. W. 1904
Pendleton, Ore.
(Pinding #9,
Contest #191)

Jordan, Frank L. Apr.
Pilot Rock, Ore. 1895
(Finding #9
Contest #124)

Kalyton, FPete, 1895

Cayuse #248;

To-yat, heir of

Umatilla Indian
Agency, Pendleton
Oregon.
(Finding #9, Contest
239)
Kane, Jos. June 16,
Pendleton, Ore. 1891
(Finding #9,
Contest #160)
Kemler, Daniel. 1893

Penaleton, Ore.
(Findings 16,9,
Contest #163)

«50

«75

.08

«06

.05

13

«15

056

«01

o4l

6%

60

10

12

43

33

Irrigation
Domestic

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
& Sub-Irrig.

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
Stock

Reith.

Various

Rigby

Isasbe

lle

& Horton

Lastman

Beagle
Colawell

Eros.

Birch

Johns

East Birch
and trib-
utaries
thereof

Spring
Hollow
& Califo
Gulch

McKay

Zast
Birch

Main

McKay

McKay

1l acre in KE ~NW~
33— acres in ﬂh~hw—;
14 acres in JW =N
14 acres in SEY EFLA,

Sec. 19 '
26 acres in SW_Si;
Sec. 18, Tp. 2 N,
Re 32 ua We M.
3 acres in NEZNEZ;
Sec. 24.

9 acres in SEISis;

Sec. 13, Tp. 2 NsRe 31 E. Tells

1 acre in NE SEZ

Sec. 4: )
11 acres in SEZNE;;
Sec. 21:

11 acres in SVZNWE
Sec. 22:

5 scres in NWi

Sec. 17, Tpo 2 5« Re 32 Eo Wolle
5 acres in NWQNE%
b acres in 3% 5
6 acres in NE SWL

3ece 32, TPe 1 SeRe 32 EsTeile

b acres in N SWJ
2 acres in \u—SWw“
4 acres in ST;S,ﬁ,
1l acre in SE_SE:;
Sec. 34, Tpe 2 HeRo 32 Zelialle

rr_

2 acres in SE-S¥L;
Sec. 7:
2 acres in NEINWL;
Sec. 18, lp 2e S
Le 33 Be Telle

1 acre in NEZWV/Z;
Sec. 12, .Lp/ 2 .I.\.
R. 33 Elw.}:’!ﬁ.

20 acres in NE;m
b acres in NWZI
3 acres in °W—ﬂ

15 acres in SZNE-

Sec. 35, Tp. 1 Ha
Re 32 Bo 7ol

LJ L
[F44- |f,.,, ‘|~A

lHk
we .. -e .l

[

1 acre in Nailisy;
26 acres in WD

6 acres in NZ, N7:;

Sec. 28, Tp.Z L.Re 32 B7eilefVoloel,p.202)

{




KXemler, Rebecca.
Pendleton, Ore.

(Findings # 11,9
Contest #162)

Kemnison, L. Te
Stanfield, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #87 )

Knotts, Isaac,
Estate of, by
Alonzo Knotts, Agt.
Pilot Rock, Ore.
(Finding #9
Contest [164)

Knotts, Perry
Pilot Rock, Ore.

{Finding #9
Contest #80)

Koontz, J. H.
Echo, Ore.

LaDow, Louis Hca
148 S. Calif. St.
Stockton, Cal.

(Finding #9
Contest #166)

Lapham, lancy J.
Joseph, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #104)

1894
Vol. 1
p. 189

1903

1875

1892

1882

.16

27

037

«51

<05

i10

«0b

o75

13

22

41

60

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
domestic
and stock.

French -

Pump

¥notts

Pump

Lz Dow

McKay

ain

Bast
Birch

Califoraia
Guleh

Main

MCKB.y

10% acres in NW_SEZ
2% acres in SW.SEg;

15

10

S
R

6%-acres in NEINE
2 acres in EW;NE%

7

'3

8

o]

38Ce 21, TP. 2 He
R' 32 E! —;J'-E‘-’l.

1

acres in 138

ragp 4
»e s

35
acres in 3Z: S8y
Sec. 31, Tp. 4 Ko

Re 29 Bo 7. i

>

acres in SV.NEZ;
acres in SEZNE}
acres in NW;SEZ;
Sec. 10:
acres in RE SWi;
acres in S2-S7-
Sec- 3:
acres in SE%NE%;
acres in HEZOWZ;
Secs 4, Tpe 2 Bo
Re 32 Ee ol
acres in SWENEL;
acres in NE NV ;
Sec. 22, Tpe 2 Se
Re 33 Ze Wolle

N

ac res in RE{ NV ;

acres in KW NWZ;
Sec. 10, Tp. 2 S.
R. 32 £. Tello

4 acres in SEZNVZ;

ec. 16, Tp. 3 .

. 29 E. W. I‘.’I.

acres in SWINEZ;

212 acres in SEINE;
15 7
%+ zcre in LW SEZ;

acres in X8, S51;

acres in SBISEL;
Sec. 3, Tp. 1 H.
Re 32 Bs Walle

{Included in claim

f Oe Lo & We Cou)



NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS

OF APPROPRIATOR

Male, Louis
(For Geo. Liale)
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(9, 10, 12, 13,
14, 15,
Contest #168)

Manning Chas. J.
Pendlebon, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #171.)

Mamning, Catherine
Pilot Rock, Ore.

Matlock /e Fo
(;ransferred to
City of Pendleton)

(Finding #9
Contest #172)

Maxwell Irrigation Co.

Echo, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #48, 227)

DATE OF RELATIVE
PRIORITY

1867
1908
Vol. 1,

Ps 204,
192,

1893

1907

1890

1890

Sep. 11,
1894

Sept.ll,
1894

AMOUNT

NO.
per crc. ACRES
.08 6
1.36 109
.13 10
.15 11.85
63 505
.50 10
Vol.34
pe 208
2.55 204
11.5
Vol.l
Pe185

USE AND IRRIGATION

SEASON

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
stock and
domestic

Irrigation

Municipal
and domestic
City of
Stanfield

NAME OF DITCH

Pipe
line

Maxwell

STREAM .

Eirch

KMcKay

Birch

Main

Main

DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE

20
20
20

10

acres in ¢
acres in ¢

Secs 22:

acres in TE

acres in

acres in =

acres in
acres in
acres in
acres in
Sec. 27,

SEZNWZ;
N:;s,&,
“”*54‘4

Sv""SA,;,

.LI). l i.R. 32 E. WeM.

Z acres in NWSUZ3

12 acres in SWTST
Sec. 24:

(]

8.6 acres in NWAWX; _
. .Sec. 25, Tpe. 1 HeRe 32 EJVW.M.
$Map with claim)

9
11

7
1%
2l

135

6

-3

13
5
2
8

2

acres in
acres in
acres in

L acres in HW:-

acres ‘in
acres in
acres in

NEZNEZ;
RUZNE S ;

Sec. 17:
Sec. 18:

Sec. 19

Te 1 Se Re 32 2. V.1

acres in ufﬁW“ -3

acres 1in

S.J N"/ o]

i .;\i'

Sec. 10, Tp. 2 K,

Re 32 &e

.acres in

ecres in
acres in
acres in

-y h 4
e lle

l‘iﬁir*,i’ffﬁ:f;
ey L uTT
RECFRITS
Lyl
S:: l\Y!( 9

SB: ’V?;

Sece. 5, .Lpo‘5 m.Fo 29 Z. '7.:".1:,1.

acres in

.'nn él\n";"

34 acres in SI*NZ*,
20 acres in SE_NE_;
Seces 31, Tpe 4 HeRe 29 Leli.M.
5 acres in S?%NW

24

2
15
33
20
21

ecres in
acres in
aeres in
acres in

acres in U

acres in
Sec. 32,

R. 29 Ze %

1..




Maxwell Land &
Irrigation Co, by

Je« Fo McXaught, Pres.

Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9

Contests #1,18,28)

McBee, Chas,
(Transferred to
Geo. Gredwhl)

(Finding #9
Contest #159)

McCullough,
Lucinda,
Echo, Ore,

McManus, John P.

Pres., Appleburg

Water Company,
Pilot Rock. Ore.

(Findings #17, 9
Contest #169)

Morrison, Rob't.
Adams, Ore.

Myers, Chas. H.
(Trensferred to
State of Oregon)

Newquist, 0. P.
.- Pendleton, Ore.

(Findings #13, 9
Contest #165)

O'Brien, R. M,
Pendleton, Ore.

1864

1880

1883

May
1909

1902

1894

May
1908

Feb,
1898.

1.06

Q3

2.61

«31

.63

<06

209

25

50

Domestic
Municipal

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Domestic

Irrigation

Irrigation

domestic
and stock

Irrigation

Henrietta
Mill

Appleburg
Water Co.

Wheel

Alcott

Minnehaha
Springs

Birch

Main

Birch
(East)

Wild Horse

Birch

O'Brien
Springs

Location
Sec. 21,
R. 28 Ze
near the

of Spring
Tpo 4 :‘0

Wal.,

NW Cor. thereof.

15 acres in NEZNEL;

8 acres in REZNW
8 zcres in EWENW;;

27 acres in SEZSWi;
184 acres in NWiSEX;

Sece. 19;

A

8% acres in NW Nis;
Sec. 30, Tp. 2 H.

in NEINE:.
2 acres in NE_NEZ;

Sec. 21, Bp. 3 I

Re 29 He el

21 acres in NEZN7.;
37 acres in LVLN7;
14 acres in SW NV
8 acres in SEINWZ;
Sec. 28:
11 acres in NE_NW=;
19 acres in SEZNW-;
19 acres in NWZST4;
20 acres in SEZSV:;
25 acres in SEZNEZ;
25 acres in KEZSEZ;
10 acres in SE4SE;;

T¢ 1 S« R, 32 &

Place of use,

- NWNWE; Sec. 3, Tp.

N. I{o 34 EE. We Mo

2 acres in NWNEZ;

23 acres in SV-NEZ;

Sec. 9, Tpe 2 Ko
R. 32 BE. V. M,

10 acres in KW.NW.;
25 acres in SW NV

15 acres in RE;SUE;

Re32 BalWaile

Sec. 21;

Sec. 20;

o« Wo M.

(See State Engineer's Permit No. 237)

3

Sec. 29, Tp. 2 . R. 32 B. 7. M.

5 acres in SWLSEZ;
Sec. 1, Tpe 2 ke
Re 32 EBo Wo Mo



Ogilvy, Chas.
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Firding #9
Contest #170)

Oliver, H. L.
(Transferred to
State of Oregon)

(Finding #9
Contest #86)

Oregon Lgnd &

Water Co., by

John ¥. Cook, Pres,
Irrigon, Ore.

{Finding #9,
Contests #5, 18,
26 to 34 incCe.,
216,217,218)

1880

1883

Apr. 14,
1893

31

.68

25.83

25

54

2066

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
domestic
and stock

Ogilvy

Oliver

O. L &
We COo

East
Birch

Main

Main

10

10

20
10

21

29

10

10
29
37

29

30

acres
acres
acres
Tp. 2

acres
agres
acres
acres

in SEZSEZ; Sec. 22
in w“—ﬂ 323

in HW;ﬂmi; Sec. 27,
Re 32 B¢ We Mo

w
.

in NEZNW:;
in N"‘NV§;
in ;N\ . .

in SE ‘NW— Sec. 9

TP. 2 N. Ro 32 E‘ Welle

acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
geres
gecres
Tp
acres
acgres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acre
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acre
acres
acres
acres
acres
agres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres

acres i
acres i

acres
acres

acres i

&eres
acres
acres

acres i

acres

in NWiSEL;

in SW% B

in SEZSEZ; Sec. 17:
in lﬂb_{S&‘*;

1n ‘-T'T'MS £

in Id SW~ Sec. 18:
in X —Nm

in h ‘HL"* Sec. 20,
eONe Ro 28 «-H ?U'.I‘-:I.
in rElsui~

in nbés ;

in LJ‘S"*'

in 'ﬂ; ; Sec. 13
in
in
in
in
in
in HE:
in *'; :
in sW=
in
in I
in
in
in
in
in unl

in N SW;
in SH‘SH?;
in S“—SV"
in ﬂm—SE
in JV/S&
in smisdk,
in
in 1
in LY
in SV
in

Sec. 14:

Secs 1G:

Sec. 20:

59
Sec. 21:

in § 7_1H s
2 W2+ Sece. 22:
in uJ‘hu~ Sec. 29:




NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS DATE OF RELATIVE

OF APPROPRIATOR PRIORITY

QOregon Land &

Water Co.,

‘ (Continued)

Oregon Railroad 1888

& Navigation Co.,

By J. W+ Morrow,

Portland, Ore.

1888
1888
1888

AMOUNT
CU. FT.

PER SEC. ACRES

Railroad
6 inch
pipe

Railroad
6" pipe

Railroad
3" pipe

Railwoad
pipe

NO. USE AND IRRIGATION
SEASON

NAME OF DITCH STREAM.

Tie
Creek

Beaver

Meacham

Keacham

DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE

5 acres in NEéﬂ
5 acres in NEZNW

o

“x

5 acres in NW.NEZ;
21 acres in N/30W;;

=53
'5 :
10 acres in SWZlwg; 5 acres in S NW:;

10 acres in N*FS
1]. M.

“.1

40 acres in NE_ Hfz; 15 acres in
20 acres in SV~NE*; 20 acres in
20 acres in NW_SW:; Sec. 22:
21 acres in SWZNE>; 24 acres in
5 acres in uEgNVW; 4 acres in
20 acres in SW. NV;; 40 acres in
40 acres in NEZSWg; 40 acres in
31 acres in SV lSVi-¢ 29 acres in
26 acres in NW;S 22; 12 acres in
5 acres in SW—SEé; Sec. 23:
3 acres in SWZNE; 11 acres
4 acres in SE_RW;; 32 acres
53 acres in ”‘Sﬁig 17 acres
27 acres in SEZSW;; 1L acres
23 acres in ﬁW;S‘%} 4% acres
28 acres in SE é} Sec. 24:
24 acres in Vn—hb;; 34 tzcres
30 acres in SIENH>; 28 acres
34 scres in EB;--; 22 acres
5 acres in SW;NW;; 15 acres
20 acres in NE:S¥5; 21 acres
27 cscres in SVLSWL; 15 acres
8 zcres in HEg 5 5 acres
10 acres in SWZSEj; 9 acres
Sec. 25:
20 acres in NWiNE>; 10 acres in
25 acres in NEZNW—; 15 acres in
15 acres in HB4SE;; 15 acres in
Sec. 262
19 acres in NE NE:; 6 acres in i
4 acres in un,fvz; 6 acres in
Sec., 27:
5 acres in “L, d%, 5 acres in

15 acres 073 5

5 acres in SW_NW.; Sec. 35,

Re 26 Bo We Mo

Place of use, Duncan
Station, Diversion

in the SE ‘Nﬁz, Sec. 16,
Te 1 He Re 36 Ze e Il

Place of use, Meacham
Statione. Diversion in
the S7-NE}; Sec. 9, Tp.
1 He Re 3D Be We Mo

Plzce of use, Huron
Station. Diversion in

acres

Secs. 30, Te b H«.R. 27

3

SWENES
N

[E¥

SE 41\}E41
di;ﬁﬂ\
SEINWZ;

1{:.1 S ¥z ‘.

D.J “LZ;
1“]4&1 W .‘r H
SEZ53%;

NVNWE; Sece 8, Tpe L S.R.36 3. We M.

Plsce of use, Gibson
Station. Diversion in
Ni378E5; Sec. 31,

Tne 3 K

+Re 36 Be ¥

oIl

e
e



Owings, Y+ A.

by H. Boylen,
Guardian,

Pilot Rock,Ore.

(Finding #9

Contest #74)

Owings, He B

Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Finding #
Contest #79)

Parr . Eli.
Pendleton, Ore.
(Finding #9

Contest #236)

Parr, Joe.

by ¥m. Caldwell,
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #235)

Parr, Frank
by ¥m. Caldwell,
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #240)

Pat-so~zk,

by Wm, Caldwell,
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #238)

Patton, We W
(Transferred to
State of Oregon)

(Firding #9,
Cantest #167)

Hinkle,Jos. Ta
(Assignee of
Jay Peldmulder)
Hermiston, Ore.
(Finding #9

Contest +#119.

Sec.

Bear 5 acres in SW%SE;;
Creek 5 acres in LHWHIED;
Sec. 28, Tp. 2 S.
R, 31 2. ¥. i,
Willow 5 acres in SWoNw;
Springs 15 acres in SENT;
Creek Sece. 20, Tpo 2 S
Re 31 me Wo He
Willow 20 ascres i nSE;NEL;
Springs Sece. 19, Tpe. 2 3.
Creek R. 31 B. W, M.
Willow
Springs

4.4 acres in NEIEEZ;

k.

Sec. 5, TP. 2 i

33 e

We Mo

14% acres in HWzSW;

Sec. 2, Tp. 2 &,
R. 33 B. -F]. T“i.

lain

42 acres

R.

- Main

30 acres in SW_ SV,
Sec. 2, Tpo 2 N
R. 33 Bo W

Main

1890 .13 10 Irrigation Owings
1898 «38 30 Irrigation Owings
1898 «25 20 Irrigation Owings
1895 06 4.4 Irrigation Rigby
1895 .18 14% Irrigation Rigby
1895 «40 32 Irrigation Rigby
1895 «38 30 ‘ Irrigation Rigby
1892 .06 5 Irrigation Oliver
Jan. 1, <04 3 Irrigation
1900

Pump

Main

in SEZSEL;

Sece 3, TPe 2 o,
33 Ee.

e He

.
= }

&
e e

The W& of Block "Fv,
Utopian “ardens,
Sec. 9, Tpo 2 -;d

R, 32 =e Ve I

3% acres
Tpe 4 Ko
(Vol. 1,

in
R,
Do

NWaiwl; Sed. 31

a s oar
29 He e Mo

266)

21



Cooper, Zdna L.
(Assignee of
Jay Peldmulder)
Hermiston, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #119)

Pendleton, City of
By J. T« Brown

Perrin Laura B.
Pendleton, Ore.

(Firding #16]

Peters, John Je.
and Thos. .'(!110
Delrossz, Caiif,

(Finding #9
Contests #43, 215)

Reagin, Mrs. Z. 4.
Pilot Hock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #130)

Beed, Lo "\?o
Gibbon, Ore,

(Finding #9
Contest #187)

Reeves, J. B,
Stanfield, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #211)

Kosch, Jas.
licKgy, Ore.

Roberts, Geo. R,
(Pransferred to
State of Oregon)

Jan. 1 .06
1900

Hov.,. 11, 2.00
1885

1891 «15
1894 «09
1898 06
March 15
1906

1891
1892
1890 «11

4.9

12

Irrigation Pump
Municipal
Irrigation Tastman
teagle
Coldwell
Bros.
Irrigation Zldrege
NOoe 2
Irrigation
Irrigation Pymp
Domestic
and stock
Domestic
and stock
Irrigation

HMain

Main

McKay

icKay

dain

Hain

North
icKay

Horth
licKay

Hain

4.9 acres in NWiilis;

Sec. 31, Tpo & e
R. 29 5:. T’{,o I!io

(Vol. 1, p. 269)

City of Pendleton.
State of Oregon.

12 scres in SBZSV—;
Sece 21, Tp. 2 i,
Re 32 2, e Mo

7 acres in 3Ey N7z
Secs 35, Bp. 1 oK,

4 acres in xBZSEg;

1 acre in NVSEZ
Sec. 22, Tpo 3 ;\lo
Re 36 Be T/ L

29

10 acres in K7 .SZ
2 acres in 57 SE
Secs 31, Tpe 4 Lia

Re 29 2. e il

e}

:l
?’

—»
%9

place of use, Tp. 1 H.
Re 33 2+ 7. M,

place of use, Sec. 28,
Tpe 1 He R. 33 2. 7. 1.

W

9 acres in N2ZNEL.
Sec. 9, Tp. 2 H.
R. 32 Z. Ve M.

32 e e i



Rockwell, 5. H. 1894 o13 Irrigation Birch 2 acres in NEZKW:;
Pendleton, Ore. Sec. 22:
8 acres in S SV
(Finding # 13) Sec. 15, Tp. 1 K.
Re 32 24 7. Ho
1894 .19 Irrigation McKay 5 acres in NV SEL;
: 10 acres in S”*SyT;
Sec. 26, Tp. 1 i.
R, 32 5. ¥. U.
(Vol. 1, p. 305%
Roork, J. 7. April .24 Irrigation McKay 12 acres in SWiSE:;
Pilot Rock, Ore. 1902 7 acres in SE;SEZ;
Sec. 1, Tps 1 S.
(Finding #9 R. 32 =. W. M.
Contest #135)
Rothlin, Jos. 1891 .19 Sub-irrigation McKay 15 acres in NEZNE;
McKay, Ore. Sec. 12, ©pes 1 S.
R, 33 E. W. M.
Rugg, Ge We & Ao T 1903 31 Irrigation wWild 4 acres in SWZINE %;
Pendleton, Ore. Horse 21 acres in SE=SW;
Sec. 1, Tp. 2 K,
Re 32 Be . M.
Runyan, Geo. W 1895 W31 Irrigation Birch 13% acres in SEINW:;
Pilot Rock, Ore. 113 acres in NEZSW;
Sec. 27, Tp. 1 H.
(Findings #12, 9 R. 32 E. W. H.,
Contest #185)

Schmidt, John {See State EZngineer's
McKay, Ore, Pemmit Ho. 360)
Shzw, Daniel. May «56 45 Irrigation Shaw & McKay 8 acres in SWiSEl;
Pendleton, Ore. 1892 Rhodes 32 acres in HS;SEH;

. 8 acres in NW SEL;

(Finding #9 1904 1.55 122 Irrigation Shaw & McKay 34 acres in Sw‘eEi;

Contest #175) . Rhodes Sec. 14:

40 acres in ﬁEZﬂEé;

7 acres in W uEZ;

8 acres in S”—NE:,
30 acres in SEZNEZ;

Sec. 28, Tpe 1 e Re 32 Be Waile
(Vole 34, p. -R238)

Shermen, Frank E. 1904 W72 575 Irrigation Sherman Birch 6 acres in SWNEZ
Pilot Rock, Ore. 16% acres in NWZNEZ;
21 acres in SELW;

(Findings #12,9, 14 acres in HBEZSW:;
Contest #138) Sec. 34, Tp. 1 N.

R. 32 Ze We Mo
- {(Vol 31. p. 510
See map with claim)



Simon, Edw. C.
Pend&eton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #146)

Sloan, A. D.
Pendleton, Ore.
(Transferred to
T. 4e Stephens)

(Finding #9
Contest #144)

Sloan, Geo. Co
Pendleton, Ore.

Roy . L. E. and
8mith, F. M.
Pilot Rock, Oree.
(Finding #9
Contest #189)

Snyder, Elmer 4.
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #88)

Southwell, Amanda, J.
and heirs of John
Southwell.

rendleton, Ore,

(Findings %14, 9,
Cantest #142)

Sparks, Carrie
Pendleton, Ore.

Svicer, Lillian A.
(Transferred to
Wattenburger)

Pendleton, 0T€-

Apre.
1894

Oct, 1902

1892

Apr.
1906,

1899

1895

Haerch
1904

1890

«02

«81

«27

03

39

+38

.18

0l

1L ’ Irrigation

Y

65 Irrigation
22 Irrigation

2 Irrigation
31 Irrigation
30% Irrigation
14 Irrigation
1 Irrigation

Horton

Boughman

Southwell

Frazier

HcKay

Birch

Main &
Birch

Bast

Birch

Hain

Birch

Bir-h

Springs

11 acres in ‘nqsw
Sec. 35, Tp. 1 ii.
R. 32 E. W. M,

7 acres in KEZudz;
3 acres in SEEFE=;
Sece 1l4:

19 acres in anﬂh—“

25 acres in SWN7r;,
Sec. 13:

11 acres in SE_NW;
Sec. 13, Tp. 2 N,
R. 31 B. Wo Mo

(See mape Vol 4, Pe 136)

3¢5 acres in Sm<1u&,
15 acres in MJ—SEW
3.5 acres in SE: sz;
Sec. l!), a.po 2 NeRe 31 HE. Waide

1% acres in SEZNE:;
Sec. 17:

L zere in SWINWS;

Sec. 16, Tp. 1 S.

Re 32 24 We Mo

14 acres in S“"S“;;
15 acres in NW;533;
2 acres in ST 844,
Sec. 7, Tp. 2 W
R. 32 B, 7. .

20 acres in u”"‘A;}

6 acres in SVMSA

4% acres in SE= F%;

Sece 29, Tp. 2 e
R. 32 4. Wa M

8 acres in KWV<SWr;
Sec. lO:‘
6 acres in KEZSEZ
Sec. 9, Tpe 1 ie
Re 32 o6 Wo i
1l acre in NE*Smr,
Sec. 9, Tpo 1 X,
R. 32 B« Ve e

See Finding #31%



NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS
OF APPROPRIATOR

St. Andrews Kission
By Chas. J. O'Reilly,
Transferred to the
Pioneer BEducational
Society)

StOnebraker, Je Ao
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #145)

Straughan, Elwood.
Pendleton, Ore.

{Findings #13, 9,
Contest #143)

sturtevant, A. J.
Pilot Rock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #151)

Tachela, Peter
Pendleton, Ore.

Teel, O. D.
#cho, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #16, 33,117)

Thoms, He Ae

Pilot Rock, Ore.
{Transferred to Ed
Vlarner)

DATE OF RELATIVE
PRIORITY

March
1893

June
1896

1876

1873

1882

1895

June
1884

Aug. 5
1903

1908

AMOUNT
CU. FT.

PER SEC.

.10

«80

94

«R5

63

61

.19

NO.
ACRES

64

4

20

50

49

15

USE AND IRRIGATION

SEASON

Domestic
and stock

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
and stock

Irrigation

Houmehold
domestic
and stock

Irrigation

NAME OF DITCH

S3tonebraker

Straughan

Nos. 1,
2 and 3

Hascall
Bros.

STREAM.

Sprrings &
Mission
Creek

kcKay

Birch

Bast
Birch

Wild
ilorse

Hain

West
Birch

DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE

‘Location of springs,
SW;NE%; Sec. 25;
SE N, Sec. 30,
Pp. 2 Ne R. 33 3¢ We Mo
Point of diversion from
Mission Creek in KWINW:,
Secs 30, Tp. 2 Ke Re 34 Be Wo U,

5 acres in NE&Nw:-
Sec. 23:
12 agres in NELSV/+
35 acres in N¥S¥¢;
12 acres in SEISW;
Sec. 14, Tpe. 1 k.
R. 32 Z. V. Ho

123 acres in SEZSE

Sec. 29°
acres in NEZNE:
acres in KW_NE3
acres in SEZNE

Sec. 32:
acres in NWZiWZ;
acres in SVZNW:;
Sece. 33, Tpe 2 K.
Re 32 Be Waile

N

1y

&
O

W -
e Wp B

&,

'

31 acres in KWiSW
35 acres in SVW:SWg; Sec. 16

1% acres in SB_IEL;
10 acres in NE%SB;;

13 acres in Sec. 17:
184 acres in
11 acres in Scc. 21

acres in NW%SW%;

acres in SW;SWo3 Sec. 9
Tp- 1 S. Ro 32 1‘30 T’/‘o fzio

A

5 acres in NE§SEi
10 acres in SWSEZ;

Sece 29, Tpe O o

R. 33 ﬂ‘ il’l?. Iﬁ.

Place of use, SWENBZ,
Sec. 30, Tps 4 e R.

32 2. V. 1.

4 acres in Sw%wm%;
Sec. 16, Tp. 3 S,
Re 32 E. We M.



Umatilla County, 1894 l.22 97 .4 ‘ Irrigation Home cKay 12.3 acres in NE; s

By 7. P. Gilliland, , Irrig. 36.9 acres in NWiSW1;
Judge. #2 & 3 20 .4 acres in SEISW—;
27.8 acres in SWzSW5;
(Findings #%9,11, Sec. 16, Tp. 2 H.
Contests #35, 139) : ' Re 32 B¢ 7o Mo

(See Maps, P. .70}

Uiibarger, Ce Me 1.00 80 Sub-irrigation Tutuwillow 40 acres in NWIAW1;
and M. F. 40 acres in SV_IWs;
Pendleton, Ore. Sec. 20, Tp. 2 N,

Re 33 o 26 We M

Vert, Jessie 5. Riparian Stock and Meacham & Claimant owns lands
by John Vert, Right ‘ domestic Wild. bordering streams
Pendleton, Ore, . : Horse : named, in Tps. 1 0.

R. 36; 1 S. R. 36;
1 ¥. Re. 37; 3 H¢ Re

(See finding #19)

Walker, Ida, 1895 «25 20 ; Irrigation : lcKay 11 acres in NV NW-;
Pilot Roek ,Oi'eo . 9 acres in ;’,Y:ZNT'V{;;
1909 +06 5 5 acres in NE ¥ ;
(Finding #9 Sec. 1, Tp. 1 S
Contest #140) Re 32 e We Mo
Walters, Fred 1878 122 Power Cheape Hain HMill located in N% of
Perndleton, Ore. 300 H. P, N> of Sec. 10, Tp. 2 iie

R. 32 2. W. M.

Warner, 4 June -34 26% Irrigation Test ' 4 acres in SWiSVE
Pilot Roek, Ore. 1886 . Bireh Sec. 19:
' 2% acres in NW-NUi;
(Finding #9 1910 - 406 5 4 acres in SV NWi;

6 acres in HW:SW—;
10 acres in SWLST=;
Sec. 30, Tp. 2 3.
RJ 32 5. We M, -
2% acres in SESEZ; Sec. 25
25 acres in NEZllE;; Sec. 363
Tpe 2¢ Se Re 31 Ba, Telle

Contest #149)

Warner, Samuel. May : .20 154 Irrigation Warner Stanley 3 acres in SW-SZz; Sec. 29:.
Pilot Rock, Ore. 1884 L acres in HEZNEZ;

55 acres in SE NE_; Sec. 32:

2% scres in Szl Sec. 33

Tpn 2 Se Ko 32 Ze W, Lie

Warner, Bdmond, May .08 6 Irrigation Fiedler est A 5 acres in SWINEZ;
Pilot Kock, Ore. . 1308 “arner Bireh 1l acre in SEZliWg;
‘ Sec. 9, Tpe 3 S.

(Finding #9 - Re. 32 e We Mo

Contest #53)



AMOUNT

Duncan, Ore.

11 acres in
3 acres in
Sec. 9,
K. 36 Z.

NAME AN D PO O iaton eSS AT o mENATIVE Cu.FT. ACKES USE AND IRRIGATION NAME OF DITCH STREAHM DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE
Waugh, Thos. D. 1880 «25 20 Irrigation Test 16 acres in SW_NE:
Pilot Rock, Ore. Birch & acres in NEZST
1892 25 20 21 acres in SE SV
.10 acres in NW;SE%
1909 .22 18 8 acres in SW:SEL
Sec. 19, Tpe. 1 5.
Ro 32 :-‘1- "'»g."'t M.
Wa=wa-ne, May 23 W71 57 Irrigation Rigby Main 21 acres in SVESW-
By Wm. Caldwell, 1895 Sec. 1:
Pendleton, Ore. 7 ecres in NEZSE:
29 acres in SBZSH;
(Finding #9 Sec. 2, Tp. 2 K.
Contest #234) Re 33 B« ¥Wa W
Wenaha Springs Co. 1880 .19 15 Irrigation Hain 15 acres in NE>;
By J. E. Raley, . Sec. 18, Tp. 3 K.
Secretary. Re 36 24 We ile
Pendleton, Ore.
{Finding #9
Contest #152)
Westgate, Albert H. 1899 .06 5 Irrigation East Birch 4+ seres in KV _SV4;
Pilot Roek, Ore. % acre in SWiS¥%;
Sece. 23, Tpe. 2 S,
Ro 53 E' —‘-70 LI.
Whitaker, Susan M. 1885 .02 * Irrigation Willow Springs 1+ acres in the I of
Nye, Oregone. Sec. 18, Tpe 3 S
R. 31 &, W. M.
White, Susan A. 1906 +38 30 Irrigation Pump Main 30 acres in SBIN;
- Stanfield, Ore. Sec. 31, Tpe 4 Ne.
‘ R. 29 E. W. I
(Finding #9
Contest #90)
White Bu#ll, Mrs. May 23 «30 23% Irrigation Rigby Main 5%—acres in EW%SE%;
By Wii. Caldwell, 1895 20 acres in SW_SWi;
Pendleton, Ore. Sec. 2 , Tpe. 2 &,
Re 33 Ee Ta ils
Wilbur, BEphriam 5. 1891 - 429 23 Irrigation Camp 9 acres in Nﬁéﬁﬂé;

,?_J. e
N Sz
Toe 1 2.
reMe




NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS

OF APPROPRIATOR

Willson, Annette

Pilot Hock, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #148)

Wilson Irrigation
Coe., by Elmer Spike

Echo, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #97)

Zlder, B. E,
3cho, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #224)
Esteb, Addie C,.

#eho, Ore,

(Finding #9
Contest #228)

Halstead, dJoe.,
(Finding #9
Contest #230)

Pearson, D. A,

%cho, Ore.
(Finding #9
Contest #154)
Ramos, Joe.

#“cho. Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #206)

S»nixe, Elmer
Echo, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #100)

DATE OF RELATIVE

PRIORITY P‘él; lS:ZC
Warch, 13
1874
1890 «90
Dec. 15 1.88
1904
May el3
1881 '
vece 15,
1304 44
Dec. 15 06
1904
Dec. 15, 15
1904
Dec. 15, «10
1904
Dec. 15 .76
1904
Dec. 15, «38
1904

" AMOUNT

NO.
ACRES

10

72

150%

10

35

12

30

USE AND IRRIGATION
SEASON

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

NAME OF DITCH

Willson

Wilson

wilson

Hilson

7ilson

Wilson

Jilson

Wilson

Birch

lMain

Main

ilain

Hdain

iain

zain

DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE

23 acres in NE:SEj;
10 acres in 59 :SEL; Sec. 25:

20 acres in WVINEl;

13 acres in \m%ﬂné;

4 acres in NW NV

7 acres in SWilig;

5 acres in SE=Ni;
Sec. 36, Tp. 1 5.
Re 31 B. ¥W. K.

(See description of land
of individual landholders
following) ¢

25 acres in

10 acres in ¥ iz
Secs 21, Tps & Ko
Re 29 e Te K

(Vol. 34, ». 555)

5 acres in iV SE3;
3ecC. 16, Ip. 3 e

R. 29 3. ?i!'. hi.

12 acres in KW;S3g,
J8Ce 16, Tp. 3 Iis
R. 29 E. T;. Li.

4
)

e

8 acres in L7 8V
Sec. 22; Tp.
B. 29 Z.7 .0l

(See ingineer's .igps)

He

20 acres in STNTZ
Sec. 22:
33 acres in S5 TEg;
1 PR, S
7% acres in SV NEZ
Sec. 21, TP. 3 I
Re 29 E. 7o M
(See Engineer's laps)

30 acres in S758EZ
Sece 16, T

R QoW T W
He 29 o We il

(Vol. 34, p. 555)




PERMIT
NO.

CERTIFICATE
RECORD

No.

PAGE

tate ater Board

547.

of Oregon

UMATILL. RIV3ER.

NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS

OF APPROPRIATOR

Wilson Irrigation Co.,
{Continued)

“hitworth, W. W.
(Finding #9
Contest #102)

..115011, Je Mo
Pilot Rock, Ores

Wright, E. L.
Pilot Rock, Ore.

{(Finding #9
Contest #150)

Wynn, John M.
McKey, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contest #147)

DATE OF RELATIVE

PRIORITY

1881

1904

1875
1897

1909

April
1898

.13

<03

21

.11

.19

10

15

17

15

USE AND IRRIGATION NAME OF DITCH

SEASON
Irrigation Wilson
Irrigation Wilson

Irrigation

Irrigation

STREANM.

Main

West
Birch

Bridge

McKay

DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE

10 acres in SEZSEZ;
Secs 16' Tpo 3 N.
Re 29 E. We M.

{Vol. 34, p. 555)

-+

9 acres in NE SVE
4 acres in SEZS%=

F

2 acres in nUfSL 3
Sec. 17, J.Po 1 So
Re 32 Eoe W. i

l-j.‘
’ ,H; "3 ‘u
e Was W

SR

acres in NWZNE[;
11 acres in S“—ude'
10+ acres in NV/- SEZ;

3 acres in SV;SEL;
Sec. 23, Tps 2 S,
Re 31 E. . M,

10 acres in SW?N&%;

5 acres in NW=SW:;
Sec. 18, Tp. 1l S.
R, 34 E. W. M.



548

UMATILLA RIVER. ‘ '

e —otate of Oregon

34,

The following appropriators. have, in their statement and proofs of claim, applied to the State Wzter Board to prescribe the time within which the full amount
. of said appropriators
of water appropriated shall be applled to a beneficial use, and it appears to the said State Water Board that the appfopriations/ and each of them, were made prior to
February 24th, 1909, and that actuel construction work had been commenced prior to said date,

The State Engineer is hereby directed to issue a certificate to each of said aporopriators showing the time fixed by this finding within which the water
appropriated by such appropriators shal%,be spplied to a beneficial use. The extent of such appropriation shall be limited to such an smount or volume of water as
shall have been put to a beneficial use. by the expir&tion of the time fixed in this finding,

That the name and addfess of each appropriator of water from said Uﬁatilla River and its tributaries, who has not completed such zppropriation, &and who
has so apnlied to the State Water Board to prescribe the time within which the full amount of water shall be applied to a beneficial use, are hereinafter in this
Finding arrenged in alphabetical form, together with the date of relative priority of each of such appropriations, the limited date for the complete application of the
full amount of water appoopriated to a2 beneficial use, the use or uses for which such water was appropriated and is to be applied, the number of acres now irrigated
and the number of acres to be irrigated, in case such appropriation is for ifrigation, the name of the ditch or ditches through which such appropriation is to be
diverted, and the description of the land in each smallest legsl subdivision upon which water is now used, and the description of the land upon which such water must

be applied to a benefi¢ial use, and to which such use is limited, arranged in alphabetical order and set opposite the name and post office address of each such

appropriator, are as follows, to-wit:



Brownell Ditch Co. Nov. 8. $39  Vested 3l Irrigation Brownell Main 23.2 acres in SEINE; -
by D. C. Brownell, Pres. 1893 Stock and & Three 3.5 acres in SE% Li;
Umatills, Ore. Domestic Mile 38.7 acres in NEI8RI;
Fire and Falls 11  acres in NVESEZL;
(Finding #9 Municipal 36.5 acres in S7ZSEZ;
Contests #1,2,3,4, 32.6 acres in SELSEl;
5,27,42,109) Sec. 9:
1902 4,29 Vested 343.5 11.3 acres in SW% J%;l
‘ 20.9 acres in SENE-; |
18.2 acres in SN,
4.4 acres in SE%hki;v
27.9 acres in NEZBUE-; .
40 acres in N¥_S7';
23.8 acres in SW-SV>;
9.6 acres in SEIST
15.4 acres in NE;SE;;
22,7 acres in KVS8E7;
Sec. 10:
9.3 acres in
17 acres in
l.4 acres in
1.6 acres in W SW; -
Sec. 11:
5.5 acres in SW3IW.;
Sec. 16, Tpe 5 i,
R. 28 B. W. M.
- 1903 Jan.l. 953.6 Irrigation Brownell Main 39.48 acres in Sec. 8;
' 1920 183.8 acres in Sec. 9;
133.1 acres in Sec. 10;
93.35 acres in Sec. 1l1;
154.07 acres in Sec. 16;
317.4 acres in Sec. 17;
32 .4 acres in Sec. 18;
Tpe 5 He Roe 28 WMo
Courtney Irrigation Jan. 9 6.46 Vested 517 Irrigation Pioneer Main {see description of
Coey Dy Te Go Smith, 1900 Stock and Courtney individual holdings
Pres., domestic Ditches following)
Echo, Ore.
Jan .0, Jan.l, 494 Irrigation Courtney Main
{Finding #9 1500 1918
Contests #7,8,9,10,
11,13,32,40,85)
Baumgardner, Jan. 9 15 Vested 12 Irrigation Pioneer Main 12 acres in NW_NEZ-
Henry. 1500 Courtney Sec. 7, Tp. 3 N.
EChO’ Ore. Re. 39 2. We M.
9Contests #13,114, (Vol. 30, p. 22)
111, 17, 85)
Baumgzrdner Jan. 9 Jan. 1 35 Irrigation Courtney Main 28 acres in SW&NE;
E. O. ‘ 1900 1928 7 zcres in NV SED;
Echo, Ore. Sec. 7, Tp. 3 N,
R. 29 B,
(Findings #9 Jan. 9 «18 Vested 15 Irrigation Pioneer Main 12 acres in Sﬁ%ﬂ&%
Contests #13, 1200 Courtney 3 acres in INWBSEZ

112,85) Sece 7, Tpe 3 NeRe 29 E.W.l.
(Vole 30, p. 18-21)



Courtney Irrigation Co.
(Continued)

Gulliford, Wm. H.
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #13,
221,85)

Haney, Sadie,
(Transferred to
Jas. A. Fee, Jr.,
Pendleton, Ore.)

(Fnding #9
Contests #13,
219, 85)

Houser, Zoeth,
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #13,
220 and 85)

Moore, Will.
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #13,
107, 85)

J&no 9
1900

Jane. 9,
1900

Jen. 9,
1500

Jan, 9
1900

Jan. 9,
1900

Jan,. 9
1500

1.0 Vested

«27 Vested

1.01 Vested

Jen.l,
1918

1.31 Vested

Jan.l.
1913

80

22

81

236

105

169

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Pioneer
Courtney

Pioneer
Courtney

Pioneer
Courtney

Courtney

Pioneer
Courtney

Courtney’

Main

lain

Main

Main

Main

Hain

30 acres in HE%SEé
17 acres in SW_SEg;
33 acres in SEISE;

3ec. 11, Tpe 3 W.
R. 28 E. W. K.

(Vols 30, pe 21)

10 acres in KE_SBE-
7 zcres in S
5 acres in SEZSE

3

!
|

ISR

S
e ws B

T

Sec. 11, Tp. 3 N,
R. 28 E. Wo Mo

(v010 50, P 25,
747, 758)

7 acres in NE=SW-
40 acres in SE SV

.

~+ =9
4

=.e

t ]

Sec. 62

10 acres in NEZNW;
24 acres in SECRV;

(

23 acres in NE%NW%;
457acres in SE%NW;:
PR

Sec. 7, Tpo 3 N

R. 29 Eo W. Mo
Vol. 30, p. 24,

136,163,405, 687)

o3 acres in NE;SW:

Sec. 6;

30 acres in KEINV:;
40 acres in HiZNVg;
49 acres in SWZNVL;
16 acres in SEZNW:;

Sec. 7, Tpse 3 K.
R. 29 8. V. M.

22 acres in SEZSEL;
20 acres in NE SE_;
20 acres in SEZNE;;
10 acres in SWZNEZ;
33 acres in IWENWL;

S5ece 2, TP. 3 K.
Re 28 E. Ve Mo

(Vole 30, p.23)

39
28
37

8

e
&
o

acres in NE_NB_;

scres in §w§%:;;
acres in NE_ W%

37 acres in RV NE

10 acres in SE_NE

10 acres in NEzS2=;

acres in SEZSEL, Sec. 2, Tp. 3 1.

Ro 28 EO "'I-'t!- Mo

NI

o

.
*
?
?



NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS
OF APPROPRIATOR

Reégers, urace B.

Echo, Ore.

(Finding #9

Contests #13,

113, 85)

Smith, Ce Je&

Portland, Ore.

(Pinding #9

Contests #13,

105, 85)

Smith, T. G
Xcho, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #13,

106, 85)

Dillon Irrigation
Company, by W. He
Daugherty, Pres.,

Portland, Ore.

(Finding #9

Contests #12,13,

17, 92 )

DATE OF RELATIVE
PRIORITY

Jan.9
1900

Jan. 9
1900

Jane. 9
1900

Jan. 9
1900

Jan. 9,
1900

Jan. 9
1900

1907

Nove 17
1897

1907
(Vol.33
pe119)

T T Time 1imit

AMOUNT fOr -COm= o
CU.FT. . . CRES A:gAggﬂGKﬂON
per sec. lete ap-

plication.

«99 Vested 79 Irrigation
Jan.l. 1 Irrigation
1918
«76 Vested 61 Irrigation
Jan. 1, 49 Irrigation
1918

o177 Vested 62 Irrization

Jan. 1, 4 Irrigation
1918
Jan.l, 1213.9 Irrigation
1918
4,75 Vestea 380 Irrigation
Vol.33 domestic
D92 and stock
5,00 Vested 399 . Irrigation
Domestic

and stock

USE

NAME OF DITCH

Pionser

Cour tney

Courtney

Pioneer

Courtney

Courtney

Pioneer
Courtney

Courtney

Dillon

Dillon

Dillon

STREAM .

Main

Mgin

Main

Main

Main

Main

Main

Main

Main

39 acres in NEINED;
40 acres in SEZNE:;
Sece 74 Tpe 3 No
Re. 29 Ea« W M.

(Vol. 30, pe 26, 263)

1 acre in LEZNEZ
Sec. 7, Tp. 3 N.
R.29 Ee. W.M.

17 acres in NWiSV:
20 acres in SVZSV:
10 acres in SEZSW:
14 acres in NEZS/Z;
Sece 12, Tpo 3 l:o
R. 28 BE. 7. M.
(Vol. 30, p. 24,184)

3
-e

£
|} los

L)
-e

26 acres in NE%S -

23 acres in NWISVWI3
Sec. 12, Tpo 3 No
Re 28 Fe e Ile

26 acres in NEZSEZ;
20 acres in NW:SE_;
15 zcres in SW BE5;
1 acre in SEISE=;
Sec. 12, Tp. 3 K.
R. 28 B. Wa M,
(Vol. 30, p. 25)

4 acres in NEZSEL;
Sec. 12, Tpo 3 Hd,
Re 28 Es Ve e

316.9 acres in Sec. 1,
Tp. 3 4« Re 28 E. e M,

227 acres in Sec. 36;
464,5 acres in Sec. 35;

34 acres in Sec. 263

39 acres in Sec. 273
132.5 acres in Sec. 3,

Tp. 4 ile R, 28 E. V. 1.

(See list of individual
claimants below)



NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS
OF APPROPRIATOR

Dillon Irrigation Co.
(Cont inued )

Reeves, We Te

Denzler, F. H.

Myrick, Be F.

Rector, Be. Fo

Dixon, B. Fe

Umatilla Ranch
Comnany

DATE OF RELATIVE
PRIORITY

FCElI: ngc ple te gp-ACHES.
propriation.

l.41 Vested 113
.19 Vested 15
«13 Vested 10
«18 Vested 14
27 Vested 22

4,03 Vested 322

Time LImM1%
AMOUNT for com-

AND IRRIGATION NAME OF DITCH

DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE

20 acres in NWZSW:;
20 acres in SWLSW.;

Sece 51, Tpo 4 YHeRe 29 Eo Wo H.
37 acres in SEZSHI;
36 acres in NESSETL;

Sec. 36, Tpe 4 Ne Re 28 Bo 7o M.
(Vol. 33,p.313,234)
(Vole 33,p.313,314,234, 401)

_

15 scres in SEZNE
ueCO 36 TP. 4 UORQ 28 Eo ?:70 Mo
(Vol. 33, p. 314)

10 acres in oE*JL;;

Sec., 36, .Lpo 4 w4 Re 28 Be We M
(Vol. 33, p. 314)

14 zcres in SEZNE=;
Sec. 36, Tpo 4 He Re 28 Be /e M.
(Vols 233, De 314]

20 scres in svénu¥

2 acres in LWNE;

Sec. 36 Tpo 4 He Re 28 HEe e M
(Vol. 33, p. 315)

r‘lF

»
b
~e
&9

7 acres in SULNRZ; .
Sec. 36, Ip i
123 acres in KEZNE:
19 acres in IW_ KB
20 acfes in SW:NE:
20 acres in SEZNE
24 acres in HEZNVA
19 acres in SE_NW
11 acres in nﬂ*\ﬁg,
7 acres in SH4NW;,

Sece. 35, Tpe 4 NeRe 23 2o We L,
50 acres in SW-N*Lﬂ
50 acres in JW&uuﬁ;

Sec. 6, lpo J. R. 29 B, ¥, W
20 acres i “NB
23 acres i
24 acres in S“*N?;;

15 acres in uu&mu;,
Sec. 1, Tp. 3 H. Re 28 E. i, Il

{Sece. 36. Vol. 33, p. 315)
(Sec;. 35+ Vol, 334 Po 316
317,318)

{Sec. 6, Vol. 33, p. 318)
{sec. 1, Vol. 33, p. 313,
362, 401, 402)



Dillon Irrigation Compgny
by W.H.Daugherty, Pres.,
(Continued)

Saling, Frank

Walker, Horace

Haney, We Jo.

Furnish Ditch Co., Mar. 8,
by Ve J. Furnish, 1905
President,

Stznfield, Oree.

(Finding #9 Feb. 23,

Contest #95) 1909

Trmul,{ﬁis

1.50 Vested

1.35 Vested

«69 Vested

40.91 Vested 3272.81 Irrigation

Storage of

Furnish Main
and
Furnish
Reservoir
Furnish Main
Reservoir

26 acres in
40 acres in NBE=
40 acres in SE=
14 acres in
Sece 36, TPe 4 e Re 28 Eo¥.Ho

(Vol. 33, p. 315,221 )

20 acres in KW NW_;
40 acres in SW.NW,
40 acres in NVRSW:;
8 acres in SV_S7—;
Sec. 36, Ip. 4 HoRe 28 ZiW.il.

(Vol. 33, pe 315)
40 acres in NEZNEZ;
15 acres in LEZNW ;
Sec. 1, ;\po 3 :{;‘R. 28 :11.*7.1,1.

(VOIQ 33, Pe 318)

Sec. 13, TP. 4 He Re 28 Be Ve Me

21.5 acres in NE_R
30 acres in i}
36.5 acres in I
37 acres in
37.b acres in
20.5 acres in ;
7 acres in KE. SW;
9.82 acres in SWZNRE
Sec. 4:
40 acres in NEZNRI;
40 acres in SEZiiZl;
40 acres in i .
10 acres in {WgSE ;
10 agres in SW; S&%
37 acres in SE.SE-; Sec. 5
6.5 ncres in SWENVE
7 acres in =3
2.26 acres in LE_ 57 ;

We we we we Wwe we

B
-

Sece. 22, Tpo 3 Ne Re 29 s We Mo

3643 acres in LW_SWi;
40 acres in SW;SW.; Sec. 3
40 acres in SE-37Z; Sec. 4:
33 acres in NE NE_;
18 acres in FW_NEi;
40 acres  in SWZNE;

58451 acres in SE;NEZ;

10 acres in NEZNW:;
10  acres in SW_IWi;
30 acres in SE_NVZ;

37.22 acres in NE SV;;
52446 acres in W BuL;
54 aeres in 3Wa87:

a“



llme l1limlv

USE
AMOUNT — - :
NAME AN O SPRIsTon &S DATE OF RELATIVE cU.FT. ;i:tce:oranp- ACRES. AND, IRRIGATION NAME OF DITCH STREANL DESCRIFTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE
_Plication, ) )
Furnieh Ditch Co. 40 acres in SEZS7;
(Continued) . 37.86 acres in gEzSE%;
3643 acres in NW_ SE;
40 acres in SS;SEi;
40 acres in SE_SEZ; Sec. 7:
40 acres in NSy Sec. 8:
20 acres in NEZNEZ;
30 acres in HW_NEZ;
10 acres in NEZN/=; Sec. 9:
20 acres in NW_NEP;
20 acres in NEILNW:;

5 ~ acres in NEiSE%; Sec. 10:
10 acres in SW;NWZ;
iz

15 acres in NEISW-;
18 acres in NV S
10 acres in SW.-SUg;
40  acres in SETSV%; Sec. 11:
10 acres in W S7r; Sec. 12:
10  acres in NEINW;
5.1 acres in {W“Nﬂr;
20 acres in SE—NJ;;
6.8 acces in ISS¥=; Sec. 14
20 acres in uh;l [
10 acres in SH;NW"- Sec. 18:
29.9 acres in u”—SE;: Sec. 22:
30 acres in Jb*ﬂﬂﬁ;
40 acees in SWNE;
22.9 acres in SE ;N??;
20 acres in kW Il;
40  acres in SW_ili;
20 acres in SE;NE;;
40 acees in NE 5775
40 acres in SWSWg;
40 acres in SEZSY
20 acres in NWZSE23; Sec. 23:
10 acres in SVoNE[;

22 acres in KE 5V
40 acres in NW-SWi;
16 acres in SW.SW ; Sec. 26:
24.4 acres in S NVZ;
34.8 acres in SEZNZ;
- 40  acres in NEZSW);
h 40 acres in NW_SW:;
40 acres in SW SW, 3
40 acres in SE SV
23 acres in N;SEl;
8 acres in S5 25
12.7 acres in SEZSE=; Sec. 27:
6.9 acres
30 acres
20.%5 acres
9.9 acres. Sec. 28:

10,35 acres
33.66 acres s
11.7 acres in SElS33; Sec. 29:

30 acres in I
35 acres in
5 acres in
25 acres in B
10 acvres in KW SE7;
10 acres in DH%SE?;
30 acres in SEZSE;; Sec. 32




Furnish Diten Co., ’ 40 acres in NE-NED;
(Continued) , 40 acres in IWANEX
’ 40 acres in SY=NB:

..

40 acres in SV—NEE
6.88 acres in Wi Vvi
40 acres in SW;

=
40 acres in SmgNW;;
40 acres in NE=SiV;

40  acres in KW.Si;
40 acres in S”—Sh*-

4

39.5 acres in SELSV ;;
38,5 acres in NE s&%;
30 acres in KW,SEr;
38 acres in swgsml;
39 acres in SE_BEz;Sec. 33:
10 acres in JE—N“:g
32.4 acres in jV;NE;;
27.4 acres in S“;Nﬁj;
5 acres in 57 2NE
’ 40 acres in ZE N7:;
- 40 acres in NV NEZ;
40 acres in SV?NW:
40 acres in SELNWIj
_7 acres in NB,SW_;
40 acres in Nw—s";;
32 acres in ”"S"é;
7.38 acres in GEZGV
2 acres in *W&SJ:- Sec. 34.

TP-' 4 K. Re 29 E. leﬁ IV'I.

Mar.8, Jan.l. 9670.,056 Irrigation Furnish HMain 532.41 acres in Bec. 13;
1905. 1920 and 640 acres in Sec. 24;
Furnish 610 acres in Sec. 253

Reservoir, 80 acres in Sec. 26;

Tp. 4 e R. 28 B. Ve M.
37.48 acres in Sec. 33
249,75 acres in Sec. 4;

10 acres in Sec. 5;
20.01 acres in Sec. 8;
170 acres in Sec. 93
60 acraes in Sec. 15;

1l.2%acres in Sec. 23;
Tpe 3 Noe R, 29 Eo 7. M.
296.12 acres in Sec. 4;
536.09 acres in Sec. 8;
557.65 acres in Sec. 9;
261.19 acres in Sec. 10;
548,99 acres kn Sec. 11;
263.60 acres in Sec. 12;
400 acres in Sec. 13;
523.1 acres in Sec. 14;
320.6 acres in Sec. 17;
518.09 acres in Sec. 18;
253.19 acres in Sec. 19;
286.07 acres 1in Sec. 22;
311.9 acres in Sec. 23;
20.0 acres in Sec. 25;
440.95 acres in Sec. 26;
245,78 acres in Sec. 27;
228.79 acres in Sec. 28;

249 acres in Sec. 29;
282.78 acres in Sec. 30;
98 acres in Sec. 31;

194.47 acres in Sec, 32;
72.44 acres in Sec. 333
210.81 acres in Sec. 34;
35 acres in Sec. 35; Tp. 4 TR, 29 BWeils



Pioneer Irrigation Co.,
by C. J. Ward, Pres.,
YXcho, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #7, 39,
17, 226 )

Baumgardner. H.
Echo, Ors.
(Finding #
Contests #17,111)

Cleghorn, A. J.
Echo, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #17,229)

Corsa, Frank
Echo, Ore.

(Finding #9

Contests #17, 120)

Emory, We Je
Echo, Ore.

(Finding #9

Contests #17,110)

Gnavaugh, Ed.
Echo, Ore.

(Pinding #9
Contests #17, 225)

Kennison, Chas,

(Transferresd to

7ill Reeves,)
Stanfield, Ore.

(Finding #9

Contests #17, 156 )

Jan. 9,
1900

Jane. 9,
1900

8.40

33

1.69

&4

4D

«35

Vested

Jan. 1,
1913

Vested

Jan. 1
1918

Vested

Vested

Vested

Vested

Vested

672

264

27

13

37

135

35

36

28

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation

Pioneer

Pioneer

Pioneer

Pioneer

Pioneer

Pioneer

Pioreer

Pioneer

Pioneer

lain

Main

Main

Main

Main

Main

Main

dain

Hain

(See description of
individual claims
following)

(See description of
individual claims
following)

27 acres in SVU_HEZ;
Secs 6, Tpe 3 I
Re 29 B. We Mo

(Vole. 30, pe 30 )

13 acres in SUZNEI
Sec. 6’ Tp. 5 1\70
Rs 29 E’ T:"c I\Io

37 acres in SE._SWZ;
Sec. 5, Tp. 3 N
Re 29 Z. e M

(Vole 30, pe 29 )

37 acres in ﬁEgﬂwé;
40 acres in NWzNW;;
40 acres in SW—;
18 zcres in SENW:;
Sece. 8, Tpe. 3 k.
R. 29 2. W, M.
(Vole 30, D. 27,245)

35 :cres in STENWL;
Sece. 51, TP. 4 i,
R. 29 Z. W. M.

(Vol. 30, De 28,326)

36 acres in NVZNE:;
Sec. 6, Tp. 2 N,
R. 29 B. W. i

(Vole 30, p. 29)

28 acres in SW;SW%
Secc 31, Tp. 4: 2;.
R 29 Ee 7o Me

(Vol. 30, p. 27,28)



NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS
OF APPROPRIATOR

McCullough, B. F.
Echo, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #17,223)

Mendenhall . Jde A
Stanfield, Ore.

(FPinding #9
Contests #17,155)

Raley, Bs Fo
Wwalla Walla,
Washington.

(Finding #9
Contests #17,209)

Reeves, Elmer,
Stanfield, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #17,207)

Ward, C. Je
Bcho, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #17, 96)

‘Time limit

AMOUNT £oy- com= ACRES AND IRRIGATION

DATE F E
TE OF RELATIVE cuU. FT.

PRIORITY PER s:—:c.pl"ete' ap- SEASON
_prication, .
1,01 Vested 84 Irrigation-
Jan. 1, 56 Irrigation
1918
l.44 Vested 115 Irrigation
Jan. 1, 1556 Irrigation
1918
?ﬂd\/- L ‘ﬁ“‘"‘
«60 Vested 48 Irriigation
«09 Vested 7 Irrigation
bl Vested 41 Irrigation
Jan. 1, 20 Irrigation
1918

NAME OF DITCH
=]

Pioneer

Pioneer

Pioneer

Pioneer

Pioneer

Pioneer

Pioneer

Pioneer

DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE
STREAL.

Main 37 acres in NEISWE
37 acres in SEISW.
8 acres in HW%SE%;
2 acres in SWLSE:
Sec. 8, Tpe. 3 K.
Re 29 Eo We Mo
(Vole. 30, p. 30)

Main 28 acres in NWZSEL;
28 acres in SW.SEL;

Sec. 8, Tp. 3 N,
R. 29 B, W. M,

Main 8 aeres in NUENW:
7 acres in SW
Sec. 5:
30 acres in LE;NEZL;
15 acres in NE?SE%;
15 acres in SE;SE;
40 acres in SE;NEZ;

Sece 6, Tps 3 e Re 29 Le W

(Vol. 30, pe 32)

Uain 20 acres in 3W.NWZ Sec. 5:
10 acres in NEZNZZ;
25 acres in NEZS5EL;
25 acres in SEZS3Z;
35 acres in NWzSEL;
40 acres in SWiSE:;
Sec. 6, Tps 3 No
Re 29 e e Ms

Main 3l acres in KW%SW%;
17 acres in SW;S7i;
Sec. 5, Tp. 3 No

R. 29 . W. M.

(Vol. 30, pe 32)

Main 7 acres in SWZSEZ;
Sec. 31, Tpe 4 &
R. 29 2. W. M.

(Vol. 30, p. 31)

Mein 20 acres in N éswﬁ;
7 acres in NWZSE:;
14 acres in SWZSBEZ
Sec. 5, Tp. 3 N,
Re 29 Ze W. i
{(Vol. 30, pe 27, 281)

Main 20 acres in NEZSWH-
Secs O, Tpe 3 HeRe 29 T. Welle

M.



Pioneer Irrigation Coa,
(Continued)

Ward, Geo. L.
Stanfield, Oree.

{Finding #9
Contests #17, 98)

Roberts, Geo. Re
Pendleton, Ore.

Slusher, Wm.
Pendleton, Ore.

 (Finding #9
Contest #52)

Smith, J. E.

Livestock Co., by

Je E« Smith, Pres.,
Pendleton, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #14, 77,
213, 214.)

Jane. 4.
1909

1909

1902

1902

1881

«99 Vested
Jan.l,

1918

36 Vested

26.0 Jan. 1
1908

1.10 Vested

1918

1.57 Vested

79

20

2843

88

112

Irrigation

AIrrigatibn

Irrigation
Domestic

POWQI‘

Irrigation

Irrigation

Irrigation
Stock

Pioneer

Pioneer

Private

Private

Slusher

Slusher

Smith

Main

Mein

Main

Main

Main

Main

Bear

14 acres in NE?S%%;

30 acres in NWZ;5W%; N

35 acres in SEZSV:
Sec. 31, Tp. 4 K.
Re 29 Z. 7o M.

(Vol. 30, p. 28,616)

15 acres in NE_ S

5 acres in SEZSV5;
Sec. 31, Tp. 4 K.
R. 29 Bo 7o Ile

18 acres in SWiSEZ;
10,3 acres in
Sece 11, Tpe 2 &
R. 31 2. 7o Mo

Place of use, SESEZ
Sece. 11, Tpo 2 .
R. 51 E. vJ. M.

2 acres in W
35 acres in SW-
14 acres in
21 acres in i

3 aeres in KW:

7 acres in

Sece.

2 zeres in NEINE:;

4 acres in SENEj;

Sec. 6, Tp. 2 i,
R. 30 5. Ve Mo

@e we We we we S

12 acres In Secs.
5 and 6, Tpe. N,
Re 30 E. 7o ke

4 acres in MW SV

27 acres in SW.S7%. Sec. 36;

1 acre in SEZSEr; Sec. 35

Te 1 3¢ Re 31 Ee Ve Ho

12% acres in HW.NWZ;

& acres in SWiNW:; Sec. 1:
10 acres in HEZNSZZ;

8 acres in SWINEZ;

4% acres in SEINRL;

14 scres in NEZS7
4 acres in
3 acres in
8 acres in KW.SE:; 2.

10 acres in NW,«Wz; Sec. 1l:
7 acres in léE;;:,“I\Th-Zf;

7 acres in SESNE(;

3% acres in SESWy;
4 acre in NEISE:;

21 geres in NW5SEZD
1%

-

acres in S¥ISE}; Sec. 10, Tp. 2 S.R.

31l B. 7o Mo



AMOUNT 2 0Mm=
NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS DATE OF RELATIVE oY com AND IRRIGATION o pnr .
CU. FT. ; . NAME OF DITCH STRZAM DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE
OF APPROPRIATOR PRIORITY per sec. Plete ap~ ACRES, SEASON . .

~ ptication.

Smith, Je. Es 1899 «78 Vested 62 Irrigation Smith ezt 125 acres in NEZSW-
hivestock Co., Stock Birch 25% acres in NW%SW%;
(Continued) 13 acres in SEISWi;
' Sec. 36, Tp. 1 S.
Re 31 He We M,
8 acres in EWiNWi;
3 acres in BSEINWI;
Sec. 1, Tp. 2 S.
Re 31 Be We Mo
Feh. «94 Vested 75 Irrigation . Barmhart Main 2% acres in NEISVE
1890 Stock : 6.75 acres in KWiSW—;
Sec. l4:
1902 .77 Vested 613 . 21 acres in SEXNE-;
12% acres in SWNV=;
12 acres in SEZNV:;
27,75 acres in NEiS¥:;
7,75 acres in NWiSw—;
2% acres in BEiSE;;
18 acres in MW SEZ;
Sec. 15
11.75 acres i
5.75 acres
12 acres i
10 acres |
4% acres
Sec. 16, Tpe 2 i,
Re 31 Ee Vo i

1302 1918 157,75 Irrigation Smi th Main 17.5 acres in Sec. 1l4;
10.5 acres in Sec. 15;
bl.5 acres in Seo. 16;
50 acres in Sec. 17;
133 acres in Sec. 18;
15 acres in Sec. 8.
Tp- 2 Z:.R. 31l Be Ve ile

Smith J. E. Oct. 15 750.,0 Jan.l, Power Smith Main ' Place of use
Pendleton, Ore. 1908 1918 TEINWZ, Sec. 18;
(Emma Z. Smith, - ‘ Tpe 2 Zie Re 31 3¢ We i
successor in '
interest)

(Vole 1, pe274)

Stenhens, Omer O, 1392 ) 30 Vested 30 Irrization McXey Cr. McKay - 20 acres in EEﬁNEE;

Pendleton, Ore. Irrig. Co. 7 acres in IV

~ Diteh & 3 acres in SVW.NEg;

(Finding #9 2 others Sece 26, Tpe 1
Contest #179) : Re 32 Ze e U,

1904 1918 27 Irrigation McKay 20 acres in SE_NE:;
7 acres in NE_HEZX;
Sec. 26, Tps 1 .
Re 32 4¢ e Me



United States of America, : - Mar. 28 (Appropriation under this
by 0. P. Morton. 1909 ‘ date not complete, see
Portland, Ore. Application #13, & 237 to
the State Engineer for permits)

Nov. 14, 1.0 Vested 80 Irrigation UeS«KeS, Main 20 acres in UBZNEZ;
1694 Maxwell & Storage 18 acres in KWVZNE>;
4 acres i ST

16 acres
Feb, 25, 50 .4 Vested 4031 Irrigation HMain % 25 acres
1904 Cold 12 acres
Springs 11 acres
lieservoir. 5 acres
Sec
4 acres
Sep. 6 350.0 Vested 3torage of Feaed Main 10 acres
1905 Head 50,000 ace. Cznal 10 acres

o
]
for fte. and 12 acres =3
3 both ‘ Cold Springs 5 acres in: NEI0W;
’ irrig. Reservoir, 23 acres in mw;nw;;
and 30 acres in SWZNWZ;
storage 16 acres W
5 zeres :
2 acres $
5 acres 3
5 acres H
2 acres 3
5 acres H
5 acres 3 Sec. 2:
20 acres
20 acres
32 acres
20 acres
30 acres
6 acres
25 ac¥es
10 acres
25 acres
16 acres
28 acres
16 ecres
16 acres Sec. 3&:
14 acres =
12 =cres in NE; “i;
6 acres in S ;SE?; Sec. 4:
10 acres in NE SW.;
15 escres in ~SWs
10 zcres in é;
10 acres in V]
20 =scres in =; Sec. 9.
20 acres in =i
40 wzcres in %NEé;
13 zcres in SEINEZ;
3 acres in NENWx
20 acres in NNV ;
20 acres in SEZNV;
30 acres in NEZSW_;
40 acres in NV 57 ;
40 acres in SWzSWL;
40 acres in SEZSWZ;
30 acres in NEZSEZ;
21 zcres in KW SEZ;
40 acres in SVISEZ;
40 acres in SE;SE_; Sec. 10:

- = s



United Stztes of fmerics

{Continued)

20
37

acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
aceres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
&cres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
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acres
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el e

s st prr
in WELD

in FENE:
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3~

.
¥
ws we we we @
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-
N
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SV 2,

vl il
n %gSW;
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SEINT

L

Sec.

Sec.

Sece.

Sec.
Sec.

11:

12:

13:

Sec. 14:

15

16:
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United States of Americaa

(Continued)

10
25
25

25
10

12
10
10
14

20
16
19
30
28

36

10

15

15
30

18

o]
WO L

12
24

20
40

32
22

15
25
21
24
12
14

12
20

30
15
25
25

acres
acres
acres

acres
acres

acres
acraes
gcres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres

acres

.acres

acres

acres
acres

acres

acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres

acres
acres

acres

acres
acres
acres
acres
acres

acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres

acres
acres
acres
acres
acres

R. §e 8 @
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5
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s
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]
1
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D e
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=
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[ e
wes Be we

in 8W 1ﬁ"
29 Z. W,

in s.,f,swl

in SWESEZ;
Sec.

in .L\E waﬁ_,

3

T
-

[
o]

25 acres
30 acres
5 acres
21:

Sec. 22:

Sec. 30, Tp
o M.

Sec. 4

10 acres in
15 acres in I
9 acres in S
5 acres in

He e
s B

Sec. 5:

12 acres in i
12 acres in
28 acres in
20 acees in I

SwiNEl,
P,
RORE S
ANy Sr :;

« & N,

LA

.

B STz
Ls"?,

59

oﬂ_rm*.
9

Bu.a, .JE

-

u i ‘—N"L_

8 acres in L. “;

38 acres in
6:

20 acres in
8 acres in

Sec. 7, Tp.
r.

40 acres in

40 acres in

24

10 acres in X

Sec. 26:
in NEZINEL;

Sec. 36 Tp. 5

in SVESWI;

e e e P e
HsBEBB

. e

e P e e

e e e

n
in
n
n
n
n
in I h N?*
n
n
n
in I
in

9 acres in

5 acres in
14 acres in
20 acres in
17 acres in S
13 acres in
34
Sec. 35:
40 acres i
Ne He 28 =o
15 acres i
22

7 acres
15 acres
20 acres
30 acres
23 acres
27:

25 acres in
Sec. 28:

5 escres in i

5 acres in
Sec. 302

10 acres in
17 acres in
1 acres
15 acres
8 acres
10 acres
30 acres
31:

12 acres
21 =zcres
30 acres
25 acres
25 acres

32

Nvfhu»-
4 ) V,R.

NNa s
Sm—ﬂﬂ—y
Ihigifv‘j
NE Swi.

BIsT;
SW;S“;;

HW[E?*

somdacn
NG 4_1\1‘4
KW RV




United States of America.
{Continued)

Feb. 256
1904

Sep. 6,
1905

Jan.le.
1920

Jan.l,
1920

11011

9947%

Irrigation

Irrigation

U.S.R.A.
Feed
Canal

UOSOR.S.

Feed Canal

Main

and

Cold
Springs

Reservoir.

Main &

Cold Springs
Reservoir.

30 acres
30 acres
40 acres

10 acres

Sec.

52
50

54
435

-«

1

in STEN=2g; 25 ac

in SELNWZ; 40 ac

in ¥ZS7; 20 ac
Sec. 33:

res
res
res

in REZWY; 5 acres
34, Tpo 5 Ne Re 29 o

8 acres in Sec.
2 acres in Sec.
324 acres in Sec.
238%—acres in Sec.
acres in Seg.
acres in Sec.

O @ WM
we We W W We B

195% acres in Sec. 10
acres in Sec. 11

407
257
16
89

acres in
acres in
acres in

33%% acres in
380% acres in

56
32
169
194
26
‘14
41

acres in
acres in
acres in
acres in
acres in
acres in
acres in

Sec. 12;
Sec. 13;
Sec. 14;
Sec. 15;
Sec. 16;
Sec. 17;
Sec. 19;
Sece 20;
Sec. 21;
Sec. 22;
Sec. 29;
Sec. 30;

.
14

Tpo 4 N. He. 28 Be W M.
145 acres in Sec. 4;
3653 acres in Sec. 5;

acres in Sec. 63

acres in Sec. 7;

Tpe. 4 I« Re 29 E.

acres in Sec. 24;
acres in Sec. 263
acres in Sec. 34;
acres in Sec. 35;
acres in Sec. 363
Tpe 5 e R, 28 B, W. M.

411
97

232
601
457
607
568

324
410
569

acres in
acres in
acres in

5874 acres in

361
403
424
168

Tp

49
96
200
8
71
254
480

acres in
acres in
acres in
acres in
« D Ne R,

acres in
acres in
acres in
acres in
acres in
acres in
acres in

155 acres in

198
464
254

acres in
acres in
acres in

4 acres in

61
4

Tp. 4 .
acres in
acres in

Sec. 22;
Sece 27
Sec. 28;
Sec. 303
Sec. 31;
Sec. 32;
Sec. 33;
Sece 343
29 E. e

Sec‘ 12;
Sec. 133
Sec. 14y
Sec. 15;
Sec. 20;
Sec. 21;
Sec. 22;
Sec. 23;
Sec. 27;
Sec. 28;
Sec. 29;
Secs 30;
R, 28 E.
Sec. 10"
Sec. 14;

Welle

M.

iie

321.5 acres in Sec. 15;

in s*;;m:%,
1 TR L T2,
in Jb;sné,

in K7 SEZ;

s i 1
in SEZNVIg;
ie Ma

Mo



United States of America.
(Continued)

Western Land &
" Irrigation Co.,
by J. W. Messner,
Pres.,
Hermiston, Ore.

(Finding #9
Contests #8,12,34
to 48 inc., 93)

Mar. 14,
1903

38455 Vested

3086

Irrigation

Hinkle

lain

445 acres
406 acres
594% acres
44]1 acres
622 acres
603 acres
251% acres
307 acres

in Sec. 163
in Sec. 21;
in Sec. 22
in Sec. 23;
in Sec. 25;
in Sec. 27;
in Sec. 28;
in Sec. 33;

44 acres in Sec. J34;

Tp. b K.
54 acres
376 acres
179 acres
24 apres
265 acres
183 acres
50 acres

k. 28 H. W
in Sec. 3;
in Sec. 4;
in Sec. 5;
in Sec. 63
in Sec. 7;
in Sec. 8;
in Sec. 9;

Tpe. 4 Ko Re 29 E. Vo L.

202 acres
212 acres
98 acres
38 =zacres
343 acres
482 acres
408% acres

in Sec. 13;
in Sec. 14;
in Sec. 15;
in Sec. 16;
in Sec. 19;
in Sec. 20;
in Sec. 21;

71 acres in Sec. 23;

36 acres
b92 acres

in Sec. 26;
in Sec. 29;

Tpe 5 ie Ko 29 Be We M.

14 acres i
1% acres i
40 acres i
20 acres i
40 acres 1
40 acres i

40 acres

20 scres i
3 acres 1

35
40
20
30
40
20
40
10
40
10
35
20
40
40
20
30
10
33
12
30
12
10
25

40

12

acres i
acres i
acres i
acres i
acres 1}
acres i
acres i
acres i

acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres

in
in
in
in
in
in
in
in
in
in
in
in

in RE
in N

in
in
in
in

e
SEANTLS
STENWL;

TS
NVIZIW
HE;N&;;
SE%ITN;?;
NEiﬂE;;
SE;NE;;
SW;IE; H
RWZNWL;
SELNV:

SW=SY

P

i

]
FENEENREN

NEZSEL;
LW
eSS

Secs b:

Sec. 6:

Sec.’ 17:

Sec. 18:

Sec. 20



Western Land &
Irrigation Co.,
(Continued)

15

5
40
40
20
20
20
40
20
40
10
40
40
22

4
20
25
40
o8
40
30
15
40
15
15
10
20
40
40
33
35
o2
10
25
30
a0
30
30
30
10
20
10

15
30

2
30
40

b5
25

acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
gcres
acees
acres
acres
acres
acres
Tpo

acres’

acres
acres
acres
acres

37 ﬁswé
SEZSW-; Sec.28:

&

svlﬂw

I\BI‘L.NH

Sec. 30%
SNV
MA[SVf
Sec. 3l:

SE+?E5=

li.{ S ]
SV“;S"F-'
SE"‘—SV;7 =3

E;-SE-:‘-—; Sec. 32:

Sec. 33:

SeCc. b

e e

SEZSE=; Sec. 12.

e

Tpe 4 e Ro 27 B. We M4

acres
acres

Tpo

in
in

3 e

I 1\vv
S I_‘;Nﬁ Sec. 18'
Ro 29 ;‘C 7';17. M.

lt’

10acres in ﬂYQy j-=-3

35
20
18
39
32
14

3
15
30
20
40
40

acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres
acres

(=

n

[ S T A N ™S
BB B8BB 5 BB BB

in

mv =3
Sec. 2:

Sec. b:

N‘«‘—S,
15 acres in E?*mgz; Sec. 8.



Time limit USE
NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS pate oF reLaTive " NOUNT £op com- ACRES AND IRRIGATION
OF APPROPRIATOR PRIORITY Pl i SEASON
PER SEC.I)lete ap=-

e RSP -...plieatian. = . . T SO O S : S S,

NAME OF DITCH STREAM DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE

W7estern Land & 15 acres in
Irrigation Co., - ’ 15 acres in
(Continued) . 20 acres in
2 acres in B
14 acres in
38 acres in KB
25 acres in 37T NEZ
20 acres in REZNW
20 acres in IV _NWo
22 acres in SVENW.
31 acres in SE. NW:
10 acres in I
32 acres in HW: SV
6 acres in
6 acres in KESS
Tpe 3 He Re 2
10 acres in S~
40 acres in
40 acres in
36 acres in S5¢
40 acres in HWES7s; Sec. 2:
Tpe 3 e Re 27 Be V. He
10 acres in SEZSWy; Sec. 32:
40 acres in SW_SWi;
20 acres in WV SWi;
40 acres in SW I
30 acres in I g Sec. 3&3:
. TP. 5 }.;. R. 8 E. -7. M.
(Lends listed in the claim of H. J. Bean
are included in the foregoing description,)
[Vol. 36, p. 89,8x 25)

Sec. 13:

w2
=

i FH
a
e,

(42}
2 i @
s g
Wt h
5 B i
b QD i i 73
.. s »

Sece 1l4:

Sec. 1b:

e Yie a‘lI.

Mar. 14, " Jan.l, 14127.09 Irrigation Hinkle ain 2b8.05 acres in Sec. 4;
1903 1920 ' 471.96 acres in Sec. b5;

. 44,2 acres in Sec. 63

461.47 acres in Sec., 7;

420 acres in Sec. 8;
110 acres in Sec. 9;
455 acres in Sec. 17;

430.92 acres in Sec. 18;
548466 acres in Sec. 193

90 acres in Sec. 20;
15 acres in Sec. 283
298 acres in Sec. 29;

188.36 acres in Sec. 30;
538.13 zcres in Sec. 381

204 acres in Sec. J2;
453 acres in 3ec. 33;
165 acres in Sec. 34;
Tpe 4 Le R, 28 zZe We il
105 acres in 3Sec. 23
15 acres in Sec. 3;
5 acres in Sec. 43
D37 468 acres in 3ec. 5;
75 acres in Sec. b3
15 acres in Seq. T4
78 acres in Sed. 8;
338 acres in Sec. d1l;
319 acres in Sec. 133
257 acres in Jec. 1l4;
- 103 acres in 3ec. 15;

Tpe 3 Ko Re 28 Ho 7. I



567,

PERMIT RECORD

T e Order Record—EBoars

UMATILLA RIVER.

CERTIFICATE ' Sa c r Oad

UMATILLA RIVER.

T T ,ﬁ, T s Ci S = = = = P = = =
flime 1imit USE
AMOUNT fOr com= L AT
NAME AND POSTOFFICE ADDRESS DATE OF RELATIVE e ACHES AND IRRIGATION 2%
OF APPROPRIATOR PRIORITY SUTT plete .ap- SEASON NAME OF DITCH STREANM DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR PLACE OF USE
o plication. - e o e N .
e T/estern Land & 641,92 azcres in Sec. 1.
- Irrigation Co., 433,36 acres in Sec. 2;
{Continued) 643.45 acres in 3ec. 3;
521,93 acres in Sec. 43
160 acres in Sec. 9;
250 acres in Sec. 10;

Tpe. 3 He Re 27 Be W M,

640 acres in 3Sec. 1;

39 acres in Sec. 123

640 acres in Sec. 13;

203 .acres in Sec. 24;

587 acres in Sec. 2b;
400 acres in Sec. 35;

640 acres in Sec. 363

Tpe 4 Ne Re 27 S¢ We o

640 acres in Sec. 29;
283 acres in Sec. 32;
93 acres in Sec. 33;
Tpe 5 % R, 28 Z. W. I

5 egcres in Sec. 183
47 acres in Sec. 16;
170 acres in Sec. 17;
40 acres in Sec. 21;
Toe 3 He Re 29 Ze We Ile



560. | | State Water Board

Order Record—EBES=sSEGtoaeas—State of Oregon

mpr’ﬁﬂi mYm‘ — = B e e e I e e R I e e e

35,
In the foregoing Finding Ho. 34, each of the apnropriators tabulated therein shall complete their sporopriation, including the construction work and
apnlication of the water to a beneficial use, on or before the date set in such tabulation as being the limiting date for the complete application of such water to a
beneficial use, or, within such time as the State Water Board for a good cause shown, may extend as provided by law. Upon the expiration of said time for the
complete application of the water to a beneficial use as in said Finding provided, or any extension thefeof, the State Wuter Board shall cause due proof to be taken
of such application of the water to a berteficial use, znd grant such‘water right certificate as said State Water Board may ascertain that such appropriator is entitled

to receive by virtue ot such proot,.

And the State Water Board being fully advised in the premises, it is hereby CONSIDERED and ORDERED, that the relative rights to tne use of the water
of the Umatilla River and its tributaries, a trivutary of the Columbia River, be, and the same are herebvy adjudicated, determined, and settled, in accordsnce with and
as set out in the foregoing Findings. It is further CONSIDERED and ORDERED, that each and every appropriator holding permits for the appropriation of water from

said Umatilla River and its tributaries, shall have such water right thereunder 2s is provided by law, and the rights of such appropriaturs shall be established in

State Engineer, and President of State Water Board.

’i;%fiizq,nz-—fﬁf/ﬂ/
AR

T Water Division Ho. 1.

the manner provided by law for the issuing of water right certificates in such cases.

Superintendent

Superintendent of Vater Division Ho. 2.

ATTEST:

I Frera —

Secretary of State Water board.





