Honey Lake Valley Resource Conservation District

| RESOURCE —
170 Russell Ave., Suite C. www.honeylakevalleyrcd.org CONSERVATION
Susanville, CA 96130 DISTRICT

(530)252-7271

Date:

PUBLIC NOTICE
Special Meeting of the:
Honey Lake Valley Resource Conservation District
Attachments available 10/25/19 at
www.honeylakevalleyrcd.us

Monday, November 4, 2019

Location: USDA Service Center

Time:

170 Russell Avenue, Suite C
Susanville, Ca. 96130
(530) 257-7271 x100

12:00 pm

AGENDA

NOTE: THE HONEY LAKE VALLEY RESOURCE CONSERVATION DISTRICT MAY ADVISE ACTION ON ANY OF
THE AGENDA ITEMS SHOWN BELOW.

NOTE: IF YOU NEED A DISABILITY-RELATED MODIFICATION OR ACCOMMODATION, INCLUDING AUXILIARY
AIDS OR SERVICES, TO PARTICIPATE IN THIS MEETING, PLEASE CONTACT THE DISTRICT OFFICE AT THE
TELEPHONE NUMBER AND ADDRESS LISTED ABOVE PRIOR TO THE MEETING.

V.

CALL TO ORDER, PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE, ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

PUBLIC COMMENT

Per RCD Board Policy No. 5030.4.1, during this portion of the meeting any member of the public is permitted
to make a brief statement, express his/her viewpoint, or ask a question regarding matters related to the
District. Five (5) minutes may be allotted to each speaker and a maximum of twenty (20) minutes to each
subject matter.

ITEMS FOR BOARD ACTION AND/OR DISCUSSION - RCD

A. MOTION TO OPEN PUBLIC HEARING ON JAY DOW COMPLAINT (Barham Kelley) APPEAL FILED
8/15/19 (Attachments) — Adams/Meyer

B. MOTION TO CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING ON JAY DOW COMPLAINT (Barham Kelley) APPEAL FILED
8/15/19 — Adams/Meyer

C. CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL TO UPHOLD, MODIFY, OR REVERSE WATERMASTER’S
DECISION

ADJOURNMENT

The next Honey Lake Valley RCD meeting will be November 27, 2019 at 3:30 pm. The location is the

USDA Service Center, 170 Russell Avenue, Suite C, Susanville, CA.

| certify that on Wednesday October 25, 2019, agendas were posted as required by Government Code Section 54956
and any other applicable law.



Carrie Adams

Susan River Service Area, Deputy Watermaster
Honey Lake Valley RCD




I Farber Scnreck

Bradley J. Herrema

August 15, 2019 Attorney at Law
805.882.1493 tel

805.965.4333 fax
bherrema@bhfs.com

Honey Lake Valley Resource Conservation District, Susan River Watermaster
Watermaster Board

170 Russell Ave

Susanville, CA 96130

RE: Notice of Appeal in re Dow-Bonomini Family 2013 Trust July 26, 2019 Complaint re Barham
Kelley Water Rights

To the Susan River Watermaster:

This letter is sent on behalf of our client Jay Dow and the Dow-Bonomini Family 2013 Trust (“Dow”).
Pursuant to Rule 6.3 of the Honey Lake Valley Resource Conservation District Susan River Watermaster
Rules and Regulations (the “Rules and Regulations”), Dow hereby appeals the decision of the
Watermaster Advisory Committee’ ("WAC”) regarding Dow’s July 26, 2019 Complaint2 (“Complaint”)
concerning Dow’s Barham Kelley3 water rights.

This Notice of Appeal is timely filed, pursuant to Rule 6.3 of the Rules and Regulations, which provides that
in order to proceed with the complaint process, a complainant must file a written notice of appeal with the
Watermaster within seven days of receipt of the final decision of the WAC following a public hearing on the
complaint. Dow received the WAC's final decision on August 9, 2019 by email.*

On behalf of Mr. Dow and the Dow-Bonomini Family 2013 Trust, we respectfully request that the
Watermaster Board recognize the timely filing of this Notice of Appeal. In the interests of efficiency and alll
parties’ resources, we request that the Watermaster Board coordinate the timing of a public hearing on this
Complaint with Dow’s other concurrently pending complaint regarding the transfer of the exercise of certain
Schedule 4 and Schedule 5, Priority 2 rights consistent with paragraph 17 of the Susan River Decree.

Sincerely,

Bradley J. Herrema

19640310

! The final decision of the WAC is attached hereto as Attachment 1.
% Dow's July 26, 2019 Complaint is attached hereto as Attachment 2.
® See A.C. Barham v. E.T. Cannon, Lassen County Superior Court, Case No. 3037.

4 See Attachment 1.

2049 Century Park East, Suite 3550
Los Angeles, CA 90067
main 310.500.4600

bhfs.com Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP



ATTACHMENT 1

From: Carrie Adams <watermaster@honeylakevalleyrcd.us>
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2019 5:38 PM

To: Jay Dow; Herrema, Brad

Subject: 7/26/19 Barham Kelley Complaint, WAC Decision
Jay,

The WAC Special Meeting scheduled to hear your Complaint filed on 07/26/2019, regarding the Barham Kelley
Decree held on August 8, 2019 at 6:30pm, resulted in a 4-to-1 vote of the present Committee members to
uphold the previous decision made by the Watermaster, not allowing the use of 740af of water described in the
Barham Kelley 3037 Decree, in addition to the rights in the Susan River Decree.

Per the Honey Lake Valley Resource Conservation District Susan River Watermaster Rules and Regulations, "If
the Complainant is not satisfied with the WAC decision and wishes to proceed with the process, he or she shall
file a written notice of appeal with the Watermaster within seven (7) days of receipt of the WAC decision."

Best,

Carrie Adams

Deputy Watermaster

Honey Lake Valley RCD

170 Russell Ave., Suite C.
Susanville, CA 96130
(530)-260-1690
http://honeylakevalleyrcd.org/

HONEY LAKE VALLEY
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ATTACHMENT 2

E 5100
Honey Lake Valley
Resource Conservation District

Water Rights Dispute/Complaint Form

It is the Policy of the Watermaster Board that every dispute results in the appropriate response consistent
with the relative significance of each complaint to ensure the most efficient and effective use of available
resources.

1. Have you attempted, to the best of your ability, to resolve this dispute/complaint with the Deputy
Watermaster?

YES (please explain)
Yes, | have met with the Deputy Watermaster regarding this matter multiple times and we have

exchanged many emails regarding the matter, as seen in Attachment A.

NO (please explain)

2. Have you contacted your Watermaster Advisory Committee (WAC) representative for assistance with
resolving this dispute/complaint?

YES (please explain)

NO (please explain)
No, the Deputy Watermaster has indicated that her decision is final.

3. Have you previously submitted this complaint? If so, vplease indicate the date, the organization(s) or
local government entity you contacted, including the HLV RCD and the outcome.

Yes. On July 23, 2019, | submitted one complaint to the Deputy Watermaster containing two separate issues

as "two separate E5100 complaints: one addressing the transfer issue, and one addressing the Barham Kelley. This will

allow the committee to evaluate each independent of the other, should the opportunity for separate outcomes be an option."




After taking the preceding steps you were unable to resolve your dispute/complaint, complete the second half
of this form and return to the HLV RCD. Provide as much specific information as you can. Forms that are not
filled out completely will be returned to the complainant.

Within five business days following the date a complete Water Rights Dispute/Complaint Form is received and
reviewed, it will be: (1) Dismissed without further action and an explanation will be sent to the complainant
via USPS return receipt, or (2) Forwarded to the WAC Board Chairperson to be considered by the WAC, at a
public hearing, within ten business days from the date the complete Water Rights Dispute/Complaint Form
was received. Refer to the HLV RCD Susan River Watermaster Service Area Rules and Regulations for more
information about Water Right Disputes/Complaints.

Name: Jay Dow Today’s Date: July 26,2019

Address: 726-200 Mapes Lane, Wendel, CA 96136

Phone Number: (530)260-6267 E-mail: dowranch@gmail.com

Date dispute/complaint originated on: July 1,2019

Location dispute/complaint originated at:
Diversion 46

4. Describe the action(s), omission, or decision that you are disputing/complaining about and by whom

they were made (Deputy Watermaster, staff, another water user, etc.).
See Attachment B, at #1.

5. Provide the grounds or basis for this dispute/complaint.
See Attachment B, at #2.

6. Describe your suggested solution.
See Attachment B, at #3

(Attach any supporting documents as needed)

Date Received: Received By; Action Taken:

HLV RCD Board Adopted: 02/19/2019



ATTACHMENT A

==

From: Carrie Adams <watermaster@honeylakevalleyrcd.us>
Sent: Monday, July 01, 2019 2:20 PM

To: Jay Dow; Kayla Meyer

Cc: Herrema, Brad

Subject: Re: water transfer and Barham Kelley

Jay,

Working closely with my District Manager and the RCD Board, these are the conclusions we have reached in
order to properly implement the Decree (full explanation in 6/25/2019 email). The transfer of your Sched. 4 or
Sched 5 rights to the Lower Susan River, below the confluence of the Susan River and Willow Creek, interferes
with other users' rights. A user agreement or a transfer of your rights, are options we could explore if you so
choose.

For the Barham Kelley, there is not enough material to support that the 3037 Decree are stand alone water rights
and thus we cannot allow you to divert an additional 740af of water.

After extensive discussion and research, these are the RCD's final decisions on these matters and how we will
be implementing the Decree moving forward. If these issues are still of concern, I invite you to our WAC
Meeting July 11, 2019.

Respectfully,

Carrie Adams

Deputy Water Master

Honey Lake Valley RCD

170 Russell Ave., Suite C.
Susanville, CA 96130
(530)-260-1690
http://honeylakevalleyred.org/

HONEY LAKE VALLEY

RESOURCE
CONSERVATION
DISTRICT

On Thu, Jun 27, 2019 at 8:15 PM Jay Dow <dowranch @ gmail.com> wrote:

Carrie:

Why has the Honey Lake Valley RCD changed their opinion on allowing me to transfer and use the water
rights I hold on my properties to other properties I own in the Susan River Water Master area? RCD has
previously allowed me to temporarily transfer my water rights from one property to another for beneficial use.
What has changed in 2019?

Likewise, RCD has not interfered with my use of water rights, granted in the Barham Kelley decree, on my
property in past irrigation seasons. What has changed? The Barham Kelley decree was not superseded by the

1



Susan River Decree as stated in paragraph 55 of the Susan River Decree. Barham Kelley grants water rights
independent of the rights granted under the Susan River Decree. The effect of the Watermaster decision is that
other parties are able to divert the water to which my properties are entitled. Again, what is the reason for the
RCD’s change in the manner in which it administering the Susan River Decree in regard to respecting the

earlier Barham Kelley decree?

Jay Dow



---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Carrie Adams <watermaster @ honevlakevalleyred.us>
Date: Tue, Jun 25, 2019, 4:24 PM

Subject: Re: Response to your 6-21-19 email

To: Jay Dow <dowranch @ gmail.com>

Cc: Herrema, Brad <bherrema @bhfs.com>

Jay,

Upon closer review of pages 29 and 30 of the 2013 Appellate decision, Rubio describes that Schedule 4, and
Schedule 5 1st and 2nd priorities are not mentioned in paragraph 21, simply because they are irrelevant due to
their locations, compared to where LIC diverts:

Sched. 4, pg. 30 "...can have no direct effect on those water users entitled to divert under schedule 4,
because those users take their water from the system before it ever reaches the Susan River."

Sched. 5 1st, 2nd, pg. 30 "except for those with points of diversion above the confluence with Willow
Creek"
The matter we are discussing is a unique situation, not clearly discussed in the decree, where you are wanting to
transfer your rights to the Lower Susan River. Again, the decree never clearly states that LIC cannot divert these
rights once they are left in the system. If not used, they become a part of the "natural flow of the Susan River, "
which LIC is entitled to divert. It seems that this is a matter that needs to be agreed upon by the other parties, as
it "obstruct[s] or interfere[s] with any other right in this decree" (paragraph 58). Another option is that there is a
way to officially transfer your rights. Both procedures I can inquire more about if you would like to move in
that direction.
Also, currently, LIC is not diverting to storage, however I realize the July 1st change to 5cfs is quickly coming.

As for the Barham Kelly, I really am working hard to try to see what you are saying; however, I am still
confused on how you say the Barham Kelly 3037 rights are in addition to the 4573 rights while:

1) the diversions- 46, 47, are only described within the 4573 Decree, and not within the Barham Kelly
3037

2) the amounts of water that can be diverted under the 3037 are only described in the 3037, and not the
4573; yet there are some rights for these acres described in the 4573
I'm trying to decipher these partial overlaps; because the 3037 simply cannot stand alone with such little
information held in its pages (no POD, no acreage). If you see my missing link, please do clarify.

I will gladly continue reviewing the decree and any highlights or additional material you wish to provide/point
out to me. For additional input- from fellow water users, you are also welcome to bring these issues to our next
WAC meeting July 11, 2019 at 17:30.

Best Regards,



Carrie Adams

Deputy Water Master

Honey Lake Valley RCD

170 Russell Ave., Suite C.
Susanville, CA 96130
(530)-260-1690
http://honeylakevalleyrcd.org/

HONEY LAKE VALLEY
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D1IS TRIECT

On Sun, Jun 23, 2019 at 8:46 PM Jay Dow <dowranch @gmail.com> wrote:
Carrie:

The exception found in paragraph 21 of the Susan River Decree, which deals with LIC's water rights, states the
only water rights affected by the exception are those in schedule 3, schedule 5 priority 3, and schedule 6.
Rights in schedule 4 and schedule 5, priorities 1 & 2, are not included in paragraph 21 and LIC cannot claim a
superior right to those, either under paragraph 21 or any other circumstance. The 2013 appellate decision
confirms this throughout the decision and specifically addresses schedule 4 on pages 29 and 30 (attached). For
this reason, exercising my ability to transfer my schedule 4 and schedule 5 priority 2 water rights to other
property I own is not "obstructing or interfering" with LIC's water rights.

Paragraph 55 of the Susan River Decree states that it "shall supersede all former judgments and decrees as to
the water rights involved, except the decrees of the above entitled court in the cases of Barham vs. Kelley...".
This statement in paragraph 55 makes certain the water rights granted in the Barham Kelley Decree are
separate from and unaffected by the rights granted in the Susan River decree 4573. As for more
documentation, the Barham Kelley Decree itself is the document granting the water rights and there is no
further documentation necessary. The Barham and Kelley properties are clearly delineated on sheet #3 of the
irrigated lands map for the Susan River Decree (attached) and, as we discussed when I met with you and Jesse
Claypool this past Friday, I am the current owner of these properties. The points of diversions for the
Barham Kelley decree are the same as diversions #46 and #47 described in schedule 2 of the Susan River
Decree. Diversion #47 is no longer in use and all diversions for the Barham Kelley decree are presently made
at diversion #46 (Barham Dam).

While the rights granted by the Barham Kelly Decree are not under the authority of the RCD acting as Water
Master for the Susan River Decree, your actions administering the Susan River Decree cannot impair my water
rights granted in the Barham Kelley Decree. Therefore, we must have a coordinated effort to assure I receive
my full rights under the Barham Kelley decree.

Respectfully,



Jay Dow



---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Carrie Adams <watermaster @honeylakevalleyred.us>
Date: Fri, Jun 21, 2019 at 5:58 PM

Subject: 4573 and 3037 interpretation review

To: Jay Dow <dowranch @ gmail.com>

Jay,

I have been closely combing through the 4573 Decree, and the 3037 Decree. After careful inspection, there is
more documentation that I need in order to administer the Decrees in the manner which you have interpreted
and brought forward.

First, there is no language about Schedule 4 when describing LICs right to divert to storage as long as Colony
Dam is at 20cfs. It does not state they can, nor does it state that they cannot. Thus, if we [from here, 'we' refers
to the Susan River Watermaster Service, administered by the Honey Lake Valley Resource Conservation
District], were to enforce your Sched. 4 rights to not be diverted by LIC and reach Colony Dam, putting it over
20 cfs, we would be opposing the decree and "obstructing or interfering with any other right" by not allowing
them to divert their full allotted amount (paragraph 59, Decree 4573).

As for the Barham Kelly 3037 decision and the 740 total acre feet of water described in said judgment, there is
no Point of Diversion described, nor are there specific irrigated lands (township, range, qtr-qtr. or of the like) in
this decision. Thus, with this judgement document alone, I cannot accept this as its own separate set of water
rights that are in addition to the ones described in the 4573 Decree. I am requesting more documentation, fully
describing these said additional rights, as I cannot even identify where these said rights are located, with the
current information.

I understand the time constrictions we are currently facing, and will review the information you provide
promptly. I am happy to review your issues and interpretations with the area's decrees, in order to successfully
administer them per my duties of the Water Master Service.

Until I receive, and then review, more substantial documentation, it is not within the decree to allow you to
divert 740af in addition to your cfs clearly described in the 4573 Decree.

Best,

Carrie Adams

Deputy Water Master

Honey Lake Valley RCD

170 Russell Ave., Suite C.
Susanville, CA 96130
(530)-260-1690
http://honeylakevalleyred.org/
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ATTACHMENT B

1. The Watermaster has determined to administer the Susan River Decree (“Decree”) in a
manner that obstructs and interferes with my water rights. Specifically, the Watermaster
has determined that in administering the Decree, it will not respect my rights under the
April 3, 1931 Judgment in Barham, et al v. Cannon et al, Lassen County Superior Court
Case No. 3037 (also referred to as “Barham vs. Kelly”).

2. Paragraph 55 of the Susan River Decree states that it "shall supersede all former
judgments and decrees as to the water rights involved, except the decrees of the above
entitled court in the cases of Barham vs. Kelly...” This reference is further explained in
the June 12, 1937 Report of Referee in Decree Case No. 4573,1 at 41:16-19, which refers
to the case of “Barham vs. Kelly, No. 3037.” (Attached hereto as “Exhibit 17).

A copy of the April 3, 1931 Judgment in Case No. 3037 is attached hereto as “Exhibit 2.”
The rights allocated to each party are clearly described therein. I am the owner of those
properties (see “Exhibit 37)), which are delineated on sheet #3 of the irrigated lands map
for the Susan River Decree (attached hereto as “Exhibit 4”°) and the water rights
associated therewith. These lands are shown in white on that map, as they were not
granted rights under the Susan River Decree, as the Susan River Decree did not supersede
the rights these lands had been granted by the 1931 decree in Case No. 3037.

In past irrigation seasons, the Watermaster has not interfered with my use of my rights
under the Case No. 3037 Judgment on my property. During the most recent irrigation
season that ended on June 30, 2019, I requested the Watermaster to ensure that its
administration of the Susan River Decree did not interfere with my ability to divert 25 cfs
until June 30. The effect of the Watermaster’s decision to administer the Susan River
Decree in this manner is that other parties are able to divert the water to which my
properties are entitled.

As aresult of the Watermaster’s determination described above, during the most recently
concluded irrigation season I have been denied 740 acre-feet (“AF”’) of my water rights.
This has resulted in the Lassen Irrigation Company (“LIC”) storing water that I should
have been allowed to divert.

3. The Watermaster must administer the Decree in a manner that does not infringe upon my
rights pursuant to the Judgment in Case No. 3073, which were not superseded by the
Susan River Decree.

! See Susan River Decree at J 1 [...and said report of referee...is affirmed and adopted as the
basis for the decree of this Court determining and establishing the several rights in and to the use
of the waters of the Susan River and its tributaries involved in said cause.”].



The Watermaster’s determination has resulted in LIC diverting water in Leavitt Lake, and
McCoy Flat and Hog Flat Reservoirs that I should have been able to divert under my
rights pursuant to the Judgment in Case No. 3073. Under the Watermaster’s supervision
and direction, LIC should release into the Susan River an amount of water equal to that
which was improperly diverted by LIC in June 2019 for my diversion of 740 AF at
Diversion 46. This remedy has historical precedent, as when DWR served as
Watermaster, it required LIC to release water that it had improperly diverted for use by
those right holders whose rights had been obstructed or interfered with.
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] EEGUEL SATIGA, JANE RQE SﬁTICA, WILLIAM G. HULSMAN

<. DAVIDSON,

)
IANNAH, ¥ HULSMAN, J. T. SHARP, FRAN _ J
BEVIM DAVIDSON, J. D.. 2 REWS IDA ANWS, SEBERN )
RIDENOUR, MNIE RIDENOUR, LESTER CLARK, LENA CLARK, )
Ts. A PARDEE Trustee, L@BENZO E. DEF@BEST A. E. )
DEFOREST, . FLORENCE F. DEFOREST,” WILSON E.. MALLERY, )
ROSE MAILEHY . FRED BANTLEY, MAB.Y HOFFMAN, TRO. IEMERS@N )
CTARRISA. EMERSON, ABBIE.F. COOPER, MARY S. WURRER, )
PATRICK. H. m,sﬂ, MARGARET WALSH, JAMES. STRESHLEY, )
JOEN .M. HAGATA, ANNE HAGATA, RICHARD CASTNEI.EAS )
ROY S. LOISELLE, CARRIE LOISELLE, . GEHRIG, SAIVINA )
ACCOMAZZ@,iAdmlnistratrlx of the estate of: Luigi Accomnazzo)
Deceased,  GEORGE H., TAYLOR, KATHERINE T. TAYLOR, FRED H. )
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SECOND' DOE COMPANY, & corporation, THIR‘B DOE COMPANY, a )
corporation, FOURTH DCE COMPANY, a corporation, FIFTH DOE )
COMPANY, a corperatien, . g

)

Defendants.
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~ An order of,fhg gbove entit;éd court was heretofors made on August
21, 1934, referring the gbove entitled causs to the_Bivisién“of“water Résourceé
of the Department of Public Works of the State of Galifornis, for investigation
as refeiee, ugdef authority eonferred By Section 24 of the Weter Commission
Act of fhe State of Celifernia (Statuteé 1913, Chepter 586, as smended). Seid
refereé éansed.full invéstigatién of the facts and conditions yertainiﬁg to
sald eause to be made, which investiggtion included a'éurvéy of the various
ditehes and areas irrigated thersunder, measuremgnts:effstream flow end of the
diversiens therefrom thr@ugh the varieusvditches, end. a reconnaissence soil ‘.
survey of the landsvinvelvéd in the aéti@n, the ?esults df whicﬁﬂﬁﬁyeﬁtigaxien
were compiled and are ceontained in a_feport entitled, "Report on Water Supply
and Use of Water on Susan River and Tributafies?.Lasseﬁ Qounty,,@alif@rﬁia",
dated February 20, 1956 and eleven map~shéets wefevprebared from said sur&eys
sh@wing soll types, diversi@ns and 1rrigated lands, cepies of said map sheets"
have been bound in sald report and sald report is submitted herewith as Exhibit
LB

A conference of the various parties te the action and their repre-
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'at the conference. The stipulation was based upon the 1935 schedule of trial

sentatives was eélled by.the Bivisien,df,wgter Resourcses on.Méreh 18, 19%%, at
Susanville, for the purposé of presenting the data that had been collected priox
to that time by said Eivisiqn, After discussing the-matter at sald conference,
an agreecment based upon the daxa‘collected-by'Said,Division, was éntered into by
all of the parties_to the proceedings;.éxceft the owners of one rench on Susan
River"and two ranches oh.Gold Run Creek, previding'a schedula for the distribu~
tién of the waters of-Susan'Biver'and its tributaries during the 1935 season and
pursuant to said'scheduie the waters of said stréam system were distributed
during said seasone |

.Another c¢onfersnce of the parf;as to the aection and their representa-
tives was c¢alled b} the Divisien of W&fef Resoufces,on March 31, 1936, at Susan-
ville. A stipulation for Judgment eonta;hing a pian of settlement 6f all of

the water rights in the Susan River stréam_system&was presented by said Divisien

distribution with sueh modifications as ap@eared necessary from the additiomal
ihformaticn gathered in 1955. The'parties t0 the proceedings desired to con~
tinue trial distribution of the waters of the Susan River stream system under

the plan econtained in the stipulation for jadgment'durinnggse until the com=-

13

mencement of the haying season 10 afford a further demonstration of the operatio
thereofs -Circul%ﬁién of the'stipulation.fof judgment,was commenced on July 15,
1936 among the varieous parfies'tovthe.actién for their approvai. Said stipula-
tion for judgment has been subscribed by 170 parties to thé‘proceedings. ‘Fruilt

Growers Supply Company subseribed an;identical ccpy of the stipulation with an

¥

additional provision thﬁt in no way changes the status of the,rights therein pro
vided. Lassen Irrigation Gempanyisubscribed an idential copy of the stipulation
with'certain reservationse | ‘ | | ‘
The parties wﬁe did nét exeecute said stipulation for judgment are A.
¢. Barham and Delta M. Barham, Edward_ﬁucés, U. J., Travis, Rees T. Jenkins, Kate
Tenkins and Rees T. Jenkins Land and;Livestéck Gom@apy,fWo F.’Wil}i&mson, Fo Co |
Farwell-and Eena‘Jg'Farwpll; Leonard ¥, Dozier and ILura A. Bézier, Gareline
Rager,-Jehn-Lambert and Lizzie B. Lambert and Williem Galeppi on Susan River

Jokn M. Hagata and Anne Hagata, James Streshley, and Roy S. Ioiselle and
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Carrie Ioiselle on Willow Cresk, Robert Satica, Bermardina Satica, Miguel
Satiea andvFernaﬁda Satica on @éld Run Creek, and Reno Natiomal Bank on Sayles
Spring. Finﬁings_héreinaftgr~@@ﬁfaineé»set forth the rights for the uses made
by said papties who'have not signed sﬁidhstipulation. The parties who éub-
seribed said stiﬁulation hafe-waived fiﬁdiﬁgs of faet and ecenclusions of léw,
except as to non-51gnatory parties.'

Ehder deate of January 27 1937, said Division, as referee, announced
its.report in the form ef a draft of whieh it gave notice uader said date by
mail to the parties or fheir axtorﬁeysiaﬁd'enclosed with said notice a copy of
said‘ﬁraft. The parties who filed é@@%@ti@nSvto'said draft of report did so
w1thin the time provided by law, gnd are A. €. Barham and Delta M. Barham
through their attorney Hardin. Barry, and Rees T. Jenklns, Kate Jenkins, Rees
T, Jenkins Iand and. Livestock C@mpany, Iames Streshley, and W F. Williamson
through their attorneys Massrs. Williamson and Wallace. S&idiBivision, as refer
ee,'has givan dus ¢onsideration to said ebjeetions, has heréinafter'discussed
nge and has hereinafter‘set fo:th‘the"re&sene fér'actions tﬁken thereone

Now being ful;y inforﬁa@ in the premises, the Division of TWater
Resaurces;.as referee,"here;n Submits its report to the Superior Court of the

State of California, in and for the County of Lassen.

| GENERAL STATEMENT OF CASE.

Susan River has its source on the east slope'of_the-Sierra Nevada
lountains at an elevatibn of about 790@ feet and in the -southwesterly portién
of Lassen Geuntyiimmediately east of Lassen Volcanic National Park. Its channel
follows a generé; eastefly'diréction from Silver Lake through MeCoy Flat Reser-
voir and through Susanville and on 1o aney-lake”to whieh it is tributary. All
of the water users in the entire watershéd'of said river are involved in the
ébove entiﬁled action.:

Susan River has an important perennial trlbutary from the north above
Standish known,as.WilloW-Greek. The dry-weather flews of Plute Creek which
is tributary from.the nortﬁ.% Susenville and of Gold Run Creek and Iassen

Creek which ceme iﬁ from the south betwsen Susanville and Jphnstonville are

4
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almost entirely utiliged gbove'their-eenfluenee with Susan River,

The rights invelved fall into feur majef claésifieations, to-wit:

(1) Those of 1ndependent cheracter and absolute prierity embraced
in paragraphs 14 to 36, inclusive of the stipulatlan for judgment, wherein
the ;espective ugsers take all of the flow of varieus-springs and small tribu-
taries end have léng continued to do so and the flows'of'ﬁhieh cannot now be
¢onsidered as subjeect to division witﬁ others in view of the fact that said
flows have long been completely diverted and kept out of the common supply
by the respective users of seid sources.

(2) Those which derive their water supply from Willow Creek as seb
forth in Scﬁedule % end parsgraph 37 of the stipulation,,and divisible into
two prierity classes.'_- |

{(3) Those upon Gold Run Creek Lassen Creek Piute Greek end their

tributaries, whi ch are three separate units as set forth in Schedule 4 end

paragraph 38 of the stlpulatien with three prlerity ciasses en Geld Run Creek

and its trlbutarles two prlority classes on, Lassen Cresk end its trlbutaries,
end one e¢lass equal in prierity emd Qerrelative in right on Pilute Creek and
its tributaries. |

(4) These upon Susan ﬁiver”and its fribaﬁhries gbove Piute Creek as
set f@rﬁh—iﬁ Schedules 5:aﬁd 6 and pafagraphs 39 to 43, inelgsive, of the

stipulation, and divisible into rights of eight priority classes.

SOLUTION OFFEEE) BY BIVISIGN er WATER RESOURCES
The engineering report end the set of = n;ps therein ‘contaihed men-
tioned in the first peragraph hersof comprise the record of the . engineering

work dome by the Divisien of Water Resources as referee. -The abqve mentioned

 stipulati®n.f®r jﬁdgmént whiech has been filed in the above entitled cause

contains the solution of the problems in the pending action which said Bivi-
sion of Water Resources deems eqpitable gnd - proper.

The Ilghts in end to the waters respectively flowing in ¥Willow Creek,

-Gold Run Creek Lassen Creek and Piute Greek and the tributaries of Badd




'greeks are treabted as groups separate end distinct from‘tﬁe'remaining water
rights on the main thread of the river. Bésed upon'thé cénelusion that if
economically and systematically used,\théie is ample ﬁater in years of average
flow prior to the commenceﬁent~ef the haying seasen for all present uée-being

made by the parties to this aetien, eontiﬁuousfflow elloecations have been
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made, based upon the following duties of water:

(1)

(3)

(4)

2 consumptive duty of one cubie foot per second %0

each 110 acres of lend irrigated from Willow Creek

in Willow Greek Valley.

4 consumptive duty of one cubie foot per sécend 0
Bach 100 ecres of land of Galifernialﬁtilitiés Com~
pany irrigated from Piute Creek.

& consumptive duty of on§ cubie foot per second to
each 80 acres of the Nett, Castneleas snd Loiselle
lends irrigated from Willow Greek, of the lends of
the Federal Land Bank of Berkeley irrigated-from

Lassen Gfeek; and ¢f all lands irrigated from Piute

éreek excep )A a Ut;lities Cem~
peny.

A gross dub é?f:;;  o second to each
55 acres of o 1 ir%igaﬁed from

Gold Run Croux.

A gross duty of one cubic foot per secona té gach
67.5 acres of lends of léam soil irrigated from.Geld
Run Cre§k. | |
An.average net duty of ome cubic foet per seéend to
each 110 scres of lands irrigated under the A and B
Cenal from Susen River.

A gross_duty of epe cubie.foot per'secend to esach
8@ acres-of~irrigate& lend in the remainder of the

Susan River stream system.
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The solution éffered by the Division of‘Watgr Reseﬁrees, and con-
tained in the 8tipulation f@r judgmenﬁ; was placed'in operstion on the Susen
River stresm system for the~1936 season, and the results to be exPected there-
from were demonstrated to the various parties'in’the actien. |

PROBLENS FPRESENTED BY RIGHTS OF PARTIES
NOT STIPULATING TO ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
- All of the partiesvasita whoin fights éhéuldrbe herein decreed have
signed the stipulation>fer judgment except the follewing:

(1) Reno Naﬁional Bank on Sayles Spring whese right is

h of the separabie and indépendent character of classi-

fication ene sbove, &s se:t forth in peragraph 34 of the

stipulation for judgment.

(2) The owners of the Streshiey, Hageta snd Loiselle
1ands wﬁose‘rights are in glassifieationé one and
two abofe, as set forth in Schedule 3 end in para-
graphs 18, 21 end 35 of the stipulation for judgment.

(3) The owners of the Sabieca lands‘whose rights are in

elassifications one and fhree above, as set forth in
Schedule 4 end in parsgraph 26 of the stipulation
for judgmeﬁt. | |

(4) The owners of the Barhem, Jenkins, Pravis and Lucas
lends whose fightsvare in élassificétién'feur ébove,
a5 set forth in Schedule 5 of bhe stipulation for
judgment, aﬁd the reserVétiona ovaassen Irrigatiqn
Company .

The receiver and sttorney for recéiver_of Reno Natlonal Bank both
verbally approved the stipulstion fer‘judgment, altheugh they did not sign 1is.
Edward Lucas 4id not have an eppertunit§ to approve the stipulation f@r.Judg-
ment siﬁce be was not évailable et the time it was being circulated. A com-
mﬁnication has been reéeived from said Edwerd Luems spproving said stipulation

end the Draft of Report of Referee. U. J. Travis «lid not sign said

-Ta
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stipulation because 7.4 aeres. of hié 1frigated lands were inadvertently
omitted therefrom, but otherwise he has mo objsctien thereté;

There is no conflict between the four majer.elassifications of the
rights involved in the preceedinés as set fgrth above, Alse there is no con-
flict between the 1nd1vidu§l-rights witﬁin glassificétién one. ‘The stipula-
tion thus affords a complete settlement of the rights in claasirieation one
above and of the rights on Piute Creek and on Lassen Creek, This therefore
leaves three rights on Willow creek t0 be related to the othber rights in
Schedule 3 of said stipulation, ome rightvon Gold Run Creek to be related to
the other rights on said Gold Run Creek, and,ﬁenﬁ rights on Susaﬁ'River to be.
related to the other rights in Schedules 5 and 6 of said stipulation.

Wherefore the Diwisien of Water Resonrees, as referee, makes this-
;ts |

F]NIINGS'QF-EAGT
. ,

That thers is in éaid Lassen Geﬁﬁty a natural stréam'of water known
as and called "Susén River®, which said stre=am ariseé on thé east slope of the
Sierra Nevada.MQggtainé inﬁthe southwesterly portién of said Lassen County,
State of Califernia, and flows in a geher&l eaéterly direetion through Silver
Lake, McCoy Flat Reservoir?ASusanville énd on to Honey Lake, end said river
and its various tributaries end branch channels flow between well defined banks
in well defined channelg to, upon, apd across certaein of. the lands of certain
of the parties to this action.

| II

Thet as to the parties herein the_f@llowiﬁg is found?

The true name of_defendant sued herein as Je Re Benneﬁt is J, As

Bennett and that Margaret 6. Benmett, hig,wﬁre is jointly interested in his

lends invelved in said action.

Elberta DeForest has succeeded to the interests of defendants Royal

Ra_Ramsqy end Verna B. Remsey.

-8~
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Ceunty ef Lassen, sued herein as Lassen Ceuntz, a mnnicipal cerpera-

tien, is a pelitieal subd1v1sion of the State of Galifornie.

ﬁhited States Bepartmenﬁ -0f Agriculture, sued herein as United States

of America, has appeared and should be decreed a right as hereinarter provided.
Joe Garbani, sued herein as Toe Garboni, =0ld an imrterest in his lands

involved in this aetion to W. L. Sovy; gaid Joe Garbani-has since died and de-

fendant Bank of America, a cerporatien,iis the executor of the Estate of Joe Gar+

bani, deceased.

J. R. Collier and Joe R. Collier are one and the same persol.

$, Morando and Serafina M‘,Mbrande are one and the_samevpersono

.Abraham Farris and A, Farris are one and the same persen.

Tale Ao Farrls and T. A¢ Farrls are- one and the same person.

The true name of defendant.sued herein.as Jenen@eeeﬂﬁws is Mrs. W. De

Haws and she has appeared in this action ﬁnder4her tfue NEMB o
' g . o ' o
Defendant Belia Jensen has sold amn interest in her lands invelved in

this action to defendant G. C. Ileh.

John Frederick Breckman and J. F. Brockmen are one and the same persond

-.Gharles So Breekman and C. S+ Brockman are one and the same person.

Themas Mhsten Ramsez,and Masten Remsexrare one and the same persone

'The true name. ef defendant sued herein as Jane Doe Ramsey ig Addie May

Ramsey and she has appeared:in this-actien under her true nameo

The Federal Iand Bank of Berkt”‘. é’suceeeded to the interests of

defendants Helen T EeFerest Frank Eavidsen and Eevina Davidsen invelved in

this action and said The Federal Land Bank of- Berkeley sheula be substituted in
the place and stead ef-said defendants Helen J.‘EeFerest, Frenk Davidson and

Devina Davidsoxn.

Defendant Harriet P. ﬁemghem hee,died since thesee@@encement of this

aetion and her surviving husbaﬁafis defendant Ross E:ﬁBavt'ém, sometimes kmown

as'Ra_E._Banghame-
A @ivision settlement has been made in the lands of defendants Fe Ho

Bangham, Joséphine”T. Benghem and Estate of Se P, Banghem involved in said

aetien; a portien of the irrigated 1an@e deseribed under the'neme of Jesephine
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» involved in this actione

T. Bangham on Sheet 1 of Slgﬁhedule 1 in fhe stipulatien for judgment, which has
been filed im the above entitled cause, is new;héld in severalty by F. H.

Bangham and the other portion thereof by J es_ephi-ne_, Te __B,anghaln as hereinafter set

forth under their respective names:

F. H. Bang_ham

1.1 acres in‘S_Wét NEZ of Sectien 2, T, 29 N, R'12 E, M.D.B. & M.
26_.5 aores in NW% SE'{& of Section 2, T 29 N, R 12 B, M.D.B. & I
_2.5-.5_ acres in NE% :é;;%ef Bection 2, T 29 N, R 12 E, M.D.B. & M.
10.8 acres in SE%SW% of --Sectipn'z, T 29 N, R 12 E, M.D.Bs & M.

_57.8 acres inSW%; SE%; of Section 2, T 29 N, R 12 E, M.D.B. & M.
102.5 scres - Tota) o

Josephine T. Bangham.

'B1.5 acres in SE Ni of Section 2, T 29 N, R 12 E, M.D.B. & M.
17.8 acres in SW: NE} of Seetion 2, T 29 N, R 12 B, M.D.B. & M.
3l.4 acres in NE} SWE of Section 2,.T 29 N, R 12 E, M.D.B. & M.
10,0 acres in NWs 5B} of Section 2, T 29 N, R 12 E, M.D.B. & M.
18.0 acres in SE} SWp of Section 2, T 29 N, R 12 E, M.D.B. & M.

108.7 acres - ‘i‘ota‘l

and the allotment of water ‘set atter the name of Josephine Ts Bangham for
said lands on Sheet £ of Schedule 5 of said stipulation for judgment are owned

by said Fs He Ba

] _am.,and._ﬂ'@sé,phine_;: Ts. Banghey in propoertien te their respect-
ive irrigated acreages hereinbefore set Torths |

The: true name of defendanf.éue.d herein as E.. Lizzie Perry is Lizzie

E. Perry end she has appeared in this sction umder her true name.

Jemes B, Leavitt end J. B Iaévit.t are: one and the seme ‘person.

Grace .El'len_‘ Elledge and Grate E. Elled ge are ons and the same person.

‘Fais Ieaviths Gunter and Fa_nni:e__@unt_‘eag are one and the same person.

Defendants Ci A.. ‘Laatigtt,:?:f.: B. Deavitt, De E. Leavits, and Beulah C.

Ga_onie. have sucecesded to the interests of;defendam‘b“s_mfiéérge Be I.éa‘vi_,tt, deceased|

The true name of defendant _sﬁed herein as Fmma R. Johnston is Emmae T,

-10-
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Johnston and she has appeareél innsaid aetlen under h6F true nameé. .

May p Leavi’ct has sucecesded to the interests of defendant ¢. F. Hart

involved in tHis action and said May E.- Leavitt ,shoua.c}. be ,substituted in the
place and stead of said defendant C. F. Hart.

Vivian K. Hanéen and Vivian»"Hansen are one and the same persone -

£é Ienigar, H. We. Ianigar, Ada p Elledge, and ‘Edna E.\ Elledge have

succeeded {o the interests of defendant Martha B, lanigar, deceased, involved

in said action.

The true names of defendants sued he‘reim a8 EdWard Ghﬁppui.-s and Naney

G Chappuis are Edwaré. Ghap;gius and Nancy Co. Chappiusg and they have appeered in

saié. action ‘under.their true. nemes;. 't;ha'b ‘Ed.ward Ghappius and Eo Do Ghappius are

one and the. ‘same person;. and that Nancy Os. Chagpius and Naney. Ghappius are one-

and +the same persons

' Eénm..v,ff‘-b . G.auithura# _é.nd- H. T. Soulthurst are one and the same person.

The,trué;name,of:defendantzsued_herein,gqu@a Streshley is Estella
§‘>‘t.reshlez -and she has appear‘ed in said a'c-tién under her-true name. |

Martin E.. Wrig}__ za.md M. E. Wright are one and the .seme 'pex;son..u

The 'brue name 0f defendant . susd herein. as Marc C. Stew&rt is €. M.

Stewart and he has appeared- in said ae.ti-on wnder his true neme.

Matilda E. Stew&rt and M. B Stewart are one and the same person.

Geerge ‘Lo . Woodst@ck has succeeded to the mterests of defendant

Annie Mattison, sometimes known as Anne Mattlsen, nvolved in this aectien.

lofendant Gharles S. Mahle, sued herein as Charles A. Mahle, signed

the stipulatien fer judgment on file in ‘bhis action, has sinee died, and _;;ng

L Mm’den is the heir of his estate invelved in said actien.

; Eafend_g.n.t _Laura By Y »»le signed 'bhe stipulatien for judgment on file

in this actieh’,..has. sincé died, and Leland A, Mshle and Ida May Bager are the

heirs of her estate involved in said aetion.

J&mes H. . B. McGlelland and J. H. B. McClalland are one and the same

Persone

- Ida :L._Andrews -and Ida Andrews are one and the same personc

-11~
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Defendant Saliformia lands, Inci, a corporation, has succeeded to

the interests'ef'defendanfs };1k,aﬁpﬁm§riaa._a corporation, and Robert Ds Murphy

involved in this action.

vﬁlgragEran33513111 and:Qlara Fs Dillwarefene and the same person.

The trﬁe'name of defendantzsuedvherein asn;anﬁgﬂaewE¢W1tt_is‘Iesephine

C. DeWitt end she has a@pegréd~ih this aétién under her true”name.

© 0 N O

H; Ray Fry invelved in this aetion and said Bank of Lassgen Ggunﬁy,should be sub-

‘Satiqg,éhd she has appeared in,this acti@n upder her true name.

John Te Theodore and J. T Theod@re are one and the same person.

Bank of Lassen Geug;z,has sueceeded to the interests of defendant

stituted herein in the place and stead of said He Ray Fry. ,

The true name ‘of defendantb. sued herein as. Iohn L. Tanner is John Tapnsy

and he has appeared in this action under his,true name,

‘Glarence E. Pakin end C. E. Deakin.are one and the same person.

Wélter»I,bﬁakin and W@.J.fﬁakin abé one and the same-pérson.

Gertrude A. )akin and Gertrude Bakin are one and the same persole

The true name of defendant sued herein as Jane lQe Satica is Bernardlna

Satica and she has appeared in this action under her true name.

Ths true pname of defendant sued herein as. Jane Rose' Satica is Fernanda

Sebern Rideneurend Sc D Ridenour ar¢ one and the same person.

Iester Glark and Lsster B Clark are one and the same. person.

Eefendant I@renzo-E..EéEerest has disd since_the commencenent of this

ac.'b'iaﬁ.a.nd.: defendants Florence D, Stampfli and Shirley .S;‘_cgingﬂif are the heirs

to that pertienlef_his estate‘itfiggted“frcm-eold'RunvGreek; and defendant Elberta

DeForest 1s the heir te-that portion of his estate irrigated from Susan River.

The trué.nams of defendaﬁt.suéd herein,as,ﬁlgrrisa;Ems:son is Clarisss

Emerson and she has eappeared in said actien under her true name.

Maﬁggget;Wélsﬁﬂand Mergarite Walsh are one and the same pEerson.

The defendant Estate of Idugi Accomazzo has been distributed to de-

fendant Salvina Accomazzo, who has since married and is now kmown as Salvina

Fornce.

-12-
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, and?not otherwvine, &urins ; hat part oi esach
i day of July, and thst defandsmtu, thelr
meys and all perasone olaiﬁing under them,
| and restrained from divert na_: any water from
¢ the period of plaintiffs' uae as aforesald,
lanta. their agents, aarva.ntz.‘ attorneys and
nder them, be perpetually enjoinad from re-
in any manner interfering witl; the three

of flash boards in plaintiffs' dam in sald
nlsrlﬁdeanribad in the complg:irt and find-
of flash doards in plainti:tfa; ’onkhoqd
B deegribe& in said findings, _at any <lme or

2 ORDERZD, ADJUDOED iND DECREED that defendants
v and subordinate to that ot tfha nlaintiffls,
.he waters of said Susan R:l.v'm.-i Jand the Pitzell
.:r (1&0) nore :teat of wa.tor d'q.ﬁring the irrig-
nd every year, pri.or to the first day of

| to-diyert and use such quant tiea of water
durins*tha fifteoen dayn oI esoh month of
prior to the first day of Jnly, vhen nlain-

[ | a.ra enjoined from using aaid fvmt.ersa of
;sgresate, during the ﬂftaan day interval of
.#ﬁgon geason prior to the first day of July,
| forty (140) aore feet apportioned to the
:laintif:rs, their ncente, attorneye, :iid
mder them be pcvmanently enjoinea fror ob-

:r :I.ntartaring with tho derendants' sgcondary

Ak |14

tn use the esid quantity of watar. to-wit,
)) acre feet, dnring the 1:’:!351:1011 geason of

p firat day o:t July, or thl liui'ralent thereof

i defendanta' further right £ ’uaxa use of

2.
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sald water during fifteen days of ench month of the irriéation
season prior to the first day of July.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, 4ADJUDGED AND DECREED in view of
the determination and decision of thic Court that plaintiffa in
this sotion are entitled to.a prior and a snpariorl?ight to divert
and use of the natural £low of Susan Iiver Six Ennﬁred (600)

. acre feet of water for the irrigation of the landalof plaintiffs.

desoribed in this action; and in view of the datarmination and

 deoision of this Court that the defendants have a right, secondary

. that in the event that ¥

" al charmel, measured at

SRR ..

‘inohes of water meaaurai

| plaintiffs shall have &

and subordinaste to that of plaintiffs, %o 4ivart and use of the
natural flow of Susan Riyer for the irrigatipn of defendants' lands

yore feet of water during the irrigation

the first day of July of eech year,

;a natural flow of Susan RUver in its naturj-
ihc points of diversion of the plaintiffs
and defendants in this J@otion, is less than two hundred miner's
: ;under a 8ix (6) inch prssaure, that

8 prior and the prarerred right to divert

. and to use for the 1rrig:tion of plaintifra‘ 1ande, in case thse

1 .
L e BISTMESS e TSR LSRR S RSHIEE T - -

. EEEEAIT G

nit

said lands are dry and in need of 1rrigatton, the whole of said
quantity of water, thus found to be under ‘two hgndred (200) minar's
i{nches vontinuously until such time a3 plaintiffa have completed
one full 1rr15ation_p: their said lands, and one hundred fifty
(1560) acre feet is E%%eby determined and fixed as g sufficient
ﬁuantity of water fbr one complete irrigation of plaintiffas' lanis.
And under such conditions, it is further oidered thot, thereafter,
defandants shall be entitled to divert and use the entire flow

of aaid Snaan Rivar when less than two hundred inches, contiu-

wously, but prio;hgo July lst, until such time: as defendants nave

.completed a full 1rr1§ation of seventy acres Q: land, and thirty-

.
»
i
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five acre feet measured on defendanta'! premises .‘:\ai heredy fixad’
ag a sufficient quantity of water fof.’:kogia full irrigation o?f
defendants' seventy acres of land. -

DATED: This ;Zéday of %Z , 1931,
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EXHIBIT 3

RECORDING REQUESTED BY AND

2014-04406

Recorded at the request

WHEN RECORDED MAILTO: REESE SMALLEY WISEMAN & SCHUEITZER
Lawrence R. Smalley éo/aa/g%a 10554 m;t ik B
REESE,'S.MALLEY, WISEMAN & SCHWEITZER, LLP D;::EIC AL RECOR S' o

1265 Willis Street Julie M. Bustamante ~ Clerk-Recorder
Redding, CA 96001 Lassen Sty

T

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO: I
Jay S. Dow and Susan A. Bonomini, Trustees

726-200 Mapes Road

Wendel, California 96136

Documentary Transfer Tax: _-0-
_X_ Transfer to revocable living trust for
the benefit of grantor (R&T 11930)

The undersigned hereby declares

GRANT DEED
FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged,

JAY DOW and SUSAN BONOMINI, husband and wife, as community property with right of
survivorship

hereby GRANT to:
JAY S.DOW and SUSAN A. BONOMINI, Trustees of THE DOW-BONOMINIFAMILY 2013 TRUST
the following real property in the County of Lassen, California, described as follows:

SEE EXHIBIT “A” ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF.

APN: 117-690-04; 117-690-05; 117-640-04; 117-510-07; 117-510-33; 117-510-38; 117-510-
39; 117-510-69; 117-510-70; 117-280-01; 117-280-32; 117-150-19; 117-150-20; 117-150-25

/c)/,j ,2014
T

Dated:

[ %4 T

JAY D

L_%émg_
SUSAN BONOMINI

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

COUNTY OF M ) ss.

On /0/8 , 2014, before me, %fl U , a Notary Public,

personally appeared JAY DOW and SUSAN BONOMINI, who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the
persans whose names are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that they executed the same in their
authorized capacities and that by their signatures on the instrument the persons, or the entity upon behalf of which the persons
acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is
true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

O/W/A D)

NOTARY PUBLIC ~

R. FINK E
o Comm. & 2073907
o] NOTARY PUBLIC -CALIFORNIA m

LAssex Counry

My Comm. Exp. Aug, 6, 2018 ?




EXHIBIT "A"

THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN BELOW IS SITUATED IN THE UNINCORPORATED AREA, COUNTY OF LASSEN,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AND 1S DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

Parcel 1:

In Township 29 North, Range 13 East, Mount Diablo Meridian, according to the official plat thereof.

Section 3: The SW 1/4 of the SE 1/4; and the S 1/2 of the SW 1/4.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM the strip of land described in the deed to the Central Pacific Railway Company, recorded June
25, 1910 in Bock "T" of Deeds, at Page 427.

ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM the strip of land described in the deed to the Central Pacific Railway Company,
recorded November 11, 1912 in Book “W" of Deeds, at Page 10.

Section 4: The 5 1/2 of the SE 1/4.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM the following parcels A through G:

(A) The strip of land described in the deed to the Central Pacific Railway Company recorded June 10, 1910 in Book "T"
of Deeds, at Page 427.

(B) Beginning at a point on the Southerly right of way line of the County Road, as said line of said Road is established
by that certain grant from May Leavitt to the County of Lassen, dated November 13, 1939 and recorded November 14,
1939 in Book 38 of Deeds, at Page 140, which paint bears S 15° 47' W, 1456.90 feet from the East one-quarter corner
of said Section 4; thence S 2° 54' 15" W, 638.45 feet; thence N 87° 05' 45" W, 300 feet; thence S 2° 54' 15" W, 50.00
feet to the Northerly line of the Southern Pacific Railroad right of way; thence N 87° 05' 45" W, 697.50 feet along said
line of said railroad; thence N 22° 51' W, 303.85 feet to the Southerly line of the County Road; thence along said line
of said Road, N 70° 36" E, 648.50 feet and thence 556.15 feet along a curve to the right having a radius of 3414.25

feet and a central angle of 9° 20" to the point of beginning, being a portion of the S 1/2 of the SE 1/4 of said Section
4.

(C) All that portion of the S 1/2 of the SE 1/4 of said Section 4 which lies Northerly of the Northern line of that certain
County Road described in the grant from May Leavitt to the County of Lassen, recorded November 14, 1939 in Book 38
of Deeds, at Page 140, and East of a line drawn parallel to and distant East at right angles 225 feet from the West line
of the S 1/2 of the SE 1/4 of said Section 4.

(D) Ali that portion of the SW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of said Section 4, contained in the Agreement of Sale between Chas.
Beckett and Vada H. Beckett, husband and wife, seller, and John DePalma and Alice M. DePalma, husband and wife,
buyer, dated December 13, 1960, recorded December 14, 1960 in Book 163 of Official Records, at Page 77.

(E) The Westerly 225 feet of the SW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of said Section 4 which lies Northerly of the Northern line of
that certain County Road described in the grant from May Leavitt to the County of Lassen, dated November 13, 1939,
recorded November 14, 1939 in Book 38 of Deeds, at Page 140.

{(F) Commencing at a point on the Southerly right of way line of that County Road, as said line of said Road is
established by that certain grants from May Leavitt to County of Lassen, dated November 13, 1939, recorded




November 14, 1939 in Book 38 of Deeds, at Page 140, which point bears S 15° 47' W, 1456.90 feet from the East one-
quarter corner of said Section 4; thence Westerly along said line of said road, along the arc of a curve to the left
having a radius of 3414.25 feet and a long chord which bears S 75° 16' W, 555.56 feet; thence continuing along said
line of said Road S 70° 36" W, 648.50 feet to the actual point of beginning, said point being on the Western line of that
certain parcel of land conveyed by Chas. Beckett, et ux, to Johnson, Drake & Piper, Incorporated, a Corporation, by
deed dated October 6, 1960, recorded October 14, 1960, in Book 161 of Official Records, at Page 272; thence S 22°
51' E, along Western line of said parcel so conveyed to said Corporation, 303.85 feet to the Northemn line of that
certain railroad right of way, as said line of said right of way is established by that certain grant from Emily B. Kelley to
the Central Pacific Railway Company, a Corporation, dated June 10, 1910, recorded June 25, 1910, in Book "T™ of
Deeds, at Page 427; thence Westerly along said line of said railroad right of way 1183.50 feet to the intersection
thereof with the Eastern line of Leavitt Lane, as shown on that certain map entitled, "Official Map of Leavitt, Lassen
County, Cal.", filed January 8, 1913 in Book 1 of Maps, at Page 65; thence North along said line of said Lane 64 feet to
said line of said County Road, extended Westerly; and thence Easterly along said line of said Road 1081.15 feet, more
or less, to said actual point of beginning, being a portion of the SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of said Section 4.

(G) That portion of the SW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Section 4, Township 29 North, Range 13 East, Mount Diablo Meridian,

according to the official plat thereof, lying South of the lands of the Central Pacific Railway Company as described in
Book "T" of Deeds, at Page 427.

Section 8: The S 1/2 of the NE 1/4; and the SE 1/4.
Section 9: The NE 1/4; the S 1/2 of the NW 1/4; and the SW 1/4.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM Parcel 1, as described in the deed to Calvin L. Smith, et al, recorded August 21, 1958 in Book
123 of Official Records, at Page 49.

Section 10: The NW 1/4.

Section 16:  The N 1/2 of the NW 1/4; and that portion of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 lying Nartherly
of State Highway 395, as described in the deed to the State of California, recorded
August 12, 1936 in Book 34 of Deeds, at Page 17.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion of the NE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 lying North and East of the centerline of the Susan
River.

Section 17:  Those portions of the N 1/2 of the NE 1/4 and of the SE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 lying
Northerly of State Highway 395.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion thereof described in the deed to Garneth R. Pinneo, et Vir., recorded April 17,
1950 in Book 60 of Official Records, at Page 161.

ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion thereof described in the deed to Curt Moran, et ux, recorded August 23,
1588 in Book 494 of Official Records, at Page 238.

Parcel 2:
In Township 29 North, Range 13 East, Mount Diablo Meridian, according to the official plat thereof.
Section 3:  All that portion of the SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 lying Northerly of the Northerly line of the

strip of land described in the deed to the Central Pacific Railway Company, recorded
July 5, 1910 in Book "T" of Deeds, at Page 455.

Parcel 3:




In Township 29 North, Range 13 East, Mount Diablo Meridian, according to the official plat thereof,
Section 3: All that portion of the SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 lying Southerly of the Southerly line of the

strip of land described in the in the deed to the Central Pacific Railway Company, recorded
July 5, 1910 in Book "T" of Deeds, at Page 455.

Parcel 4:

In Township 29 North, Range 13 East, Mount Diablo Meridian, according to the official plat thereof,
Section 9: The SE 1/4,

Section 10: The NE 1/4; the N 1/2 of the SE 1/4; the SW 1/4 of the SE 1/4; and the SW 1/4.
Section 15: The N 1/2 of-ﬂ'le NW 1/4; and the NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM the parcel described in the deed to Lassen Irrigation Company, recorded November 26, 1974
in Book 285, Page 62, Official Records.

Parcel 5:

A non-exclusive easement for ingress and egress to adjoining parcel #117-280-01 20 feet in width lying Easterly and
Southerly of the following described line:

Beginning at the intersection of the West line of the NE 1/4 of Section 16, Township 29 North, Range 13 Ea'st, Mount
Diablo Meridian, and the North right-of-way line of U. S. Highway No. 395; thence along said West line N 0° 06' 19" E,
621.81 feet; thence N 42° 38" 17" E, 120.72 feet; thence N 71° 33' 30" E, 263,61 feet; thence N 28° 08 28" E, 126.50

feet; thence N 54° 51" 21" E, 191.15 feet; thence N 47° 11' 44" E, 366.46 feet to the North line of said NE 1/4 of NE
1/4.
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	Date:  Monday, November 4, 2019
	Susanville, Ca. 96130
	AGENDA


