STATE CF CALIFCRNIA
DEPARTMENT CF PUBLIC WU2KS
_ BEFCRE THE STarg z:GILNEZR AND
CHIEF OF THE DIVISICW OF WATER RESTUICES

olo
In the Matter of Applieation 12111 of H. F. Danzberg Land and

Livestock Company to Appropriate iater from an Unnamed Spring, Trlbdtary
- to Topaz Lake in Hono County for Stock Watering Purposes,

olo
Decision A, 12111 D, - 599
oQo
. o ~ In Attendance at Investication Conducted by the Division of Water Rescurces

pear the Site of the Proposed Appropriation cn Auzust 18, 1948:

H, F. Dangberg : ’ Representing the App},ica.nt.
Graham Sanford Repres;ntﬁ.ng the Applicant
C. O. Gelmstedt - Representing the Protestant
A. S. Wheeler | . Assistant Hydraalic Engineer

Division of wWater nesources
Department of Public orks
For the State Ingineer
o0o
QPTINICN

General Descripticn of the Project

The application was filed on behalf of H. F. Dangberg Land & Livestock
Company by Grace i, Dangberg, ﬁcc—presidm‘t thereof, on September 26, 1947. It
. | contemplated a diversion of 3 gallons per minute {later amended to 1 gallon per

minute) from May 15 to October 15 of each season (later amended to from about
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Jdng 1 to about June 20 and from aboub AuguSt-zo.to-ébout.Septemﬁcr 15 of each
year) from an unnamed spring, tributary to Topaz.Lake, in Meno County, fdr_stqék—-
' watering purposes. The peint of divfrsion is deacribed as lying within the

SER NW: of Section 28, T 10 X, R 22 E, MDB&M, The water is to be lifted by a
hydraulic ram of a capacity of 3 gallons per minute and ccnvqyed“thfdugh a 1 inch
pipe line 800 feet 1oﬁg rizing a total of scme 320 feet to the piéce of use in
the saﬁs SEX NW:, where it was originally anticipaﬁed that 100 h:ad_of cattle

and 3000 sheep.would be watered,

| Protest’
| 'u//The Walkérlﬁivefxlrrigation Distriég'of Yefington, Nevada prcﬁests

Application 12111, allcging that fhc water therein applied for has.already
~ been apprcpriated by the protestant District, which collects and stores it in
Topaz Lake and later relcases it and applies it tb beneficiél use. Thé protestant
claims that'its'alleged_prior rizht is based on Application 2615, and that the
water supply obtained thereunder is insufficient for the need§ of the landowners
which it serves, . |

 The applicant answers the Walker River Ifrigation District protest by
stating in effbct that the point of appropriation under the Protestant's approved
'Application 2615 is at the shore line of Topaz Lake, that the stream iﬁ guestion
is a flash étream.ranging in flow from a maximum of about 3 cubic feetnﬁer
~ second to a minimum of abdﬁt 10 miner's inches; that there ié surplﬁs and excess
| water in that strﬁam'and that the granting of Applicaﬁicn 12111 will not inter-
fefa with or injure'any rights held by the Protestant under Application 2615 or
otherwise,

Field Investigation

The applicant and the protestant having stipulated to an iaformal
hearing as'provided for in Section 733 (b) of the California Administrative Code,
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- - .

. o a field iﬁ?estigaticn was conducted at the site of the proposed appropi'ia.ticn
on August 18, 1948 by an engineer of the Division, The applicant's and the
protestantfs representétives were present during the investigation.

Recards Helied Upon

| Application 12111 and all data and information ‘on file therewith.
| Discuésion |

._From the report of investigation it appears that the unnamed spring
d?signate_:d as the source of the proposéd_ appropriation is tributary to California
Creek and that the latter in turn discharges inte Topaz Lake, It-a.ppe'ais also
that the unnamed stream named as a source m the protestant'!s _App'licatioﬁ 2615
is in reality the same California Creek and that the protestant's point of diver-
sion is .at.. the mouth of that,:stream, i.2. 2t the shore 1i_1;15 of Topaz iﬁk.e.

| . . 'Fin‘ally., it é'ppea.:_rs that the extent of the protestant's right to utilize water

from California Creek under Application 2615 is limited to the amount stated in
that application, viz,; 200 'acre-fe?t per annum,

California Creek rrobably discharges. consgiderably mé_re than 2§0 acre-feet
per seasc;'m.. .While -exact data are lacking a rough approximation of seasonal dis-
charge may be c;!.rrived at through considerations of watershed area, topography

- _and precipitation. According to the Markleeville quadranglé, U.5.G.,5,, California

Crﬁek wat;érsh.ed is about 1,6 square miles in extent; it is rugzed and elevationé

range from about 500C to about 8500 feet. If normal annual precipitation be

taken at éround 12 inches, it may be expected that runoff in a normal year will

rr:;u_ghly approximate 1/3 of precipitaticn crd/3x1.6x640 or BAJ. acre-feet aﬁnuallj,

frﬁm' the _wat.ershad. Mean geasonal runoff within the Gi'eat Basin (within Califor-

nia) has been estimated at 438 acre-feet per square mile, suggéstivg of 1.6 times
. | this a.mount or 701 acre-feet for. the wate.rsl.'led under .con_sidt.:ratic‘:_n. According

to the report of investigatien California Creek flows during 2ll montha of the
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. year and on August 18, 1948 its flow was sstimsted at 0.5 cutic fest per

second, Such flow at low stage is indicative of a seasanal runoff in excess

.of 365 acre-feet, The invegtizating e=n ineer'expresses the belief ihat dis-

éharge-will averagze in excess of 1 cubic foot per second from January to May

both inclusive; he ventures the remark that the protestant would receive (in a

~ normal year) in its Topaz Lake Reservoir an amount in excess of the 200 acre-

feet covered by its permit and all of such waters would be received prior to
the timse diversion is proposed by applicant.
The applicant by letter dated August 18, 1948 rsquested reduction of

the mmdunt named in Application 12111 to 1 gallon pef minute and reduction of

' the seascn of use to the-two.periods from about June 1 to ahout June 20 and from

abcut'August 20 to about Séptamber 15 respectively, and the application was

amended in accordance with the applicant's request, The quantity of water re-

.quired'to'satisfy the application thus beccmes approximately 1/450x2x(20 plus 27)

or approximately two-tenths acre~foct per annum, a quantity rather'insignificant
in comparison with the.probablg yield of the stream and the amount of protestant's
prior appfcpriation. -

In view of ths foregoing it is.concluded that a surplus of unabpro—
priated watgr exists in California Creek, and that the amount applied for under
Application 12111 may be diverted and used without injury to the prctest#nt. The
protesﬁ by Walker River Irrization District against_Applicqtion 12111 is there-
fore dismissed, as insufficient.

Sumrmary and Conclusicons

The praﬁeét-ha&ing been dismissed, no bar remains to the approval of

the application, The applicatibn'should be approved, subject to the usual

terms and conditions.




ORDER

Appli._ca.t_io‘n 12111 {for a permit to appropriate unapprcpriate.d water
having been file'd.wit'h,the Division of Water Resources as above sta.t'e-d, a preotest -
having been filed, a stipulated hearing having been held in accordance with the
| provisions of Séction 733(b) of the California Administrative Code, and the
State Engineer now Being fully informed in the premises:
“IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Application 12111 be approved and that a
: permiﬁ' be issued to the applicant, subject to such of the .usua'l._term's and
conditions as may be appropriate.
| ‘MTNESS my. hand and the seal of the Department of Public Works .o'f.-

. S - the State of Califarnia this ’0122’_, day of W , 1549,
EDWARD HYATT, STATE ENGINEER -

AR
A, D, Edmcnston _
Agsistant State Engineer




