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® On Ootober 27, 1922, Willism M. Clingsn iled his application
Ko. 3101 for a permit to appropriste unappropriated water from wimamed
springs in Santa Barbara Oounty for use for irrigetion. Under this appli-
oation 1t &8 sought to appropriate 0.C17 cudle feet per second for tha
irrigation of two 2gros in 3ectione 23 snd 27, T 6 W, R 28 W, B« B, M
Thergafter 2 protest was filed by Lagune Blancn Water Oompany through fte
Attormay, Archlbsld M. Jehnsen, to which protest applioznt made answor in
writing. In due course the maiter of this application same on for hesring
bsfdre the Divielon of Water Rights.
Heithor cpplicant nor protestant appesred at the hearing umd
toth have indicated thelr desire that decisicn for or ageiust spproval of

the appliocaiion be made on ths basis of information submitted prior to

. the hearing.
: Protsstant's sontention is that as a publis uwtility 1t fe ﬂaﬁiﬁf&




to usa water fron. San Jose Creck, to wiich tie springs specified are
trivut ny, w ick rights covar the -aximu: {low of that creek and are both
riparian and aspropclative in ¢-aracter. Undor their alaimed rights
banaficial uas of water froo San Jose Creek lhas been made since before
1900 up to 191Y,

Apclicand's answar to protest allg oes In effect that protes—
tont's pioht Las lapsaed throush non-use for at least five years. This
ansyar fuprthor states that doe to gaclosic fcnnatidn batvaen the springs
ond Gan Joso Crsoi it is impossible that tha flow of thie oresk be affected
by flow from tha scorings as a contfnuag?s’:;;:ﬁ;%!istong formation isolates the
sgrings from the crecke Appileant's statorwnt In one regard 1s confirmed
by information from the United Stater Foract Sarvice which states, "Phera
jg no surface flow from the eprings apnlliet for.”

It is furthar notad t nt the entire controversy le situated
in tLe same tmtarsiedl cnd thot tho appropreiztlon of 1100 gallons per doy
vould crobabl, not apsreclably afact protestants on this sccount.

1t s furt or =otad tht protectint has made no olaim to
penaficial ug~ of the water since 1U1%, wiick v in afrect acquiasscanse
with ap licant's slaim thoet protsctant's rigkt to usa watar has lapsad
10, pou~uss e Tt i the-afore concluded that cnnswemmation of this ap=-
piicatin o ot injurs protect.nt in the exarcise of any right which he
nat  pds wovm 20 the Divicio of “uter i hto.

2RD

Apolic:tion 3101 for a nermlt to aporopriate water having beon

R

jus

fited witn the Divielon of Wnter RiLts &5 above siated, & protost having

bean Tiled, = nsublic he:ri; havin: bLaon hell ang the Divislaon of Fnter

K1 ©te having £ailly consldered il evidonea Tilad by ap-licant and prot-~.tont
. [*] * i
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If e, BY oDt D, that ap-lication Number 3101 ba apnroved

.

and th:t a4 pormit be granted tie applicant subjaoct to such of the usuzl

toms and conditlions at ray be ap ropricte.

Dated at Sacvamento, Califomia, this _25th  day of June,

1924
,r"-”
Acting Culef of Division of ¥dter Righ
Vspartrnant of Public Worke
itate of California
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