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Merch 1, 1934

Mr. Harold Conkling
Deputy State Engineer
Sacramento, California

Dear Sir: Attention: Mr. Gordon Zander Supervising Hydraulic Engineer.

There is transmitted heréwith a report covering the water
distribution work of the water master in ﬁhe Cedar Creek Water Master
Distriet, WModoc County, California during the period from April 20 to
June 27, 1983.

| The report déscribes the methods and practices followed iﬁ
the distribution of the waters of Gedar Creek in aocordaﬁce with the
provisions of the decrees in the cases of W. B, Hill, et al., vs.
. Berman Acty, ot al., and D. H. Lighty vs. John R. Cook, et’alf, and
presents the results obtained under the distribution.

Respectfully submitted,

Modoc County Water Master



Earl Lee Kelly
Edward Hyatt

Harold Conkling

T. Russel Simpson

Leslie C. Jopson

ORGANIZATION  +

Director of Public Works
State Engineer

Deputy State Engineer

i .

_ Gbrdqn Zandér

Supervising Hydraulic Engineer

Senior Hydraulic Engineer

Modoc County Water Master



GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF WORK

Water Master service was continued in the Cedar Greek Water
Master Distriet in 1933 in accordance with the provisions of Section
37a of the Water Commission Act. The service ﬁas cormenced for the
season on March 20th and continued until IuneA27th when the first right
began diverting all of the water, Mr. Leslis C. Jopson, Modoe County
Water Master handled the distribution of the water on Cedar Creek in
1933s ‘ | |
All of the diversions exnepf the McCuiley Ditch on Cedar

Creek wéie opened in 1985 and used their proportion of the water that
was avallable for their respective priorities. . The McCulley Diteh,
divertedvits full allotment for about two weeks the first part of May
and diverted aboubt 80 per cent allotment during the remainder of the.
period of adéquate water for the Tirst priority.

| Ratatioﬁ was praeticed‘among‘the secohd’priority.users be-
low the Wallace Ditch during the latter portion of the season. The
rotation ﬁas commenced on May 21 when the users belqw‘thelstreet biteh
took all of the water available for these rights « On May 27th the
Street and Toney Ditches were opehed shutting off the users below the
Beebe Ditch. The Beebe Difch had nbt received its pro-raia of the |
water and was allowed to divert about 1.00 cubie foot per second until
June 1s£. The Street and Toney Ditehes diverted continuously until
June 15th when the creek dropped too low %o permit a delivery to the
Street Ditch. Thereafter the Wallace and Sizer Ditches diverted all

the Cedar Creek water available for the second priority users.



DISCUSSION OF RESULTS FOR SEASON

I

Table 1 con“bains Jt;‘he p:éeo ipifatiéﬁ data a‘b‘ Ce&aﬁ'&fille. The
monthly and seasonal precipitamon for the period of Water mas‘ber (
service in Surprise Val‘Ley and. a compar:.son of the 1932—55 seasonal
precipitation with the 1894-1955 mean are shown in 'bhis tablea The |
19'.32-55 record shows +the preclplta‘bion of that seasen as 64.3 per cent
of the mean. S | |

Ta'ble 2 is a tabulatlon of ‘the water supply of Cedar Creek
above all diversions Tor 'bhe 1955 Season. This table includes ’che
foreign wa’cer from Thoms Greek whieh is conveyed to its place of use
by Cedar Creek. The hydrograph at the end of 'bhe report shows graph-
ically the water supply of Gedar Creek 1nc1ud1ng i'oreign water for
the years 1932 and 1933, compareq with the allotments. The 1952 water
supply has been included in the hydrog.raphl ‘aé an indieation of the run-
off expected in ysars of nommal wafer sxmﬁiyg |

| Table 3 is a:'tabulation bf the estimated flow of the Thoms
Creek D:Ltch at the sumit of Cedar Pagss |

Table 4 is a tabula'bion of the émounts of water delivered to
each priori'by class du:cing the periods shown. The +table also shows the
per cent of total allotments delivered during the indicated pe riodss
The maximum emound del:Wered during the parlods shown was 67 per cent
of the total allotment and the minimm was 12 per cent of the totale.
Sub.sequent t0o the period eovere‘a' in *bvhis» report the ereek aivépped too

low for any deliverys.

T oo : T




- Table 5 is a tabulation of erop yields on typical lands
irrigated from Cedar Creek. The yiélés in 1933 were appro%tmatély
sixty per cent of those rece‘ived‘\ in’ 1552. The poorer y’iéids were |
partly due te Y shortagg of irrigatién'Water agd partl§ due to the
winter killing of alfalfa.: | ‘

o There Was i-one ‘neW'insjtall‘atié'n of iﬁpqrténée made on"C’édar '
Creek in 1933 A conerete diversion éam.andfheadgate”struéture was
" built at the head of the Besbe Ditéh. This structure was built with
the openings into the Beebe Ditch{and into the mein creek“appfoximaté-
1y proportional to the amounts éf water aliofed‘tb’the diteh an& to

the users below the struetures



VIOLATIONS OF DECRUE AND CONTROVERSIES

Several vioiations of the Cedar Creeck dééree oceurred in 1933,
The prineipal violation oeeurred onbthe ﬁallace Diteh where_the-owner
refused to submit to regulation until a notice was posted and arrest
threatened, The user d4id not wish to allow any‘waﬁer to'pass the Wallacg
Diteh for the use of the lower users of egual right until there was more
water than the diteh would carry. The wabter master regulated the diteh
10 the proper proportion of ‘the flow when the flow in the creek became
great e;ough %0 reach %he lower users but continued interference prevent—
ed the water from reaching througﬁ‘until.the notice was pasteds With the
cessation of interference no further difficﬁlty was encountered in deliv-
ering the wabter to all parties entitled to its uses

Some difficulty oecurred on the Sizer Ditch also, when the
renter on tﬁe Hoopes Réneh oéenéd the Sizef ditch without the consent of
thé ownér, and began diverting water heléﬁgingzto other uSefs.v Upon
protesting to Mr. Sizer, it was found that the ditch was being used with-
out his consent and the ditch was closed until water was available for
diversion thereine> Some interference also;oeourrédkfrom the same party
on the Sizer Ditch at the end of the seagon after all of the water in
the creck was turned imbo the Me Culley Ditch. The McCulley Dam Was
breached several times but upon sefving nétice‘no further diffiéulty
occurreds | | |

A gontroversy occurred éﬁvthe lower énd of Cedar Creek between
the owners of the Hill Ranches and the Smalls Ranch. The creek chéﬁnel
is compietely £illed up with sand on the Smalls Ranch.and it has Been

customary during years of ample water supply not to open a chamnel -



through to the Hills' Ranches bﬁt 40 let the water spresd across the
Small's Ranch onto the other properties. In 1933, the flow of fhe creck
was $00 small %0 spread completely across the Small's field and the own-
ers of the Hills' Rancheés opened a small bj—pass ditch around the sand=
£illed chennel on the Small's Ranch in order o divert the water direct-
ly onto their lands., The owner of'the Smali’s Ranch proteéted thié pro-
cedure insisting that the lower usérs had no right to put the by4pas§
diteh in on his ranch,  After some diseussion it was agreed to‘allow a .
limited amount of the water to flow through the by-pass diteh without

interference.



RECOMMENDATIONS

At the earliest possible date an almost complete set of
headgates and measuring devices should be installed on Cedar Creek.
The Beebe Ditch is the only diteh with a sultable headgate and all

ditches are in need of suitable measuring devices.



FINANGIAL STATEMENT

There Was no assessment levied upon the Water users in

the Cedar COreek water master district in 1933 due to a sufficient’

surplus having been built up in preceding years {o carry the cost
of the service through fhe season without additional funds.

) Therevis submitted on the following page & statement of
the Cedar Creek Water Master District Fund showing the receipts

and disbursements during the 1933 seasona




FINANCIAL STATEMENT
CEDAR CREEK WATER DISTRIDT FUND

January 1, 1934

RECELPTS

Balanee'onMareh 1, 1933 ‘-' ¢ © 0 e & ® 2 @ o o 0 B 8 o @ $355.96
Contributed by Taxpayers (Mar. 1/3% to Jan. 1/34). . 367  $337.63

" DISBURSEMENTS |
(Mar. 1/3% to Jan. 1/34)

Water Master Compensation. . « « « » & e o e v s e e .. 113,62
Water Master Travel EXpense. « « » o o o » o o » o o o ¢ 586,40 150,02

BALANGE [ ) L] e @ L ] L ] ] [ Qv L] c‘ 0- e 9 Q. ] ‘.v”v.“.".: -. e v ) v 187.61



TABLES

RSN TS




TABLE 1

PRECIPITATION

Cedarville, Californig

'y e e

4 so

o e

Season : Sept.: Oct. : Mov. : Dec. : Jan. ¢ Peb. : lar. Lpr. : May 1 June July : Aug. :Seasonal:
1924-25 . 0.25 v 2,06 :1.86 : 1.66 : 1.08 : 1,34 : 0.61 0.65 : 1.59 : 0.49 : 0.29: 0.30 : 12.18
©1925-26 ¢ 1.3% : 1.57 ¢ 1.31 : 1.25 : 1.06 : 1.1 : .13 1.26 :1.07 : T : .09 : .09 : 10.35
1926-27 ¢ .15 ¢ B3 oz 2.73 ¢ 1.16 : 1.82 : 2,02 : 1.73 &l o .9H .35 T T : 12.25
1927-28 @ .32 : .86 : 2.87 : .8 : @ 75+ 2.93 B8l T : .55 00 : L00 : 10.87
1928-29 @ 4O : .15 @ 1.43 ¢ b2 s 2,08 .59 ¢ 1.20 1.85 .29 ¢ 1.98 .00 : T : 10.39
1929-30 : .07 : .19 : .00 : 3.02 : 3.39 ¢ 1,53 : .8 Sl o:r W67 2T O2: 7 : 10.23
1930-31 : 1,68 : .59 ¢ 1,22 : .18 : .67 : .66 : 1.68 BHE .85 2 2.25 .00 : .00 : 9.72
'1931-32  : .33 : 3,20 : .95 : 1.85 : 2.23 .70 1 1.97 1.87 : .53 1 .22 T : T : 13.586
1932-33  + T -+ ,13 : .78 ¢ 1,20 : 1.31 .81+ B3 .90 :1.06 : .26 25 T : 7.33
Mean 1894 to : .56 : .98 : 1.59 : 1,4 : 1.76 1.55 : 1.45 .90 : 1.03 : .65 on ;18 & 12,43
1933 : : : : : : : : : : : .
1931-32 in : : : : : : : : : P
per cent of : .0 : 1.1 : 6.8 :10.5 :11.5 : 7.1 5.5 7.9 : 9.3 1 2.3 2.2 :+ 0 : bl 2
total mean : H : : : H :




TABLE 2

:

COﬁTINEUUS'RECORDS OF DAILY DISCHARGE IN CUBIC FEET PER
SECOND OF CEDAR CREEK INCLUDING DISCHARGE FROM THOMS

CREEX DITCH FOR THE PERIOD MARCH 20 TO JUNE 27, 1933s
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TABLE 8
1933

SECOND OF THOMS CREEK DITCH INTO CEDAR CREEK-

ESTIMATED DAILY DISCHARGE IN CUBIC FEET PER
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TABLE 4

WATER DELIVERIES ON CEDAR CREEK COMPARED WITH ALLOTMENTS - 1933

: tAverage Daily: . : !
: : Discharge : - -Cedar Crsek H Thoms Creek H
¥ -4 - --Inecluding - 'Averagquverage =4 -Per-Lent-of full-allotments delivered tAverage = Per Cent of:
H ‘Period ¢ Thoms Creek  :Channel: Comblned '+ First & Second s Third. - : Total :Combined :Allotment :
: : & Ditch :+ Loss 'Diversions Priority :Priority  iPriority : :D:a.versmnSsDelivered :
3 1933 Ao e.f.8. : c.fog.2 c.f s. 15, OOc.f,s. 15.00 c.f.j‘s-‘*B"’QO c.f.s..25 90 gcofeB.3 v.f 8. :B.00 ¢, f.8.2
13/20 to 3/29 .03 T 0.25 : _2 ?8 g: ,.40 s 5 : 12 3. 0 : 0 :
$3/30 to ' : 150 & B.78 s 40 @ 11 : 18 e S0 H
24/9  to : 1,50 ¢  3.91 . 50 9 : 16 : : N ¥
14/19 to t 1.80: 6.33 80 16 . s 26 s s 30 :
14/29 %o : 2.00 : 16.08 co : 87 3 67 o L6733 :
:6/9 to : 2,00 : 10.78 80 45 : 45 : A6 2 43 :
:15/19 to P 2.00: 14 x 80 i 48 : 47 : BOO - : 60 -z
:5/29 to : 1.20 08,582 s 70 32 3 35 t BL40 o, 48 0
:6/8 to : 1,00 =7 4,62 80 3 11 H 19 s L.6B i BB . s
:6/18 %o 3 : 0.20 ;8,98 ¢ B9 ¢ 2 : 12 : A6 T 9 :
: Mean P 9,70 : 1,34 3 7,04 i - 86 24 : 3 2 29 i 1,32 26 :



TABLE 5

CROP YIELDS FROM TYPICAL LANDS

IRRIGATED FROM CEDAR CREEX-1933

Yield

#% e ®s e wo e¥ o»

o op

»y

: : : ‘ : Total Yield: : d per Acre :
: Qwner :__Crop ;s Acres ¢ Tons @ Sacks : Tons : Sacks
:G. L. Besbe :ﬁlfalfa'Hay: 40,0 = 80 H : ‘2.0 :
b ' :Pasture ¢ 30.0 : ok Fair .
: 1Grain Hay 3 20.0 : 30 % t LB
:L, B, MeCulley :Alfalfa = : 100,0 : 250 & : 2.5
: T :Meadow Hay : 150.0 :- 450 ' 3 1. 8.0 ¢
:Norton & Marsh = :Alfalfa Hay: 75.0 : 75 ° 1 1,0 ¢
: j . . : S
:H. Rinehart tAlfRlfa Hay: 30.0 i 30 z 1,0 :
H R T BRI b : 5 :
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