10.

11.

12.

13.

Description of Bar Boot Ranch Conservation Easement activities.

Undated correspondence from Joe Austin to Jason Kline, Arizona Game and Fish
Department.

July 8, 2004 correspondence received from William R. Radke, Refuge Manager,
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service.

Scope of Work prepared by Lawrence Engineering dated September 27, 2004.

October 1, 2004 correspondence addressed to Office of the Cochise County
Attorney, from Janet Ronald, Deputy Counsel, ADWR, regarding Earthen Dams
in the Vicinity of Leslie Canyon Creek.

Memorandum prepared by Lawrence Engineering dated November 7, 2004,
regarding Bar Boot Ranch — Investigation of Structures, together with
attachments. :

Correspondence received by Christine Young from William R. Radke, Refuge
Manager, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, enclosing copy of Challenge Cost-Share
Agreement between U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service and Bar Boot Ranch L.L.C.

June 20, 2006, correspondence from J. Darrell Jordan, Manager of the ADWR
Office of Water Engineering, regarding Gate Tank (02.08) and Crow Tank
(02.09) Dams, May 10, 2006 Inspection Reports with enclosures.

February 16, 2007, Notice of Violation, received from the Arizona Department of
Water Services (“ADWR?”).

February 28, 2007, correspondence from William R. Radke, Refuge Manager,
United States Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife Service, together with
enclosures.

March 14, 2007, correspondence prepared by Maguire & Pearce to the ADWR,
regarding “Notice of Violation for Bar Boot Ranch, LLC Dated February 16,
2007.”

May 17, 2007, ADWR correspondence to Maguire & Pearce regarding “Meeting
on May 15, 2007.”

June 20, 2007, correspondence prepared by Maguire & Pearce to Michael
Johnson, Ph.D., P.E., Section Manager, Dam Safety Section, ADWR, regarding
“Bar Boot Ranch,” together with enclosure.
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

July 7, 2007, correspondence from Michael Johnson, Ph.D., P.E., Section
Manager, Dam Safety Section, ADWR, in response to Maguire & Pearce letter of
June 20, 2007, regarding “Bar Boot Ranch Notice of Violation”.

September 25, 2007, correspondence from Maguire & Pearce to Michael Johnson,
Ph.D., P.E., ADWR, Dam Safety Section, regarding Bar Boot Ranch.

September 25, 2007, correspondence from Maguire & Pearce to Kathleen
Donoghue, ADWR, Legal Division, regarding Bar Boot Ranch.

October 11, 2007, correspondence received by Josiah Austin from Michael
Johnson, Ph.D., P.E., Section Manager, Dam Safety Section, ADWR, regarding
“Notice of Violation”.

October 23, 2007, correspondence received by Maguire & Pearce, PLLC, from
Scott M. Deeny, Deputy Counsel, ADWR, regarding Public Records Request
Dated September 25, 2007.
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Bar-Boot Ranch Conservation Easement

A Conservation Easement between the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service and Josiah and Valer
Austin, covering the 13,713 deeded acres of the Bar-Boot Ranch culminated successfully
during 2004. The purpose of the Conservation Easement is to assure that the Bar-Boot
Ranch, located upstream from Leslie Canyon National Wildlife Refuge, will be retained
in its current condition to provide for a diversity of wildlife habitat, maintenance and
enhancement of watershed health, education, cattle grazing, and limited residential uses.
The Service and the Austins agreed to prevent any use of the property that will
significantly impair or interfere with these values, and to confine the use of the property
to activities consistent with the purpose of the easement.

The Bar-Boot Ranch is located in Cochise County, Arizona in a high valley lying
between the 7,140-foot elevation Swisshelm Mountains to the west and a southern
portion of the 9,854-foot elevation Chiricahua Mountains to the east. The property lies
about 15-miles upstream from Leslie Canyon National Wildlife Refuge, and adjoins
portions of the Coronado National Forest on the east, and the 11,585-acre 99-Bar Ranch
on the south (which also entered into a Conservation Easement with the Service in 2001).
The elevation of the ranch ranges from 4,800 - 6,300 feet. Rainfall reaches up to 18”

annually.

The Ranch consists of about 25,940 acres, including 13,713 acres of deeded lands, 640
acres of State Grazing Allotment, 424 acres of Bureau of Land Management Grazing -
Allotment, and 11,163 acres of U.S. Forest Service Grazing Allotment. The property is
dedicated to livestock production, grassland and wetland habitat restoration, research, and

associated activities.

U.S. Forest Service Grazing Allotment for the Bar-Boot Ranch is for 450 head from
November 1 - through June 30. The Bar-Boot Allotment is a portion of the Bar-Boot
Ranch, which furnishes winter pasture for the ranch. It has been grazed by livestock since
before establishment of the National Forest. Originally the allotment was grazed
yearlong, with a change to winter only use in 1950. The State Grazing Lease and Bureau
of Land Management Grazing Allotments are for 6 and 7 head annually, respectively.
The ranch will carry approximately 650 cattle on an annual basis. There are few human
improvements on the ranch, but assorted buildings, wells, windmills, pipelines, stock
ponds, water impoundments, roadways, electrical power distribution lines, corrals,
fences, and related facilities exist. ~

The ranch is dedicated to maintaining a variety of conservation values of substantial
importance to the Austins and to the Service. Over several years, the Austins have
restored this ranch and other properties and made improvements to the watershed and
rangelands, both to enhance livestock production and ecosystem health. Their efforts at
ecosystem repair by headwater erosion control are well known and recognized by
conservationists. The Austins have expressed interest in establishing safe harbor
agreements for a number of federally-listed endangered species, which are expected to
pioneer onto the ranch due to habitat restoration efforts, or could be



introduced/reintroduced onto the ranch in appropriate habitats. An example would be
introduction of Yaqui topminnow and Chiricahua leopard frogs into stock tanks or other

ranch wetlands.

The ranch falls within the original 25,000-acre Leslie Canyon National Wildlife Refuge
acquisition boundary identified in the Preliminary Project Proposal approved on August
25, 1992 to pursue expansion and protection of the Refuge. This conservation easement
seeks to ensure survival of native fish and wildlife on both the ranch and the Refuge
while providing for normal livestock ranching operations and watershed restoration
activities to continue on the ranch. The easement limits division, subdivision, and surface
development on the ranch’s private fee land into perpetuity while encouraging its
traditional ranching and watershed restoration activities to continue. By limiting
subdivision and surface development in the upstream reaches of the Leslie Creek
watershed, the easement also helps assure the water supplies historically available to
sustain native fish, wildlife, and plants, including federally-listed threatened and
endangered species, found downstream of the ranch on the Refuge.

The Service purchased the Conservation Easement on the Bar-Boot Ranch from the
Austins for a total amount of $1,949,000.00. The August 10, 2004 Purchase Agreement
provided for acquisitions of easements in increments as funding becomes available.

This Conservation Easement enables economic viability to continue on the privately
owned ranch, and at the same time helps to protect the watershed that supports crucial
downstream wetlands at Leslie Canyon National Wildlife Refuge. The 2,765-acre Refuge
was established in 1988 under the authority of the Endangered Species Act of 1983 and
the Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956 in order to “...conserve fish or wildlife which are listed
as endangered species or threatened species...or plants.” The Refuge was established
specifically to protect native fish, and recovery actions include stabilizing and
maintaining existing populations, establishing self-sustaining populations, and restoring
wetland habitat so that the fish will be able to thrive once again.

The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service’s purchase of Conservation Easements from private
landowners is recognized as a win:win relationship for everyone involved, but it remains
dependent upon acquisition funds remaining available. Plants and animals in danger of
extinction can be protected and managed at a huge cost savings to taxpayers because the
federal govemment is not required to have fee title of an environmentally valuable
property in order to help protect it from development. Private landowners are able to
continue using their property as they wish within the framework of the conservation
easement that they helped develop and implement. Private properties remain on county
tax roles. The mutual interest in this Conservation Easement provides an opportunity for
private landowners and government agencies to collaborate in the management of a
unique area to help ensure that its existing economic and environmental values are
maintained for the benefit and enjoyment of future generations.

SRE



Jason Kline
Arizona Game and Fish Department,

The El Coronado Ranch has a long history of support of native fish projects in
West Turkey Creek. We would like to continue our support by allowing the Arizona
Game and Fish Department to establish a population of Mexican stonerollers
(Campostoma ornatum) onto the El Coronado Ranch. I understand the stonerollers will
be translocated from Rucker Canyon, treated for parasites, and released onto the El
Coronado Ranch. We will grant access to the creek from our ranch for the stocking of
these fish, and for the continued monitoring of all the fish in West Turkey Creek, that is
done annually in October. We look forward to working together on another native fish
project.

Sincerely,

Josiah Austin
E! Coronado Ranch




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
SAN BERNARDINO NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE COMPLEX
P. O. BOX 3509 DOUGLAS, ARIZONA 85608-3509

Josiah and Valer Austin July 8, 2004
12626 E. Turkey Creek Road
Pearce, Arizona 85625-6166

Dear Mr. And Mrs. Austin,

Thank you for vour patient persistence in helping establish a perpetual Conservation Easement on your
13,713-acre BarBoot Ranch, located in the Leslie Creek watershed upstream from Lesiie Canyon National
wildlife Refuge (NWR) in Cochise County, Arizona. Your private land occupies a beautiful vallcy between
the Chiricahua and Swisshelm Mountains. The area remains little changed from the last century, is rich in
human history, and supports a tremendous variety of wildlife. As you know, your BarBoot Ranch is within
the delineated project area boundary of Leslie Canyon NWR because it contains important characteristics
toward protecting and maintaining the watershed that supports crucial refuge wetlands and endangered

species.

Potential land use activities that could degrade the refuge watershed’s integrity include groundwatcr
withdrawal for irrigation or residential purposes; septic tanks that could pollute groundwater; contamination
as well as erosion in the riparian corridor and sedimentation of Leslie Creek; and intensive residential
development that contributes to public use problems of vandalism, arson, poaching, erosion, water
contamination, and dircct threats to the fish and wildlife through unlawful] taking or introduction of non-
native fish competitors or predators. Residcntial development in the watershed has recently emerged as the
most scrious, likely, and permanent threat to the protection of the downstream refuge’s biotic values.

Because of your interest and willingness to protect the values imperative to both the refuge and to your
ranch, vour dedication in establishing this Conservation Easement on your upstream private property will
have positive effects far into the future. The Conservation Easement we are implementing is a strong and
positive way to protect the refuge watershed. It prohibits subdivision of the property, and assures that the
BarBoot Ranch will be retained in its current private ownership condition to provide for a diversity of
wildlife habitat, maintenance and enhancement of watershed health, education, cattle grazing, and limitcd
recreational uses. While within the Congressionally approved project area boundary for Leslie Canyon
NWR, together we have found a way to protect fish and wildlife without the expenses associated with total
fee-title povernment ownership, maintenance, and management.

It is rewarding to work together with you to preserve, restore, and protect this beautiful valley. The Fish
and Wildlife Service is dedicated to purchasing this Conservation Easement following the provisions
explained to you on June 28, 2004. As described in the Purchase Agreement, increments of your property -
will be covered by the Conservation Easement proportional to available funding. Naturally, it would be in
the best interests of everyone involved if this transaction can happen quickly and efficiently. This concept
is highly supported by the Fish & Wildlife Service and I will do everything that I can to keep this
acquisition alive and well. Thank you for your vision and dedication in making the world a better place in
which to live.

Sincerely,

Aiomn ooy
William R. Radke
Refuge Manager



Date: 007272004 awrence Engineering
HOO7 K. Magdalena @ Pempe, AZ ﬂ:,‘gg,";g
Phone (450) 838-5388.1 ¢ (amguy@ cox.net

Scope of Work
Bar Boot Ranch Dam Investigation

Lawrence Fngincering has been contracted by ADWR through solicitation No.2005-2561 at the contract

price of $101.62 per hour.

Lawrence Fngincering met with ADWR representatives on Sep. 23, 2004 to discuss the contract
requirements and we were directed to begin with Task 3. We were turther asked to provide a more
detailed scope of work than provided in the contract, including estimated hours to complete the task as
defined in the meeting, This memorandum is intended to provide this requested information.

During the mecting information was provided that was used to formulate this estimated scope of work
and the associated work hours. Some of this information was:

1. The structurcs in question are on property owned by Joe Austin and I in or ncar Pearce, AZ.

2. There are approximately 67 structures to investigate. The jurisdictional status of most can be
determined by simple observation, but it is likely that as many as 3 will require further
investigation.

3. All three of the structures could be of jurisdictional size and will therefore require a detailed

inspection.
4. 'The ADWR has not spoken to the owner or his representative and does not have a phone number

for him.
5. The owner or his representative must be given notice of the inspection and his rights with regard

to the inspection (Form 1009).

Lawrence engineering will complete the following tasks:

1. Meet with ADWR to receive pertinent information and to coordinate activities as we move

forward to complete this task.
Obtain appropriate contact information and schedule on-site visit with Joe Austin or his

n
representative.

3. Travel to site with David Keadle of ADWR.

4. Obtain signature of Joe Austin or his representative on 1009 form.

5. Make a visual assessment as to which structures require further investigation to determine their

jurisdictional status.
6. Inspect the structures that require further investigation and determine jurisdictional status of each

by conducting a field survey to determine the height and storage capacity of the structures.
7. For the dams determined to be jurisdictional we will do the following:
a. Obtain GPS coordinates to assist the Department in locating the structure.

b. Gather necessary facts required to fill out the Department’s standardized inspection
report form. (i.e. outlet size, outlet material, spillway dimensions, slope of embankment,
crest width, length of dam)

¢. Provide photographic documentation of the facts when possible.
d. Determine downstream hazard potential, including assessments ol persons at risk.

8. Compile an inspection report using the Department’s standardized inspection report form. The
finished report will be provided to the Department with a copy for the owner.




Fstimated hours needed to complete these tasks are stated in the following chart.

Hours

8

3
32

0
16
18
18
9

Total Hours 104

co\icamhwm-a;

I.awrence Engineering will perform services described above for this Project. Lawrence Engineering
has developed the Project Scope of Service, and compensation based on available information and
various assumptions. The Dcpartment acknowledges that adjustments to the schedule and compensation
may be necessary based on the actual circumstances encountered by Lawrence Engincering in

performing their scrvices.

o
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
Legal Division
500 North Third Street, Phoenix, Arizena 85004
Tetephone 602 417-2420
Fax 602 417-2415

October 1, 2004 Janet Napolitano
Gevernor
John A. MacKinnon Herbert R, Guenther
Chief Civil Deputy County Attorney Director
Office of the Cochise County Altorney
P.O. Drawer CA
Bisbee, AZ 85603 .

“RE: Earthen Dams in the Vicinity of Leslie Canyon Creek

Dear M1, MacKinnon:

Previously, the Arizona Department of Water Resources (Department) provided you with
copies of correspondence concerning carthen dams alleged to have been constructed by Mr. Joe
Austin in the vicinity of Leslie Canyon Creek. These dams appear to have been constructed
without proper legal authority, in violation of AR.S. § 45-112. By letter of August 16, 2004 to
Liza Logan, Manager of the Water Management Support Section, Surface Water Rights for the
Departrment, you asked three sets of questions concemning these earthen dams. This letter
responds to your questions and confirms our conversation of last week,

1. Your first set of questions concems whether a dam may be constructed to store water for
flood control purposes without first having obtained a permit to appropriate water from the
Departruent. As further explained below, the answer to this question depends upon whether the
dam is constructed so that it stores (retains) water, or instead slows down (detains) the flow of
water.

A dam that is constructed so that it stores (retains) water, rather than just slows down
(detains) the flow of water may not be constructed unless the stored water will be put to
beneficial use, and a permit to appropriate the water has been issued by the Department prior to
construction. A dam that retains water without the stored water being put to beneficial use, may
not be constructed at all. However, if the stored water will be put to beneficial use, then prior to
construction, a permit to appropriate water must be obtained from the Department.

A dam that does not store water for beneficial use but instead is designed to only detain
the flow of water, may be constructed without a permit from the Department. A typical
detention dam has outlet features at grade so that water is released immediately, albeit at a
slower rate. A detention dam only stores water during the time that is required to release the
water completely through the outlet features.

There are several statutes that relate to the storage and appropriation of water for
beneficial use. Under A.R.S. § 45-141, water from all sources flowing in natural channels,
including floodwater, is subject to appropriation and beneficial use. Legal authority to store
water may only be obtained if the stored water will be put to beneficial use. Arizona law does
not allow “dcad” storage, i.e., water stored without a beneficial use. Under A.R.S. § 45-151,
beneficial uses of water include stockwatering and wildlife, but do not include floodwater or
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sediment control. Under A.R.S. § 45-152 and 158, in order 10 appropriate watet for beneficial
use, an application must be filed with the Department, and construction may not begin until after
the application has been approved. Under ARS. § 45-272.D, these provisions appiy to

stockponds.

Enclosed is a picture taken in February 2004 by the Department of earthen dams
constructed in Whitewater Draw, which is in the vicinity of Leslie Creek Canyon. Duringa field
visit, the Department observed numerous similar structures in the washes in this area, including

Mesa Draw.

2, Your second set of questions concerns determinations of whether surface water is being
illegally diverted, stored or used in violation of ARS. § 45-112. Specifically, you questioned
how such determinations could be made in light of the ongoing general stream adjudications.

In Arizona, there are two general stream adjudications, one within the Gila River System
and Source and the other within the Little Colorado River System and Source. These general
stream adjudications will determine the nature, extent and relative priority of claimed water
rights. The area in which the subject dams are located is not within either of these general

stream adjudications.

Also, as we discussed, even if these dams were within a watershed that was being
adjudicated, this matter does not involve a conflict of water rights. Rather, the allegation made
to the Department was that water was being stored without the necessary legal authority in
violation of A.R.S. § 45-112. This alleged illegal storage appears to capture water that would
otherwise flow down Leslie Canyon Creek.

3. Your third set of questions concems the “jurisdictional parameters” of the Dam Safety
program. Whether a dam is subject to the jurisdiction of the Department is determined by statute
and rule. Under A.R.S. § 45-1201(1) and A.A.C. R12-15-1203, a jurisdictional dam must satisfy
certain height and storage criteria, Copies of the statute and the rule are enclosed.

We appreciate your questions regarding the Department’s recent correspondence
conceming the construction of carthen dams in the vicinity of Leslie Creek Canyon. Upon
receiving information about possible violations of A.R.S, § 45-112, the Department routinely
brings these violations to the attention of the County Sheriff and the County Attorney. See
ARS. § 45-112(C). Involvement by local officials, even if formal action is not taken, has
proven to be helpful on occasion in the past. Thank you for your concerns.

7 Konard]

Janet L. Ronald

Sincerely,

Deputy Counsel
JLR/gsw
Enclosures
¢ Liza Logan
2

S°d OLyE-¥28B (0281 Au9tum ueurn BYToIAY 1A 1 A



MAGUIRE & PEARCE, PLLC

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

2999 North 44" Street * Suite 630 * Phoenix, Arizona 85018
Phone (602) 277-2195 » Fax (602) 277-2199

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL
TO: Scott Deeny FROM:
Arizona Department of Water Resources Mike Pearce
Legal Division Maguire & Pearce, PLLC
Phone: Phone: (602) 277-2198
Fax: 602-771-8683 Fax: (602) 277-2199

mpearce@mpwaterlaw.com

Date Sent: June 20, 2007
Number of Pages (including cover page): 8

Regarding:
Bar Boot Ranch

COMMENTS:

Scott,

As we discussed, here is our response to Mr. Johnson's May 17, 2007 letter.

- mike

CAUTION: The information contained in this facsimile message is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity
named above. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or unauthorized use of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this facsimile in crror, picase notify the sender immediately by telephone, and return the facsimile to the
sender at the address above via the United States Postal Service. Thank you.



Lawrence Engineering

Wonotoeor R e s 0o uroce an d D:m Epeediali st s ~
DATE: November 4, 2004
COMPLETED BY: Lawrence Engineering
RE: Bar Boot Ranch - Investigation of Structures
Background:

On November 3, 2003, the Arizona Department of Water Resources (Department)
received a letter of concern from Mr. Peter Bennet, Owner of the 99 Bar Ranch near
McNeal, Arizona. The Surface Water Rights Section and Office of Water Engineering
were informed that several earthen structures had been constructed in the Mesa Draw
subwatershed in Township 20 South and Range 28 Fast.

David Keadle and Thomas Whitmer of the ADWR visited the site with Mr. Staneart,
Ranch Foreman for the 99 Bar Ranch on February 9, 2004. Their report can be found in

the ADWR files.

On September 21, 2004 the Department contracted with Lawrence Engineering to assist
in determining the Dam Safety Jurisdictional status of these alleged violation structures.
Contact was made with Joe Austin, Owner of the Bar Boot Ranch where the structures
are located. On October 14, 2004 Dan Lawrence and Michael Lawrence of Lawrence
Engincering accompanied David Keadle of the Department on a site visitand made
cursory investigation of the structures on the property. During this visit we determined
there were four or five structures that would need additional investigation in order to
determine their jurisdictional status.

On November 4, 2004 we returned to further investigate these structures. We met Jim
Tout, the Ranch Manager of the Bar Boot Ranch, and Mark Austin, brother of the owner
Joe Austin, at the beginning of Turkey Creek Road and proceeded to the location of the

structures with them.

Summary:
We visited each of the five structures discussed below and determined the height (by

hand level survey) and surface area at the spillway elevation using a gps unit to map
the area. Using the general formula of 1/3 H x A we computed the storage capacity.
Two structures were determined to be of jurisdictional size. More delailed inspections
were completed for each of them. No further inspection was made on the three
structures found to be too small for ADWR Dam Safety Jurisdiction.

1007 E. Magdalcna ® Tempe, AZ 65283
Phone (150) 5385951 ¢ duiuguy @ cox.med



DAMS OF JURISDICITONAL STZE:

Gate Tank

Tocaton: SE Vs NE %4 Section 34 Township 20 South 28 Fast
Longitude 109.467, Latitude 31.6489999

Heght: 22 .8ft.

Surface Area at Spillway Crest: 33 acres --see fipure--

Depth of Max. Storage at the Upstream Toe:  12ft.
Storage Capacity (1/3 height x surface area): 132 acre ft.

Given the above findings, we determined this structure to be a Junisdictional Dam.

A more detailed inspection report with photos is attached.  --see also figures--

Crow Tank

Location: NW Y4 SE 4 Section 33 Township 20 South 28 East
Longitude 109.4869999, Latitude 31.644

Height: 38.5ft.

Surface Area at Spillway Crest: 6.5 acres” --see figures--

Depth of Max. Storage at the Upstream Toe: 29.3ft.
Storage Capacity (1/3 height x surface area): 63 acre ft.

Given the above findings, we determined this structure to be a Jurisdictional Dam.

” Given the height of the dam, it was only necessary to show the storage capacity to be greater
than 15 acre feet. We did this by taking a point level with the spillway and drawing a mangle
from the ends of the dam crest to create a very conservative estimate of surface area but stll

enough to show that it is of jurisdictional size.

A more detailed inspection report with photos is attached.  --see also figures--
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DAMS SMALLER THAN JURISDICTIONAL SIZE:

Lower Crow Tank

}.acanon: SE 4 ST V4 Section 33 Township 20 South 28 Tast
Longitude 109.4849999, Latitude 31.64

Height: 18.06ft.

Surface Arca at Spillway Crest: 4.7 acres

Depth of Max. Storage at the Upstream Toce: 14.2ft.
Storage Capacity (1/3 height x surface area): 22 acre ft.

Given the above findings, we determined this structure not to be a Jurisdictional Dam.

Lane Well

L.ocation: NW Ve NE V4 Section 4 Township 21 South 28 East
‘ Longitude 109.4959999, Latitude 31.637

Height: 17.6ft.

Surface Area at Spillway Crest: 3.6 acres

Depth of Max. Storage at the Upstream Toe: 17.6ft.
Storage Capacity (1/3 height x surface area): 21 acre ft.

Given the above findings, we determined this structure not to be a Jurisdictional Dam.

Apple Orchard

Location: SE Y4 NE V4 Section 28 Township 20 South 28 East
Longitude 109.48420066, Latitude 31.6645064

Based on observation and comparison to the structures studied earlier, we determined this structure
not to be a Jurisdictional Dam.
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ATTACHMENTS

Location Map

Historic Gate Tank Dam

Gate Tank Dam Acnal Photo with Overlay

Gate Tank Dam Topography with Overlay

Crow Tank Dam Acral Photo with Overlay

Crow Tank Dam Topography with Overlay

Embankment Dam Inspection Checklist/report — Gate Tank Dam
Photos of Gate Tank Dam

Embankment Dam Inspection Checklist/ report - Crow Tank Dam

Photos of Crow Tank IDam
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