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Datf} for application of water

Pro of mailed
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DESCRIPTION OF WATER RIGHT

Name of stream Wes £ Fork. ﬁf William:s.. C'rec/\

Trib. of .. ... County o&/me/oézne_

rr jc?;‘zon

Sl S .. No. of acres !ﬂ-‘f

Name of ditch .ﬁa/fxmaz:e‘_.o_’zz{aé .................................................

Date of priority ./858.

In name of Alberi %y C.0. ane/aw
....«%ac.AEI.L’A'(."Ad]udlcatmn, Vol. <&...... , page ,aép...aa/- 2
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Quantity of water ..
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GRAPHS OF THE STREAM F/OW OF
WILLIAMS CREEK BETWEEN BALTIMORE
AND WATTS & TOPPING DIVERSIONS
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APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER OF WATER RIGHT

To THE STATE ENGINEER OF OREGON :

Ty et - T A TyT Y
H - HA }o
I,. .‘-....--.-...-..-'—L..D—.a.----u—-q. Srafher i

(Name of applicant)

L) : s 41l I~ - ine
of e OO i S R CoUNty Of it ot s e St ik Ll
(Postoffice)

Oregon,

., do hereby make applicaton for change _in point of diverslen,

(In point of diversion; place of use; use heretofore made of the water)

1. The source of present water right is .........The. West. ork of Williams.Creek;. ...

(Name of stream)

Irrigation; 7 e, % Sreck

¢

2 heluseltojwhichitheiwaterisappliediis 2> T NERSl Siit, JONERE LI 0E0 1L Il SHGITIN P SHoos. Juniaye

(Irrigation; Mining; Power; Manufacturing; ete.)

3. The name of the ditch, canal or pipe lineis .....Bglbimore DI Gch . ..o

4. The point of diversion is located 25Q.... ft. ..M. and 950.... ft. .. W.._... from the southeast....

(N. or 8.) (E. or W.)

corner' of ... Sachionunn ~ LRSI OF ibeingtwithin Thel. SRESRE ... i reranes

(Sectlon or subdivlnta n J

of, Section .........5..... Tp. 99§ ......... R...5. W... W. M, in the County of .. - TORD PRANO - ghe ozttt

or 8.) (No B. orW

5. Give the number of acres irrigated in each smallest legal subdivision (40-acre tract). Only show
the acreage which is being transferred. If the water is used for power, mining or other use, show place of use.

NE1-4 NW 1-4 SW1-4 SE1-4
Twp. | Range | Sec. ||[NEY |NWY [SWi4 | BB | NER (NWK | SWYK | BEY [ NE | NWiL | EWY | SEY || NEY | NWYK | SWk | BEY,

38 S| W |23 e S e O S (S0 7

285 | swml2é Al ale 72 4

4, 3 | P, -
PELBR | LD 7 d il BN | e
i
i
i
il L e SRl LR o e e ol ta b c el W SR et MR || Rt [N LIRS B IS

(Attach separate sheet if necessary)

6. Are you the legal owner of the above described lands? ... ..

(If not owner, explain yOl:l'l""l-l"l-t-e‘l:t;;l:i-""""-“""-

...............................................................................................................................................................................................

AR Whsatiisithelpriority/date ofeyonr water right 2 B e e

No.
8. Was your water right acquired by State Engineer’s Permit? :Yeh) If so, give number
8 Oor INO



“r A
9. Do you hold a water right certificate?................... If 50 give number of certificate ...
. (Yes or No)

10. Was your water right determined by State Engineer’s order of Determination or Decree of Court?

e A AT 0

ecree of Rogue River and 1fts Tributaries
(Yes or No) B e e

If so, give title of proceedings D

T 1~ += n - R ~ Oy .:.
11. Is the water right recorded in your name? ... 2102 1IN Albert and C. O. Bigelov

(If not, give name)

. 1.2. I.propose to transfer the water right to the following deseribed lands: (Do not answer if your appli-
cation is for change in point of diversion only.)

NE 1-4 NW1-4 SWi-4 SE 1-4
Twp. | Range | Sec. |[NEY |[NW¥ |SWY4 | SEY% || NEY |NWY | SWY | SEX |[[NEK | NWL[SWY [ SEY [| NEY | NWYK | SWY | SBY
|
|
o ed byt Lo bl RS HESm| OO | PRI SO S S FE— " S
o o SR ARE S e 0t ISR RREO] OS] L] R
................................................................... |1 e S LR T
(Attach separate sheet if necessary)
NOTE: Do not answer question 13 If the application is not for change in point of diversion.
‘g : . s T
13. The proposed point of diversion is located 290.... ft. ..5...... and 200 1t . A..... from.the Na.......
* e (N.of 8.) (I2. or W.)
corner of ....30.C.o.. 26........ being within the JIEZNWZ.......... of Section ...26... Tp. .38. S R. .0..W.a W. M,,
(Smallest legal subdivision ) (No.N.or 8.) (No.E.orW.)

in the county of .J0SePhine, = The name of the ditch to be used is Rlchards Ditch

14. Are there any diversions between your present point of diversion and the proposed point of diver-
sion? ! o Gl ;
NOTE: Do not answer questions 15 and 16 {f application is for change in point of diversion only.

15. Are the lands from which you propose to transfer your water right free of all encumbrances, includ-

ing taxes, mortgages, liens, ete.? ...
(Answer Yes or No)

16. If not, give below a deseription of existing encumbrances:

Nature of encumbrance Held by Amount

Sav

in i > P s 1
17. Reasons for the proposed changes are ......... gnlossesancai‘lheﬂ"l“cei‘o:p

transportation belng a more economical use of waterp

............................................................................................................................................................................




@
&

AFFIDAVIT OF APPLICANT

STATE OF OREGON,
ss
County of .. Jﬁ senhi*ﬂe 181 ity 1
IS RV DAW . RICHARDS rerereieny the applicant herein, being

first duly sworn, depose and say that I have read the above and ‘foregolng apphcatlon for transfer of water
right; that I know the contents thereof and that the statements therein made are true and correct to the best
of my knowledge and belief.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this .2645h day of ..ol pua sy evesy 19.47.

. (I'\‘Tmﬁa of applicant)

i (=] 4’? L]
Subscribed and sworn to before me this —......... day of ... FORTUALY y iy 19,500

[NOTARIAL SEAL]
Notary Publie for Oregon,

Lugust 10, 1948.

My commission eXPireB: ... . i il s ierapr e rene

Remarks ....... The.Applicant..-+9.5he. owner.of... Adands now.heing. irrigatad. Lrom

the » it a B : 7
yohe .'..?.}.t,;..j:.rﬂ?.??...P.‘].‘.FE%?LE??EY:...].’.gff.h‘:’.;:.@.‘.-ll?-.'f_'_l.lf..-.f{Q.&.Gl‘.lb.eﬂ...in...dﬂ.t‘:r.‘..‘.OL---FG-G&Pd---a-{;......

"'Eﬁ’gg‘ﬁ“"5"::5"5":-"@‘5"‘@"'"Kg'l'!""l‘95',‘"DB‘Q'd“‘R@‘Bm’:dS'"O'f"“J{)\?’ephiﬁe‘"G’ﬁt}ﬁi}'&""‘orez‘:on':"’”"'"'

_The change in diversion point bpm posed wlll nol. cause.any. intkerference.

bo.the detiriment. of other nsers, and.will. be..a.beneflt.in.-the.conserve-
tion of water, and provide a more economical system of irrigation.

This application must be accompanied by a map showing the location of the point of diversion, place of
use and works utilized under the present water right. The map should also show the new point of diversion or
place of use, as the case may be.



Application for Transfer of
Water Right

N otcant L2 W chards. ...
Date flied SN ECO 27/ QLI S

Date returned for further data /724..{, (Q%7....."
Date application completed ’29/'%.’,947
Date notice published ﬂﬁﬂ’@’?ﬁé’?*?
Date of hearing JL2@..-%,. I 947 = 10:008M
Place of hearing (07 House. - Grants (25

Date of final order
o Binte Engineer . e s

Date of issuance of certificate
confirming oA e s i et feazs s e e vyares

Recorded in State Record of Water Right Certificates,

volume PR .

¢



e — e e—

D. L. Terry
williams, Oregon
lay 20, 1947

Ches. E. Stricklin
State Zngineer
Salem, Oregon

Dear Sir.

This letter will advise you that the undersigned
object to the granting & new point of diverting

weter from the west fork of .illiams Creek as applied
for by Fred W. Richards.

The undersigned desires thet & public hearing be
held June 3, 1947 for the purpose of presenting
their objections and that the Stite Engineer at
that time deny, and enjoin the applicant, Kred V.
Kichards from altering, diverting of in anywise
changing the existing Baltimore ditch. fThe
Baltimore ditch being & right adjudicated to
+lbert and C. C. Bigelow for the use of 3.25 cubic
feet per second of the waters of Williams.Creek.



Williams. OQOregon
Msv 28, 1947
Yonr File No. R 27
mEc SR =

Chas. £, Strieklin, if‘i‘é JEi VIS
State fngineer I8 Ll
Salem, Oregon MIAT 2 -

- : )
Degr Sir: i f'j -

Yon may consider this as a formal supplement
to the objection filed earlier by myself s&nd others
with water rights located sbove thne new point of
diversion applied for by Fred .. Richards of Williams,
Orekon,

Onr Obiection

The applicant. Fred V. Richards. proposes to
allow five (.5) tenths of a second foot of water
ad judicated to his vrooerty to bypsss his present
diteh intske and continue down willisms Creek for s
distence of approximately five (5) miles to his '
proposed new point of diversion. This water must
travel thru an asres of Willians Creek which contains
3 8ink esrea of great size,.

Previonsly the Josehhine Connty hatermaster,
Tom Pierce, has unsucessfully tried to force water
over this sink srea., At that time Mr. Pierce turned
dowin the antire ereek. consiatin: of seversk second
feet of water, and still was unable to force water
over or thru the &bove mentioned sink. Therefore,
the applicants' proposed diversion. if granted, will
csuse a loss vsariously estimated of from two (2)
gsecond feet on s wet year to the entire flow of the
creek on extremely dry vears.

The applicant. we have been assured by the
watermaster, is getting the entire amount of water
ad jndicated to him thran his present ditech.



—os

The tremendous loss of weter thaet would occonr
by this needless proposed diversion. if granted, would
cause & grest hardshic on water users loceted ubove
the gpolicents' oprovosed voint of diversion.

Jsmes T. Chinnock's resuest to change the date
of the hearing will be satisfectory with us. Plesse
edvise us of the new dste of hearing.

Yours very truly,

@%/j@/ éz (f W‘Lg@
44 ‘
V quw %‘_
ﬁ’—r’i/;. ,,7///(// Lr]/ 7 — /;—i Li %—QM

’_47\1
/

kneclosures: Filing fee of $2.00
: Your letter of 5/22/47

CCs Jamesa T. Chinnock

P



Vol. 105, Pg. 535-6, Josephine County Deed Records.

Lot Six (61 in Section Twenty-two (22), excepting Four  (4)
acres in the West part of said Lot reserved for a cemetery.

Lots Ten (10) and Eieven (11) in Section 23;

The Northeast Quarter of the Northeast Quarter (NEINEZ) of
Section 27;

The North One-Half of the Northwest Quarter of the Northwest
Quarter of Section 26;

All that portion of Lot One (1) in Section 26 described as
follows:

Beginning a t a point 1320 feet East of the Northwest corner
of said Section 26, and running thence South 660 feet; thence East 503.3
feet; thence South 50° East 222.7 feet; thence East 114.6 feet more or
less to the West line of the William H. Shoudy Donation Claim No. 38,
thence North along the West line of said claim a distance of 803 feet
to the North line of.said Section 26; thence West 788.3 feet to the
point of beginning.

All being situate in Township 38 South Range 5 West of the
Willamette Meridian;

Also a parcel of land between an average center line of
Williams Creek and the West line of the William H. Shoudy Donation
Claim No. 38 in Sections 23 and 26, Township 38 South Range 5 West
of the Willamette Meridian, described as follows:

Beginning at & point on the West line of the William H.
Shoudy Donetion Land Claim No. 38, said point being 1669,8 feet South
of the Northwest corner of said claim; thence running South 1572 feet;
thence East 465 feet; thence North 2° 55% West 1575 feet along an
average center line of Williams Creek to a point which is 1669.8 feet
South of the North line of said Donation Land Claim No. 38; thence
West 385 feet to the point of beginning;

Also, beginning at the Southwest corner of the Northwest Quarter
of the Northwest Quarter of Section 26, Township 38 South, Range 5,
West of the Willamette Meridian; thence running East 21 rods; thence.

North 38} rods; thence West 21 rods; thence South 38% rods to place of /‘

'
f

beginning.



Subject to righs of way for ditches and public roads as the
same now exist over and across said tracts.

Also, together with all right, title, and -interest in and to
that certain easement and right of way for irrigation purposes across
the Southéast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 26, Township
38 South, Range 5 West of the Willamette Meridian, recorded in Vol. 74,
Page 44, reference to which is made for further particulars.

Together with all water rights, rights in ditches, cenals,
and laterals , and rights of way therefor, appurtenant to said premises
or used in connection therewith, including (but not limited to the
following):

Right to use the waters of Williams Creek, priority of 1858,
as adjudicated by Decree of the Circuit Court of Jackson County, Oregon,
dated April 26, 1919, and priority as of July 15, 1913, as evidenced by
Certificate of Water Right recorded in Vol. 2, Page 64, Weter Right
Certificates records of Josephine County, Oregon;

And together with all right, title, and interest in and to the
Williams Creek or Little Williams Ditch, and the Baltimore Ditch, and
the Dixon or Dixon-Sparlin Ditch, all from Williams Creek.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the above described and granted premises,
unto the said Fred W, Richards and Irma V, Richards, husband and wife,

and to the survivor, their heirs and assigns forever,



NOTICE or rme APPucmow
FOR CHANGE IN |

HMifincer, for the approva.l of a
¥ point of diversion of water
from West Fork Willlams creek,

By decree of the circuit court for
| Jackson county dated April 26, 1919,
[n the Rogue River adjudication pro-
| ceedings, a water right was allowed in
ihe name of Albert and C. O. Bigelow
for the use of 3.25 cubic feet per
second of the waters of Willlams creck
for domestic and stock use, and the
irrigdtion of 195 acres in sections 23
and 26, T. 38 S, R, 5 WWM, with a
date of priority of 1858. The water
for the irrigation of these lands is con-
veyed through the Baltimore ditch, the
Polnl of diversion of said diteh being

ted approximately 250 feet north
and 850 lcet,mm from the soul.bcnsl
corner of S 39S B.*

Fred W, R c‘l’iérds. owner of 30,9 acres
of the above 195 acres having a water
right, namely: 6.6 acres in SWt4 SWiy,
11.8 acres in SEly SW1i, Section 23.
and 12.5 acres in NE'3 NW1,, Sec. 26,
T. 38 S., R. 65 W.W.M., pro osestor:on-
vey the water for the gia‘ulm of
said lands and stock and domestic pur-
poses through the Richards diteh, the
point of diversion of said diteh to be!
loealed approximately 250 feet south

200 feet west from the nanh
rner of Sec. 26, T. 38 8.,

'iréons i

| hereby

hat a ng willl

lhe county col 10use at G

| Oregon, on June 8, 1947, at 10

| A.M. All objections to the

clmn , if any there are, will

].;F time and plm:ei Any ob, ec
ou repar W l.ﬁ';g
mn!lecl' to lll:J gtnt{.;ﬂ gihe

Oregon, at

| the date set \on [
served on James T, -, nt?or?lgg
‘at ila Grants Pass, Ore'

ob ed the héar!ng w!l‘.l
#hﬂ S =
fof

Chas."

-
State of Oregon | : :
County of Josephine |

J. R,

first duly sworn, deposed and say: that I am the foreman of the printers of the

Higginbotham being

A= S P S e T e

Grants Pass Daily Courier, a newspaper of general circulation as defined by
Section 1-609, 1-610, Oregon Caode; printed and published at Grants Pass, in the

aforesaid County and State; that the I]Otli ca. of Yiling Appli-

a printed copy of which is hereto annexed,

Gho iR

was published in the entire issue of the said newspaper oD )

Aprid.3Q,. 27004

con:cculivc weeks, in the following issues:.is

LRI e

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

ublie for Orcgon




In the . . .. _.Court of tha

STATE OF OREGON
for the
COUNTY OF JOSEPHINE

Affidavit of Publication

I ettty LE) o

‘ f Attorney for | 1
| |

| | :

|I { i

i

-]_" i
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September 8, 1950

ﬂE@EWE@

Mire Charles E, Stricklin Re: File No. R=27

State Engineer SEP 111950
State Office Building STATE ENGINEER
Selem, Oregon SALEM. OREGON

Dear Kr, Stricklin: : : s

Since receiving your letter of August 25, I have talked
to Mr. Tom Pearce, who stated that he doubted thet there would be any
protestents to the point of diversion chenge at this time. As I
stated before, I have pumped from the proposed spot during all of this
irrigation season and no one was injured in any way.

In case there are still protests to the proposed change, and a
hearing is necessary, any date during the month of January will be
convenient for mes I would like to request that your evidence of the
stroam measurements taken two years ago be presented at the hearing.

Yours very truly,

Fred Richards
Williams, Oregon




January 12, 1951

Mr, D, L. Terry
'.“.;j]]j Emﬂ
Cregon
He: Transfer No. 27

Dear Mr. Terry:

On March 1, 1947 there was filed in the o{fice of the State
Engineer an application by Fred W. Richards of Williams, OUregon, wherein
he requested the approval of the State Sngineer to chenge the point of
diversion for the irrigation of 30.9 acres of land having a vested right
to the use of the water of Williams Cresk through the Baltimore Ditch.
The proposed point of diversion was to be dewnstream approximately 250
feet south and 200 feet west from the north quarter cormer of tection 20,
TOW."]Ship }P.. uﬂuth, i{rm,gc 5 \':Ieat" “'o I':o

This application was protested by you and the following parties:

C. L, Wall Grace 4. Haskins
W, W. Large Elsie Miller
Lvelyn R. Applegate Ceorge F. Stevens

J. R, Stevens

and » hearing was held in Grants Pass on June 3, 1947. At the time of

the hearing it was agreed that the State Engineer would mske certain

measurements and investigations to determine whether there were losses

in Williams Creek between the head of the Baltimore Ditch #nd the proposed
L point of diversion 2s abcve described.

This determination was somewhat more complicated than was
anticipated. However, it is believed that we now have sufficient data
upon which to form an opinicn which is that there is practically no loss
in the west fork of Williams Creek between the head of the Baltimore Ditch
and the proposed point of diversion and, if this is correct, no one would
be injured.

There 1s enclosed herewith a copy of a report prepared by
Mr. Cummings of this office which I would appreciate your carefully con-
sidering and if you and the parties who have loined with you in the protest
desire to submit additional data, kindly advise and I will endeavor to l
arrange a hearing so as to afford you the opportunity. :

Very truly yours,

]

CHAS. £, STRICELIN, State Engineer
C8S:V0 :
cc - lir. Tom Pearde and ¥r, Fred W,

ﬁll | || r__., = LN .S s — L = < . e S e Tt St b )




Form B Applic atlorz( ﬂo.f-..;f"”'f’c .?:'flye”’o”

NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION

3 Y 4
Wy =AW ) A o Ao 1T o e D ., the holder ofm.wf% ............ %

F to'appmpnate the public waters of the state of Oregon, completed the construction of the works described

@1 on the aﬁ— ....... day of ..
: TS

Pad
2 O Q’:Remarks .l..!?.@!!ﬁ..ﬁ..!ﬂe_rgal promise to make a_tempory changein.point.of diversion......

Cd It the works have less capacity than described in the permit, or you have definitely abandoned part of the prop t, you
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Hay 4, 1951

. Mr, Tom R, Pearce

Watermaster, District No. 16 :
County Court House R
Grants Pass, Oregon GRS
Re: Transfer No, R-27 ¢ TR
Dear Mr. Pearce: %\ N

This will acimowledge receipt of your letter
of April 30th, submitting notice of completion of construction
by Fred W, Richards in connection with his change in point of \
diversion of water from West Fork of Williams Creek.
) If and when you are in the vicinity of the
lands involved, it would be appreciated if you would deter-
. mine if the new point of diversion is located substantiall:
the same as described in the order approving the appli
and advise that you have personal knowledge that such canntruc--
t.iun woqk hq,s been completed.

i ; . Very truly yours,
4 i - CHAS, B. sm ;

b Stat.o




MEMORANDUM
to CHAS. E. STRICKLIN

Re: Fred W. Richards
transfer.
R 27

On February 27th, 1947, there was filed with the office of the State
Engineer an application by Fred W. Richards, to change the point of diversion of
water of the West Fork of Williams Creek, and notice was published. On May 22nd,
1947, there was filed with the State Engineer objection to the approval of this
application.

Pursuant to notice duly given by the State Engineer, on June 3rd, 1947
a hearing was held in the Circuit Court Room of the County Court House at Grants
Pass, Josephine County, Oregon, before Chas. E. Stricklin, State Engineer.

During the hearing it was agreed that a representative of the State
Engineer's office and the watermaster make further examinations of Williams Creek
to observe conditions in regard to stream loss.

July 1, 2, 1947, accompanied by Tom R. Pearce, watermaster, I
established stream gaging stations at three points on Williams Creek between the
Baltimore Ditch diversion and the point of diversion proposed in the Richards
transfer. Station #1 was located approximately one mile below the Baltimore Ditch
diversion at the old C.C.C. Camp. Station #2 was located about L4OO feet below
the Dixon Ditch diversion and approximately 2% miles below the Baltimore Ditch
diversion. Station #3 was located at the county road bridge agproximately 1/8
mile above the proposed Richards diversion and approximately L% miles downstream
from the Baltimore Ditch diversion.

From the stations the following record was obtained:

Discharge, in second-feet

Date Station #1 Station #2 Station #3

J'I.lly 1 ?o’-l- 609
2 8.4 6.8 6.9
3 6.5 6.6
L 4.5
5 L.5
6 .2
1 L.6 il 3.5
8 L.0 3.5
9 5.3 2.7 3.3
10 5.3 3.1 3.5
11 3.4 2.7 3.5
12 3.4 3.3
13 3.4 33
1L 4.0 12 03
15 4.0 343
16 L.O 1.2 Syl
17 L.0 2.9
18 3.4 1.2 2.9
19 3.0 2.9
20 2.6 T,
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Discharge, in second-feet (continued)

Date Station #1 Station #2 Station #3
July 21 3.0 247
22 3.0 2.7
23 2.2
2l 2.6 %2
. 25 1.5 2.0
26 5.3 2.6
27 2l 9.4
28 30 22
29 11 8.4
30 6.5 6.9
31 5.9 5.2
Aug. 1 5.9
2 5.9
3 5.3
N
5 3.0 3.8

On July 1, 1947, August 26, 1947 and Sept. 2, 19L.9, discharge measure-
ments of stream flow of all diversions from Williams Creek and streams emptying
into Williams Creek between the Baltimore Ditch diversion and the proposed
Richards diversion were made,from which the attached graph was compiled.

The observations indicate that during a normal water year, there is no
loss in stream flow in Williams Creek between the Baltimore Ditch diversion and
the proposed Richards diversion or on to the Watts and Topping diversion.

Respectfully submitted,

AT i

Chester A. Cummings
Assistant to State Engineer

Nov. 1k, 1950



ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO
TOM R. PEARCE, ENGINEER

COURT HOUSE

WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT
STATE OF OREGON WATERMASTER DISTRICT No. 18

OREGON REGISTERED ENGINEER NO. 838
OFFICE OF CALIFORNIA LICENSED SURVEYOR NO. 2301

WATER DISTRICT NO. 16

GRANTS PASS, OREGON

GRANTS PAss, OREGON

April 30th, 1951

|

(J
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Mr. vhas. =. Stricklin,

State sngineer,
Salem, Oregon. Re: Trangfer No. R-27

Dear mr. Stricklin:

Enclosed is Notice of vompletion of Con-
struction by Fred W. Richards.

Mr. nichards requested that I advise you
of the receipt of urder Approving Application of his
change in point of diversion of water from West Fork
of Williams uvreek. He stated that the construction
work, in connection with this change, has been com-
pleted and that he would be glad to show proof.

. I prepared the enclosed sorm B, for him
to sign, giving Notice of Completion.

Yours very truly,

I
Watermaster Distriet wno. 16



Application for Transfer of Water Right

To the STATE ENGINEER OF OREGON:

(Name of applicant)
of ... AComtyrof . e s
(Postoffice) S,
e P ,.f/' »_-\-" At tr s o

State of ., do hereby make application for change ...... ?
e (In point of diversion; place of use; ﬁ;:heretom;d\made o i e e )
’ WM{.M.CJ?‘-G e

1. The source of present water right is Ao oo b B e oL MM Wbl cnercticctal® i i 1D

\ ° (Name of stream)
(t"!/i,t } golions
2. The use to which the water is applied is ... N R s T
2 (Irrigation; Mining; Power; Manufacturing; ete.)
/(/4 ‘B o ole e A
J:iihemameiof the'ditch, canal or pipe HNE 18 .. i s issmessmsnsssimsrstssessrisrasosssecsotataasis
2570 5 200 W/ N "'/4_
4. The point of diversion is located .... ft. A ) i S S fromithe o e
(M. or58.) (E. or W.)
See. 26 NEGNW %
gorneriof =heingawithinithe o v s S n e Saiaia,
(Section or subdivision) :
24 38 s & w Soseplrine
EHSTE R come et T ] i A W M in the County of 2. L .
(No. N. or 5.) (No.E.or W.) i

5. Give the number of acres irrigated in each smallest legal subdivision (40-acre tract). Only show
the acreage which is being transferred. If the water is used for power, mining or other use, show place of use.

NE 14 NW 14 S5W 1-4 BE 1-4
Twp. Range See.
NEW | NWiy | sWii | SEIY || NES | NWiL | SWiL | SE% NE | NWi, | SWi% | SEY || NEl, |NWIL | SWiL | SEW
JE S Jw 123 6.6 |8
.................................... 2{. J'."-J" e L]
—

NOTE: If you own less than 40-ncre tracts, attach a description of your land as it appears in your deed,

(Attach separate sheet if necessary)

Yes
6. Are you the legal owner of the above described lands? ... ...

(If not . 1 Four | st)

pa. Have the lands above described been :‘-::;;:_.ued during the past 5 vears?
o b

5

= g

7. What is the priority date of your water right? ... .

Mo

8. Was your water right acquired by State Engineer’s Permit? ... If so, give number
(Yes or No)

of permit ...........

Form 113—1M—7-57



No

9. Do you hold a water right certificate? ... If so, give number of certificate .......ccooreiirenes
{¥Yes or No)

10. Was your water right determined by State Engineer’s order of Determination or Decree of Court?

In re; Rogue River
| =

............................. If so, give title of proceedings

(Yes or No) g g : - PR oo et s
Ne;p in name pf Rlberi and c g, b’x;?c?/f' W

11. Isthe water right recorded in your name?

(If not, give name) "/, 2 /()‘ =2 é
-

: 12_. I propose to transfer the water right to the following described lands: (Do not answer if your appli-
cation is for change in point of diversion only.)

NE 14 | NW 14 | SW 14 SE 1-4

Twp. Range See.

NE!; | NWl | SWis | SEl || NEw | Nwit | swii | sEW || NEYw | Nwi | swig | SEW || NEW | Nwig | swi | SEW

....................................................................................................................................................

(Attach separate sheet if necessary)

NOTE: Do not answer questions 13, 14, 15 and 16, if the application is not for change in point of diversion.

13. The proposed point of diversion is located ............ e and e fticnefrom the e
(N.or 5.) (E. or W.)
corner ol e . beingwithinthe ... o o of Section ... e e e
(Smallest legal subdivision) (No. N, or 8.) (No. E. or W.)
in the county of .......... . The name of the ditch to be used is _...... sresbuos Semm e o

14. Are you the owner of the land on which the proposed point of diversion is to be located? .................

15. If not the owner of the land on which the proposed point of diversion is to be located, give the name
and address of owner and submit evidence of your right-of-way for your proposed ditch, canal, or pipe line.

16. Are there any diversions between your present point of diversion and the proposed point of diver-

S10NTmn e T e :

NOTE: Do not answer questions 17 and 18 if application is for change in point of diversion only.

17. Are the lands from which you propose to transfer your water right free of all encumbrances, includ-

i ortgages, liens, etc.? ...
mg taxes, e g g k 2 (Answer Yes or Wo)

18. If not, give below a description of existing encumbrances:

NATURE OF ENCUMERANCE HELD BY AMOUNT

.................................................................

...........................




v

| AFFIDAVIT OF APPLICANT

STATE OF OREGON, }
88

County of

) g e - e S R NS U L , the applicant herein, being
first duly sworn, depose and say that I have read the above and foregoing application for transfer of water
right; that I know the contents thereof and that the statements therein made are true and correct to the best
of my knowledge and belief.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand this ................ dawol = = eaaaslunoeacan , 19545,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ... QY OF e y 195 2%.
[Notarial Seal] Lo e ST OECMCRNESE SRR (PR RN () e >

Remarks oo PR, SR S WY 0o, [ AW

.............................................................................

..............................................................................

...........................................................

This application must be accompanied by a map showing the location of the point of diversion, place of
use and works utilized under the present water right. The map should also show the new point of diversion or
place of use, as the case may be.



Application for Transfer
of Water Right

Name of

applicant ...
Date filed ... SR o
Date returned for further data

Date application completed .

Date notice published ..........cc.ccocevenrnsincninsnenne

Date of hearing ...........cccceeee

Place of hearing ..........ccoeocee

Date of final order
of State Engineer ..............

Date of issuance of certificate
confirming change .. .. ...

Recorded in State Record of Water Right Certificates,

Feesipald ..t % oot e

Receipt No.

State Printing 5231



April 25, 1951

Mr. Fred W, Kichards
Williams

Oregon
Re: Transfer No. R=27
Dear Mr, Kichards:

Enclosed herewith 1s a certified copy of the
Staete Ingineer's order approving your application for the
change in point of diversion of water from West Fork of
Williame Creek.
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BEFORE THE STATE ERCINEER OF OREGON
Josephine County

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION )
OF FRED W, RICHARDS FOR THE AP- )
PROVAL OF A CHANGE IN POINT OF g

)

DIVERSICN OF WATER FROM WEST APPROVING APPLICATION

FORK OF WILLIAMS CREEK,

O G S S S e S e B e e e e me e e

On February 27, 1947, Fred W, Richards of Williams, Oregon filed
an application for the approval of a change in point of diversion of water
from West Fork of Williams Creek, pursuant to the provisions of Section 116-606,

0. c! L. A.
By decree of the Circuit Court for Jackson County, Oregon, dated

April 26, 1919, in the matter of the determination of the relative rights

" to the use of the waters of Rogue River and its tributaries, a water right
was adjudicated in the name of Albert and C, O, Bigelow for the use of 3,25
cubic feet per second of water from Williams Creck for the irrigation of

195 acres of land and for stock and domestic use through the Baltimore ditch
with a date of priority of 1858, The point of diversion of the Baltimore
ditch from Williams Creek, which stream is also locally lnown as the West
Fork of Williams Czlaek, is at a point approximately 250 feet north and 950
feet west from the southeast corner of Section 5, Township 39 South, Range 5
West, We. M.

Fred W. Richards, owmer of 30,9 acres of the foresaid 195 acres
having a water right, proposes to change the point of diversion from the
Baltimore ditch to a new ditch to be constructed by the applicant, to divert
water from Willisms Creek, without loss of date of priority, for the irri-

gation of the following described land:



VIR, SUSTCURILRR SRR N T L S SR L T e e

6.6 acres in the S, SW:
11.8 acres in the 82 SWe
Section 23, and
12.5 acres in the NEi Nwk
Section 26,
Township 38 South, Range 5 West, W, M,

The point of diversion of the said new ditch, as deseribed in the

application, is approximately 250 feet south and 200 feet west from the north
quarter corner of Section 26, Townchip 38 South, Range 5 West, W, M,

Notice of the filing of the application was ;iven by publication,
setting forth a time and place certain for hearing objections to the proposed
change in point of diversion of water, if any there wére; namely, in the
County Court House at Grants Pass, Oregon, on June 3, 1947, at 10:00 o'clock
a.m. The notice was published in the Grants Pass Daily Courier, a newspaper
printed and having general circulation in Jesephine County, for a period of
three successive weeks, being in the issues of April 10, 17 and 24, 1947.

The date set for hearing in said notice was not less than 30 days after the
last publication of sald notice,

On May 22 and May 28, 1947, there were filed witi the State Engineer
letters or protests signed by Mr. D, L, Terry and other owners of lands
which have water rights from the Yest Fork of Willisms Creek and Williaus
Creek. The objections to the approval of the application, as set forth in
the protaats,- appears to be based upon the opinion that there is a loss of
water in the bed of Williams Creek in the section betwzen the head of the

Baltimore ditch and the place where it is proposed to divert the water and

if the application is approved, injury to existing rights would result,
i A hearing was held by the State Engineer beginning at 10:00
\ o'clock a.m., on June 3, 1947 in the County Court House at Grants Pass, Oregon,
\ at which hearing the applicant, represented by legal council, Mr, James T,
1\ Chimnock, and the cbjectors appeared and submitted evidence.



It appears that the point of diversion of the new ditch which the
applicant proposes to construct is some 5 miles below the head of the Baltimore
ditch and, while the objectors had no definite proof, they were apprehensive
that if the change in point of diversion was made, it would require more
water to supply this right by reacon of loss of water in the stream bed,.

It also appears that portion of the stream {rom the mouth of the Hast Fork
of Williams Creck to the head of the Baltimore ditch is also known as the
West Fork of Williams Creek.

The applicant and objectors agreed that there was no reliable
information as to the loss of water in the channel under consideration and
that action upon the application should be withheld pending investigation by
the State Engineer and watermaster of loss, If any, in the channel between
the head of the Baltimore ditch and the point of diversion of the new ditch
to be constructed by the applicant.

During the irrigation seasons of 1947 and 1949, measurements were
made on Williams Creek and ditches diverting from Williams Creek and the
West Fork of Williams Creek, and the results are set forth in a report made
by Chester A, Cumnings, . .ssistant State Engineer, dated November 14, 1950,
On Janumary 12, 1951 a copy of Mr., Cummings! report was forwarded to Mr, D. L.
Terry with a letter stating that if he or any of the other objectors desired
to submit additional evidence, arrangements would be nade for a hearing. To
date, no request has been received for such a hearing,

The investigations made under the direction of the State Engincer
indicate that during the period covered, which were years of normal runoff,
there was no noticable logss of water in the channel of Williams Creek between
the head of the Baltimore ditch and the point of diversion of the new ditch




ey T

1sb’

which the applicant proposes to construct and that the change in point of
diversion of water as proposed by the applicant, would not result in injury
to existing rights.

NOW, THEREFORE, it hereby is ORDERED that the proposed change in
point of diversion of water from the Baltimore ditch which diverts from
Williams Creek at a point approximately 250 feet north and 950 feet west
from the southeast corner of Section 5, Township 39 South, Range 5 Vest,

We M4y to the proposed ditch which will divert from Williams Creek at a

3

point approximately 250 feet south and 200 feet west from the north quarter
corner of Section 26, Township 38 South, Range 5 West, W. l., for the irri-
gation of 6.6 acres in the SWi SW., 11.8 acres in the SE SW., Section 23,
and 12,5 acres in the NE, NWi, Section 26, Township 38 South, Range 5 ilest,
H;“H. » with a date of_px:i;a-rit.y o? 1878, be and the same hereby is approved.

It is FURTHER ORDERED that the construction work shall be completed
and the change in point of diversion of water made on or before October 1,
1952, or within such extension of time as may be granted by the State Engineer
for good cause shown, and that upon the completion of such work, satisfactory
proof shall be filed with the State Engineer.

Dated at Salem, Oregen this 26th day of April 1951,

(Sgdo) CliAS, E., STRICKLIN
State Engincer




NOTICE OF FILING APFLICATICN

FOR CHANGE IN PCINT OF DIVERSICUN OF WATER

Notice is given hereby that Fred W. Richards has filed a&n applica-
tion in the office of Chas. E. Stricklin, State Engineer, for the approvel
of a change in point of diversion of water from West Fork Willisms Creek.

By decree of the Circuit Court for Jackson County dated April 26,
1919, in the Rogue River Adjudication Proceedings, & water right was allowed
in the name of Albert and C. U. Bigelow for the use of 3.25 cubic [leet per
second of the waters of Williams Creek for domestic and stock use, und the
irrigation of 195 acres in Secticns 23 and 26, T. 38 8., R. 5 W. W. M., with
a date of priority of 1858. The water-for the irrigetion of these lands is
conveyed through the faltimore Ditch, the poinl of diversicn of scid ditch
being located approximately 250 feelt north and 950 fect west from the south.-
eest corner of Sec. 5, T. 39 S., R. 5 W. W. M.

Fred W. Richards, owner of 30.9 acres of the above 195 acres having
a water right, namely: 6.6 scres in SW; SW;, 11.8 acres in SEj SW;, Section 23,
and 12.5 acres in NE§ NW}, Sec. 26, T. 38 S., R. 5 W. W. WM., proposes to convey
the water for the irrigation of suid lands and stock &nd domestic jpurposes
through the Richards Ditch, the point of diversion c: saia diteh to be located
approximately 250 feet south and 200 feet west irom the north guarter corner
of Sec. 26, T. 38 S., R. 5 W. W. M.

Al]l persons interested are notified hereby thaut a hearing will be held’
in the County Court House at Grants Pass, Oregon, on June 3, 1947, at 10:00
o'clock A. M. All objections to the proposed change, in anythere are, will Le
heard at said time and place. Any objections should be prepared in writing
and mailed to the State Engineer, Salem, Oregon, at least ten days prior Lo the
date set for hearing, and one copy served on James T. Chinnock, attorney at
lew, Grants Pass, Oregon. If no objections are filed the hearing will not be
held.

Dated at Sul em, Oregon, this 7th day of April, 1947.

CEAS. E. STRICKLIN, Stste Engineer
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EEFORE THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF OREGON
JUN

Josephine County.

o
L

::_ .‘ F n a N
L4 l_ =W SIS

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
) BORE. N\ 4 Aokt <4 4L
)

A CHANGE IN THE POINT OF DIVERSION OF
WATER FROM WEST FORK OF WILLIAMS CREEK.

Pursuant to notice duly given by Chas, E. Stricklin, State Engineer, the above
entitled matter came on for hearing on Tuesday, June 3rd, 1947, at ten o'clock, A.M.,
in the Circuit Court Room of the County Courthouse at Grants Pass, Josephine County,
Oregon, before Chas. E. Stricklin, State Engineer,

{HEREUPON, the following appearances were entereds

For Applicant:
Fred W. Richards,
James T. Chinnock, Attorney, Grants Pass, Oregon.

For Objectors:
None,

WHEREUPON, the following proceedings were had, to-wit:

Mr. Stricklin - On February 27th, l?h?, there was filed in the office of the State
Engineer an application by Fred W, Richards, pursuani to Section 116-606 OCLA,
to change the point of diversion of waters of the West Fork of Williams Creek,
and pursuant to said Section, notice was published in the Grants Pass Daily
Courier for three consecutive weeks, issues April 10th, 17th and 24th. On lMay
22nd, 1947, there was filed with the State Engineer objection to the approval
of this application, this being signed by D. L. Terry, C. L. Wall, Grace E,
Haskins, W. W. Large, Elsie lfiller, Evelyn R. Applegate, Georpge F. Stevens and
J.R. Stevens, lr. Chinnock, you are representing the applicant?

. Chinnock - That!s right,
. Stricklin - Are the objectors represented by counsel?

No,

IRt

. Btricklin - Mr. Chinnock, do you want to make a statement for the records?

5

o Chinnock =" I don't think jit's necessary. I will call lMr. Pearce first, who is
the Watermaster here, and then I will offer in evidence certain documents. Will
you take the stand, Mr, Pearce?

Tom R. Pearce, State Watermaster for Josephine County, being first duly sworn,
testified as follows:

Q Mr. Pearce, where do you reside?

Grants Pass,

And how long have you resided in this community?

A

Q

A Twenty-five years,

Q Are you a civil engineer?
A

Yes sir,

@I] C,L.;nt\} Et-:“]

7
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Duly licensed as such?

Yes,

And are you also the State Watermaster or County Watermaster for Josephine County?
Yes sir,

Your jurisdiction as watermaster includes the territory along Williams Creek?
That's right.

And the ditch and ditches that are involwed in this proceeding?

Yes siT.

o = o = o ko = O

I will offer in evidence first warranty deed from George Hilton, Jr., single, to
Fred W. Richards and Irma V. Richards, recorded at Pages 535-536, Volume 105,
Deed Records of Josephine County, Oregon, and I ask that this be copied into the
record and returned to me, if that is agreeable, and marked "Applicant's Exhibit
A,

Mr. Stricklin = That's agreeable.

Applicant's Exhibit A:

WARRANTY DEED

THIS INDENTURE WITNESSETH, that GEORGE HILTON, JR., single, for and in consider-
ation of the sum of TEN AND NO/100 ($10,00) DOLLARS and other valuable considerations
to him paid, has bargained and sold, and by these presents does grant, bargain, sell
and convey unto FRED W. RICHARDS and IRMA V. RICHARDS, husband and wife, and to the
survivor, in an estate by the entireties, their heirs and assigns, all the following
real property with all and singular the tenements, hereditaments and appurtenances
thereunto belonging or in anywise appertaining, situated in the County of Josephine,
and State of Oregon, described as follows, to-wit: :

Lot Six (6) in Section Twenty-two (22), excepting Four (L) acres in
the West part of said Lot reserved for a cemetery.

Lots Ten (10) and Eleven (11) in Section 23;

The Northeast Quarter of the Northeast Quarter (NEINEZ) of Section 27;
The North One-Half of the Northwest Quarter of the Northwest Quarter
of Section 26;

A1l that portion of Lot One (1) in Section 26 described as followss

Beginning at a point 1320 feet East of the Northwest corner of said
Section 26, and running thence South 660 feet; thence East 503.3 feet;
thence South 50° East 222,7 feet; thence East 11L.6 feet more or less
to the West line of the William H, Shoudy Donation Claim No. 38; thence
North along the West line of said claim a distance of 803 feet to the
North line of said Section 26; thence West 788,3 feet to the point of
beginning,

All being situate in Township 38 South Range 5 West of the Willamette
Meridian;

Also a parcel of land between an average center line of Williams Creek
and the West line of thke William H. Shoudy Donation Claim No. 38 in
Sections 23 and 26, Towvnship 38 South Range 5 West of the Willamette
Meridian, described as follows:
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Page 3.

Beginning at a point on the West line of the William H, Shoudy
Donation Land Claim No. 38, said point being 1669.8 feet South of
the Northwest corner of said claim; thence running South 1572 feet;
thence East L65 feet; thence North 2° 55! West 1575 feet along an
average center line of Williams Creek to a point which is 1669,8
feet South of the North line of said Donation Land Claim No. 38;
thence West 385 feet to the point of beginning;

Also, beginning at the Southwest corner of the Northwest Quarter of
the Northwest Quarter, of Section 26, Township 38 South, Range 5,
West of theWillamette Meridian; thence running East 21 rods; thence
North 387 rods; thence West 21 rods; thence South 383 rods to the
place of beginning,

Subject to rights of way for ditches and public roads as the same
now exist over and across said tracts.

Also, together with all right, title, and interest in and to that
certain easement and right of way for irrigation purposes across the
Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 26, Township
38 South, Range 5 West of the Willamette Meridian, recorded in Vol.
7L, Page lli, reference to which is made for further particulars.

Together with all water rights, rights in ditches, canals, and
laterals, and rights of way therefor, appurtenant to said premises, or
used in connection therewith, including (but not limited to the following):

Right to use the waters of Williams Creek, priority of 1858, as
adjudicated by Decree of the Circuit Court of Jacksan County, Oregon,
dated April 26, 1919, and priority asof July 15, 1913, as evidenced by
Certificate of Water Right recorded in Vol, 2, Page GL, Water Right
Certificates records of Josephine County, Oregon;

And together with all right, title and interest in and to the Williams
Creek or Little Williams Ditch, and the Baltimore Ditch, and the Dixon
or Dixon-Sparlin Ditch, all from Williams Creek.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the above described and granted premises, unto the
said FRED W. RICHARDS and IRMA V. RICHARDS, husband and wife and to the
survivor, their heirs and assd gns forever,

And the said GEORGE HILTON, Jr., does hereby covenant to and with the
said Grantees, their heirs and assigns, that he is lawfully seized in fee
simple of the above granted premises, and that said granted premises are
free from all incumbrances; AND THAT he will and his heirs, executors and
administrators shal1 warrant and forever defend the above granted pre—~
mises, and every part and parcel thereof, against the lawful claims and
demands of all persons whomsoever,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and seal, this 2lth
day of January, 15Ll,

GEORGE HILTON JR. (SEAL)

Executed in the presence of:

JAMES T. CEINNOCK.




Q I will ask that this be marked "Applicant's Exhibit B" for purposes of identi-
fication, and state that it is the plat accompanying the application for
changing the point of diversion. Mr, Pearce, where would the proposed diver-
sion - from what fork of WilliamsCreek would the proposed diversion take?

The proposed diversion would take out of Williams Creek from the main fork.
Is that below the two forks?

A
Q
A Yes.
Q@ And where does the Baltimore Ditch come out from?
A

It comes out of the West Fork of Williams Creek. They do take some water from

the East Fork, but the main diversion is from the West Fork.

Q Would you be able to state what proportion of the water comes out of the East

Fork?
A Probably ten percent,
Q Do you know the protestants in this case, and where their lands lie?
A T do.
Q Which fork do their’'ditches come out of?
A Mostly from the West Fork. I didn't see any East Fork users here.

Q Where do they come out - above the Baltimore Ditch or below?

A T think all of them are above the diversion to the Baltimore Ditch.
Q None of them below?

A I didn't listen to those names close enough,

Q Better read the names again, I am not familiar with these people. There is
D. L. Terry - is he present?

¥r. Terry - Yes sir.

Q You are above?

A That's right,

Q C. L. Wall .- you are above?
Mr, Wall - Yes. West Fork.

Q Grace E. Haskins?

Mrs. Haskins - Yes — above, out of the West Fork.

Page L.

Q W. W. Large?

Mr. Large - I am above,
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Q

Mrs. Elsie Miller?

lrs, Miller - Above, on the West Fork.

Q

Evelyn R. Applegate?

¥rs. Applegzate - Yes,

Q

George I, Stevens?

Yr, Stevens - We take out of the West Fork above the Baltimore.

Q

J.R. Stevens?

Mr. Stevens - Yes. We're partners.

Q

f2) | 2 e B el RS e

=
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Then as I understand, all of these protestants divert the water above the head
of the Baltimore Ditch and out of the West Fork. So as I understand them, it is
understood from all the statements of the protestants and from the statement
made by Mr. Fearce, the Watermaster, that all of these protestants take their
water out of the West Fork above the head of the Baltimore Ditch. Now, Mr,
Pearce, from Exhibit "B", will you state whether or not you prepared that and
from what information and sources of information you prepared that plat?

I prepared the plat, using the survey records as made under the direction of
the State Engineer in connection with the conditional rights of Rogue River
and tributaries,

Inchoate rights?

Yes.

That is the last survey made by the State Engineer?

Yes. And from my personal knowledge.

You are familiar with the territory and area covered by that plat?

Yes, I am,

You have been over the ground personally a number of times in connection with
your duties?

That's right.

Would you take that plat then and from that plat state in the record where the
original diversion point of the Baltimore Ditch is?

The original point of the Baltimore Ditch is in the Southeast Quarter of the
Southeast Quarter of Section 5, Township 39 South, Range 5 West of the Willamette
Heridian s

At that point is there a diversion, that is from the West Fork?
Yes.
Is there a diversion from the Fast Fork that takes into the West Fork?

Well, the diversion from the East Fork is simply a dam where the Baltimore Ditch
crosses. They have it dammed wp.,
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It crosses the East Fork after it leaves the point of diversion from the West
Fork, and it continues where?

It continues North about three or four miles from where it crosses the East Fork,
to the proposed point of diversion, which is in the Northeast Quarter of the
Northwest Quarter in Section 26.

How many miles?

Approximately six miles from the present diversion to the proposed diversion.
At this point I would ask that the Rogue River Decree and the Supplemental
Decree, or Supplemental Findings of the State Engineer be accepted in evidence

if there are no objections to that. It has a bearing on all the water rights
involved,

¥r, Stricklin - So be it considered.

Q

You haven't that Decree with you?

Mr, Stricklin - I have one.

Q

=
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Examining this, which was entered in 1918, I believe, and from your lknowle dge of
the Decree, can you state approximately how many acres of land Mr. Richards is
apparently entitled to water right for, according to the Decree?

Roughly I think he has thirty acres,

Approximately thirty acres of land. And that is irrigated from what source?

That is irrigated out of the Baltimore Ditch from the West Fork of Williams
Creek and the East Fork of Williams Creek.

Is there any other ditch that irrigates that?

Not that particular land,

He has other ditches on other parts?

On other parts of his land.

From the point of diversion of the Baltimore Ditch, down to the point where Vp.
Richards desires to now divert the water, what is the condition there as to
losses in transit from that point of diversion to his proposed diversion as to
that ditch?

The losses of the Baltimore Ditch?

Yes,

Well, I have been operating calculating a loss of about ten percent in between.
Now there are times when there is considerably more lost , but when they call

for water I try to figure ten percent loss.

From your knowledge and observation, what would be the effect as to a saving in
loss of water and waste of water by Mr, Richards!' proposed change in diversion?

To carry all that water down the West Fork would be considerably more loss than
carrying it through the ditch. It would be necessary to wet up the whole creek

bed,
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How much does he take out there?

The total for the Baltimore Ditch was three and one-half second feet, and Mr,
Richards! part would be about five-tenths, if I remerber right, of a second
foot, 3

That is on the West Fork?

Yes sir,

It has nothing to do with the East Fork, and it is below all of these other
protestants?

That's right.

Is there any diversion below from the West Fork of Williams Creek?

Yes sir.

Below the proposed point of diversion?

There is.

And none of them have protested?

They haven't protested.

Now if Mr. Richards takes the water out of the West Fork of Williams Creek to
his proposed diversion point, what effect, if any, could it have on these upper
users?

As I understand, this proposed diversion point is in a sump in the creek.

I am talking about the upper users.

What effect it would have on the upper users? If it was necessary to carry water
clear domm the creek to his proposed diversion it might affect the upper users

in a dry season,

The same condition existed in putting it through the Baltimore Ditch, and they
took it above him,

There is a question in my mind whether it would be necessary to turn the water
tgogifp the whole creek wet in order to supply the additional one-half second

What is his priority?

1858,

Do you know the priorities of these other users?

Most of them.

Could you state them?

Bryan and Vinyard, 1872 -~ the old Wertz Ditch, 1900 - the lIarge Ditch, 1890 I

think, or 1879 - those things are hard to remember. The Boat Ditch is 1900 -

the Hoxie ditch, that is lMr, Stevens, there is one right 1880 and another 1920.
I think that covers it.
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Now going on down the stream, what is the priority of the Watts and Topping
Ditch, from the West Fork?

It is 1858,

That is ahead of all of these protestants?

Yes.,

And that has to have water?

That!s right.

And going still further down, what is the next ditch?
Across from the Watts and Topping is the Lichens Ditch, 1875.
What is that priority?

1875.

That is ahead of most of these upper users?

Yes.

And that has to have water too?

That has to have water.

That water has to come dovn the creek bed on the West Fork?
Yes.

What is the next ditch? Name all of them and priority.

Going back to the Watts and Topping, the Spencer-Lichens Ditch, the Provolt Ditch,
1869, and there is the Lawrel Hill Ditch, 1922,

19222
Yes.
That is a permit from the State Engineer?

Yes. York and Breedon, 1890,'and above the Watts and Topping is the Kennedy
Ditch.

What was the original name of that ditch?

The Mansfield, above the Stuce and Hall Ditch. It dates back to 1882. That is
all the rights below the proposed point of diversion,

You got the York and Breedon Ditch?
Yes'.
Who all uses water out of the Baltimore Ditch at the present time?

There are three other users. There is Holzhauser, Lewman and Hilton, and Larimore
T believe has one acre or two.
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This Baltimore Ditch, is it just the ordinary dirt ditch?
Just an earth ditch.
No concrete work on it?

Ho sir,

a8 = Hn = O

From the point where he wishes to change the diversion point, to the point of
diversion from the stream, would you state the character of the ditch and its
condition, width and size and so forth? It is an extremely large ditch, isn't
it?

A TYes, it is.a2 large ditch. It will carry possibly five second feet. It is about
six miles in length, When I mentioned a while ago that the new diversion was
six miles below, I was figuring on the length of the ditch,

Q It follows the hillside there, without carrying a straight line?

A Yes.

Q Could you give me the aggregate amount of water adjudicated to the Baltimore
Diteh?

A Originally it was three and one-quarter second feet, to be measured at the place
of use.

You say the capacity would be about five second feet?
Yes,.
Considerably in excess, in other words, of the actuval amount adjudicated?

Yes.

o 2 0 P oo

With regard to the distribution of water from the stream, would it render the
distribution easier or less difficult if this change of diversion point was
granted?

A There is a question there as to whether it would be necessary to try and wet up
the dry creek bed during the dry period.

Q The water would have to go down to the lower users. They are entitled to earlier
water rights?

A I found in our distribution that by supplying the Baltimore Ditch with their full
quota of water, and after they have used the water, the return water is about
sufficient to supply the rights of the users below the Baltimore Ditch,

Q Where would lMr. Richards! water go?

A Same place it always did.

Q There would be no difficulty in that respect - in other words, it would be
diverted at the proposed diversion point, and the amount of water which he

originally took through the Baltimore Ditch -~ that water would go back into the
creek below his place of use, would it not?

ANRYas]
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And tend to supply those lower users which you mentioned?
That's right.

Between him and the head of the Baltimore Ditch, have any of these protestants
got any diversion point?

There does the waste water go?
It returns to the West Fork of Williams Creek.

All the water that is used above there was returned into the West Fork of Williams
Creek?

Yes.
And that would all tend to wet up the creek?

As far as the Baltimore Ditch - as far as the present diversion.

Mr, Stricklin - It would wet it up above the Baltimore Ditch?

A
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Yes.

That would go on dovm to the Baltimore Ditch?
Yes.

Any surplus then would go on dowvn the stream?
Surplus would go on by,

What kind of a2 volume of water is there in Williams Creek? Have you ever
neasured to determine it, in a general way?

Yes. During August I usually figure there is five or six second feet up above
the Bryan and Vinyard Ditch in the West Fork. It will get lower than that in

dry years.

How many second feet?

Five or siXe.

In August?

Yes.

And say in July?

It is somewhat in excess of that.

When does the creek start to diminish in quantity of flow, about an averape?

I notice the shortage along about the first of August,



That is when there is complaint made?

Complaint made from the lower users wanting water turned on. It may be the
middle of July,

And by the first of September what is the condition of the flow?

Tt is still low, probably a little lower than in August. It diminishes as the
season goes on.

I think that's all., Maybe some of these protestants would like to ask Mr.
Pearce some questions.

Mr, Wall - When will we have an opportunity to question Mr. Pearce - when may we

do it?

Mr, Stricklin - Right now,

Mr, Wall - lr, Pearce, what is the driest period you have ever known on Williams

A

Creek - what year?

1931 and 1932, '

Mr, Wall - During that period was the Baltimore Ditch cut off from water at the

A
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point of use?
They were short of water.

They did not receive the full three and one-quarter feet at the bottom of the
ditch?

That's right.

What about the Watts and Topping Ditch?

They were also short.

What did you do to remedy that situation?

At one time I attempted to turn the whole creek dovm to the older rights,

Vhat was the result of that attempt? :

There was quite 2 lot of protest from the older rights, from those that had never
been turned dovm, making it quite difficult to keep them turned dovmn during

the process of trying to get it dowm to the Watts and Topping Ditch. We found so

many of them cut back, and in the meantime a rain came, so the experiment was
never completed.

The experiment was to see if you could force water dovm?

Yes, as far as the Watis and Topping Ditch,

You are unable to say whether or not you could have forced it throush there?
That's right. I couldn't tell.

How do you arrive at measwing the water in the Baltimore Ditch?

At the end of the ditch.
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At the top end?

At the lower end of the ditch, at the place of use. We measure the water at
that point. When water gets low we find there is no flow from the East Fork

So we go back up to the West Fork of Williams Creek and measure the water there.
I am not sure just what the law allows me in that, but I think on a ditch of
that length I can allow them ten percent loss., At least that is what I have
tried to do,

After you turned that water back down, do you go down to the point of use to see

if they are getting it or not?

Yes.

Do they get three and one-qguarter feet of water?
Yes, It will decrease.

Will it increase to the amount they are al lowed?

I have got it over the three and one-quarter and sometime under, but usually I
do well to get the amount dovn that they are entitled to.

When you increase that flow, how do you get water - do you go up and shut
somebody off? How do you get that extra water, lr. Pearce?

By turning dowm the younger rights that are above the Baltimore Ditch., I first
will take such ditches that are carrying more than their quota - flood water -
and cut that off, and if that is not enough we will take the next youngest right
and cut them off,

Do you cut any ditches below the Baltimore intake to increase the Watts and
Topping Ditch?

Yes, I have.
Do you do that regularly every year, or in extremely dry years?

Nearly every year I go clear down the ditch and see if I can cut those inter-
mediate rights and help the water supply in the main creek. The condition is
that after one of those small ditches takes out, the creek bed will be dry and
probably as far as you can see down the creek, a dry creek bed, making it appear
that by turning water off you wouldn't gain anything, by turning water dovm a
dry creek bed, so unless I can find that I can get water by turning those down,
I may not turn them down,

Unless you can actudl ly see that you are getting water down, you don't turn
those rights below the Baltimore - you feel that you would not be able to gain
anything by turning them off?

That's right.

What percentage of loss on that one-half foot that Mr., Richards is allowed would
there be allowed going down the creek — would you deliver him a one-half second
foot at his point of diversion?

Yes.



How much more water would it take to get that down there - how much loss?
I couldn't estimate that,

Would that be more than is carried through the Baltimore Ditch?

B L O

It is a.question of whether the water would equal the amount that he is calling
for. In other words, if I had to try and get one-half second foot down from
the present diversion to the proposed point of diversion, through the creek bed,
it would take considerable water to do it.

Q Where would you gain that water in order to do that? Would you shut users off
above the Baltimore's present diversion, or below?

A T think - this is just my theory - is to do it the way I have been doing. Twm
them off until I got the Baltimore's original rights supplied, and see if the
return water from the Baltimore was sufficient to supply this extra one-half
second foot.

Q How could the return water possibly help Mr. Richards on his point of diversion?
It couldn't reach him, could it?

A Tt would reach him from the other users. T would have one-half second foot from
the main creek, but the balance of the Baltimore would still have the two and
seventy five one hundredths second feet, and there may be return water from that.

Q If necessary then, with the Baltimore's 1858 right, if they demanded that one-half

second foot of water you could turn off the entire creeck above the Baltimore's

diversion to gain that?

That's right,

Would you have to do that?

I think I would have, if it wasn't to waste water.

You stated that the Baltimore Ditch is approximately six miles long?

I think so.
What would you estimatethe distance dowm the creek as being?

Well, probably four miles.

FEY L (3 P i e S

In that original application did lMr, Richards state anything about maintaining
the creek as a ditch?

Mr. Chinnock - Vhat was that last?

Mr. Wall — In the original application did Mr. Richards state anything about main-
taining the creek as a ditch?

Mr. Stricklin - The answer to that, I think, if the application is approved the place
where Mr. Richards! water would be measured would be its point of diversion.

Mr, Wall - The condition of the ditch and creek would not in any way interfere, as
regards the banks and width, would make no difference as to the amount of water?
¥What T am trying to get at is, measured at the bottom of the present ditch, are
they required to clean that ditch?

Mr, Stricklin - The question is whether or not the change would result in depriving

other rights of water. In other words, it would take more water to supply the
extra one-half second foot as to divert through the Baltimore Ditch.

Page 13.
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Mr. Wall - How wide is that creek channel, Mr. Pearce, above the point of

A

Q

diversion?

Above the proposed point of diversion?

Yes,

It is variable. Just a rough figure let's say the creek channel is forty feet
wide, but under the bridgethat crosses Williams Creek it spreads out there for
one hundred feet or more.

Vhat is the condition of the ground?

It is gravel, above and below the bridge,

I believe that's all.

I, Stricklin - Any other questions to ask Nr. Pearce?

¥r..Chinnock - Mr, Pearce, isn't Williams Creek like.all other streams in that

O
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part of the country - doesn't the water as it comes back, rise in the chmnel?
Yes.

So that you will find maybe a space in the creek bed for some distance dry, and
below it you will find the water rising to the surface?

That's right.

There is a sub-surface flow?

Yes.

And then as the water comes in from all sides it rises again?
You may have a wet channel for a while, and then dry.

There is a considerable flow of water above the lower users of the West Fork
that have early rights that comes in from this use up above?

Yes sir.

Have you observed the condition of Williams Creek from time to time?

Yes. T have observed that we have a dry creek bed for a distance, and then there
would be a little flow, and usually when someone puts in a dam they will take out

all the water and the creek will be dry for a distance, and below we will have
another running stream,

Mr, Stricklin - Mr. Chinnock, on the application his method of diverting water is

A

A
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not set forth., Would you mind, for the purpose of the record, bringing that out?
I don't have a copy of that application. Mr, Pearce, you are familiar with the
proposed method by which kr. Richards intends to take the water out of his new
point of diversion.

I think think he intends to pump water,
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In other words, it would be an impractical proposition to divert water by a
headgate and gravity system?

He couldn't get his water wp to his land.

A1l he would ever get out of the creek would be what he could find available for
pumping purposes?

That's right.

Mr. Pearce, what is his plan that he has for getting this water out - digging
sumps or wells or something of that character at the proposed point of diversion?

I think his plan is for the use of sumps and wells, Probably one sump in the
form of a well,

And if he had that he would actually be using water that would otherwise be
going on down the stream., It is below the surface water, isn't it?

Yes. One idea I had was that if he could get back from the creek bed a certain
distance he might be able to pump without a permit. It might be difficult to
prove that he was taking creek water.

Of course if he did that he wouldn't be considered using water of Williams Creek
and there wouldn'!t be any point to this proceeding. I think that is all as far
as I am concerned.

Ir. Stricklin - Nobody else has any [urther questions to ask Mr. Pearce while he is

on the stand?

— WITNESS EXCUSED -

¥r, Fred. W. Richards was called as a witness, and being first duly sworn, testified
as follows:

5
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Will you state your name?
Fred Richards,

And you are the applicant in this case for the proposed change of diversion
point?

Yes sir.

I believe your wife is also a part owner of the property?

Yes.

You just go ahead in your own way and tell what you would like to do up there,

I would like to pump down there for sprinkling, It is all in pasture for cows.,
I think I could do a better job of irrigating by sprinkling than by flooding, so
that is the reason I want to pump it.

What is the condition of the channel of Williams Creek above and below the place
where you propose to divert water?

Half a mile up above me the creek is dry part of the year, but down there there is
always from three to four second feet of water. It is always flowing richt by me.
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That water comes from diversion of these upper users?

That's right. It sinks and flows under the surface and rises up again and it
does that below me,

If you didn't propose to use that water, the water would flow on down the stream,

would it not?

That'e right.

Mr, Stricklin - Mr, Chinnock, will you bring out for the record what becomes of

A

that water that is there now?

It goes back to the creek the same as if Ivas pumping there,

¥, Stricklin - It goes to the users below?

A

Q
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Yes, it goes to the Watts and Topping and other ditches dovn there.

There wouldn't be any surplus water there for you to use in dry years? The
water that runs in the creek bed there — you wouldn't be able to divert any of
that under your proposed changed point of diversion?

T couldn't.

That would all be required to supply existing rights below - is that right?

Yes, that!s right.
I don't know of any other questions to ask, Mr. Richards. The Watermaster has
covered the situation as to what your proposed point of diversion is. Unless

you want to volunteer or state any information. Do you have anything further
to state?

No.
- WITNESS EXCUSED -

Mr. Holzhauser was called as a witness, and being first duly sworn, testified as
follows:
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Mr. Holzhauser, you are a water user from the Baltimore Ditch, are you not?

Yes sir.

What is the condition as to the Baltimore Ditch, during the usual season - during
the early part of the season?

We generally keep it up in good shape.

What is the quantity of water flowing in the ditch?
In the short water season?

Yes.

Well, we very seldom have three and three-quarters second feet. We run under
more than we do above.



Q VWhat is the condition of the creek, say just above Mr. Richards' place and below,
as to whether water rises in the creek?

A Half a mile above there the creek is dry, and it runs off the bedrock and goes
through the gravel and comes up again down below, and the creek is wet from
there on up. The creek is never dry from there on up to the head.

Q I think that's all.

kr. Stricklin - Any examination of the witness?

lr, Wall - The ditch is under the amount of water allowed - did you ever ask the
Watermaster to turn down more?

A Sure, down to our three and three-quarters second feet,

Mr, Wall - Does he turn it down when you ask for it?

A As a rule he does, but we don't always get the full amount.
Mr. ‘;’fa]l - You don't get what you ask for?

A Three and three-gquarters feet is all we ask for. We don!t ask for more than we
are allowed,

Mr, Wall - T think that's all,
- WITNESS EXCUSED -
¥r. Stricklin - Do the objectors want to present their case?

Mr. Holland was called as a witness, and, being first duly sworn, testified as
follows:

(Questions by Mr. Wall).

Q@ Mr. Holland, you reside at Williams, Oregon?
A Eighteen years.,

Are you a farmer?

Well, you would call it a farmer.

Are you a water user?

Yes.

Did you ever work for Josephine County?

Watermaster under Pearce - his assistant in 1943 and 19L).
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Are you familiar with that portion of Williams Creek from the concrete bridge
just above Fred Richards' place to the junction of the East and West Forks?

I am familiar with it from the Watts and Topping dam clear tc the head,

e

Q What is the condition of that creek in dry years?

A In 1943 it went dry and we were unable to get water through.

Page 17 °



Q How long did you try - how many days?

A About five days. I know we turned their water down, but there was such a kick
above we didn't try to turn any more of them.

Q VWhat loss do you figure there would be to that amount of water going down
Williams Creek as compared with the Baltimore Ditch?

I couldn't make no estimate at all,

Do you feel that that loss would be greater than it is in the Baltimore?

I would say it would,

Have you ever measured the water at the bottom of the Baltimore at the point
of use? Do they received the full three and three-quarters second feet that
they are entitled to?

A Tt is the same as any other ditch.

Q Could you get them the full amount?

A The Baltimore, yes. I would say it would run ten or fifteen or more short at
times.

Q Ten percent?

A Yes,

Q If they asked you to bring up to what they are entitled to would you do that?

A Yes, if T had the water. They were very nice with me about it,

Q You were always able to get them the water when they asked you?

A No, not always. It wasn't there in 19l3.

Q Did you cut off the 1872 rights in 19)3?

A T don't think I did.

Q If you had cut them you would have gotten it?

A It is a question I can't answer because we didn't do it.

Mr, Pearce — You left the old 1872 rights.

A Yes, if I remember right.

Q From your experience, do you feel that there would be an unnecessary loss of

; water by carrying it down the bed of Williams Creek by allowing this change of
diversion?

A There is only one way around that and that would be the experiment. Try it and
see. The Baltimore is allowed thirty two hundredths evaporation,
Q I believe that's all I have to ask him,

— WITNESS EXCUSED -~
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¥r, Stricklin - Have you got somebody else? Does anybody want to make an
informal statement for the record? lrs. Applegate, you started didn't you =
didn't you have a statement you wanted to make?

Virs. Applegate - I was satisfied with Mr. Wall!'s questioning. He has brought out
as much as I could, or more.

¥r, Wall - Mr, Pearce has stated that he gets the water to them through the
present ditch. The point of diversion, without measuring it at the head, there
is great question as to whether or not it is going to bring damage to our users.
It would have to be tried out to find out whether it would work or not. If he
wants to pump it he could chop a hole in the flume and then pump it.

Mr, Chinnock — As far as I can ascertain from the whole inquiry, it would be a
distinct advantage to all the users to allow Mr, Richards to do exactly as he
wants to do. I can't see how it hurts them,

kr. Wall - Mr, Pearce broughf out that there would be more loss.

lr. Chinnock - But you must consider your priorities. You would still lose. We
have got to carry the whole creek and ditch as a whole and consider everyone
and what you have to turn dovm. I can't understand how there could be much
greater loss in the creek bed than there would be in this ditch. It is an or-
dinary dirt ditch.

Mr., Stricklin - I think, Mr. Chinnock, that it would be well if our office and the
Watermaster would make a run out there and see,

Mr. Chinnock - That was what I was going to request be done. We wish to be fair
with everybody, and we want everybody to be fair with us, If Mr. Richards wants
to help himself, we don't want to hurt anybody else.

Mr, Stricklin - If no one further desires an opportunity to be heard, the hearing
will be considered as concluded, with the understanding that an effort will be
made during the summer months to make a run or measurements to determine what

the actual losses are. The matter will be held under abeyance until these
measurements have been obtained.

- HEARING CLOSED -

CERTIFIED: A true transcript:

E.J ,%éa?y,/

Court Reporter.
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R-27

September 13, 1950

Mr., Fred Richards
Williams
Oregon

Dear Mr. Richards:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter dated the 8th
inst., in which you state you have recently talked to Mr, Tom Pearce
and that he statad.th ;'he Goubted that there would be any protests
to your changing your point of diversion.

Please be advised that the records of this office show
that your application for a change in point of diversion was filed in
this office on April 2, 1947 and on May 20, 1947, there were filed in
this office, objections Lo the approval of your application, signed
by eight water users. A hearing was held in Grants Pass on July 10,
1947 and at the time of the hearing it was agreed that the matter
would be taken into consideration pending the making of certain surveys
and investigations. These have been continued for two years and it is
my understanding that you have contemplated dropping your application.

If you intend to proceed with your application, it will be T
necessary to continue the hearing for the purpose of giving you the Lk
opportunity to submit ynur proof that the proposed changa woul_~n s

of your application, the 0pportunity‘to submit additional infanma
as to why the change should not be made.

Engineer will anter an order
Circuit Court. The only way
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Seﬁtember 29, 1950

Mr. Fred Richards
Williams
Oregon

Dear ¥r,., Richards:

This will acknowledge raceipt of your letter dated the )
26th inst., stating that you would be glad to attend the hearing = Sty
at any date it is convenient for the purpose of taking additional &
evidence relating to your application for a change in point of
diversion of waters W

A time will be arranged satiafactory Qo you and the other
parties for this hearing. It is anticipated that a hearing will be R
held sometime in November or December on another matter, in that ot
vicinity, and it may be possible to arrange to hold both hearings o
on the same date, thus saving time and expense. :

Very truly yours,




September 26, 1950

lUre Charles E. Striecklin Re: File No. R=27
State Engineer

State Office Building

Selem, Oregon

Dear lir, Stricklin:

I will be glad to attend a hearing at any time that is convenient
to you, if you wish to call one concerning the change of point of diversion
on Williems Creek for my irrigetion weter,

Yours very truly,
i

A=

Fred Richards
Villiams, Oregon

QEGEIVE])

SEP 201950
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Date
1878
1904
1913

1858

1891
1908

1882

1921
1875
1908
1937
1858
1872
1908
1920
1927
1869
1890
1922

Caldwell-Rose
Dixon
Dixon-Sparlin-Lateral

Baltimore

Little William
Kennedy

Struce & Hall

Struce & Hall
Spencer
Spencer
Spencer

Watts & Topping

n n n
1] n n
n n n
n n n

Provolt

York & Breedan
Laurel Hill Ditch
Total

Less Baltimore
Sub-total

WILLIAMS CREEK

Amt'
Clelve Sl

0.24
0.65
2.75

3.25

1.85
0.16

N5

0.01

1.11

0.38 -

0.32
2.69
0.40
0.63
0.30
0.10
0.25
0.97
0.50
17.66

3.25
14.41

Remarks
Forks of Creek
Fich 0.41 Rowley (.24
Sparlin, John et al

Division 1.62.1-2 for each side
see W. Fork delivery

Holzhauser supplemental
Mansfield
(69
Loflin ( 16 - Heinzman
( 53 Ac. D. H. Roundtree
Mansfield

Lichens

01d Rights
Miller

Watts et al
Willson

Watts

Johnson
Letteken et al

Willson et al



EAST FORK WILLIAMS CHEEX ey |
Amt.
Date Ditch c.f.s. Lemarks
1860  Lower Layton 8.00 Mining Nov. 1 to Sept. 1
Weaver & Glade
i 1895 Brooks 0.25 Walter Brooks

1908 i . 0.01 . L

1895 Johnson 0.20 D. C. Wilson

1908 - 0.17 2 .

1915  East Side Ditch 1.77 Aug. 3 Sparlin et al.

1915 * g . 1.85 Sept. 10 Warner & Brooks

1915 IR , 0.44  Nov. 24, Rigel, Irvin & Rigel

1950 LR L 025 Morrison = s -,
1938 2 . = 0.12.1-2 C. 0. Brown

1872 Morrison 0.47 Hfarri'son

1875  Spanish or Fidler 0.68 Patterson o
1911  Davis 0.20  E. L. Davis '
1915 " 0.45 "

1915 Davis 3 '\Ia.z.-s- Haitl H. Davis f, :

1915 Fischer _ - 0.25 3

1916  Varner 0.38  Nelson H. Warner ' #
‘ :1918 Sullivan ] - . 0.08 £

E. F. Morrison




1872

1900

1920
1858

1900
1875
1908
1908

1915

WEST FORK WILLIAMS CREEK

Ditch

Bryan
Stephens
Wertz

n
Bryan & Vinyard
Pfoff & Ford
Hoxie
Hoxie

Baltimore
allowance for loss

Boat

Chapman

Hartley
Hartley

Amt.

c.f.8.

0.03
0.94
0.60
0.19
1.30
0.40
1.60
1.00

3.25
0.32

0.67
0.79
0.37
0.34
0.46
0.15

%
%

Remarks

Mountain Ranch
Large

Miller

Pierce - Terry - Wall

Larimore - Miller
Sullwan - Stevens

Sullwan - Stevens

Holzhauser et al., unless
supplied otherwise

Blanchard to record

Amos Smith




Date
1890
1904:

1880

1904
1877

CLAPEOARD GULCH

Amt.
Philpot Ditch 0.16
Sargent Ditch 0.49
Small G.20
Stackpole 0.17
Abbot 0.34
Carthill 0.34
Sargent © 0.08
Deas 0.1C

Total 1.88

Remarks

Patterson

Knutsen

Stackpole, Morrison,.E. F.

Morrison
Teal
Mintner
Ackeny
Boswick

Teal




Date

1915
1915
1916
1917
1918
1937

Ditch

Layton
Mill Ditch

McCune Hicks
McAllister
Griffith
Torrey
Bostwick
Morrison

Total

GLADE FORK

Amt.

c.f.s5.

12.0
0.18
2.25

1.06
0.20
0.13
0.20
0.11

16.13

Remarks
Mining

Storch or Lemon

Springs




1908
1901
1890
1901
1908
1928

Hoxie (a)
Pence
Large
Elder
Total

LANE CREEX

Amt.
0.|f-§|

0.22
0.17
0.14
0.40
0.02
0.05
1.00




2L L B N RRREER L S

ok : 0 P = =

September 11, 1950

Mr. Fred Hichards
Williams
Oregon

Dear Mr. Richards:

Your letter of September 8, 1950, relative to
your proposed change in point of diversion of water
from West Fork of Williams Creek will be referred to
Mr, Stricklin for his perscnal attention upon his return
to the office the latter part of this week.

I Very truly yours, b

CHAS. E. STRICKLIN
State Engineer

Max F. Rogers, Assistant B55




¥r, Fred Richards
Williams

Oregon
Dear Y¥r, Richards:

This will aclknowledge receipt of your letter dated
the 23rd inst., in connection with your application for the
approval of a change in point of diversion of water from

’lfi%‘l.iams Creek.

You state that you believe you now have definite
proof that by changing the point of diversion, injury will not
result, In view of the fact that this was contested and action
thereon was deferred for the purpose of obtaining additional
information, it is my opinion that it is nscessery to hold a
hearing to take additional evidence in this matter before the
State Engineer can act upon the same.
held at a time convenient to you and the protestants.

August 25, 1950

Very truly yours,

CHAS. EB. S'I!REI,GKLIN
State Engmaer

35

This hearing will be

2
== =N




" Grants Pass, Oregon
August 23, 1950

lire Charles E. Stricklin ,R]E@EHVEIDJ

State Engineer ALn O~ 1950
State Office Buildi e
Sy o= STATE ENGINEER

SALEM. OREGON
Deer Mr, Stricklin:

In my letter of October 3, 1949, I requested that action be
delayed for one year on the pending transfer of point of diversion from
Williems Creek, I made this request because I thought it was only fair
to test whether or not the change would prove successful, without injury
to vmter rights farther up the creek. I have pumped from the new diversion

point this whole season and it has proven very satisfactory. Also, it has
not injured any other water rights,

I now wish %o request that the transfer of point of diversion
be made final., 3 i

Yours very truly,
i

Fred Richards
Williams, Oregon

e |
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Mr. Fred Richards,
Williams, Oregon

Dear Mr. Richards;

/ Pursusnt to your request of October 3 the matter of
appronl of your application for a change in point of diversion of
vater from West Fork of Williams Creex will be held in abeyance for
one year ending October 1, 1950.

Very truly yours,

CHAS. E. STRICKLIN
State Engineer

Max P. Hogers, Assistant
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0CT 41942
STATE Ei.GINEER
SALEM. CREGON

Grants Pass , Oregon
October 3, 199

L
liro Charles E, Stricklin
State IEngineer )
50l State Office Building ’
Selem, Oregzon

Dear Sir:

I em requesting that action be delayed on the pending transfer of
point of diversion from VWilliems Creek. I em requesting this delay
because I think it is only fair that we be given at least one year of
pumping this water to see whether it is successful and also because I
believe that weter rights further up the creek might be injured by this
transfer of diversion pointe ' 5 '

Yours very truly,

o

reri Richards
Viilliams, Oregon
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September 26, 1949

iy e

Mr. Fred V. Richards
Williams, Oregon

Dear Mr. Richards:

In regard to your pending transfer of point
of diversion from Williams Creek which we discussed with Mr.
Pearce earlier this month, if you wish to have action on the
transfer delayed so that other methods of securing water for
the irrigation of your lands can be tried, please make a
request to the State Engineer in writing, giving reasons for
wanting action delayed.

Very truly yours,

‘S

Chester A. Cummings
Assistant to State Engineer




Jenuvary 31, 1949

Mr. Fred ®. fichards '
Williams, Oregon =

Dear Hr. ficharde:
This is in further reference to your application

for the approval of & change in point of diversion of water from
Weat Fork of Williams Creek.

Ve do net have sufficient information available
at this time which would permit the approval of your spplication.
Additional measurements and investigations must be made during low
water and at a time when the return flow 18 practically negligible
to determine if the change would result in mjury to existing

rights.

These investigations will take considerable time ‘and
if you ars no longer interested in the matier, the time and expe
involved could be saved. Before adding this investigation on our
agenda for the coming year, we would appreciate having you ndvis__: 4
if you desire to continue the matter. Thank you.

4



October 21, 1948

Mre. He H, Estes
Villians, Oregon

Dear Kr, Estoss

This will aclmowledge receipt of your letter of October 9,
1948, advising that you would like to secure a permit to take water out
' of Williams Creck at the same point Hr. Frod Richards proposes to change
his point of diversicm.

The eprlication of Mr. Richards to change his point of
diversion has not bewn approved for the roison that raliable informatlon
1 not avallable from which it may bo doterminad if the a proval of the ;
application would result in injury to exisbing rights. These iavestiga-
tions are being continued with the hope that such a determination may bo
made during the noxt irripation season. In view of theso circumstances,
you may not wish to procesd with en application until such time as the
application of Mr. Richards bas been acted upon. However, if you desire to
go .ahoad and £4le an application to change your point of diverslon, kindly
advise and we shall send you the necessary forms for completion and exocution.

Should you decide te {ile an application for ths approvel
of a chango in point of diveraion at this time, end you end Mr. Bichards
desire to irrigate ycur lands by noans of & pumping plant during the pend-
enoy of your applications for chanjes in pointa of divorsion of water, it
is suggested that you file an appllection for & permit to appropriate the
wators of Williims Croek to be diverted by moens of & pumplng plant. Such
pormit when issued would be subject to ecxdsting rights. In the event )
applications for changes in poinmts of diversicn of water were
permit could then be cemcelled; but, ia the event the applica
your pumping plant vhon water is availablo wder the terms of
to appropriato the waters of Willlams Croek.

=

e 14
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Septembsr Z, 1948

ifr, Fred W. Richards
THlldins,; Oregom

Daur Kr. Richards:

Raplying to your letier of August 29th, we will
delay action on your spplication Cfor the approval of a change
in point of diversion of witer from the lest Fork of Willlams
Crack wntil October m’ lgitso

I note your statemant to the effect that your
neighbor may decide to change the point of diversion for the
irrigation of a part of his landa. In such an evemb, it will
e necossary for hin to make srplicstion for the approvel of
suach a change, as provided by Cectiom 116-606, 0.0.5.4; 5 and
czn bo upproved only in the evemt that such change would nct
result in injury to existing rights. ]

This gquestion has not bean detem.‘med in cpnuection

with your application and no such delerainziion will be attdmpted

untll we hear from you on or bafore October 20th.

Yours very truly,
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¥r. Fred Richards
Williams, Oregwn

Derr Mr. Richzrdss

fiot having received nny
letier of June 23rd, perteining to your
of divarsion

approvel of & change in point
Vost Fork of Williams ureek,
intorested in the matier.

Unlsss we hsar from you to the
before Sept. let, wa shall consider your aprli

withdrewm.

poply to Mr. Hogers!
application for the
of water from the
I presumg you aro ne longer

contiary on or
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Mr. Fred W. Richards
Williams, Orogon

Dear Mr, Richards:

In a commmicaticn with Mr. Pearce, water master of
your district, we were advised that you iasiro to continue the
use of the Baltimovre ditch for the irrigation of your lends, and,
therefor, will not wish to complete your application for the
approvel of a change in point of diversion of water, which appli-
cation is now pending in this of "ice.

If it is your Qdesire to comtinue the use of ‘he Baltimors
ditch and not meke the proposed change in point of diversion, you
should msut? the anclosed ayplicat.ion for Ii‘bhtlmml and mail to
thi’ Ofﬁc‘-

Yours very truly,

" e "

kT
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June 23, 1948

Mr, Tom R, Plercs
Vater Master, District lHo. 16
Qrants Pass, QOrsgon

Dear Mr. Pierces

.I.

Thank you for your lsbler of June 22nd advising that
Er. fichards' daughter has informed you that "he is going to dig
a well and kesp the old ditch."

Following your suggestion, we are mailing Kr. Richards
a withdrawal of his application, for signature.

fours very truly,

CHAS, E. STRICKLIN
State Inginesr

HaCh T R W

F. fogers, Assisbant
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TOM R, PEARCE. WATERMASTER
DisTAICT No. 16 : d

'OREGON REGISTERED ENGINEER NO, 838 WATER D 0. 16

CALIFORNIA LICENSED SURVEYOR NO. 2301 WRTER DU 1o 0. 2e b

St e, °1eey

Mr. Charles #E. Stricklin

. E o PVE
4tt. Max F. Kogers @EE@&UVEDL
State Engineer il . )
Salemn, Oregon N 23 1338

Dear ir. Rogers:

In regards to your letter of June 15, 1948
pertaining to -ur. Fred Richards' aprlication for
change of point of diversion of the waters of the
West Fork of Williams Creek. We have bdeen advised
by #“r. Richards that he does not want to make the
change. His dzughser phoned and sa2idi, "he is going
to dig & well 2nd keep the old diteh'.

If you wish his signature I believe it would
be advisable to send him a form orsa letter of
withirawal whereby he could sizn it. #e is cutting
hay andi does'nt have time to call. : '

Yours very truly,



June 16, 1948

lir. Tom Re Pearce
Viater Master, District No. 16
Grents Pass, Oregon

Dear Mr. Pozrees ' '

Ga September 15, 1947 you forwarded us a acte tec you -
from Hr. Frod Richards relative to his pending application for a .
change in point of diversion of water from West Fork of Williams ¥
Creek, which note read as follows: "Tom on that water transfer , -
walt a while on it I am going to havp a hole dug and if I get '
planty of water I wont want 'bo trangfer. Fred Richards®

It world be very mch appraciated if yon would contact
Mr. Richards, if and when you are in the vieinity of his home,
and determine whether.or not he wishes to proceed with this tranafer,
If he wishes to withdraw his applicetion he should write us a letier
to that effect, Ou the other band, if he desires to proceed we
should be so advised in order that we can secure additionsl data .
this summer as to msmo lossos,

. Yours very tmily,
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September 23, 10L7

Mr. Tom R, Pearce '-'
Watermasior District No. 16 ¥
Grants Pass, Oregon ]
M? lip. l’eaml |

This will acimowledge receipt of your letter dated Septembar 15, 8
1947, togother with data relative to the applicstion of Fred W, fdchards
for a change in point of diversicn of witer from tha West ¥ork of Williams
Crock, ;

Yours very traly,

CHAS. E, SPRICKLIN
State Engineer

By
tax F. Rogers, Aopistant
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WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMEANT
TOM R. PEARCE. WATERMASTER STATE OF OREGON WATER DISTRIBUTION

DISTRICT No, 16 OFFICE OF HUDROGRAPHIC SURVEYS
OREGON REGISTERED ENGINEER No, 838 SNOW SURVEYS
CALIFORNIA LICENSED SURVEYOR NoO. 2301 WATER DI STRICT NO. 186
GRANTS PAss. OREGON

Sept. 16th, 1947

ir. Chas. E. Stricklin, v S
State Engineer, LEA A el
Salem, Oregon. SALES

Dear WMr. Stricklin:

Bnclosed is a note that was left in my office
by Fred Richards. This is in connection with his
application for a change in point of diversion.

Also enclosed is final gage readings at the
stations we installed on Williams Creek for the
purpose of determining losses.

The Fred W/ Richards application for the ap-
provel of change in the point of diversion of water
from the West Fork of Williams Creek was made Feb.
27th, 1947. Heering was held in Grants fass on
June Zrd, 1947. The enclosed dates is in connection
with this application.

Yours very truly,

Watermaster District No. 16
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Send the following telegram, subject to the terma on back hereof, which are heseby agreed to

June 30, 1947
TOM PEARCE
WATERMASTLR, DIST. NO. 16
GRANTS PASS, OREGON

WILL BE IN GRANTS PASS JULY 1, TO MEASUR: WILLIAMS CREFK LOSS:S,

CHESTLR A, CUMMINGS
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WATER DISTRICT NO. 16

S/ CALIFORNIA LICENSED SURVEYOR NO. 2301
GRANTS PAss, OREGON

/
/

June 2oth, 1947

Mr. Chas. E. Striecklin, N ¢ _
State Engineer, Tl e
Salem, Oregon. Sinl HGIHNEE

Dear Mr. Strieklin:

Williams Creek has receded to a point where I
believe we could conduct some investigations as to
stream losses. You remember, we proposed to do this
in connection with the F. W. Richards application
for change of diversion.

The stream is dropping fast and will probably
have a dry creek bed, in places, after July Sth.

I will be ready to assist in the work, at
any time.

Yours very truly,
e

Watermaster Distriet No. 16

e | WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT

*ermem earce. WATERMASTER STATE OF OREGON WATER DISTRIBUTION
DISTRICT Mo, 16 OFFICE OF HUDROGRAPHIC SURVEYS

-~<REGON REGISTERED ENGINEER NO, 838 SNOW SURVEYS



June 5, 1947

Hon, Orval J. Millard B q
Judge Circuit Court :

Josephine County

Grants Pass, Oregon

Dear 8irs

It is regretted that I was unable to see you and express
to you personally my appreciation for the courtesy ecxtended to me
in the use of your chamber for the hearing on Tuesday, June 3, 1947,
and for ths able assistance of your secretary in reporting the pro-
ceodings, and this letter is for this purposes

Thore is enclosed herswith 2 suggosted form for her report.

With kindest porsomal regards, I remain




W. J. LOOKER

ATTORNEY AT LAW
MEDFORD, OREGON

May 29, 1947,

Reference File T 27

lr. lax F, Rogers, pE;;h\‘y[_ﬁ—fP]

Assistant State Engineer, ug .. e bt
Office of the State Engineer, WAl o 4 1944
Salem, Oregon, STATE EN TER

P £ L eI LR

Dear 1Ir. Rogers:
This will acknowledge receipt of yowr
letter of May 26th, received this morning, asking if it
would be possible fa me to report a water hearing at
Grants Pass, Oregon, on Tuesday, June 3rd,
I will not be able to report this hearing,

I am not acquainted with anyone living at
Grants Pass whom I could recommend to do this work for you,

Yours very tr

L]

{. J. |Looker,
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[ ¥ay 29, 1947
|

Hr. Fred W. Richards
Tllians, Ovogon

Desy Mr. Richardas

The hearing on your epplicction for the approval of
a chango in point of diversiem of waber will be held on the date
fixed in the published notice, namely: at 10300 olclock A.M., Tucs-
day, June 3, 1947, in the Coumty Court House ab Grants Pass, ﬁnm
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Hey 29, 1947

~

Mr. D. L. Terry
Willizns, Oregon

Dear Mr. Terry:

PR T

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of Hay 28 sub-
mitting supplementel objections aguinst the approvel of the application
of Fred W, Richards for a change in point of diversicm of water, to-
gother with your check in the amount of §2,00 protest fee. Official
e Recedpt No. 3045 covering your remitlance is enclosed.

Mr. Ricberds has requested that the hearing be held as set
forth in the notice. The bearing, therefors, will be held at *hha
County Court House at Grents Pass, Ovegon, on Juno 3, 1947, beginedng
at 10:00 otelock A. Ha : . LIS

It will be appreciated if you will advise the various objectors
= ‘that the hearing will be held as noted above. :

Yours very traly,

W R
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STATE OF OREGON

CHAS. E. STRICKLIN, STATE ENGINEER OFFICE OF THE
SECRETARY
ETATE RECLAMATION COMMISSION STATE ENG[NEER
HYDROELECTRIC COMMISSION OF ORECON
WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT
SALEM
ey 22, 1947

Mr. D. L. Terry
Williams, Oregon

Dear Mr. Terry:

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS
CHAS. E, STRICKLIN, STATE ENGINEER
SALEM, OREGON

AND REFER TO
FILE NO.

The protest signed by you and others dated May 20, 1947,

was received in this morning's mail.

Wie will consider this formal objection, if you will submit

to this office the §2.00 statutory filing fee.

It is also suggested that you supplement this objection by
setting forth as to how the approving of the change in point of
diversion would result in injury to you or the other objectors.

Yours very truly,

B, L L4

CHAS. E. STRICKLIN

State Engineer

CES:lys
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¥r, Ben W, Coutenant

T B N

Coumty Clovk

: Grants Pass, Opegon ;-
| ". "
‘ Dear Mr., Coutenants
| fie ave & lcarlng scheduled for 10300 ofelock £.K. on Tuesday,

} Jue 3, 1947, in comection with & proposed change in painﬁ of div raion
{ of water,
i Tiould it bo possible to secure the use of a room in the courb
|
|

house for this puriose. s o

Tours very truly,
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liay 26, 1947

Er, W. J » Looksy
Court Reporter
Hodford, Oregon

Dear Mlr. Lookert

We ave a hearing tentatively fixed for 10:00 ololock A, M.,
in commection with a proposed change in point of diversion of water.
It would be appreciated if you would advise this office if it will be
possille for you te report this hearing.

In the event you are wmile o report tho houring, could
Yyou recommend someone Iliving at Graats Fulg‘r;

Yours very truly, -

CHAS, 2. STRICKLIN 2

A

.l
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Mr. James T. Chinnock ‘
Attorney at Law g
Firest National Bank Bldg. :
Grants Pasa, Ovegon -
Doar Hr. Chinnock;
Ros Application of Fred W. Richards for
) change in point of diversion of water
. fron West Fork Williams Creck.
| Tio Tocedved a letter this moraing from Fred . Richards in ct g
which he stated that it waec his desire that the hearing upon the cbjec- s
’ tions to his applicaticn fog __u ohm:g in po!,at of divorsion be ,‘nld e i
on June SJ 1947: ag sot forth in the notice, {
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Bay 23, 1947

Mre Do L Terrz'
¥illiems, Oragen

Dear Hp. Terrys

Vo received a lettor this worning from Jawes T, Chimnock,
Attomey b Law, Gremnls Pass, Oregon, who ropresents Fred V. Richardas
in his application for a change in point of diversicn of \mﬁsr fmn
West Porlc Willicms Creek, roquest:lnsthntthtiu of the
Mrarthinthambinaua‘ma% 1%?, ‘hachmsadﬁonlatnr date,
whiaaa is suggested sc about Juae 20

ifﬂshmm&tuiswmhmmmathrob-
4M,mm
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£ 27
May 23, 1947
v, Jamep T. Ghinnock
Abtornoy at baw .
Fivst Hationel Bank Bldg.
Crente Pase, Oregon
Dear Me. Chinnoclks:
Bep Applicmiion of Fred W. Richards: :

Hoplying to yeur lebter dated ey 21, 1947, in which you request =F .
m&mmwmammmtnshwwmmw G =
tion filed by Fred W. Robards for a change in point of diversion of .
water from Vest Fork ¥illiues Oreek bo postpened frow Jwne 3, 1947 to PR
about June 20, 1947. =

If this is to the objectors, we would be glad to

comply with your roquest. Enclosed herowidh is & copy of & letber which
has been writtem to Mr. Terry, who appears to bo acting as sponsor for s
'ﬁh- objedtdrs in this matter, & PRE
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.' May 22, 1947
-
-
Doar Mr. Terrys ‘ :
The protost signed by you and others dated May 20, 1947,
wvas received in this morning's mail.
: Wie will congider this formsl objection, if you will submit

|
to this office the §2.00 statutory filing fee. j i

It is also suggested t.hl.tm
aﬂﬁm rmn as to hau the syp-. >
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LAW OFFICES OF JAMES T. CHINNOCK

FIRST NATIONAL BANK BUILDING

GRANTS PASS, OREGON

RECEIVED

¥r. Charles E. Sfricklin 'Y OMAY 29 1047
State Engineer, ~ STATE ENCINEED
Salem, Oregon. SIAIL Kidohiver

> SALEM. CREGUWM
Dear IMr. Stricklin: R 27

I enclose herewith a copy of notice of protest
to the application of Fred W. Richards to change point
of diversion on West Fork of Williams Creek.

The application states that & public hearing be
held on June 3, 1947 . On account of other matters
pending I would prefer & later date, if possible, in
June, say, about the 20th of June,

Very truly yours,




Do Lie TOrr
Williams, Uregon,
May 20, 1947.

James T. Chinnock,
lat Nat. Bank Building,
Grants Pass, Oregon.

Dear Sir:

This letter will advise you that the undersigned
object to the granting a new point of diverting
water from the west fork of Williams @reek as applied
for by Fred W. Richards,

The underslgned desires that a public hearing be held
June 3, 1947 for the purpose of presenting their ob-
jections and that the State Engineer at that time deny,
and enjoln the applicant, Fred W. Richards from altering,
diverting or in anywise changing fthe existing Baltimore
ditech. The Baltimore ditch being & right adjudicated
to Albert and C. O. Bigelow for the use of 3.25 cublc
feet per second of the waters of Williams Creek.

D. L. Terry

C. L. Wall

Grace E. Haskln

W. W. Lange

Mrs. Elsle Miller

Evelyn Applegate

George F. Stevens

J. R, Stevens

(]
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Grants Pass Courier ‘
Grznts Pass, Oregon
Gentlemen;
Enclosed 18 our check No. 3697 in payment of your state-
ment dated April 24 in the amount of $11.60. Kindly receipt the
' enclosed statement and return.
Yours very truly, . -\_I'
\ CHAS. E. STRICKLIN
Stete Enginesr
\ ym’- Rogera, Assistant 5
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April 30, 1947

Mr. Fred W. Richards
Williams, Oregon

Dear Mr. Richards:

Publicution of notice of your application for the approval
of a change in point of diversion of water in the Grants Pass Courier
cost §11.60, leaving & balance of $4.40 of your $16.00 deposit which
you made for this purpose. We are, therefore, enclosing our check
No. 3698 representing the belance due you.

Yours very truly,

CHAS., E. STRICKLIN
Stute Engineer

TITTET A ey M ) sime v

Max P, Bogers, Assistant A
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grants “Pass (Courier APR 2% 1947
PRINTERS AND PUBLISHERS ATE ENGINEE
Grants “Pass, Oregon STé}x]LLEMHE.‘}E;uM
State of Oregon Dare AZPil 24, 1047

Charles Z. Stricklin, state engineer
Salem, Oregon

Your account with us is as follows: I i

~ 1D 1NQ . . Sublishing lotice of Filing Application
- Pop . Change in Point of Diversion of “ater on

o of April 10, 17 and 24, 1947 $11.60 . '.




April 7, 1947

Grants Papgs Daily Courier
Grants Pass, Oregon

Gentlemens

Kindly publish the enclosed notice in the April 10, 17,
and 24 issues of the Grants Pass Daily Courier. After completion
of publication furnish us with an affidavit of publicaticn, togethsr
with your statement covering such service.

If for eny reason you are unable to publish the notice
as requested, kindly notify this office immediately.

Yours very truly,

CHAS. E. STRICKLIN
Stote Engineer

By

Max F. Rogere, Assistent
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April T, 1247

Mr. James T. Chinnock
Attorney at Law
Grents Pass, Oregon

Decr Mr, Chinnock: ; -

Kotice in connecticn with the Fred W. Richards application
for the approval of a chenge in point of diversion of wsiter is being
mailed to the Grants Pass Daily Courier for publicaticn on Aprdl 10,
17, end 24, a copy of sucl notice being enclosed for your file.

Yourz very truly,

CHAS. %, STRICELIN
State Englneer

" Max F. Rogers, Assietant
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April 2, 19h7

Mr. Tom R. Pearce
Watermaster District Ne, 16
Grants Passy, Opegon

Dear Mr, Pearces

This will acknowledge receipt of and thank you fom your
letter of March 31 setting forth the water rights involved in the
Fred W. Richards application for the approval of a change in point
of diversion of water.

We are going ahead with the publication of notice on this
basis, which ghould at least bring the matter to a head, if anyona
has any objections.

I cartainly appreciate your cooperation in determining the
water rights appurtenant to the areas owned by ¥r. Richards.

Yours very truly,

CHAS, E, STRICKLIN . R
State Eng!.nm e :

i v

T i



WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT

TOM R, PEARCE. WATERMASTER STATE OF OREGON WATER DISTRIBUTION
DISTRICT NoO. 16 OFFICE OF HUDROGRAPHIC SURVEYS
OREGON REGISTERED ENGINEER NoO, SNOW SURVEYS
2,828 WATER DISTRICT NO. 16

CALIFORNIA LICENSED SURVEYOR No. 2301
GRANTS Pass. OREGON

March 31st, 1947

NECGEIVE
" APR 21947

N
Lo

Mr. Chas. E. Stricklin, EALEN. G s
State Engineer, g
Mr. Max F. Rogers, Assistant,

Salem, Oregon.

o Y= SR

Dear Mr. Rogers:

The area of the water rights involved in the
Fred W. Richards land is 30.9 acres, being

6.6 acres in SW 1/4 SW 1/4 See. 23
11.8 acres in SE 1/4 SW 1/4 sSec. 23

12.5 acres in NE 1/4 KW 1/4  Sed. 26

A11 in T. 38 S., R. 5 W.3§.M.

The above figures are calculated. The State
Engineers' map of 1935 was used as a basis for the
calculation and the water users, under the Balti-
more diteh, have been rotating on this basis. The Decree
shows 19 acres in the NE 1/4 NW 1/4 Sec. 26, but
Mr. Richards can only irrigate 12.5 acres in that
unit, from the Baltimore ditech.

We have been delivering 3.25 secifti to the
Baltimore diteh. If this transfer is allowed I
would consider that the Baltimore ditch has been re-
duced to 2.74 sec.ft. and Mr. Richards would be al-
lowed 0.51 sec.ft. for the irrigation of 30.% 'acres.

Calculations subject to approval.
Yoprs very truly,

Watermaster Districet No. 16
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March 29, 1947

Yr. Tom fi. Pearce
Watermaster District No. 16
Grants Pass, Oregon

Dear Mr. Pearce:

ihis is in further refer:nce to the applicaticn of Fred W.
fichards for the approval of a change in point of diversion of waler
from Williams Creek.

As you will note from an examinaticn of the enclosed applica-
tion, a description of the lands and the number of acres having water
rights is omitted from Item 5. *he map accompanying the applicaticn
phows the 195 acres allowed & water right in the name of Albert and
C. 0. Bigelow, and from thie I assumed Hr. Richards owmed all of these
lands. It now develops that he cwns only a part of Lhe watsr rights
awarded Albert and C. 0. Bigelow. Conseguently, it will be necessary
thaet we bave the information required under Item 5 of the spplicaticn.
Otherwise, we might change the point of diverelon for lands enjoying
the Bigelow water right, but which lends are nol osmed by Mr. Richsrds,
and such owner, or owers, may not desire to change the po . at of diver-
slon for the irrigation of their imunds.

From the descripticn of Mr. Richards lands, 1t would appecr
that he owns lands involving ths following water right awarded to Albert
and C. O. Bigelow: '

10 acres in the SWi SWi
20 acres in the SEz SW

Section 23, £ (’
19 acres in the NE} NW} Spe. ¢
3 Seotion 47—

Township 38 South, Range 5 West, W.M.

The map would indicate that he probably owns the 19 acres having
a water right in the NE NWP of Section 24, but may own only a part of the
water right appurtenant to the 10 acres in the SW} WY and 20 acres in the
SE} SW} of Section 23, Township 38 Scuth, Range 5 West, W.M.
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Mr. Tom Pearce e March 29, 1947

I kmow you.are cognizant of the importance of having thess truns-
fers absolutely right. It is not only important from the standpoint of =
making these changes & matter of record, but is importent to the watermaster -
in the distribution of water. '

Yours very truly, a2

CHAS. E. STRICKLIN
State Engineer

Max F. Rogers, Assistant

MFR:lys
£ncl.

o
' Conamale LA WRE s &

.k




WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMEINT

TOM R, PEARCE. WATERMASTER STATE OF OREGON WATER DISTRIBUTION

DIsTRICT No. 16

OFFICE OF HUDROGRAPHIC SURYEYS

OREGON REGISTERED ENGINEER NoO. 838 SNOW SURVEYS

CALIFORNIA LICENSED SURVEYOR No. 2301

WATER DISTRICT NO. 16
GRANTS Pass. OREGON

March 27th, 1947

VAR 2 8 (947

Mr. Chas. E. Stricklin, o™
State Zngineer, 24 o = Ll s
Mr. liax F. Rogers, Assistant, SALLEY] clé
Salem, Oregon.

Dear Mr. Rogers:

Fursuant to your phone call, this afternoon,
I am sending you, enclosed, the description of
Richards land as found in Vol. 105, pages ©£35-536.

I reached the County Clerk's office too late
to get in on their batech of printing. They had dis-
mantled the photo-stat and did'nt intend to do any
more work until next Tuesday. The County Clerk said
he would have one of the girls type the description
for us, this afternoon.

When making the map, I advised Mr. Richards
that he should have his attorney copy the deserip-
tion and send it with the application. Iater Ktty.
Chinnock called at my office and I told him that
you would want the description.

I do not expect that Lewman or other water
users in the Baltimore ditch, successors to Bigelow,
will protest this transfer but it is probable that
you may receive protests from other rights. I think
it will be necessary to advertise.

The girl has brought in the desceription. Said
we should send them §$1l.66. Stamps will probably be

0. K.
Yours very t;%ig,
éféiz4ﬂ7C;??>_4£¢Z/chdﬂn

Watermaster District No. 16.
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Harch 1, 1947

Mr. James T. Chinnock
Attorney at Law

First Neticnal Bank Bldg.
Granta Pass, Oregon >

Dear Mr, Chinncck:

ihis will acknowledge receipt of your letter of February 26
submitting epplicaticn on bebalf of Fred W. Richards for the approva
of a clange in point of diversion of weter from the West Fork of
Williams Creek, together with your check in the amount of $10.00.
Officinl Raceipt No. 2586 covering your remitiance is eneclosed.

From an examination of the Rogue Hiver Dscree it is noted
that the right awarded Albert and C. . Bigelow included cdomestic and
stock, as well as irrigation. Is it the applicant's wish to change
the point of diversion for only the irrigatien right, or should the
stock and domestic use be included.

I note that the proposed point of diversion under Item 13
is described es being located 250 feet south and 200 feet north from
the north guarter cormer of Secticn 26. From an exeminaticn of the map
accompanying the application, it wonld appear that the proposed point
of diversion is located approximatsly 250 feet south and 200 reet weet
from the north guarter corner of Secticn 26. For your convenlence in
checking this matter the applicution is being rsiurned.

Additional fees in the amount of $11.00 should eccompany ihe
application, when re-submitted, computed as follows:

Examinstion $ 5.00

Deposit for publicaticn

of notice 16.00
Total $21.00
Amcunt paid £10.00
Amcunt due £11.00

Very truly ycurs,

CHAS. E. STRICKLIE
State Enginesr

By
MFRilys Max F. Hogers, Assistant

Encl. S



LAW OFFICES OF JAMES T. CHINNOCK

FIRST NATIONAL BANK BUILDING

GRANTS PASS. OREGON

February 26, 1947.
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i
Mr. Charles E. Stricklin, res 2 ¢ 194
State Engineer, STATE ENGINFER
Salem, Oregon. S =y

Dear Mr. Sgrickline

I enclose herewith an application of Fred
Richards for a change of point of diversion of
waters how diversed by him through the Baltimore
Ditch from the West fork of Williams Creek.

T enclose herewith check in the sum of $10,.00,
on account of fees and costs.

I understand that you will publish the required
notice of hearinge.

I also enclose tracings and blue print to accom-
pany this application, prepared by Tom Pearce, Vater
laster. This application is made to secure a more
economical use of water, and a more practicable method
of irrigation of the lands of the applicant, which
were orlginally adjudicated unto C. O. and Albert
Bigelow, in the Rogue River Decree.

Ploase advise me what further steps are required,
and oblige

Very truly yours,

2 A

JTO/GAC.



Form B—3500
Setls—2-45

STATE ENGINEER’S RECEIPT AND STATEMENT
STATE OF OREGON

RECEIVED FROM

Postoffice address

The sum of - — Eleven and 00/100

Fred V. Ricla rds

Williams, YUregon

N?

2686

Salem, Orego&ﬁ.ééﬂju:ch..2.4,.,191.,7..-.....................

- e am wm e e e am o e e e = wm am = wm e

Pollars ($11.00 . )

FUND ON WHAT ACCOUNT AMOUNT
State Engineer Publication of Notice 11.00
Examination B L i Copying . R S e
Recording P, ApplicaliodNo...... R=27..... Certification RNy
Blue printing . ; L HEE O Miscellaneous recording . $.............
Recording certificates . $ el Permit . . No............... Adjudication fee . I
Transfer fee L Proof and entry fee 8o TSN
Annual license fee . Soal Claim . . " No. 2 Other fees note here with full statement
Penalty S Publ. of Notice $11.00
Filing fee e TBYOIECT R AN O R
Investigation fee [ J
License fee . - S
Miscellaneous fees . S
Received payment.

NOTE—State Engineer is also a member
of and secretary of the Hydroelectric Com-
mission of Oregon and secretary of the

State Reclamation Commission,

STATE PRINTING DEPT,

State Engineer



