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BEFORE THE WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF OREGON 
WATER RIGHTS DIVISION 

In the Matter of Instream Water Right 
Application IS 71467, Bear Creek, 
Grant County 

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 
Applicant. 

PROTEST TO 
PROPOSED FINAL 
ORDER 

Grant County, 
Protestant. 

Protestant, Grant County, a municipal corporation, pursuant to 

ORS 537.153(6) and OAR 690-77-043, hereby protests the Proposed 

Final Order for Application IS 71467 , Bear Creek, tributary to the 

Silvies River, in Grant County. 

I. 

INTRODUCTION 

The protestant's address and telephone number are: 

Grant County Court 
P.O. Box 220 
Canyon City, Oregon 97820 

(541) 575-0059 

Protestant's attorney in this matter is: 

Ronald S. Yockim 
Attorney At Law 
P.O. Box 2456 
548 SE Jackson, Suite 7 
Roseburg, Oregon 97470 

(541) 957-5900 

The protestant's interest in the Proposed Final Order is based 

upon Grant County having identified irrigation, domestic, 

livestock, ground water recharge, fire protection, fish life, 

wildlife, pollution abatement, and recreation as uses of Bear Creek 
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that are in the public interest and are also identified in the 

Malheur Lake Basin Plan as being in the public interest (See OAR 

690) It is Grant County's interest to conserve the highest use of 

the water for all purposes including irrigation, domestic use, 

municipal water supply, recreation, fish and wildlife, navigation, 

and road construction, maintenance, and reconstruction. 

Protestant represents its own interest as well as the public 

interest in the filing of this protest . The specific public 

interest that protestant represents is the use of this water for 

the highest public benefit, which in this case involves a balancing 

of public interests including water for irrigation, domestic use, 

municipal water supply recreation, fish and wildlife, navigation, 

and road construction, maintenance, and reconstruction. In 

addition, the applicant represents the public interest in insuring 

that the Director is following the law as established by the 

Legislature and as 

Plan. 

adopted in the Grant County Comprehensive 

Grant County also brings this protest to exercise the 

agreement with the Water Resources Department wherein it was 

stipulated that the Water Resources Department would consult with 

the County prior to proceeding further with the instream 

applications (See Jan. 3, 1992 Letter OWRD to Ronald S. Yockim) 

II. 

ISSUES 

1. The Proposed Final Order is in error or deficient in the 

following particulars: 
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A. 

B. 

Neither the instream application nor the Water Resources 

Department's ("Department") file provide sufficient technical 

data or information to support the flow rates requested. The 

record not only lacks substantial evidence, it also lacks the 

information required by OAR 690-77-020 and ORS 537.336. 

OAR 690-770-020(3) (g) requires an application to include 

at a minimum "a description of the technical data and methods 

used to determine the requested amounts;" (emphasis added) . 

In this case the file does not contain any 11 technical 

data", or any factual data, that supports the proposed 

instream flows. 

In reviewing the documentation in the Water Resources 

Department's files, we are unable to find any "water 

availability" analysis. 

This is a critical omission in that the "water 

availability" analysis provides information that is essential 

for determining the proper public interest balance between 

out-of-stream and instream needs . 

The requirement to conduct the "water availability" 

analysis for instream water rights is found in OAR 690-77-

029 (1) (b), wherein it is specified that as part of the initial 

review of the application, the Department is to determine the 

extent to which water is available from the proposed source 

during the times and in the amounts requested. 

While a specific water availability process is not 

Page 3 - PROTEST TO PROPOSED FINAL ORDER 
RECEIVED 

OCT ~ 9 1S95 

IN,u .:' . :-It·, . . ,· · , · J~t)T, 

G>~:.:.:.ii.;, ,;) ,~ .:.:.~- ,., 



defined in the instream water right rules (OAR 690-77), we 

find a number of references that indicate the Department was 

to examine the water availability by determining the amount of 

"unappropriated water available. 111 In addition, a requirement 

to determine the amount of unappropriated water can also be 

implied from the provisions relative to the ability to set 

instream flow levels that exceed current unappropriated water 

available (See OAR 690-77-015(2)). 

It is our opinion that these references indicate an 

intent that the water availability is to be calculated in part 

by reference to the amount of out-of-stream appropriations. 

Further support for the position that "water 

availability11 must include an examination of out-of - stream 

appropriations is found in the administrative rules relating 

to out-of-stream appropriations (OAR 690-300). While these 

rules address the out-of-stream permitting process, they are 

arguably applicable to the instream rights as well, as a 

result of Senate Bill 674. 

The 1995 Legislature in enacting Senate Bill 674 (§19), 

added the requirement that the instream water rights are to b e 

processed in accordance with the provisions for obtaining a 

permit to appropriate water as provided under ORS 537.140 to 

537.250. Among these provisions, is the requirement to 

1 11 Unappropriated Water Available: means water that exceeds 
the quantities required to meet existing water rights of record, 
minimum streamf lows and inst ream water rights and for known and yet 
to be quantified Native American treaty rights." OAR 690 - 77 -
010 (29) 
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determine whether water is available (ORS 537.153(2)) 

"In reviewing the application under subsection (1) of 
this section, the department shall presume that a 
proposed use will not impair or be detrimental to the 
public interest if the proposed use is allowed in the 
applicable basins program . . or given a preference 
under ORS 536.310(12), if water is available, 11 

(emphasis added). 

The rules implementing ORS 537.153(2) specify that the 

term "water is available" is defined as: 

(a) (A) The requested source is not over-appropriated 
under OAR 690-400-100 and 690-410-070 during any period 
of the proposed use; or 

(b) For surface water applications received before July 
17, 1992, the provisions of subsection (a) of this 
section shall apply except that the determination of 
whether a requested source is over-appropriated under OAR 
690-400-010 and 690-410-070 shall be based upon whether 
the quantity of water available during a specified period 
is not sufficient to meet the expected demands for all 
water rights at least 50 percent of the time during that 
period. 11 

OAR 690-300-010 (58) (emphasis added) 

Since the instream applications are to be processed in 

the same manner as out-of-stream applications, we believe they 

must be accompanied by the "water availability" analysis 

described in subsection (b) above. 

We note that although the Proposed Final Order does 

contain a reference relative to the "amount of water 

available", this reference is misleading in that it implies a 

water availability analysis was performed, when in fact it was 

not. The "amount of water available" data presented in the 

"Initial Reviews" is in fact the "Estimated Average Natural 
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C. 

Flow. 11 

The 11 Estimated Average Natural Flow 11 calculations 

incorporated into the Proposed Final Order are not only 

legally insufficient, reliance upon these calculations alone 

deprives the public of the opportunity to fully consider and 

comment on the proposed action. 

A complete water availability analysis must be conducted 

and the public afforded an opportunity to review the results. 

The water availability analysis will provide the public a 

benchmark upon which to review whether the request is in the 

public interest and whether it is for the minimum amount 

necessary as required by Senate Bill 674. 

The administrative file lacks information as to whether 

the amount of water requested is in fact the "minimum quantity 

of water necessary 11 as required by Senate Bill 674. 

In enacting Senate Bill 674, the Legislature modified the 

instream water right law to limit the amount of water that 

could be requested for instream flows to the minimum amount 

necessary. 

11 In-stream flow means the minimum quantity of water 
necessary to support the public use requested by an 
agency." 

( ORS 5 3 7 . 3 3 2 ( 2) ) . 

Notwithstanding the 11 minimum quantity11 restrictions, we 

are unable to find in the files any indication that findings 

have been made as to whether the requested flows are in fact 
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minimums. 

This is an essential element of an instream filing and is 

particularly suspect in this case for the instream 

applications were filed at a time when the Oregon Department 

of Fish and Wildlife's ("ODF&W") policy was to seek optimum 

flows. 

We note that the ODF&W administrative rules in place at 

the time the instream applications were submitted state that 

it is the policy of the Fish and Wildlife Commission to apply 

for instream water rights to provide optimum benefits. (OAR 

635-400-005) . Furthermore, the regulations specify that the 

instream flow requirement is to be no less than the highest 

instream flow or water surface elevation required by any of 

the fish and wildlife species during the specified period 

(OAR 635-400-015(8). 

While the applications do not state on their face that 

they seek the optimum or highest flow, both regulations would 

lead to the presumption that the ODF&W did not apply for the 

minimum quantity as required by Senate Bill 674. Support for 

this conclusion is found in the application wherein the amount 

of flow requested exceeds the "estimated average natural flow" 

at the 50% exceedence. 

In addition, ODF&W regulations also specify that if an 

instream request is for greater than 70% or less than 30% of 

the naturally occurring stream flows for any given time period 

it is to be evaluated for appropriateness in relation to 
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D. 

naturally occurring stream flows. The appropriateness review 

would be essential information to both the Department and the 

public in considering whether the application is in the public 

interest. Unfortunately, none of the Department's files 

contain references as to whether this essential evaluation has 

in fact occurred. 

The Proposed Final Order also fails to disclose whether 

the various local governments and landowners have been 

contacted relative to this application. 

We note that under the existing regulations, the instream 

applicants are to provide, as part of the application, a copy 

of any letters they have issued that notify the affected local 

government of the intent to file the instream water right 

application (OAR 690-77-020940(j)). The application did not 

include letters from ODF&W to the Grant County Court. 

In addition, under OAR 690-77-019(1), each application 

for an instream water right is to comply with ORS 537.140, 

wherein each application for a water right permit is to 

include the name and mailing address of any owner of the land 

upon which the source of the water supply is located . In this 

case, there has been no statement as to land ownership . 

The requirement to notify affected governments and 

landowners insures the public interest issues are fully 

analyzed by both the agencies and public. In the absence of 

these elements, the application is in fact incomplete and 
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E. 

F. 

should be returned (OAR 690-77-027(1)). Returning the 

applications will allow the public, county and applicant to 

resolve a number of the public interest questions raised by 

the applications. 

The Proposed Final Order allocates all of the natural 

stream flow during the months of August, September, October, 

November, and December for instream purposes. This allocation 

is detrimental to the public interest since it does not allow 

any water for other beneficial uses such as road 

construction, reconstruction and maintenance (ORS 537.040); 

storage of surface water (ORS 537.143); or otherwise consider 

a balance of all purposes, including irrigation, domestic use, 

municipal water supply, power development, public recreation, 

protection of commercial and game fishing and wildlife, fire 

protection, mining, industrial purposes, navigation, scenic 

attractions or any other beneficial use which may have a 

special value to the public (ORS 537.170(8) (a)). 

The Proposed Final Order does not leave any water during 

the months of August, September, October, November, and 

December for uses covered in ORS 537.022 (wetland enhancement, 

stream restoration, off-channel reservoirs, livestock and 

wildlife watering, storm water management, etc). Since these 

projects are subject to regulation if any injury to a water 

right with an earlier priority occurs (ORS 537.032), they will 
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G. 

be limited in their effectiveness if the instream water right 

is granted in a manner that allocates all of the natural flow 

to instream. These projects are in the public interest and 

will be detrimentally affected if the Proposed Final Order is 

not modified. 

The Proposed Final Order is not in the public interest in 

that it allocates all of the natural flow during August, 

September, October, November, and December to instream values 

and leaves no water available for the uses described in ORS 

537.143, including road construction and maintenance, general 

construction and forestland or rangeland management. Since 

these limited license activities are prohibited if they cause 

injury to any other water right, the granting of all of the 

natural flow will nullify the ability to exercise the 

provisions of this statute. The public interest will be 

detrimentally affected unless the final order is conditioned 

to exempt these uses from the instream flow . 

2. The Proposed Final Order can be modified to correct the 

alleged errors and deficiencies by issuing the final order with the 

following: 

a. providing that for the purposes of water distribution, 

this instream right shall not have priority ove r road 

construction, reconstruction or maintenance, human 

consumption, domestic expanded, livestock, and the uses 
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described in ORS 537.040, ORS 537.143, and ORS 537.022; 

b. limiting the amount of instream flows to less than the 

natural flow of the stream in a manner that balances the 

public uses and allows for the activities covered by ORS 

537.022, ORS 537 . 040, ORS 537.143, and ORS 537.170(8); 

III. 
LEGAL AUTHORITIES 

The protestant relies upon the following citations for legal 

authority supporting the protest: 

1. ORS 537; ORS 536; ORS 183, ORS 197.180 

2 . Malheur Lake Basin Program plan; 

3. Grant County Comprehensive Plan; 

4. OAR 635-100-130; OAR 635-415-030 . 

Ronald S. Yockim 
Attorney for Pr 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the jl:b--- day of ~ , 1996 
I served a true and accurate copy of the foregoing Protest to the 
Proposed Final Order on the applicant by mailing said copy by first 
class mail, postage prepaid, by depositing said copy in the United 
States Post Office in Roseburg, Oregon, addressed as set forth 
below: 

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 
2501 SW First Avenue 
P.O. Box 59 
Portland, Oregon 97207 
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Oregon Water Resources Department 
Water Rights/Adjudication Section 

Water Right Application Number: IS 71467 

Proposed Final Order 

summary of Recommendation: The Department recommends that the attached 
draft certificate be i.ssued with conditions. 

Application History 

On 3/28/91, the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife submitted an 
application to the Department for the following instream water right 
certificate. 

Source: 

County: 

Purpose: 

BEAR CR tributary to SILVIES R 

Grant 

Migration, spawning, egg incubation, fry emergence, and 
juvenile rearing. 

The amount of water {in cubic feet per second) requested by month: 

JAN 
1st¾ 6.0 
2nd¾ 6.0 

FEB 
6,0 
9.0 

MAR 
12. 0 
12.0 

To be maintained in: 

APR 
12,0 
12. 0 

MAY 
12.0 
12.0 

JUN 
12.0 
9.0 

JUL AUG 
6.0 6.0 
6,0 6.0 

SEP 
6.0 
6.0 

OCT 
6.0 
6.0 

NOV 
6.0 
6.0 

DEC 
6.0 
6.0 

BEAR CREEK FROM ANTELOPE CREEK AT RIVER MILE 7.4 (SWNE, SECTION 28, 
TOWNSHIP 16S, RANGE 32E WM) ; TO THE MOUTH AT RIVER MILE O. 0 (SENE, 
SECTION 34, TOWNSHIP 16S, RANGE 31E WM) 

The Department mailed the applicant notice of its Initial Review on 
December 11, 1995. Public notice of the application was provide in the 
Department's weekly public notice on December 26, 1995. Comments were 
received for 30 days. 

The following supporting data was submitted by the applicant: 

(a) Fish and Wildlife Resources of the Malheur Lake Basin, Oregon, 
and Their Water Requirements; March, 1968. 

(bl Determining Minimum Flow Requirements for Fish, ODFW Report 
January 20, 1984. 

(c) Developing and Application of Spawning Velocity and Depth 
Criteria for Oregon Salmonids, Alan K. Smith, Transactions of 
the American Fisheries Society, April 1973. 

{d) Determining Stream Flows for Fish Life, Oregon State Game 
Commission Report, March 1972. 
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(e) A letter dated April 5, 1996, stating that the flows requested 
in this application are the minimum amount necessary to 
restore, protect and enhance populations and habitats of 
native wildlife species at self-sustaining levels 

In reviewing applications, the Department may consider any relevant 
sources of information, including the following: 

- comments by or consultation with another state agency 
- any applicable basin program 
- any applicable comprehensive plan or zoning ordinance 
- the amount of water available 
- the proposed rate of use 
- pending senior applications and existing water rights of record 
- the Scenic Waterway requirements of ORS 390.835 
- applicable statutes, administrative rules, and case law 
- any comments received 

An assessment with respect to conditions previously imposed on other 
instream water rights granted for the same source has been completed. 

An evaluation of the information received from the local government(s) 
regarding the compatibility of the proposed instream water use with land 
use plans and regulations has been completed. 

The level of instream flow requested is based on the methods of 
determining instream flow needs that have been approved by administrative 
rule of the agency submitting this application. 

Findings of Fact 

The basin Basin Program allows the proposed use. 

Senior water rights exist on this source or on downstream waters. 

The source of water is not above a State Scenic Waterway. 

The source of water is not withdrawn from appropriation by order of 
the State Engineer or legislatively withdrawn by ORS 538. 

The estimated average natural flow for the lower end of the requested 
reach is as follows (in cubic feet per second): 

JAN 
10.3 

FEB MAR APR MAY JUN 
15.7 34.2 106.0 86.2 41.5 

JUL AUG 
11. 2 5. 82 

Conclusions of Law 

SEP OCT NOV DEC 
5.52 5.47 7.03 8.27 

Under the provisions of ORS 537.153, the Department must 

presume that a proposed use will not impair or be 
detrimental to the public interest if the proposed 
use is allowed in the applicable basin program 
established pursuant to ORS 536.300 and 536.340 or 
given a preference under ORS 536. 310 (12), if water 
is available, if the proposed use will not injure 
other water rights and if the proposed use complied 
with rules of the Water Resources Commission. 
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The proposed use requested in this application is allowed in the 
basin Basin Plan. 

No preference for this use is granted under the provisions of ORS 
536. 310 (12). 

The proposed use will not injure other water rights. 

The proposed use complies with rules of the Water Resources 
Commission. , 

The proposed use complies with the State Agency Agreement for land 
use. 

The proposed instream flows do not fully appropriate this source of 
water year round. Water is available for additional storage. 

Water is not available for the proposed use at the amount requested 
year round because the unappropriated water available is less than 
the amounts requested during some months. 

For these 
discussed 
therefore 

reasons, the presumption set forth in ORS 537.153, as 
above, has not been established. The application 

has been processed without the statutory presumption. 

"When instream water rights are set at levels which exceed current 
unappropriated water available the water right not only protects 
remaining supplies from future appropriation but establishes a management 
objective for achieving the amounts of instream flows necessary to 
support the identified public uses." OAR 690-77-015(2). 

"The amount of appropriation for out-of-stream purposes shall not be a 
factor in determining the amount of an instream water right." "The 
amount allowed during any time period for the water right shall not 
exceed the estimated average natural flow ... " (excerpted from OAR 690-
77-015 (3) and (4)). 

Because the proposed use exceeds the available water, it can not be 
presumed to be in the public interest. However, under the direction of 
OAR 690-77-015 (2) (3) and(4), the proposed use is in the public interest 
up to the limits of the estimated average natural flow. 

Oregon law allows certain uses of water to take precedence over other 
uses in certain circumstances. When proposed uses of water are 
insufficient for all who desire to use them, preference shall be given 
to human consumption purposes over all Qther uses and for livestock 
consumption over any other use (excerpted from ORS 536.310 (12)). 

The Department therefore concludes that 

• the proposed use, as limited in the draft certificate, will 
not result in injury to other. water rights, 

• the proposed use, as limited in the draft certificate, will 
not impair or be detrimental to the public interest as 
provided in ORS 537.170. 

• the proposed use, as limited in the draft certificate, will 
include the following conditions: for purposes of water 
distribution, this instream right shall not have priority over 
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1st½ 
2nd½ 

human or livestock consumption. 
• the flows are to be measured at the lower end of the stream 

reach to protect necessary flows throughout the reach. 
• the stream flows listed below represent the minimum flows 

necessary to support the public use. 

JAN 
6.0 
6.0 

FEB 
6.0 
9.0 

MAR 
12.0 
12.0 

APR 
12.0 
12.0 

MAY 
12.0 
12.0 

JUN 
12. 0 

9.0 

JUL 
6.0 
6.0 

Recommendation 

AUG 
5.82 
5.82 

SEP 
5.52 

5.52 

OCT 
5.47 
5.47 

NOV 
6.0 
6.0 

DEC 
6.0 
6.0 

The Department recommends that the attached draft certificate be 
issued with conditions. 

ghts and Adjudications Division 

Protest Rights 

Under the provisions of ORS 537.153(6) or 537.621(7), you have the 
right to submit a protest against this proposed final order. Your 
protest must be in writing, and must include the following: 
• Your name, address, and telephone number; 
• A description of your interest in the proposed final order, 

and, if you claim to represent the public interest, a 
precise statement of the public interest represented; 

• A detailed description of how the action proposed in this 
proposed final order would impair or be detrimental to 
your interest; 

• A detailed description of how the proposed final order is in 
error or deficient, and how to correct the alleged error 
or deficiency; 

• Any citation of legal authority to support your protest, if 
known; and 

• If you are not the applicant, the $200 protest fee required by 
ORS 536.050. 

• Proof of service of the protest upon the applicant. 

Your protest must be received in the Water Resources Department no 
later than October 11, 1996. 

After the protest period has ended, the Director will either issue 
a final order or schedule a contested case hearing. The contested 
case hearing will be scheduled only if a protest has been submitted 
and if 
• upon review of the issues the director finds that there are 

significant disputes related to the proposed use of 
water, or 

• the applicant requests a contested case hearing within 30 days 
after the close of the protest period. 
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X:lRAF'l' 
STATE OF OREGON 

CERTIFICATE OF WATER RIGHT 

THIS CERTIFICATE ISSUED TO 

Oregon Water Resources Department 
158 12th Street NE 
Salem, Oregon 97310 

The specific limits for the use are listed below along with conditions of use. 

Source: 

County: 

Purpose: 

BEAR CR tributary to SILVIES R 

Grant 

Migration, spawning, egg incubation, fry emergence, and juvenile 
rearing. 

To be maintained in: 

BEAR CREEK FROM ANTELOPE CREEK AT RIVER MILE 7.4 (SWNE, SECTION 28, TOWNSHIP 
16S, RANGE 32E WM); TO THE MOUTH AT RIVER MILE 0.0 (SENE, SECTION 34, TOWNSHIP 
16S, RANGE 31E WM) 

The right is established under Oregon Revised Statutes 537.341. 

The date of priority is 3/28/91. 

The following conditions apply to the use of water under this certificate: 

1. The right is limited to not more than the amounts, in cubic feet per 
second, during the time periods listed below: 

JAN 
1st½ 6.0 
2nd½ 6 .o 

FEB 
6.0 
9.0 

MAR 
12.0 
12. 0 

APR 
12.0 
12.0 

MAY 
12.0 
12.0 

JUN 
12.0 

9.0 

JUL AUG SEP 
6.0 5.82 5.52 
6.0 5.82 5.52 

OCT 
5.47 
5.47 

NOV DEC 
6.0 6.0 
6.0 6.0 

2. The water right holder shall measure and report the in-stream flow 
along the reach of the stream or river described in the certificate 
as may be required by the standards for in-stream water right 
reporting of the Water Resources Commission. 

3. For purposes of water distribution, this instream right shall not 
have priority over human or livestock consumption. 

4. The instream flow allocated pursuant to this water right is not in 
addition to other instream flows created by a prior water right or 
designated minimum perennial stream flow. 

5. The flows are to be measured at the lower end of the stream reach 
to protect necessary flows throughout the reach. 

Witness the signature of the Water Resources Director affixed this __ day of 



19 __ 

Water Resources Director 

Recorded in State Record of Water Right Certificate number 

IS 71467 



COPY CHECK-OFF SHEET FOR PROPOSED FINAL ORDERS 

CC: FILE# IS_ 714~7 

WATERMASTER # BILL BEAL 

REGIONAL_MANAGER: KENT SEARLES 

ODF&W - County: Grant 

DE 

PARKS_ 

OTHSR STATE AGENCY IF NECESSARY: 

DIVISION 33 LIST: __ COLUMBIA RIVER INTERTRIBAL FISH COMMISSION; U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE; 
(CHECK ONLY IF APPLICABLE) NORTHWEST POWER PLANNING COUNCIL & NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES 

POWER BUILDER UPDATER; 

WATER FOR LIFE (TODD HEIDGERKEN) 

OTHER ADDRESSES OF PEOPLE WHO PAID THE $10 FEE: 

PEOPLE WITH OBJECTIONS. COMMENTS OR REQUESTED COPY W/O $10 (SEND THE $10 LETTER): 

CASEWORKER CINDY SMITH 



INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 
Water Rights Section 

--mlfflr 
FROM: Dwight French, x268~ 

DATE: March 26, 1997 

RE: Water Availability for ISWR applications/files 

You asked about the file copies of Estimated Average Natural Flow 
(EANF) for ISWR applications. 

There is not a printout in each file similar to what you would 
generally see in an out of stream application file. The EANF 
information is in either the Technical Review (TR) or Initial 
Review (IR) as well as the Proposed Final Order (PFO). 

During the processing of the ISWR applications, Rick Cooper and/or 
Ken Stahr would provide us with a electronic copy of the water 
availability information for a particular group of ISWR 
applications. We would then cut and paste that information 
directly into the TR or IR. When preparing the PFO, we would cut 
and paste from the TR or IR directly into the PFO. 

In summary, our EANF numbers are in the TR or IR and the PFO for 
each particular ISWR application file. 

cc: Mike Mattick 

A- ti ? rv {cs fed 15 wl'Z F, t-.? r 



.. ~rri 0
Af!p(lcatlons with Protests 

2197 
Basin App Nurn 

2 

o< 71556 A 

Total for Basin 2 : 1 

4 

{I{. 71793 

of.. 71798 

72076 

72077 

72078 

72079 

72080 

72081 

Total for Basin 4 : 8 

5 

'(f,,. 70353 

l 10354 

Of\ 70357 

I ;~::: .L 70358 

t)I'- 70605 

\ 70606 

_.L 70606 

l 10612 

\ 

70695 

~70695 

1 73199 

Total for Basin 5 : 13 

6 

(69949 
I' 

1 1"' \Y 69949 

;,j!' ol"i 69951 

vv \" 69951 

•age 1 of 6 

69958 

69958 

69958 

69959 

w 
w 
w 
w 
w 
w 
w 
w 

A 

A 

A 

s 
s 
A 

A 

s 
A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

s 
s 
A 

s 
A 

s 
s 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON bEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

~ 

1 
-yg 

14 
"L 

I 
3 
1 
l1 
f), 
ll 
[2 



,ottwam Appllcatlons with Protests 
4/2/97 

Basin AppNum 

6 

69959 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

69959 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & .PARKS 

69961 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

69961 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

69961 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

69963 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

69963 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

L69963 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

tK 70251 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

(Y, 70589 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70640 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70640 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70641 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70641 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70642 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70642 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE -o K 70645 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

I 70645 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

! 70646 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE ' I 

I 
70646 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70651 s OREGON1DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE I 

\ 70651 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70652 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70652 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70653 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70653 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70654 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70654 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70655 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

;v 70655 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

Total for Basin 6: 38 

9 

70863 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70864 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70870 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

72163 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

72168 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

Page 2 of6 



1stream Applications with Protests 
f2197 

'3asln AppNum 

9 

72168 

72169 

72169 

72170 

72173 

72181 

72186 

72187 

72188 

72191 

72194 

Total for Basin 9 : 16 

10 

71450 

71455 

71455 

Total for Basin 10 : 3 

11 &i \~.\ 
{)lJl1 l't ))v 1001 

Total for Basm 11 : 1 

12 

71467 

71468 

71472 

Total for Basin 12 : 3 

13 

70486 

70487 

70656 

70657 

70658 

70659 

70662 

70663 

70664 

Total for Basin 13 : 9 

Page 3 of 6 

A 

A 

s 
A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

s 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 



lnstre4lin Applications with Protests 
4i2/91 

Basin AppNum 

14 

IT:'~ A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

,f 0094 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE&' PARKS 

0094 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE & PARKS 

70798 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70798 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70799 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70799 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70800 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70800 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70801 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70801 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70802 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70802 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70804 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70804 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70807 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70807 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70807 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70808 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70808 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70809 A OREGOl'j DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70809 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70809 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70812 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70812 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70812 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70812 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70813 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70813 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70813 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70813 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70813 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70815 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70815 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70816 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70816 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70821 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

Page 4 of 6 



1tream Applications with Protests 
!/97 

Basin App Num 

14 

70824 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70826 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70829 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70829 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70829 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70829 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70830 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70830 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70830 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

Total for Basin 14: 46 

15 

70982 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70993 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70998 w OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71008 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71201 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71614 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71622 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

72843 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

Total for Basin 15: 8 

16 

71172 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71173 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71174 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71181 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71182 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71183 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71184 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71185 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71190 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71192 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71193 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

73350 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

Total for Basin 16 : 12 

17 

70228 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

'age 5 of6 



lnstre;;im Applications with Protests 
412197 

Basin AppNum 

17 

70229 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70230 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70348 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70348 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70448 s OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70448 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70574 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70877 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70891 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70895 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70895 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

70915 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

71697 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

80446 A OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

Total for Basin 17 : 15 

173 

Page 6 of 6 
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Oregon Water Resources ·nepartment 
Water Rights/Adjudication Section 
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Water Right Application Number: IS 71467 m~ '° 0 (I) ffl 
Proposed Final Order 

Zo 
m 
"tJ 
:-f 

Summary of Recommendation: The Department recommends that the attached 
draft certificate be issued with conditions. 

Application History 

On 3/28/91, the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife submitted an 
application to the Department for the following instream water right 
certificate . 

Source: BEAR CR tributary to SILVIES R 

Grant County: 

Purpose: Migration, spawning, egg incubation, fry emergence, and 
juvenile rearing. 

The amount of water (in cubic feet per second) requested by month: 

JAN 
FE~ 

MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 
1st½ 6.0 6.0 12.0 12.0 t 2.0 12.0 6 . 0 6.0 6.0 6.0 6 . 0 6.0 
2nd½ 6.0 9.0 12.0 12.0 12 . 0 9. 0 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 6 . 0 6 . 0 ,.o is?-0 4, 0 ~ ,D 4, 0 3 ,0 .? , 0 ')_ , 0 "i) , 0 3, 0 

To be maintained in: 

BEAR CREEK FROM ANTELOPE CREEK AT RIVER MILE 7.4 (SWNE, SECTION 28, 
TOWNSHIP 16S, RANGE 32E WM); TO THE MOUTH AT RIVER MILE 0 . 0 (SENE, 
SECTION 34, TOWNSHIP 16S, RANGE 31E WM) 

The Department mailed the applicant notice of its Initial Review on 
December 11, 1995. Public notice of the application was provide in the 
Department's weekly public notice on December 26 , 1995. Comments were 
received for 30 days. 

The following supporting data was submitted by the applicant : 

(a) Fish and Wildlife Resources of the Malheur Lake Basin, Oregon, 
and Their Water Requirements; March, 1968 . 

(b) Determining Minimum Flow Requirements for Fish, ODFW Report 
January 20, 1984. 

(c) Developing and Application of Spawning Velocity and Depth 
Criteria for Oregon Salmonids, Alan K. Smith, Transactions of 
the American Fisheries Society, April 1973 . 

(d) Determining Stream Flows ·for Fish Life, Oregon State Game 
Commission Report, March 1972. 

1 

:a: n 
~ n -< n 
C 



(e) A letter dated April 5, 1996, stating that the flows requested 
in this application are the minimum amount necessary to 
restore, protect and enhance populations and habitats of 
native wildlife species at self-sustaining levels 

In reviewing applications, the Department may consider any relevant 
sources of information, including the following: 

- comments by or consultation with another state agency 
- any applicable basin program 
- any applicable comprehensive plan or zoning ordinance 
- the amount of water available 
- the proposed rate of use 
- pending senior applications and existing water rights of record 
- the Scenic Waterway requirements of ORS 390.835 
- applicable statutes, administrative rules, and case law 
- any comments received 

An assessment with respect to conditions previously imposed on other 
instream water rights granted for the same source has been completed. 

An evaluation of the information received from the local government(s) 
regarding the compatibility of the proposed instream water use with land 
use plans and regulations has been completed. 

The level of instream flow requested is based on the methods of 
determining instream flow needs that have been approved by administrative 
rule of the agency submitting this application. 

Findings of Fact 

The basin Basin Program allows the proposed use. 

Senior water rights exist on this source or on downstream waters. 

The source of water is not above a State Scenic Waterway. 

The source of water is not withdrawn from appropriation by order of 
the State Engineer or legislatively withdrawn by ORS 538. 

The estimated average natural flow for the lower end of the requested 
reach is as follows (in cubic feet per second): 

JAN 
10.3 

FEB MAR APR MAY JUN 
15.7 34,2 106.0 86.2 41.5 

JUL AUG 
11.2 5.82 

Conclusions of Law 

SEP OCT NOV DEC 
5.52 5.47 7.03 8.27 

Under the provisions of ORS 537.153, the Department must 

presume that a proposed use will not impair or be 
detrimental to the public interest if the proposed 
use is allowed in the applicable basin program 
established pursuant to ORS 536. 300 and 536. 340 or 
given a preference under ORS 536.310(12), if water 
is available, if the proposed use will not injure 
other water rights and if the proposed use complied 
with rules of the Water Resources Commission. 

2 



The proposed use r~quested in this application is 
basin Basin Plan. 

RECEIVE1 
SEP 18 1996 

WATER RESOURCES DI 
SALEM, OREGON 

allowed in the 

No preference for this use is granted under the provisions of ORS 
536.310(12). 

The proposed use will not injure other water rights. 

The proposed use complies with rules of the Water Resources 
Commission . 

The proposed use complies with the State Agency Agreement for land 
use. 

The proposed instream flows do not fully appropriate this source of 
water year round. Water is available for additional storage. 

Water is not available for the proposed use at the amount requested 
year round because the unappropriated water available is less than 
the amounts requested during some months. 

For these reasons, the presumption set forth in ORS 537.153, as 
discussed above, has not been established. The application 
therefore has been processed without the statutory presumption. 

"When instream water rights are set at levels which exceed current 
unappropriated water available the water right not only protects 
remaining supplies from future appropriation but establishes a management 
objective for achieving the amounts of instream flows necessary to 
support the identified public uses. 11 OAR 690-77-015 (2) . . 

"The amount of appropriation for out-of-stream purposes shall not be a 
factor in determining the amount of an instream water right. 11 "The 
amount allowed during any time period for the water right shall not 
exceed the estimated average natural flow ... 11 (excerpted from OAR 690-
77-015 (3) and (4)). 

Because the proposed use exceeds the available water, it can not be 
presumed to be in the public interest. However, under the direction of 
OAR 690-77-015 (2) (3) and(4), the proposed use is in the public interest 
up to the limits of the estimated average natural f low . 

Oregon law allows certain uses of water to take precedence over other 
uses in certain circumstances. When proposed uses of water are 
insufficient for all who desire to use them, preference shall be given 
to human consumption purposes over all other uses and for livestock 
consumption over any other use (excerpted from ORS 536.310 (12)). 

The Department therefore concludes that 

• the proposed use, as limited in the draft certificate, will 
not result in injury to other water rights, 

• the proposed use, as limited in the draft certificate, will 
not impair or be detrimental to the public interest as 
provided in ORS 537.170. 

• the proposed use, as limited in the draft certificate, will 
include the following conditions: for purposes of water 
distribution, this instream right shall not have priority over 

3 



1st½ 
2nd½ 

human or livestock consumption. 
• the flows are to be measured at .the lower end of the stream 

reach to protect necessary flows throughout the reach. 
• the stream flows listed below represent the minimum flows 

necessary to support the public use. 

JAN 
6.0 
6.0 

FEB 
6.0 
9.0 

MAR 
12.0 
12.0 

APR 
12.0 
12.0 

MAY 
12.0 
12.0 

JUN 
12. 0 

9.0 

JUL 
6.0 
6.0 

Recommendation 

AUG 
5.82 
5.82 

SEP 
5.52 

5.52 

OCT 
5.47 
5.47 

NOV 
6.0 
6.0 

DEC 
6.0 
6.0 

The Department recommends that the attached draft certificate be 
issued with conditions . 

. App egate 
trator 
ights and Adjudications Division 

Protest Rights 

Under the provisions of ORS 537.153(6) or 537.621(7), you have the 
right to submit a protest against this proposed final order. Your 
protest must be in writing, and must include the following: 
• Your name, address, and telephone number; 
• A description of your interest in the proposed final order, 

and, if you claim to represent the public interest, a 
precise statement of the public interest represented; 

• A detailed description of how the action proposed in this 
proposed final order would impair or be detrimental to 
your interest; 

• A detailed description of how the proposed final order is in 
error or deficient, and how to correct the alleged error 
or deficiency; 

• Any citation of legal authority to support your protest, if 
known; and 

• If you are not the applicant, the $200 protest fee required by 
ORS 536.050. 

• Proof of service of the protest upon the applicant. 

Your protest must be received in the Water Resources Department no 
later than October 11, 1996. 

After the protest period has ended, the Director will either issue 
a final order or schedule a contested case hearing. The contested 
case hearing will be scheduled only if a protest has been submitted 
and if 
• upon review of the issues the director finds that there are 

significant disputes related to the proposed use of 
water, or 

• the applicant requests a contested case hearing within 30 days 
after the close of the protest period. 

4 
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RECEIVED 
D:ru\FT 

STATE OF OREGON 

CERTIFICATE OF WATER RIGHT 

THIS CERTIFICATE ISSUED TO 

SEP 16 1996 
WATER RESOURCES DEPT. 

SALEM, OREGON 

Oregon Water Resources Department 
158 12th Street NE 
Salem, Oregon 97310 

The specific limits for the use are listed below along with conditions of use. 

Source: 

County: 

Purpose: 

BEAR CR tributary to SILVIES R 

Grant 

Migration, spawning, egg incubation, fry emergence, and juvenile 
rearing. 

To be maintained in: 

BEAR CREEK FROM ANTELOPE CREEK AT RIVER MILE 7.4 (SWNE, SECTION 28, TOWNSHIP 
16S, RANGE 32E WM); TO THE MOUTH AT RIVER MILE 0.0 (SENE, SECTION 34, TOWNSHIP 
16S, RANGE 31E WM) 

The right is established under Oregon Revised Statutes 537.341. 

The date of priority is 3/28/91. 

The following conditions apply to the use of water under this certificate: 

1. The right is limited to not more than the amounts , in cubic feet per 
second, during the time periods listed below: 

JAN 
1st½ 6.0 
2nd½ 6. o 

FEB 
6.0 
9.0 

MAR 
12.0 
12.0 

APR 
12.0 
12.0 

MAY 
12.0 
12.0 

JUN 
12.0 

9.0 

JUL AUG SEP 
6 . 0 5.82 5.52 
6.0 5.82 5.52 

OCT 
5.47 
5.47 

NOV DEC 
6.0 6.0 
6.0 6.0 

2. The water right holder shall measure and report the in-stream flow 
along the reach of the stream or river described in the certificate 
as may be required by the standards for in-stream water right 
reporting of the Water Resources Commission. 

3. For purposes of water distribution, this instream right shall not 
have priority over human or livestock consumption. 

4. The instream flow allocated pursuant to this water right is not in 
addition to other instream flows created by a prior water right or 
designated minimum perennial stream flow. 

5. The flows are to be measured at the lower end of the stream reach 
to protect necessary flows throughout the reach . 

. Witness the signature of the Water Resources Director affixed this _ _ day of 



-----' 19 __ . 

Water Resources Director 

Recorded in State Record of Water Right Certificate number 

IS 71467 



PFO AND FO NOTIFICATION LIST FOR FILE NUMBER: 

IS-71467 BASIN #l2 

CLYDE HOLLIDAY FAMILY 
D & G HOPPER RANCH 

RANC,HCR 77 BOX 90 
,PO BOX 159 
,PO BOX 9 JACK & TERESA SOUTHWORTH 

OREGON DEPT OF FISH AND 
PONDEROSA RANCH 

WI,PO BOX 59 
,HC 30 BOX 
,IZEE ROUTE 
,PO BOX 647 

3439 
SPROUT & IMPROVE INC 
WALTER HOYT 

,JOHN DAY 
,SENECA 
,SENECA 
,PORTLAND 
,BURNS 
,CANYON CITY 
,BURNS 

,OR,97845 
,OR,97873 
,OR,97873 
,OR,97207 
,OR,97720 
,OR, 97820 
,OR,97720 

For some with long names or addresses, the complete name and address are 
located in the file. Those who receive the Departments weekly public 
notice do not receive additional notice. 



BEFORE THE WATER RESOURCES 

In the matter of Instream 
Water Rights Applications 
Filed by the Oregon Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 

RECEIVED 
Mli y 2 ,'J 199 

COMMISSION OF THE STAT-iy,.fµ"EROREGON I 
REsouRc 

SALEM, ORE ES DEP; , 
A 1 . t· N 71474 GON pp 1ca ion os. 

• 71472 
71468 
71467 

REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Ji,p;/4u,f?ct?( Lkt ::clr<:- I of <;;~ 0~ 
requests of the Water Resources Commission a review and contested 
case hearing on the above set forth applications filed by the 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife for instream water rights 

Said ranch is a member of the public in ffor'~ and/or-
counta,e-e--, a water user, and or a future water 

user who may apply t6 appropriate water at a later date. This 
ranch would be adversely affected by the granting of the subject 
applications for the following reasons: 

(1) The instream water rights applied for are economically 
wasteful and unnecessary in that the flow rates applied for request 
a higher quantity of flow than is needed to support the fish and 
wildlife populations involved, nor is the amount requested even 
available in many instances . 

(2) In the upper reaches of the Silvies River drainage 
along with the major tributaries, irrigation has little effect 
on stream flows because the water used returns very quickly 
to the main stream along these narrow valleys. 

(J) Historically this area has irrigated these lands 
by putting out water behind large dikes to hold up soil water 
levels after the higher stream flows have fallen below diversion 
points. These pools of water provide many sources of waterfowl 
habitat during the nesting season, plus providing much green feed 
for big game animals as the feed in the surrounding hills dry up 
later in the summer . 

( 4) The use of the "Oregon Method" for establishing flow 
levels does not allow for seasonally natural flow deficiencies, 
nor does the Department of Fish and Wildlife have any historic 
stream flow data on which to base flow requests. Some streams 
where 2 cu ft/sec are requested during the late summer and fall 
months do not flow at all on 7 out of 10 years, and on t he 
years where there is some stream flow, the amount is less than 
½ cu ft/sec . Therefore this ranch requests that at least 5 years 
of actual stream flows be collected before any instream requests 
be considered. 

(5) The use applied for in every stream is to provide for 



migration, spawning, egg incubation, fry emergence, and/or 
juvenile and adult rearing for specified species of fish whereas, 
in fact, such use as to all the species named in the various 
application and as to all such fish activity does not exist 
within all such streams. There is not allegation t~at such use 
exists within the subject streams, and there is not statutory or 
reasonable justification to apply for the protection of a use 
that does not exist. 

(10) Granting the applications as filed prevents permits 
for the development of off-stream watering facilities for 
stockwater proposed, and interferes with alternatives for stock­
watering as part of riparian area management. If these instream 
flows are approved as applied for, they will have a significant 
impact on many of our ranches by decreasing and/or eliminating 
hay production and livestock watering. With these decreases the 
economic viability of this family owned operation is in question. 
These operations and the local logging operations are the main 
support for the local tax bases for the counties affected, which 
are seriously affected by any reduction in land values, 

Based on the above set forth considerations, this ranch requests 
that they be a party to a contested case hearing before the Water 
Resources Commission to review the above mentioned applications 
as filed by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife. Due to 
the objections raised to said applications, the instream water 
rights should be rejected and the Oregon Department of Fish and 
Wildlife be ordered to halt any further applications for 

. instream water rights until such time as the applications are 
supported by adequate factual data and proper use of acceptable 
scientific methodology, In the alternative, said instream water 
rights should be reduced to minimum flow rates necessary to 
support fish and wildlife subject to existing historic irrigation 
methods, water rights, and with a condition to exempt the use 
of water for domestic consumption and livestock uses, 

of May, 1991, 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this <?0,,,_,, . day 



~~·c~WVED 
FEB .17 1994 

WATrn RESOUF:CES DEP-
February 17, 1994 SALEM, OREGON" OREGON 

Water Rights Section 
Water Resources Department 
3850 Portland Rd., NE 
Salem, OR 97310 

RE: Instream Water 
70942 through 
through 71280, 
72946; Reports 

Right Application #s 70249, 70288, 
70944, 70946 through 70960, 71221 

71282 through 71890, and 71921 through 
of Technical Review 

General Comments 

According to OAR 690-77-026 (1), WRD "shall undertake a 
technical review ... and prepare a report." This subsection 
further lists 8 [(a) - (h)] mandatory criteria which, as a 
minimum, must be assessed during the technical review. 
ODFW has concerns with the apparent level of assessment 
relative to subsection (c): 

OAR 690-77-026 (1) (c)--Assessing the proposed instream 
water right with respect to conditions previously 
imposed on other instream water rights granted for use 
of water from the same source. 

In the 115 subject reports of technical review, WRD is 
proposing to condition each application to exempt human and 
livestock consumption from regulation in favor of these 
instream rights as follows: 

This instream right shall not have priority over 
human or livestock consumption. 

Instream water right certificates in the North Coast basin 
based on conversion of minimum perennial streamflows 
generally contain similar conditioning language giving 
preference to the listed uses. 

By rule, WRD's technical review process includes assessing 
conditions previously imposed on other instream water 
rights from the same source. If found to be appropriate, 
WRD may propose that new instream water rights contain the 
same exemption. There is no requirement that this 
exemption be automatically included as part of a technical 
review. 

0:1 on 
DEPARTMENT OF 

FISH AND 

WILDLIFE 

2501 SW First AvenuL' 
PO Box 59 
Portl,md, OR 97207 ~ 

(503) 229-5400 
TDD (503) 229-S-!5'/ 



North Coast Basin IWRs 
February 17, 1994 
Page 2 

When ODFW reviewed WRD files on some of these applications for 
documentation of assessments of prior conditions, we found nothing 
to indicate that any such assessments had been done. ··• ODFW, 
therefore, assumes that the required assessments were not done and, 
therefore, objects to the routine placement of the proposed 
exemption on any of these applications on the grounds that to do so 
would be contrary to the public's interest in maintaining fish 
populations in North Coast basin streams. OAR 690~11-195 (4d). 

Specific comments 

Application# 70948 

Section 5, Proposed Conditions, is missing from this Report of 
Technical Review. 

Application# 71241 

For the month of December: 

1. The minimum flow level recommended by ODFW in the North Coast 
basin Environmental Investigation Report is 88 cfs. 

2. The reported estimated average natural flow for December here 
is 131 cfs. 

3. WRD is proposing in the Report of Technical Review to allocate 
80 cfs. 

ODFW believes the proper amount to be protected during December is 
88 cfs. 

Application# 71258 

Here, the estimated average natural flow is less than the minimum 
flow recommended by ODFW for the entire year. Because this is the 
only instance where this has happened to date, the occurance is 
suspect. ODFW requests that the water availability analysis for 
this reach of Miami River be reexamined. 

Application# 71280 

The recommended flow numbers listed for September through April in 
the Application Information and Technical Review sections of the 
Report of Technical Review do not agree. Those listed in the 
Application Information section are correct. 



North Coast Basin IWRs 
February 17, 1994 
Page 3 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 
• 

Albert H. Mirati, Jr. 
Water Right Review Coo 

c. Waterwatch of Oregon (public information request) 
Jill Zarnowitz/Stephanie Burchfield 
Penny Harrison, DOJ 

PILE: NCOAST.IWR 



RECEIVED 
MAY 2 ~ 1~91 

BEFORE THE WATER RESOURCES COMMISSION OF THE STAW'A~ ~ es DEPT. 

In the matter of Instream 
Water Rights Applications 
Filed by the Oregon Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 

Application Nos . .. 

REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

SALEM, OREGON 

71474 
71472 
71468 
71467 

,_} /.,,,_ ~ rov L , of -----~ ,._.,.,.L.- .f ~ l-~ (c..#h &<I. 
requests ofthe Water Resources Co ission a reiew and contested 
case hearing on the above set forth applications filed by the 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife for instream water rights 

Said ranch is a member of the public in ~'t:::-4""'1-: and/or 
counties, a water user , and or a future water 

user who may apply to appropriate water at a later date . This 
ranch would be adversely affected by the granting of the subject 
applications for the following reasons: 

(1) The instream water rights applied for are economically 
wasteful and unnecessary in that the flow rates applied for request 
a higher quantity of flow than is needed to support the fish and 
wildlife populations involved, nor is the amount requested even 
ava'ilable in many instances . 

(2) In the upper reaches of the Silvies River drainage 
along with the major tributaries , irrigation has little effect 
on stream flows because the water used returns very quickly 
to the main stream along these narrow valleys. 

(3) Historically this area has irrigated these lands 
by putting out water behind large dikes to hold up soil water 
levels after the higher stream flows have fallen below diversion 
points. These pools of water provide many sources of waterfowl 
habitat during the nesting season, plus providing much green feed 
for big game animals as the feed in the surrounding hills dry up 
later in the summer. 

(4) The use of the "Oregon Method" for establishing flow 
levels does not allow for seasonally natural flow deficiencies, 
nor does the Department of Fish and Wildlife have any historic 
stream flow data on which to base flow requests. Some streams 
where 2 cu ft/sec are requested during the late summer and fall 
months do not flow at all on 7 out of 10 years, and on the 
years where there is some stream flow, the amount is less than 
½ cu ft/sec . Therefore this ranch requests that at least 5 years 
of actual stream flows be collected before any instream requests 
be considered. 

(5) The use applied for in every stream is to provide for 



migration, spawning, egg incubation, fry emergence, and/or 
juvenile and a dul t rearing for specified species of fish whereas, 
in fact, such use as to all the species named in the various 
application and as to all such fish activity does not exist 
within all s uch streams . There i s not a llegation tl\at such use 
exists within the subject streams, a nd there is not statutory or 
reasonable justification to apply for t he protection of a use 
that does not exist. 

(10) Granting the applications as filed prevents permits 
for the development of off-stream watering facilities for 
stockwater proposed, and interferes with alternatives for stock­
watering a s part of riparian area management. If these instream 
flows are approved as applied for, they will have a significant 
impact on many of our ranches by decreasing and/or eliminating 
hay production and livestock watering. With these decreases the 
economic viability of this family owned operation is in question. 
These operations and the local logging operations are the main 
support for the local tax bases for the counties affected, which 
are seriously affected by any reduction in land values. 

Ba9ed on the above set forth considerations, this ranch requests 
that they be a party to a contested case hearing before the Water 
Resources Commission to review the above mentioned applications 
as filed by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife. Due to 
the ob,jections raised to said applications, the instream water 
rights should be rejected and the Oregon Department of Fish and 
Wildlife be ordered to halt any further applications for 

. instream water rights until such time as the applications are 
supported by adequate factual data and proper use of acceptable 
scientific methodology. In the alternative, said instream water 
rights should be reduced to minimum flow rates necessary to 
support fish and wildlife subject to existing historic irrigation 
methods, water rights, and with a condition to exempt the use 
of water for domestic consumption and livestock uses, 

of May, 1991. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this ..a,o . day 



BEFORE THE WATER RESOURCES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF 

In the matter of Instream 
Water Rights Applications 
Filed by the Oregon Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 

Application Nos. .. 71474 
71472 
71468 
71467 

c::l~l Jlo//,·Jo.y, Kt'-\ 1/0//;J"-QUEST FOR REVIEW 

&.,_ CH~ °'" ~t I HO lj;J.,,. 0 f C l )< d £ tl ~ ll ; l '1'. 5 Iv. : ~ 6<, "LI... s i-LYlt. 
request~ o the Water Res6urces Commiss on a eviewnd contested 
case hearing on the above set forth applications filed by the 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife for instream water rights 

Said ranch is a member of the public in CJ Ra and/or 
counties, a water user, and or a future water 

user who may apply to appropriate water at a later date. This 
ranch would be adversely affected by the granting of the subject 
applications for the following reasons: 

(1) The instream water rights applied for are economically 
wasteful and unnecessary in that the flow rates applied for request 
a higher quantity of flow than is needed to support the fish and 
wildlife populations involved, nor is the amount requested even 
available in many instances. 

(2) In the upper reaches of the Silvies River drainage 
along with the major tributaries , irrigation has little effect 
on stream flows because the water used returns very quickly 
to the main stream along these narrow valleys, 

(3) Historically this area has irrigated these lands 
by putting out water behind large dikes to hold up soil water 
levels after the higher stream flows have fallen below diversion 
points. These pools of water provide many sources of waterfowl 
habitat during the nesting season , plus providing much green feed 
for big game animals as the feed in the surrounding hills dry up 
later in the summer. 

(4) The use of the "Oregon Method" for establishing flow 
levels does not allow for seasonally natural flow deficiencies , 
nor does the Department of Fish and Wildlife have any historic 
stream flow data on which to base flow requests. Some streams 
where 2 cu ft/sec are requested during the late summer and fall 
months do not flow at all on 7 out of 10 years , and on the 
years where there is some stream flow, the amount is less than 
½ cu ft/sec . Therefore this ranch requests that at least 5 years 
of actual stream flows be collected before any instream requests 
be considered. 

(5) The use applied for in every stream is to provide for 



\ 

migration, spawning, egg incubation, fry emergence, and/or 
juvenile and adult rearing for specified species of fish whereas 
in fact, such use as to all the species named in the various 
application and as to all such fish activity does not exist 
within all such streams. There is not allegation th.,at such use 
exists within the subject streams , and there is not statutory or 
reasonable justification to apply for the protection of a use 
that does not exist. 

(10) Granting the applications as filed prevents permits 
for the development of off-stream watering facilities for 
stockwater proposed, and interferes with alternatives for stock­
watering as part of riparian area management. If these instream 
flows are approved as applied for, they will have a significant 
impact on many of our ranches by decreasing and/or eliminating 
hay production and livestock watering. With these decreases the 
economic viability of this family owned operation is in question. 
These operations and the local logging operations are the main 
support for the local tax bases for the counties affected, which 
are seriously affected by any reduction in land values. 

Ba$ed on the above set forth considerations, this ranch requests 
that they be a party to a contested case hearing before the Water 
Resources Commission to review the above mentioned applications 
as filed by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife. Due to 
the objections raised to said applications, the instream water 
rights should be rejected and the Oregon Department of Fish and 
Wildlife be ordered to halt any further applications for 

. instream water rights until such time as the applications are 
supported by adequate factual data and proper use of acceptable 
scientific methodology. In the alternative, said instream water 
rights should be reduced to minimum flow rates necessary to 
support fish and wildlife subject to existing historic irrigation 
methods, water rights, and with a condition to exempt the use 
of water for domestic consumption and livestock uses. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 
of May, 1991. 

~ dO · day 
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BEFORE THE WATER RESOURCES COMMISSION OF THE STATE 

In the matter of Instream 
Water Rights Applications 
Filed by the Oregon Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 

Application Nos. .. 

REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Ponderasa Ranch , of Silvies Valley , Oregon 
requests of the Water Resources Commission a review and contested 
case hearing on the above set forth applications filed by the 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife for instream water rights 

Said ranch is a member of the public in Grant and/or 
Harney counties, a water user, and/or a future water 

user who may apply to appropriate water at a later date . This 
ranch would be adversely affected by the granting of the subject 
applications for the following reasons: 

(1) The instream water rights applied for are economically 
wasteful and unnecessary in that the flow rates applied for request 
a higher quantity of flow than is needed to support the fish and 
wildlife populations involved , nor is the amount requested even 
available in many instances. 

(2) In the upper reaches of the Silvies River drai nage 
along with the major tributaries , irrigation has little effect 
on stream flows because the water used returns very quickly 
to the main stream along these narrow valleys. 

(J) Historically this area has irrigated these lands 
by putting out water behind large dikes to hold up soil water 
levels after the higher stream flows have fallen below diversion 
points. These pools of water provide many sources of waterfowl 
habitat during the nesting season, plus providing much green feed 
for big game animals as the feed in the surrounding hills dry up 
later in the summer. 

(4) The use of the "Oregon Method" for establishing f l ow 
levels does not allow for seasonally natural flow deficiencies , 
nor does the Department of Fish and Wildlife have any historic 
stream flow data on which to base flow requests. Some streams 
where 2 cu ft/sec are requested during the late summer and fall 
months do not flow at all on 7 out of 10 years, and on the 
years where there is some stream flow , the amount is less than 
½ cu ft/sec. Therefore this ranch requests that at least 5 years 
of actual stream flows be collected before any instream requests 
be considered . 

(5) The use applied for in every stream is to provide for 



migration, spawning, egg incubation, fry emergence, and/or 
juvenile and adult rearing for specified species of fish whereas, 
in fact, such use as to all the species named in the various 
application and as to all such fish activity does not exist 
within all such streams. There is not allegation tl\at such use 
exists within the subject streams, and there is not statutory or 
reasonable justification to apply for the protection of a use 
that does not exist. 

(10) Granting the applications as filed prevents permits 
for the development of off-stream watering facilities for 
stockwater proposed, and interferes with alternatives for stock­
watering as part of riparian area management. If these instream 
flows are approved as applied for, they will have a significant 
impact on many of our ranches by decreasing and/or eliminating 
hay production and livestock watering. With these decreases the 
economic viability of this family owned operation is in question. 
These operations and the local logging operations are the main 
support for the local tax bases for the counties affected, which 
are seriously affected by any reduction in land values, 

Based on the above set forth considerations, this ranch requests 
that they be a party to a contested case hearing before the Water 
Resources Commission to review the above mentioned applications 
as filed by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife. Due to 
the objections raised to said applications, the instream water 
rights should be rejected and the Oregon Department of Fish and 
Wildlife be ordered to halt any further applications for 
instream water rights until such time as the applications are 
supported by adequate factual data and proper use of acceptable 
scientific methodology, In the alternative, said instream water 
rights should be reduced to minimum flow rates necessary to 
support fish and wildlife subject to existing historic irrigation 
methods, water rights, and with a condition to exempt the use 
of water for domestic consumption and livestock uses, 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED 
of May, 1991. 

this day 

By 



December 11, 1995 

Rick Kruger 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
2501 SW First Ave 
PO Box 59 
Portland OR 97207 

Oiegon 
WATER 

RESOURCES 

DEPARTMENT 

Reference: Instream water rights in the Malheur Lake Basin, 
Files 71467, 71470, 71471, 71472, 71474, 71475 

Dear Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife: 

This document, called and "Initial Review", is to inform you of the 
potential limitations to your proposed instream water right and to 
describe some of your options. Based on the information you have 
supplied, the Water Resources Department has made several 
determinations: 

The referenced applications are complete and not defective. 

The proposed use is not prohibited by law; 

The instream use is allowed under OAR 512, the Malheur Lake 
Basin Program; 

1. Application 71467 

BEAR CR tributary to SILVIES R 

BEAR CREEK FROM ANTELOPE CREEK AT RIVER MILE 7.4 (SWNE, 
SECTION 28, TOWNSHIP 16S, RANGE 32E WM); TO THE MOUTH AT RIVER 
MILE 0.0 (SENE, SECTION 34, TOWNSHIP 168, RANGE 31E WM) 

a. The amount of water requested for instream use: 

JAN 
1st½ 6.0 
2nd½ 6. 0 

FEB 
6.0 
9.0 

MAR 
12.0 
12.0 

APR 
12.0 
12.0 

MAY 
12.0 
12.0 

JUN 
12.0 

9.0 

JUL AUG 
6. 0 6. 0 
6. 0 6. 0 

SEP 
6.0 
6.0 

OCT 
6.0 
6.0 

NOV 
6.0 
6.0 

DEC 
6.0 
6.0 

b. The amount of water available in the appropriate reach is at 
a %50 exceedence level is: 

c. 

1st½ 
2nd½ 

JAN 
10.3 

FEB MAR APR MAY JUN 
15.7 34.2 106.0 86.2 41.5 

Allowable water use 

JAN 
6.0 
6.0 

FEB 
6.0 
9.0 

MAR 
12.0 
12.0 

APR 
12.0 
12.0 

MAY 
12.0 
12.0 

JUN 
12.0 

9.0 

JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 
11.2 5.82 5.52 5.47 7.03 8.27 

JUL AUG SEP 
6.0 5.82 5.52 
6. 0 5. 82 5. 52 

OCT 
5 .47 
5.47 

NOV 
6.0 6----------Commerce Building 

158 12th Street NE 
Salem, OR 97310-0210 
(503) 378-3739 
FAX (503) 378-8130 
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Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
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2. Application 71470 

SILVER CR tributary to HARNEY L 

PAGE 2 

SILVER CREEK FROM STONE CORRAL CREEK AT RIVER MILE 74.9 (SWSW, 
SECTION 19, TOWNSHIP 19S, RANGE 26E WM); TO CLAW CREEK AT RIVER 
MILE 54.0 (SWSW, SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 21S, RANGE 26E WM) 

a. The amount of water requested for instream use: 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 

1st½ 2.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 

2nd½ 2.0 3.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 

b. The amount of water available in the appropriate reach is at 
a %50 exceedence level is: 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 

6.67 6.73 27.7 123.0 40.0 16.7 5,6 2.73 2.43 3.27 4.47 4.9 

c. Allowable water use 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 

1st½ 2.0 2,0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 2.0 2,0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 

2nd½ 2.0 3.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 2.0 2,0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2,0 

3. Application 71471 

SILVER CR tributary to HARNEY L 

SILVER CREEK FROM CLAW CREEK AT RIVER MILE 54.0 (SWSW, SECTION 
32, TOWNSHIP 21S, RANGE 26E WM); TO HIGHWAY 20 CROSSING AT RIVER 
MILE 34.6 (SWl/4, SECTION 28, TOWNSHIP 23S, RANGE 27E WM) 

a. The amount of water requested for instream use: 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 

1st½ 2,0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5,0 5.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2,0 2.0 

2nd½ 2.0 3.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 2.0 2,0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 

b. The amount of water available in the appropriate reach is at 
a %50 exceedence level is: 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 

8.61 20.0 78.2 186.0 51.7 22.8 7.07 3.57 3.27 3.9 5.1 6.37 

c. Allowable water use 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 

1st½ 2.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 2.0 2,0 2.0 2.0 2,0 2.0 

2nd½ 2.0 3.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 3,0 2,0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
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4. Application 71471 

SILVIES R tributary to W FK SILVIES R 

PAGE 3 

SILVIES RIVER FROM WIKIUP CREEK AT RIVER MILE 103,5 (NWNW, 
SECTION 22, TOWNSHIP 16S, RANGE 29E WM); TO TROUT CREEK AT RIVER 
MILE 56.0 (NWNW, SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 19S, RANGE 31E WM) 

a. The amount of water requested for instream use: 

JAN 
1st½ 10.0 
2nd½ 10.0 

FEB 
10.0 
12.0 

MAR 
15.0 
15.0 

APR 
15.0 
15.0 

MAY 
15.0 
15.0 

JUN 
15.0 
12.0 

b. The amount of water available 
a %50 exceedence level is: 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN 
38.4 58.3 127.0 393.0 320.0 154.0 

c. Allowable water use 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN 
1st½ 10.0 10.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 
2nd½ 10.0 12.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 12.0 

5. Application 71474 

TROUT CR tributary to SILVIES R 

TROUT CREEK FROM NORTH FORK (NENE, 

JUL 
10.0 
10.0 

AUG 
10.0 
10.0 

SEP 
10.0 
10.0 

OCT 
10.0 
10.0 

in the appropriate 

JUL AUG SEP OCT 
41. 2 21. 6 21.5 20.3 

JUL AUG SEP OCT 
10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 
10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 

SECTION 6, TOWNSHIP 

NOV 
10.0 
10.0 

reach 

NOV 
26.1 

NOV 
10.0 
10.0 

20S, 

DEC 
10.0 
10.0 

is at 

DEC 
30.7 

DEC 
10.0 
10.0 

RANGE 32E WM); TO THE MOUTH AT RIVER MILE 0.0 (NWNW, SECTION 13, 
TOWNSHIP 19S, RANGE 31E WM) 

a. The amount of water requested for instream use: 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 
1st½ 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
2nd½ 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 

b. The amount of water available in the appropriate reach is at 
a %50 exceedence level is: 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 
0.82 5.76 22.0 27.5 5.12 2.65 0.64 0.37 0.37 0.27 0.27 0.64 

c. Allowable water use 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 
1st½ 0.82 2.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 2.65 0.64 0.37 0.37 0.27 0.27 0,64 
2nd½ 0.82 2.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 2 0.64 0 .37 0,37 0.27 0.27 0.64 
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6. Application 71475 

NICOLL CR tributary to SILVER CR 

PAGE 4 

NICOLL CREEK FROM JACKS CREEK (SWl/4, SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 21S, 
RANGE 25E WM); TO THE MOUTH AT RIVER MILE 0.0 (SWSW, SECTION 12, 
TOWNSHIP 22S, RANGE 25E WM) 

a. The amount of water requested for instream use: 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 
1st½ 1. 0 1. 0 3.0 3.0 3,0 3.0 1. 0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 
2nd½ 1. 0 2.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 2.0 1.0 1.0 1. 0 1. 0 1.0 1.0 

b. The amount of water available in the appropriate reach is at 
a %50 exceedence level is: 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 
0.38 2.69 10.3 12.9 2.39 1. 24 0.3 0.17 0.17 0.13 0.13 0.3 

c. Allowable water use 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 
1st½ 0.38 1.0 3.0 3.0 2.0 1.24 0.3 0.17 0.17 0.13 0.13 0.3 
2nd½ 0.38 2.0 3.0 3.0 2.0 1.24 0.3 0.17 0.17 0.13 0.13 0.3 

NOTE: Exceptions to the instream water right flows are likely to 
appear on the certificate if one is issued. The Department is 
working on the exact wording of the conditions. The conditions are 
likely to allow some amount of additional appropriations for human 
and livestock consumption. 

Your applications can be moved to the next phase of the water 
rights application review process. 

Please reference the application number when sending any 
correspondence regarding the conclusions of this initial review. 
Comments received within the comment period, will be evaluated at 
the next phase of the process. 

At this time, you must decide whether to proceed or to withdraw 
your applications as described below. 

Withdrawal: 

If you choose not to proceed, you may withdraw any application. To 
accomplish this you must notify the Department in writing by 
December 26, 1995. For your convenience you may use the enclosed 
"STOP PROCESSING" form. 
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To Proceed With Your Application: 

PAGE 5 

If you choose to proceed with an application, you do not have to 
notify the Department. Your applications will automatically be 
placed on the Department's Public Notice to allow others the 
opportunity to comment. After the comment period the Department 
will complete a public interest review and issue a proposed final 
order. 

If you have any questions: 

Feel free to call Michael Mattick at (503) 378-8455 ext. 276 or 1 
(800) 624-3199 if you have any questions. Please have your 
application number(s) available if you call. 

s· cerely, 

,11 a~:1-I___ 
dy Smith 

Initial Review Team 

CC: 

enclosures: 

Regional Manager, Watermaster, Water Availability 
Section 
Stop Processing Form 



IWR Application #_::Z~z-~.......__7 ____ _ Certificate# --------

Applicant: 

STATE OF OREGON 

WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 

Application for Instream Water Right 
by Oregon Dep~rtment of Fish and Wildlife 

r. , I Tf f' 
l .. 1.- , t I 

1 ;r,~ 2 n ff•n 
There is no fee required for this applicatidh!,:-1-r .n R[~OUF1CE8 f) r-1 

! \ p I 1 ·· , A \.. t . · !' ' r-,v,. OHr-:c.or-, Randy Fisher for Oregon Department of Fish and · 1 

Wildlife, PO Box 59, Portland , OR 97207 

1. The name of the stream of the proposed instream water right 
is Bear Creek, a tributary of Silvies River. 

2. The public use this instream water right is based on is 
providing required stream flows for redband trout. 

3. The amount of water (in cubic feet per second) needed by 
month for each category of public use is as follows: 

USE(S): Migration, spawning, egg incubation, fry 
emergence, and juvenile rearing. 

JAN 
6 

FEB MAR APR MAY 
6/9 12 12 12 

JUN JUL AUG 
12/9 6 6 

SEP 
6 

OCT NOV DEC 
6 6 6 

4. The reach of the stream identified for an instream water 
right is from (upstream end) Antelope Creek, river mile 7 . 4, 
within the SW quarter of the NE quarter of Section 28, 
Township 16S, Range 32E W.M., in Grant County ... 

Downstream to the mouth, river mile o, within the SE quarter 
of the NE quarter of Section 34, Township 16S, Range 31E 
W.M., in Grant County. 

5. The method used to determine the requested amounts was the 
Oregon Method. 

6 . When were the following state agencies notified of the 
intent to file for the instream water right? 

Dept. of Environmental Quality 
ODFW (Fish, Wldlf, and Habitat) 
Parks and Recreation Division 

Date: 
Date: 
Date: 

March 8, 1991 
March 8, 1991 
March 8, 1991 

7. If possible, include recommendations for measuring locations 
or methods : 

Establish a gaging structure at or near the lower limit of 

1 



IWR Application # 7J f0 ( Certificate# --------
the reach. 

8. If possible, include recommendations for assisting the Water 
Resources Department (WRD) in measuring and monitoring 
procedures: 

Local ODFW personnel will assist the watermaster in 
establishing a monitoring plan and program. 

9. If possible, include other recommendations for methods or 
conditions necessary for managing the water right to protect 
the public uses (see OAR 690-77-020 (5) (c)J: None. 

10. Remarks: Redband trout is listed as "sensitive" (candidate 
species for listing under the Threatened and Endangered 
Species Act if population declines from present level) by 
ODFW. Population maintenance and recovery depend on 
instream habitat the requested flows will provide. 

An instream water right may be allowed for an instream beneficial 
use of water subject to existing water rights with an effective 
date prior to the filing date of this application. 

This type of beneficial use is for the benefit of the public and 
a certificate issued confirming an instream water right shall be 
held in trust by the Water Resources Department for the people of 
the State of Oregon, pursuant to ORS 537.341. 

Date: 

Oregon Department of Fish and 
Wildlife 

File: BEARlO.APP 

Signed: 

2 

'ifo11 llf ~ 
Assistant Director 
Habitat Conservation Div. 

r , r.11,,~.I 
'!. I I I I 

• • • • ! I 

I if\;; 2 8 1~ 1)1 

l\'/JfT, flC~X)UHCES IJ, 
~~/\I FM, OREGOi\l 



IWR Application# 711?7 Certificate# 

This is to certify that I hav~ examined the foregoing application, 
together with the accompanying maps and data, and return them for: 

In order to retain its priority, this application must be returned 
to the water Resources Department with corrections on or before 

19 

Date: -----------' 19 __ 

This document was first received at the Water Resources Department 

in Salem, Oregon, on the d-fil=: day of ~ 
19-4-L, at o'clock -k.M. 

Water Resources Department 
3850 Portland Rd. NE 

Salem, OR 97310 r fl, 2 " 'l:,!'1 I, lh o I,, , 
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January 3, 1992 

Ronald s. Yockim 
Cegavske, Johnston & Associates, P.C. 
PO Box 218 
Roseburg, Oregon 97407 

Oregon 
W A T E R 

RE S O U RCE S 

D E P A RT MEN T 

Re: Instream water right applications 70304, 70306, 70307, 70349 
through 70352, 70588, 71454, 71463, 71464, 71467, 71468, 
71472. 

Dear Mr. Yockim, 

This letter is to verify receipt of your requests, on behalf of 
Grant County to enter into discussions regarding the referenced 
instream water rights applications. We will contact you when we 
have completed a natural flow analysis of the remaining streams and 
are prepared to discuss this information and the other issue s 
raised in your October 14, 1991 correspondence. 

Enclosed is a brief discussion on the instream water right program. 
I hope this is informative. 

Sincerely, 

MICHAEL J, MATTICK 
Water Rights Specialist 

MJM: 

cc: Grant County Court 

3850 Portland Rd NE 
Sa lem, OR 97310 
(503) 378-3739 
FAX (503) 378-8130 



• I I . J, ~ECEIVED 
MAY 2 3 1991 

WATER RESOURCES DEPT. 
SALEM, OREGON 

B~FORE THE WATER RESOURCES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF OREGON 

In the matter of I nst rearn 
Wat er Rights Applicatlons 
Filed by the Oregon Department 
of Fis h and Wildlife 

Application Nos. 

REQUES'r FOR REVIEW 

Lgq . ~,__--~::=-=:... , of ,.j/41,LM J ~ -~-
requests o f Resources Commissicrn~view and con{ei:~ H'd 
case hearing on the above set forth appl icat i ons filed by t l f 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildl ife for inst ream water r I r t:~ 

'l nch is a member of t he public in fl~ and/or 
counties, a water user , a~rafuture water 

, may apply to appropriate water at a later date . This 
,ul d be adversely affected by the gr anting of the s ubject 
·ons for the following reasons : 

he instream water rights a pplie d for are economically 
,. .. i unnecessary in that the flow rates a pplied for reque . , 
a h 1uanti ty of flow than is needed to support the fis h and 
wildl1te populations involved , nor is the amount requested even 
availabl e in many instances. 

(2) I n the upper reache s of the Silvies River drainage 
along with the major tributaries, irri gation has little effe c 
on s tream flows because the water use d re turns very quickly 
t t he main stream along these narrow valleys. 

Historically thi s area has irrigated these lands 
uy yut t lng out water behind large dike s to hold up soil water 
levels after the higher stream flows have fallen be low diversion 
points. These pools of water provide many sources of wat e rfowl 
habitat during the ne s ting season , plus providing much green feed 
for big game ani mals as the feed in the surrounding hills dry up 
later in the s ummer . 

(4) The use of the "Oregon Method " for establishing flow 
levels doe s not allow for seasonal ly natural flow deficiencies , 
nor does the Department of Fish and Wildl i fe have any hi s toric 
stream flow data on which to base flow reques t s . Some streams 
where 2 cu ft/sec are requested during the late s umme r and fal l 
months do not flow at all on 7 out of 10 years , and on the · 
years where there is s ome stream flow , the amount is less than 
½ cu ft/sec. Therefore thi s ranch request s t hat at l east 5 years 
of actual stream flows be collected before any instream requests 
be considered. 

(5) The use applied for in every stream is to provide for 



- - - -

I 
I 

\ 

111igrati on , spawning , egg incubation , fry emergence , and/or 
juvenile and adult rearing f or s pec i fied species of fish whereas , 
i n fact , s uch use a s to all the species narned in the various 
applicatlon and as to al l such f ish activity does not ex ist 
within a l l such s treams . There is not allegation that s u c h use 
exists within t he subject streams , and there is not statutor y o r 
r eas 011 1ble justification to apply for the protect i on of a use 
tha loes not exist . 

( 10) Granting t he applications as filed prevents pe r ru ; • ~· 
for the <J uvelopment of off-stream watering fac ilitie s for 
s tockwatcr propose d, arrl inte rferes wi th a l ternatives f o, I 1 
wa te ri n ,-• a s part of riparian area management . If these i 1 ,. 
fl ows approved as applied for , they wi ll ha ve a signli i< t , 1 

i mpac l , 11 many of our ranches by decreasing a nd/or eliminati llf' 
hAy ! ,ctu c tion and livestock watering . With these decre ases t ne 

,nij c viability of t hi s f amily owned ope ration is in q ue :: ti on. 
1·1• r·a tions and the local logging operations are the main 

c t he local tax bases for t he counties affected, which 
, , u.~ ly affected by any reduction in land values . 

·•: , ·, , 1 r, t he above se t fo rth consi derations , this ranch r·1:: quests 
be a party to a contested case 11earing befor e I.he Water 

, , Commission t o rev i ew the above me ntioned app1 ications 
c.1s 1 l1y the Orego n Department of Fish a nd Wildli f e . Due t o 
the o t.J Je ction s raised to s aid applications , the i nstream water 
righ t 8 s hould be rejected and the Oregon Departme nt of Fish and 
Wildl ife be o rdered to halt any f u rther applications for 
instream waLe r righ t s until s uch time as the applications are 
s u pported by adequate factual data a nd proper use of acceptable 
scie ntific methodology . In the alte rnative , said instre a m wate r 
rights should be reduced to minimum flow rates necessary to 
1·ipport fis h and wildlife s ubject to existing historic i rrigation 
111e t hods , water rights , and with a condition to exempt the use 
of water for domestic consumption a nd live stock uses , 

RE SPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this /7 day 
of May , 1991, 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- - - - --- - -------- - - - - - - - - - -·-- -



APPLICATION PROCESSING OUTLINE 

Basin•---- - - --- ------ - - - --- ----- - - - --- ---- - - ---
Application Nojl 

Permit No. -., 
Sub- baoin • ____________________________________ _ 

feeo paid : 

Recording feeo1 

Total, 

RATE AHO DUTY __________________________ for irrigation 

1. Check for ■ini■u■ infor■ation <OAR 690-11-0201 
yes no 

Ha■e and ■ailing address of the applicant. 
Source of the vater. 
Quantity of vater to be appropriated. 
Location of point of diversion to 11• 1/4 
Section. 
Nature and place of use. 
Ha■e and ■ailing address of all legal ovnera 
of the properties involved. 
Signature of the applicant 
Exa■ination fees. 

If ■ini■u■ infor■ation not supplied, excepting legal owner 
infor■ation, then return to applicant with letter explaining 
deficiencies, 

yea no 
Water Resources Co■■iasion classification 
li■ita or reatrictions -- If yea, notes 

State Engineer's vithdravala -- If yea, notes 

Legislative vithdravals -- If yes, notes 

If policy state■ent ie unclear check with Resource■ 
Kanage■ent Divi■ion, 
Scenic Vaterways _ ________________________ _ 

on ____ 11p-■trea■ w/in 1/4 ■ih 
____ Notify Parka and Recreation Depart■ent 
Out-of-ba■in diveraion 
Heed to route to Geology Section due tos 

well within one ■ile of a strea■ 
well within re■trioted aurface water area 
well■ with reque■t for greater than 5 cfe 
well is for heating &/or cooling 
vell con■tr11oted by land owner 
well is arte■ian 
artificial ground water recharge project 
ground water area under ■t11dy Within Irrigation Di■triots ________________ _ 

____ Notify lleed excerpt fro■ Di■triot 
Legal deacription of property 
.Owner■hip state■ent Other parties to llotifys ______________________ _ 

Veter Reaource■ Coa■i■■ion review ifs 
____ Reque■t for greater than 5 cf■ 
____ Da■ height greater than 10 feet 
____ Storage of ■ore than 9,2 acre-feet 
____ Out-of-basin diver■ion 
____ within or ■bove a ■cenic waterway 
____ conditional uaea under ba■in progra■a 
____ requeat■ for larger rate or duty than allowed 
____ ground water recharge projec t 
____ other aubatantial public intere■t iaeuea 
____ requeat■ for review by an agency or per■on 
Vateraa■ter coaaent for■ aent with copy of c\~ f\Ct'"'t"t .,,,......u .... ......,.. _________ _ 
Vater■aater co■■ents received __________ _ 
Hydrographio aection coaaenta requeated ________ _ 
Hydrographio aeotion coa■enta received _________ _ 
o.o.r. v. ■ent copy of application .......,cexcept 

groundwater> requeating co■■ent __________ _ 

o.o.r.v. co■■enta received - ------ - - --Report fro■ D, E,Q, received ___________ _ 
Publish application inforaation in weekly public 
notice, 
Notify other owner• of develop■ent 
PROTESTED filed _________________________ _ 

resolved ______________________ _ 
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