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1 March 13, 1963 2 Flood Projects Backed X Flood Control Projects, Winslow, Scottsdale, Army Engineers Board of Rivers and Harbors, Sen. Carl Hayden, Scottsdale

Project, Channelization of Indian Bend Wash, Arizona Canal, 7 Miles South, Salt River, Hayden, Miller Roads, Diversion Levee,
Little Colorado River, Ice House Wash, Congress, Funds, Arizona Flood Control Officials

2 July 1, 1963 U.S. Engineers OK Flood-Control Plans X U.S. Army Engineers Board of Rivers and Harbors, Approved, Flood-control Projects, Winslow, Scottsdale, John C. Lowry,
Maricopa County District Flood Control Engineer, Scottsdale Project, Countywide Flood-control Program, Congress,
Construction, Funds, Concrete Lined Channel, Arizona Canal, Salt River, 7 Miles, City of Scottsdale, Storm Drain, Runoff, Rain
Water

3 July 10, 1963 Land Sale Suite Filed X Paradise Valley, Potential Homesite, Wash 100 Feet Wide, Three Feet Deep, Herschel Harris, Gallup, Suite, U.S. District
Court, Brooks Darlington, Kenyon T. Palmer, Elizabeth, Terrain, Smooth and Usable Homesite

4 July 10, 1963 Approval Urged for Watershed X Reps. John J, Rhodes, Morris K. Udall, Buckhorn-Mesa Watershed Project, Watershed Flood Control Project, Maricopa and
Pinal Counties, Apache Junction-Gilbert, Williams Field-Chandler, Queen Creek Flood Control Complex, Whitlow Ranch Dam,
Superior, Dikes, Channels, Gather Floodwaters, Salt River Valley, Gila River, Flood Protection, Subcommittee, Rep. W.R.
Poage, Topography, Dangerous Flash Floods, Rainstorms, Drench, Mountains, Walls of Water, Without Warning, Flood
Control District of Maricopa County, Board of Supervisors of Pinal County, Maricopa County Soil Conservation District, Mesa-
Temp Soil Conservation District, East Maricopa County Soil Conservation District, Queen Creek Soil Conservation District,
Protection to Mesa, Apache Junction, Gilbert, Williams Air Force Base, General Motors Proving Ground, Agricultural Land

5 July 10,1963 Government Wins Round on Land Suit X Federal Government, Inspect Government Recodes, Gila River Ranch Corp., Gila Bend, Flood Control Project, Gen. Lucius
Clay, Mark Wilmer, Attorney for Corporation, Contested Valuation, Judge Martin Pence, Appraisal Reports, Arthur Ross,
Assistant U.S. Attorney, 56 Wells, Irrigation

6 July 16, 1963 Flood Control Project Mapped (Map) X Flood Prevention Levees, Channels, Buckhorn-Mesa Project, Maricopa and Pinal Counties, Apache Trail, Goldfield Mountains,
Usery Mountains, Apache Junction, Gilbert Road, Mesa, Mapped

9 Septernber 6, 1963 Congress Okays Watershed Project Here - 2 X $15.5 Million Watershed Project, Central Arizona, Final Congressional Approval, Northeastern Pinal and Eastern Maricopa
Counties to Receive U.S. Funds Counties, Countywide Program, Prevent, Flood Damage, Maricopa County, House Public Works Committee, Federal Funds,

Released, Maricopa County and Apache Junction Flood Control Districts, John C. Lowry, General Manager, Maricopa County
District Flood Control, Pinal County Board of Supervisors, Weeks Wash Dam, Maricopa County Flood Control Plan, Pinal
County

8 December 10, 1963 Supervisors Apply for Park Area X Objections, Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, Lease, San Tan Mountains, County Regional Park, U.S. Bureau of Land
Management, Public Land, Goldmine Mountain, Malpais Mountain Regional Park, Chandler, Pinal County, Ted Rodney, Van-
Tex land and Development Co., Block, Application, Supervisor L. Alton Riggs, Chandler Mesa, Gilbert, Queen Creek, Right-of-
way, Crismon, Church Rd., E. Apache Blvd., S. Power Rd., Baseline to Williams Field Roads

7 April 10, 1964 City to Lengthen Airport's Strip X City of Phoenix, Sky Harbor's Main Runway, Objections, City of Tempe, Airport Department Director Williarn J. Ralston,
Construction, Controversial Location, Low Flow Channel, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Public Works Director Fred
Glendenning, Flood Control Advisory Board, Change, Channel Course, New York, Ternpe City Manager Louis Cooper, Landing
Jets, Too Close, City, Not Conform, Channel pattern, Protection, Tempe, Flow, Natural Terrain, Phoenix, Develop 44th Street,
48th Street, Mesa, Scottsdale, Paradise valley, AFL-CIO Airline Pilots Association

11 May 27, 1964 Long War Over Water X Two-thirds, Arizona's People, Came, During, After World War II, Tempe, Arizona/California War, Colorado River Water, TDN,
Forded, Flowing, Wide River, No Bridge, State Prison Inmates, Constructed, "Old" Bridge, Water, Old Salt, Dammed, Mighty
and Muddy Colorado River, Nevada, Lee's Ferry, Arizona Watersheds, Ernest Douglas, Editor, The Arizona Farrner-Ranchrnan,
Gov. Pat Brown, Lower Colorado River Basin, Udall Pacific Southwest Water Plan, "Dog in the Manger", Difficulties,
Cornpromise, Northcutt Ely, Chief Council, Metropolitan Water District, Supreme Court, Santa Fe Compact, Boulder Canyon
Project Act, California Lirnitation Act, Northern California, Southern California

10 May 28,1964 Compromise Water Plan Revealed X Gov. Paul Fannin, Compromise Legislation, California, Colorado River Water, Phoenix Kiwanis Club, Interior Secretary Stewart
Udall, Southwest Water Plan, Central Arizona Project, Sen. Carl Hayden, CAP Bill, Congress, Arizona, Lower Basin States,
Lower Colorado, Nevada, New Water Sources, Desalt Sea Water, Pilot Plan, Havens Industries, San Diego Gas and Electric
Co., Converted Sea Water
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13 June 25, 1964 Pact Urged on Flood Control Job X Rep Morris K. Udall, House Foreign Affairs Committee, Agreement, Mexico, Joint Flood Control Work, Lower Colorado River,

International Boundary Commission, Flood Control Plan, 120 Miles, Imperial Dam, Gulf of California, Lower River Flow,
Vegetation, Encroached, Channel, Restricting Flow, Removal, Elimination, Silt Deposits, Clearing and Channel Improvement,
United States, Floodway, Clear of Vegetation, Silt, Dams Upstream, Flood Threat, High Floods, Extensive Damage, Mr. Sam
Dick, Yuma, Ariz., Yuma County Water User's Association, River Channel, Badly Chocked, Top, Yuma Valley Levee

14 October 15, 1964 Poor Flood Control Law Keeps Federal Aid Out X Maricopa County, City of Phoenix, Federal Aid, Flood Control, Effective Measures Adopted, Land Use, Flood Drainage Areas,
Enforceable "Flood Plan", Zoning Regulations, Lose, Federal Funds, Problem, Indiscriminate Construction, Flood-prone Areas,
Failure, Replace, Natural Drainage Channels, Storm Sewers, Zoning, Legislative Authority, William Johnson, Assistant City
Planning and Zoning Director, Flood-plan Provisions, Subdivision Ordinances, Safety and Advisability, Construction in Washes,
Dry River Beds, Other Low Areas, Enforce, Drafted, County Board of Supervisors, Damage, Done, Phoenix Public Works
Director, Fred Glendening, Cave Creek Wash, Flowed, Salt River, Cut-off, Arizona Canal, 1880's, Valley, Irrigated Farmland,
Natural Absorption, Heaviest, Floodwaters, Dry Creeks, Washes, Overflow, River, Dams, Inundated Farmlands

15 January 29, 1965 Flood Control Pressed X Bureau of Budget, Maricopa County, Flood-control Project, Phoenix Mayor Milton Graham, City Manager Robert Coop,
Supervisors Ruth O'Neil, Pat Riggs, Barney Burns, Washington, U.S. Army, Phase B, Congressional Action, Flood Channels,
Dams, Phoenix - Cave Creek, Skunk Creek, New River, Agua Fria River, Arizona Canal, Alfred Fitt, Administrative Assistant,
Sen., Carl Hayden, Sen. Paul Fannin, Reps. Morris Udall, George Senner, Bureau of Public Roads, Rerouting Interstate 10,
Proposed Papago Freeway, Phoenix

16 July 16, 1965 Udall Says Water Plans Vital to U.S. & More X Lower Colorado River Project, Central Arizona Projects, Reclamation Works, Approved, House, Secretary of Interior Stewart
About - Udall, Unfair to Arizona, Colorado Gov. Ed Johnson, Supreme Court, Suit, Upper and Lower Bain Shares, Interbasin

Shipments, CAP, Lower Colorado Basin, Total Flow, River, Auburn-Folsom, California Project, Garrison, Missouri Basin
Project, House Interior Committee Eastern Seaboard, New York, Drought, West Coast, water Resources Council, Sen. Carl
Hayden, Senate Appropriations Committee, Great Lakes, New England, Canadians, Transboarder Shipments, Columbia River,
Transbasin Shipments, Hubbel Trading Post Monument, Wayne Aspinall

17 August 1, 1965 Northwest Water Diversion Debated X Western Interstate Water Conference, Columbia basin, Southwest, Marion E. Marts, Vice Provost and Professor of Geography,
University of Washington, James H. Jensen, President, Oregon State University, Study Future Needs, Scientists Engineers,
Water Experts, Public Officials, Evo de Concino, Vice Chairman Arizona Interstate Stream Commission, Northwest, Gov. Mark
O. Hatfield, Reuse Water, E.A. Englbert, Political Science Professor, University of California, Columbia and Central Pacific
Basins

12 September 2, 1965 Something for All' River Bill Okayed X House Public Works Committee, "Something-for-everyone", Rivers and Harbors Bill, Aid Navigation, Flood Control, Erosion,
Beaches, Senate-approved Measure, Congress, Army Engineers, Vast Network, Aqueducts, Reservoirs, Northeastern Region,
Alleghenies, Surplus Water, Arid Region, President, Arizona Projects, Indian Bend Wash, Winslow, Little Colorado River

18 January 14, 1966 Listed in Flood Control Project - Building of X Orme Dam, Maricopa County Flood Control Project, Reclamation Project, Central Arizona Project, Congress, Construction,
Orme Dam Depends on CAP Okay Earthfill Dam, Streambed, Verde and Salt Rivers, Reservoir, Flood Control Plan, Expand Storage Capacity, Bureau of

Reclamation, 1940s, Corps of Engineers, 20 Years Ago, Flood Control Dam, Not Feasible, Orme Site, Channelization of Salt
and Gila Rivers, City of Tempe, Protested, Levee System, Indian Bend Wash Channel, Flood Stage, Flood, Arizona State
University, Congress, 1960, Arizona Gama and Fish Officials, Channel, 91st Avenue to Gillespie Dam, Destroy, Wildlife
Habitat, Maricopa County Flood Control Director John Lowry, Bridges, Loss, Riverbed Crossings

19 January 20, 1966 Salt-Gila Channel Project May Be Revised by X Channel Clearance, Salt and Gila Rivers, Countywide Flood Control Program, Revised, U.S. Engineers, Dikes, Protect, Tempe,
U.S. Flood Damage, John C. Lowry, Chief Engineer and General Manager Maricopa County Flood Control District, Salt Cedars,

Other Vegetation, Impedes Channel Flow, High Water Time, Planned River Channel and Dike Project, Study, Effective, Orme
Dam, Concrete Lines Salt River Channel, Downstream to 91 st Avenue, Channel Lining, Eliminate, Clearance, Central Arizona
Project, Downstream Flow, Controlled, Federal Agencies
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20 January 20, 1966 Suit Seeks More Water From Dam X Farmers, Crop Lands, Painted Rock Flood Control Dam, Gila River, Suit, Federal Government, Water, Released, S.L.
Narramore, W.O. Narramore, S. and P. Farms Inc., U.S. District Court, Impounded Flood Water, Damage, Army Corps of
Engineers, Hearing, Judge Walter E. Craig

21 January 20,1966 Emergency Farm Loan Plan Okd X Farmers Home Administration, Washington D.C., Emergency Loans, Repair Farms Flood Damage, Arizona, George
Freestone, Director FHA, Gila, Graham, Greenlee, Maricopa, Pima, Pinal, Santa Cruz Counties, Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Service (ASCS) Pr.ogram, Department of Agriculture State Disaster Committee, Emergency Repair Fund

22 January 21,1966 Johnson Budget Provides $23.6 Million For X President Johnson's Budget, Congress, Arizona, Sen. Carl Hayden, Chairman, Senate Appropriations Committee, Phoenix
State - Flood Plan, Vet Hospital Due Funds Veterans Hospital, Maricopa County Flood Control Program, Federal Government, Army Corps of Engineers

23 January 21, 1966 Work Rushed on Gas Line (Picture) X Arizona Public Service Co., 10-inch Natural Gas Line, Salt River Bed, Hayden Road, 18-day River Dry-up, Flood Currents,
Swept Away 12 Feet, River Bed Covering

24 February 14, 1966 Flood Bonds Plan Gets Goldwater Endorsement X Barry Goldwater, Endorsed, Comprehensive Flood Control Program, W.B. Barkley, Chairman, Maricopa Citizens Flood
Protection Committee, MCFPC, Yes Vote, Property Owners, Countywide Flood Control Network, Federal Construction Funds,
Salt River Channel, South Phoenix, Phoenix, Salt River Banks, Los Angeles River Aqueduct, Concrete One, Concrete Sides,
Rights of Way, Maintenance, Flood Control Structures, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Soil Conservation Service, Dikes,
Dams, Levees, Channels, Conduits, Seepage Pits, County Property, Completion

25 September 22,1966 Water Expert Speaks - Northwest Plan 'Only X John C. Lowry, Manager of Maricopa County Flood Control District, River Flows, Dr. Hans A. Einstein, University of California,
Solution' (& Picture) Berkley, Arizona, Southwest, Pacific Northwest, Hydraulic Engineering, Negotiate, Water Sale, Sea Water Conversion,

Expensive, "Water Flowing Into the Sea", Dr. Einstein, Proposed, Giant Aqueducts, Built, Transport Water, Large Reservoirs,
Advise, Maricopa County Officials, Salt, Gila River Flow, Channeling Problems, Fly Over Valley, Water Supply Problems, Flow
and Channeling, County Flood Control District's Citizens Advisory Board, Written Report

26 September 27,1966 Guest in Town (Picture) X Hans A. Einstein, Albert Einstein, Hydrological Study, Gila and Salt Rivers, Ernest Uhlmann, Col. John C. Lowry, Scottsdale,
Maricopa County Flood Control Office, Hydrologic Engineer, University of California, Flood Control Reservoirs, Built, Two
Rivers

27 July 28,1968 New Watershed Programs Include Arizona X Secretary of Agriculture, Orvill L. Freeman, President Johnson, Approval, Soil Conservation Service, Construction, Small
Projects Watershed Projects, New Law (P.0. 90-361) Amends Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention Act (Public Law 83-566),

Federal Assistance, SCS, Federal Funds, Contracting, Flood Prevention, M.D. Burdick, State Conservationist, USDA, Six
Watershed Protection Projects, Arizona, Magma Watershed, Pinal County, Apache Junction-Gilbert; Buckhorn-Mesa, Williams-
Chandler Watersheds, Eastern Maricopa County, Buckeye Watershed, Western Maricopa County, Vanar Wash Watershed,
Cochise County

28 February 27, 1973 County and U.S. Sign Watershed Agreement X County Supervisors, U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Agreement, Buckeye Watershed Project, Hassayampa River, Flood-
control Protection, East of Phoenix, Central Maricopa County, Three Earthen Dams, System of Canals, 100-year Storm,
Authorized June 1964, County Flood Control District, Aqua Fria-New River, Buckeye-Roosevelt, Wickenburg, Natural Resource
Conservation Districts

29 May 23,1973 Valley Flood-Control Package Using Up 18-year X 18 Years, Planning, Financing, Flood Control Projects, 1982 Target Date, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Maricopa County
Timetable Flood Control District, Dreamy Draw Dam, Cave Buttes, New River, Adobe Dams, Related Channels, Maj. Will Worthington,

Conception, Completion, Right-of-way, Approved for Construction, Built, Phoenix Projects, County, Raise Money, Maintenance,
Improvements, Soil Conservation Service, Bureau of Reclamation, Comprehensive Countywide Flood Protection, Maricopa
County Association of Governments, Federal Aid, Indian Bend Wash, Scottsdale, Tempe, Congress, Washington, Office of
Management and Budget, Federal Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, Design Study, President Nixon, Draft Detailed
Environmental Impact Statement, Design Memorandum, Council on Environmental Quality, Bid, Awarded

30 May 23,1973 Supervisor to Work for Flood Funds X Maricopa County Supervisor Eldon Rudd, Reverse, Decision, Exclude, County Flood Control District, Scottsdale's Indian Bend
Wash, Col. John C. Lowry, District General Manager and Chief Engineer, Funding, Federal Revenue-sharing Money, Bridge,
Wash, McDonald, Thomas, McDowell Roads, Dike, Building
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31 May 25,1973 Flood Bill Seen as Disaster to Counties X Dr. Robert Shedd, Charlotte County Board Chairman, House Housing Subcommittee, Flood Insurance Bill, Economic Disaster,
County, West Coast, Florida, Bill H.R. 6524, Double, Coverage, Designated Flood Plain, Federal Flood Insurance Program,
Flood-prone Communities, Arbitrary, Unfair Administration, Department of Housing and Urban Development, HUD, Army Corps
of Engineers, Ground Floor Elevation, 100 Year High Water Flood Mark, Retirement Community, NACo

33 July 26, 1985 Senate Panel Oks $183.5 Million For CAP X Senate Appropriations Committee, Energy and Interior Department Development Projects, $183.5 Million For Central Arizona
Project, President Reagan, Sen. Mark Hatfield, Chairman, Senate Energy and Water Development Bill, White House,
Congress, Federal-budget Resolution, Senate and House, Budget Resolution, CAP, Divert, Colorado River Water, Southern
Arizona, Phoenix, Deliver a Steady Flow, Tucson, 1991, Roosevelt Dam, Salt River, Stewart Mountain Dam, Dam-safety
Repairs, Army Corps of Engineers, Arizona Canal Diversion Channel

34 Septem ber 25, 1985 House Oks Curbs on Building in Flood Plain - X The House, Approved, Discourage Development, Colorado River Flood Plain, California-Arizona Line, Prohibit, Federal Flood
Colorado River Issue Would Ban Insurance Insurance, Assistance, Davis dam, Needles. Calif. to Mexico, Rep. Dick Cheney, BailOut Property Owners, Inevitable
Other Aid for U.S. Flooding, Existing Structures, Eligible, 'Grandfather" Provision, 1983 Flooding, Mohave County Supervisor Jack Rose, Level,

Flow, 100-year Flood, River, Boundaries, Floodway, Interior Department, Bermuda Plantation, Topock Lake Rancheros

35 Novem ber 11, 1985 Congressmen Still Arguing About Major Water X Rep. E. Clay Shaw Jr., Corps of Engineers, Water Project Bill, Congress, Flood Control, Hydroelectric Dams, River Widening's,
Project Harbor Deepening's, Drinking Water Systems, Shoreline Protection, Bridges, Kentucky, Ohio, Federal Treasury, Cost-sharing,

1970, Reagan White House, Capital Hill, Rep. Bob Edgar, Mississippi River Flood Control Projects, Rep. Jamie Whitten,
Chairman, Appropriations Committee, Rep Robert Roe, Chairman, Public Works Water Resources, New Jersey, New York,
California, Flood Protection System, Santa Ana River, Gene Snyder, Congressional Infighting, Office of Management and
Budget, Brent Blackwelder, Director, Water Resources for Environmental Policy Institute, Environmental Safeguards, Federal
Water-resource Policies, Rep. Arlan Strangeland, Minnesota, Rep. Bob Livingston

36 December 3,1985 National Water Policy Pushed X Sen. Dennis DeConcini, Gov. Bruce Babbitt, National Ground-water Policy, Capitol Hill, Water Supply, Quality, Protection of
Aquifers, National Water Alliance, Ground-water Protection, Ground-water Management Plans, Federal Superfund Dollars,
Cleaning, Hazardous Toxic-waste Sites, Arizona, Chamber of Commerce, Mining Industry

37 December 25,1985 Water - State May Own Riverbed Rights X Arizona, Salt River Bottom, Rio Salado Project, Sand and Gravel Firms, Mary Gindhart, Federal Law, State Ownership,
Waterway Riverbeds, Navigable, Arizona, Statehood, Verde River's Bed, Yavapai Superior Court, Cottonwood Concrete
Business, Recreational, Commercial Development, Salt River, Ed Belt, Arizona Rock Products Association, Senate Natural
Resources and Agriculture Committee Chairman John Hays, Colorado River, Navigable Stream, Governor Bruce Babbitt, State
Riverbed Ownership, Joint Legislative Committee on Water Recharge and Transfer, State Land Director Bob Lane, Water-farm
Business, Central Arizona Project, Roger Manning, Executive Director, Arizona Municipal Water Users Association, Mike
McCoy, Rep. Jim Hartdegen, Casa Grande

38 February 19, 1986 More Local Effort Sought in Water Projects X U.S. Corps of Engineers, Congress, New Taxes, Waterway Users, Local Communities, Navigation and Flood Control Projects,
Irrigation, Recreation, Power, Water Supplies, Robert Dawson, Gramm-Rudman Deficit Reduction Act, Maricopa County Flood
Control District Director Dan Sagramoso, Cost-sharing, Valley, Corps Flood Control Projects, Acquiring Land, Relocating
Streets, Utilities, Phoenix Area, Dreamy Draw, Cave Buttes, Adobe and New River Dams, Arizona Canal Diversion Channel,
Glendale, Paradise Valley, U.S. House, Senate, Environmentalists, Charlene Dougherty, National Audubon Society, Water
Projects, Deepening Harbors, Baltimore, Norfolk, Va., Mobile, Ala., 1985, Mississippi River Channel, Baton Rouge, Crosscut
Canal, Drain Flood Flows, Arcadia Neighborhood, Camelback Mountain, Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway, Bum Rap, Pork
Barrel Agency, Sen. Thad Cocran

39 March 27, 1986 Senate Oks $11 Billion in Water Works X Senate, Army Corps of Engineers, Flood-control, Beach-erosion, Inland-waterway, Port-improvement, Reagan Administration,
Sharing, Cost, Water Projects, House, Arizona Projects, Ground-water Recharge Project, Tucson, Little Colorado River,
Holbrook, Rillito River, Trilby Wash Detention Basin (McMicken Dam), West of Phoenix, Municipal Water Supply Project
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November 15, 1994 Federal Report Due on East Valley's July Flood X Federal Report, Mid-July Flooding, U.S. Rep. John McCain, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation Regional Director William Plummer,

Valley Flooding, Michael Jimenez, Liable, Responsible, Reclamation Refused to Release Study, McCain Make Study Public,
Heavy Rains, Flooding, East Valley, Damages, Mud, Runoff Water, 3 Feet to 10 Feet Deep, Construction Projects, Supervised
by Bureau of Reclamation, Storm, Full Compensation, Contractor Ball, Ball and Brossamer, Maricopa County Flood Control
District, Study by International Engineering Co. Inc., U.S. Department of Interior, Phoenix

40 Undated 01, 198?IHouse Votes Four Arizona Projects - Phoenix
Biggest Recipient

XI The House, Arizona Flood Control Projects, Sunnyslope Area, Phoenix, Indian Bend wash Project, Scottsdale Area, Stanfield,
Casa Grande, Winslow, Sudden Storms, Flood Control and Navigation Projects, Passage of Bill, Senate, Eliminated, Dickey
Lincoln School Power Project, St. John River, Maine, Rep. Frank Clark, Electricity, Nuclear Energy, Trinity River Development
Program, Texas, Rep. Glenn Davis, Barge Canal Feature, Washington, Jim Wright, Gulf of Mexico, Dallas-Fort Worth Area,
Reservoirs, Floodways
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Harris said Brooks Da:1ington,
representing owners Kenyon T.
Palmer and his wife, Elizabeth,
told his agent the terrain was
smooth and usable for 5-acre.
homesites.

A New Mexico maD yesterday
claimed he bought a tract in
Paradise Valley as a "potential
fine homesite property" and later
found it h!ls a wash 100 feet wide(
and 3 feet deep right through it.

Herschel Harris or Gallup filed
suit in U.S. District Court to get
back the $24.000 he said he paid
on the $30,000 purchase price. plus
$2,500 more in interest and costs.
He asked that the sale be can
celed.

; i gunnery student of the class.

r·I'Il1lI:l11Ill.
,f
n
a
r
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-r The two other parts of the proj-I
HI A al ect, Apache Junction-Gilbert and

ml~~wol. I pnrov Williams-Chandler, are awaiting
} approval by the House and Seoate

U 5 E · 0 K v public works committees, where• • n91.n~.ers \\ U they were sent because of teehni-
H. f cal elements placing tt1em unci :
an rge 'or that jurisdiction.

Flood-Con"'trol Plans ' The Buckhorn-Mesa project hasd the sponsorship of the flood con-

;e Waters ed trol district of Maricopa County,)f the board of supervisors of Pinal
Th~ U.S. Army Engineers board belore Congress for issuance of County, the Maricopa County Soil

for rivers and harbors has apo construction funds, officials in WAG 0 Conservation District, and the
proved flood-control projects cost- Washington said.. SHIN T N Reps. - Mesa-Tempe Soil Conservation
. John J. Rhodes, R-Arlz., District Involved in the project
mg more than $11 million for ~ said tentative pll1ll8 call an~ Morri·g K. Udall, D- are 69,172 acres of land. The gov-
Winslow and Scottsdale. for constructfoD of. a coiu:rete- AriZ., yesterday urged aI>' emment's engineers have estab-

JOHN C. ~wry, Mar i cop a :~~~~;:::~ proval of the Buckihorn- Iished a ratio of $1.70 of benefits
~U1l.ty di~trict flood control len- River, a distance of .• approxi_. Mes'a Watershed project in ; for every $1 spent on the project•.

. gmeer, said the Scottsdale proj. mately Lmiles... . . testimony before a House' mE APACHE Junction-Gilbert'
.ect, when completed, would be-' : Iagriculture subcommittee. project involves 89,983 acres and .
come a component of a proposed THE G R 0 U N D-Ievel channell . • is sponsored by the flood control
$135 million countywide flood-con- would be 140 feet wide at the top I : T~e Buckhorn-Mesa P~J- . district of Maricopa County, the
tral program. and 25 feet deep. The completed I I ~ct IS a part of a $19.6 ml~. board of supervisors of Pinal

'e channel would provide the CityI ,'lion .water~-flood co~trol pl'OJ- County, and the East Maricopa
• The Scottsdale project still must of Scottsdale with a storm drain I ! ect m M~copa and ~lI~al ~- County Soil Conservation District' l
.~ be approv~d by three. other fed- for runoff rain water, Lowry said ' ties, of whioh $11.5 ml1l1on IS to Engineers have predicted benefits·
d eral agenCIes before bemg brought . I be federal money. of $1.30 far every $1 of cost.
~I '. ." _ Final authority for building the . The over-all project combines The Williams..chandler project,

project may be provided this year 'Buckhorn-Mesa with two others. involving 154,976 acres, is spon-

IT I d
Lowry said. Appropriation of cOn: I'-- I Apache Junetion-Gllbert, and sored by the flood control district

'c;2.
e
2. "WIIIO n.,ure struction funds by Congress. is rnm Williams Field - Chandler. All . of Maricopa County, the board of

expected next year. g three are named for the prlncl- supervisors of Pinal County, the
.- t "~ pal areas they WGuId protect. Queen Creek Soil Conservation

Basically, aU three projects are District. and the East Maricopa
! part of the Queen Creek flood con. County Soil Conservation District.

trol oomplex that also includes the Its benefits are estimated at $1.60
Whitlow Ranch Dam, already for every $1 of cost.

! completed on Queen Creek just When completed over a four
: below Superior. The three proj- year period, the three project:.
i ects, ttrough a series of dikes and will afford pr:otecti0J? to Me~,
! channels, will gather floodwaters Apache Junction, GIlbert, WI}.
· all across the east side of the Salt ,Iiams Air Force Base, and. the

River Valley and convey them to i General Motors Proving Ground
the Gila River. as well as thousands of acres of

The two Arizona oongressmen riCh agricultural land.
noted that in every instance, the
benefit's to be derived exceed by

! substantial amounts the cost of the
i flood protection.
! TIlEY TOLD the subcommittee
· under Rep. W. R. Poage, D-Tex.,
, that peculiar topography of the
'sta~ creates dangerous flash
· floods from rainstorms that dren.c.b1

· the mountains and send walls of
water cascading into the valleys

, almost without warning.I After heariDg the lawmakers,
! Poage's subcDmmittee approved
i Buckhorn-Mesa and recommend-
· ed it to the full agriculture com. .

mittee. If it is approved by the I
FVU committee and the senate
Agriculture Committee t a k e S I
similar action, the project will
be authorized without additional
legislative action.



,ovenlDlent
Wins Roun·d
In Land ISuit
The federal government has

won a preliminary round in a
land case which could involve $1
million. The oourt denied a re
quest to inspect government re
cords.

The government has filed suit
to take legal title to 19,000 of SO,
000 acres owned by Gila River
Ranch Corp. near Gila Bend for a
flood control project. Several
prominent men, including retired
Gen. Lucius Clay, are stockhold
ers in the corporation.

A government d1eck for" $646,
OLIO, showing the government's
valuation of the easement, has
been deposited with the court.

Mark Wilmer, attorney for the
corporation, which has contested
the valuation figure, asked U.S.
District Judge Martin Pence to
see the government's appraisal
reports before the Sept. 24 trial of
the case.

Arthur Ross, assistant U.S. at
torney, argued that the defendants
should not have the right to 115e
the government's preparation.

"I don't want Mr. Ross to am·
bush me," Wilmer said. But the
judge turned down his motion.
Then he granted a motion allow
ing Ross to obtain records on 56
wells which had provided lrriga
tian water to the ranch.
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southward around the proposed
runway because it conflicts with
plans tor industrial development
of East Tem~e.

Tempe also' objects because,
it stated, the channel would be
cut against the flow dictated by
natural terrain.

Phoenix also has plans to de.
velop 44th street as a major
arterial which would veer off to
48th street at the airport run.
way. The airport would thus be
more accessible to Tempe, Kesa,
Scottsdale and Paradise Valley.

Ralston said a recent pro
nouncement by the AFL-CIO .Air
line PilOts Association that~
ways are too short at m'any major
airports does not apply to llhoe
nix..
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By Priscilla Seebach
Staff Writer

The City of Ph.oenix :-rill. start lengthening Sky Harbor's main runway
about ~ay 1 des~l~ objectIons by the City 'of Tempe, Airports Depart
ment Dlrector WIlham J. Ralston said today.

However, the proposed con- ahead with the 10 300 loot run.
struction of the runway w1ll not way " ' ,
affect th t •e con roverslallocation However he added that th
ot a low flow channel as t of ' e
the MaricopaCountyflood ::trol councll has not gone on record
district, PUbllc Works Director as o~sing tha~ action because
F red Glendenning said. it is q,aslcally lUst paviDg what's

Th fl already there."
boar:S arc:~~n::l a:is:

ry
Cooper said that the 11,500foot

wor ou an addition was another matter
~=:p.n\:n the.location ot the Tempe Is opposing that work not
Le~~:::es::"wa to only because it would bring the

11 500 teet Would ch th ~ landing jets closer to the city,
, ange e c - but it would not contorm With a

;el courseC:OUthward into east flood control channel pattern
nee::z:- SU runway length is which the city councll believes

sary, Ralston Said, for non. is needed for the protection of
stop jet flights to New York and Tempe.
other distant cities. Tempe wants the chlUUUll to be

Tempe City Manager Louis built farther north where the run.
Cooper said today that as tar as way would have to be built over
Tempe is concerned, ··we are not it at added cost to Phoenix Tempe
pleased with their plans to go objects to the channel 'located

Si 'Jle:: t ;,sors App :rfor P,
Despite strong objections from

mining and ranching interests,
the Maricopa County Board of
Supervisors applied yesterday
for a lease on 10,099 acres near
the San Tan Mountains for use
as a county regional park.

The application was made to
the U.S. Bureau of Land Man
agement, which has title to
the pUblic land involved. The
park tentatively is known as
the Goldmine Mountain and
M a I p a i s Mountain Regional
Park.

Objectors argued that the
lease would have a detrimental
effect on mining claims and
grazing leases in the are a,
The park would be located about
10 miles southeast of Chandler,
entirely within Pinal County.

Ted Rodney of Van-Tex Land
and Development Co" said he
WOuld take .legal action to block
the county's application. He
and other objectors had asked
for a 60-dhy continuance before
the county acted on the applica
tion.

Supervisor L. Alton Riggs,
who moved for approval of the
application, said a continuance
was granted previously and
another would serve no pur
pose. He urged objectors to air
their complaints with the fed
eral bureau.

The park is planned for use
by residents of Chandler, Mesa,
Gilbert, Queen Creek and sur·
rounding areas.

In other business dealings
with the Mesa area, supervisors

approved a number of e a s e
ment and right-of-way contracts
for two road projects.

Included were the improve
ment of Crismon or Church
Rd., now being done for llh
miles north of E. Apache Blvd.
Included in the work is re-grad
ing of the dirt road and appli
cation of an asphalt surface.

The other project, expected to
begin next summer, includes
improvement of ,S. Power Rd.
from Baseline Rd. south to
Williams Field Rd.
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i1 To Receive
-I

:U.S. Funds
A $15.5 million watershed

·project for central Arizona
received final congressional
approval yesterday.

The project, which will
'affect 314.172 a ere s in
·northeastern Pin a 1 and
-eastern Maricopa counties,
is one part of the proposed
$115 million countywide

·program designed to prevent flood
damage in Maricopa County.

Yesterday's approval of the
House Public Works Committee
means the watershed project has
cleared- all congressional hurdles,
and federal funds will be released
tor the pro.iect. ;

UDder the Plan. the federal !
govermnent will pay $11.5 mil
DOD of the construclloD cost Gl
tbe pro j e e t. on. Maricopa
CcJuDty IBId the Apaehe J'uoetIon

DoocI eontrcJI dllItrktI .m J'l'I. the addItIoual $4 mimOL

Jolm C. Lowry, ~eneral man~

ager of the MaricoP.ll c.; () U Jl t~~'
I .amti'OlDlstrict, said It h
not yet been determined how the

· local costs will be divided between
· the two districts. i

Lowry liaid he .lias told me!
Pinal County :aoard of SupervisorsI
that Maricopa County will not pay,
for the construction of Weeks

I Wash Dam. The dam, proposed
I as part of the Maricopa County
· flood control plan, would be inIPinal County and would prevent

, (Continued on Page 8, Col. 6)
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Long War Over Water

out'1tems or- :e- rlZ6f1
monthly magazine, is a water authority.

Last week he wrote an editorial, a most inform
ative editorial. The TDN presents it for your reading,
YY"o.d fv! WUIL1, as follows ...

TDN feels you who occupy this splendid Tempe
community where, thank goodness, there is still am
ple water, ought to be brought up to date about sup
plemental water, its pressing need, and its lack ov
er Arizona as a whole. Supplemental water MUST
be brought to this state .. even to this Valley .•
and soon!

Official Newspaper, City of Tempe
SubscrIption rate. $8.00 yeal"!y; $4.25 fOr Gmonlhs;75cpermontb

Oul-of-state. $10.00 yearly; $1.00 per month.

Thts newspaper Is a Member of
ARIZONA NEWSPAPERS ASSOCIATION

For Greater Public Service

Two-thirds of Arizona's people cume here either
during or after World War II. About 90 percent of
Tempe's people came here during the same period.
So it follows that most of us probably are very ig
norant about the so-called Arizona/California "war"
for Colorado river water.

Within the memory of the management of TDN
are those days when we forded the flowing, wide
river at Tempe (no bridge). And those days, after
the state prison inmates constructed the "old" bridge,
when we saw kids diving off the bridge into the
deep flowing water over on the north side near
where the motel stands.

Well, sir, even then, oldsters talked that if Ari
zona was ever to grow, water would have to be pour
ed onto her semi-arid lands. And the principal
source, after the Old Salt was dammed, was the
mighty and muddy Colorado river . '. a border be
tween Nevada, California and Airzona.

Knowing it to be fact that most of the contrib
uting flow into the Colorado, below Lee's Ferry, is
from Arizona watersheds .. and little, if any, from
California, this State figured it had a right to expect
supplemental Colorado water someday.

But California had other ideas. Plus more peo-
-=p~e.-"-'lus more mone~ And all-·thisoog time-has
been taking the water as though she owned it all.
Perhaps that statement is a little-bith stretched, but
it comes mighty near to truth.

Wempe JDtti1g News
TEMPE DAILY NEWS, Inc.

607 Mill Avenue P.O. Box 10 Phone WO 7-3321

Francis N. Connolly - - - Editor and publisher

Bob Balko __ - - - - - - - Advertising Manager
Entered as Second Class Matter at the Post Office at Tempe.

A,·lzona. under Act of Congress of March 1. 111711

* *
BROWN KNOWS ABOUT ELY

CALIFORNIA'S Gov. Pat Brown has tumbled to
something that most Arizonans have known for
years. The California-Arizonil water controversy is
generated, fanned and kept alive for the financial
benefit of certain lawyers and other "experts."

Interviewed by the Associated Press in Wash
ington, Gov. Brown strongly advocated compromise
and "co-operation in seeking ways to bring more wa
ter into the Lower Colorado River Basin."

He endorsed the principles of the Udall Pacific
Southwest Water Plan. And this in the concluding
paragraph of the A.P. story:

"He warned against a 'dog in the manger' atti
tude and suggested some of the difficulties in find
ing a compromise solution had been the result of
efforts of persons with a vested interest in continuing
the long battle with Arizona."

Vested interest? Now who could be so selfish as
to keep two states quarreling and snarling at each
other for a quarter of a century, just for personal
gain?

Well, Northcutt Ely, chief counsel for the Metro
politan Water District and its allies in the suit that
took almost a decade to get through the Supreme
Court, has been drawing $75,000 to $100,000. a year.
And there are others who are also so well recom
pensed for their' services that cessation of that easy
income would break their hearts.

They knew that in the light of the Santa Fe
Compact, Boulder Canyon Project Act and Califor
n'la L'lmitation Act, 't'ney U'ICIl1'\ 'Ua\,e \'rw; '1:J\~'5~l"~t
ground for contending that Arizona was not entitled
to ~,600,O()n ~n~" ~""i .,~~~,,,,11;:.. £ro,n the ColoTado
or that California was entitled to one drop more tha~
4,400,000.

But they fooled a lot of Californians, who should
have known better, into thinking they had a case
and into supporting litigation with millions of dol
lars. Arizona was forced to spend a lesser sum, but
far more tnan she could afford, to defend her rights
against a completely unjustified suit.

When the Supreme Court found for Arizona
did that stop those smart boys with the "vested inter~
ests?"

Not for a moment!
They came up with an utterly ridiculous conten

tion that the high court's decision guaranteed Cali
fornia 4,400,000 acre-feet, guaranteed Arizona noth-
ing. -

There is not a word in the decision, the decree
or any statute to support that, but the conspirators
are shouting it from one end of the country to the
other and continuing to draw their princely emolu
ments.

They throw all kinds of issues and non-issues
into the discussion to keep the situation as confused
as possible and prevent any solution being reached,
because when the squabble they created is settled
their pay will stop. '

Gov. Brown's remarks to the Associated Press
constitute a hopeful development for Arizona and
for California as well. '

Northern California is awakening to the fact
that a few Southern Californians have taken the
whole state for a ride. There are also signs that some
Californians are coming to realize how much mon
eny and time they have wasted, and how they have
antagonized Arizonans who should be their partners
in sensible, equitable utilization of the Colorado's
flow.



o FZood
Control Job
Republic WashJngton Bureau

, WASHINGTON - Rep. Morris
;K. Udall, D-Ariz., yesterday
iurged the House Foreign Af
fairs Committee to authorize an
agreement with Mexico _for
joint flood .control work on the

,Lower Colorado River.

The . International Boundary
Commission is pursuing a: flood
control plan for the 12D miles
of the river from ImPerial Dam
south to the G~f of California:

Udall told the committee that
because of IQwer river flew in
recent years, vegetation has en
croached on the channel . re-

.stricting the flow.

The pending bill would .aUow
i its removal and elimination of
Isilt deposits.

I The congressman said the ini
i tial clearing and channel im-
provement w 0 u1d cost the
U it e d States approximately
$ ,000. To maintain the-flood-

clear of vegetation and sllt
ld cost about $20,000 a year.

: Udall testified, "DespIte. the
.- building of a number' of large
dams upstream and despite re
cent 'years of low river flow,
there exists a serious fl 0 0 d
threat along the Lower. Colora...
do. High floods can still be ex~
pected at infrequent intervals.

"Such floods could cause ex
telll!ive damage to the inten.
sively developed lands in the
river area. Typical of the COIla
cern felt is that expressecJ by
Mr. Sam Dick, Yuma, Ariz.,
president of the Vuma County

•Water Users' As$Oclation and
: an expert in such matters. He
: recently wired me urging' ac~

Ition to clear the river and noted:
'Situation serious. River chan

,nel badly choked with vegeta"
I tion; could cause flood water~j
I ) top Yuma Valley levee.' "

lawmaker told the com-
lit ~e. "In addition to' the

.tened property dam ag e
possible loss of life,there

I J the possibility of disrup-
tion of the - v between
the two nng of new
channels Uen - river
would ha repeI'CU5-
...;..-._ u

iver B II 0 {aye
w Ii

WASHINGTON (UPI)-The House Public Works Committee
approved a "something-for-everyone" rivers and harbors bill to :
aid navigation. control floods and contain erosion on the nation's·
beaches. i .

The committee added 27 projects and deleted three from the I

Senate-approved measure, ralS- i
ing its estimated cost from $1.9 Senate public works committees i
billion to about $2.5 billion. The to authorize such projects with-'
panel also increased funds for out having to get full House or.
several projects. Senate action or presidential·

THE MEASURE approved approval. -
yesterday is an authorization However, the two appropria
bill. Money for the projects tions committees still - would'
still must be appropriated. have to approve the authorized!

In approving the measure, the projects befor~ providing money;
committee added two major and .the PreSIdent. wo~d have
sections aim e d at aiding to s~gn the s~nding bdl. . 1_
drought-plagued Northeastern A~ona proJects approved m.
states and shortening the time the bIll are: " -
it takes Congress to authorize Indian Bend Wash, $7,250,000: .
projects under $10 million. Phoenix, $58,310,000; Winslo

The committee ordered the $2,77~,000; Little Colorad" ",
Army Engineers to begin plan. at Wmslow, $2,775,O~_.
ning a vast network of aque- t ,.-' -:-~'-;;;;--~5!!'l!!~~_"""'--~
ducts and reservoirs in a 12- I
state Northeastern region east I
of the Alleghenies. The system i

uld be designed to shift sur- l
Ius water from one area to an ~

d rid region. ~

)f. TO HANDLE PROJECTS of ~
I . .fl ::nillion, the com- r

" !D amendm(!Ilt
allO\\' the House and
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Republic Washington Buieai~(,. 't;:-,.,
WASHINGTON-The Lower Colorado. River Project, which in

cludes the Central'Arizona Project, is as important to the na
tional interest. as two major reclamation works already approved
by the House this year, Secretary of the Interior Stewart Udall
laid·yesterday.

He also described as "unfair brought into the 1A>wer Colorado
to Arizona" former Colorado Basin from some outside source
Gov Ed Johnson's insistence because, by the time the project
that' a SUpreme Court suit can be b~lt, ~e Upp~ ~d
should be filed· to apportion the Lower baSInS will be. utilizing
Upper and Lower Basin shares the total flow of the rIver.
of the Colorado River. REPLYING to a question

UDAI.L. who as a congress- from The Arizon~ RepUblic
man waged a furious floor bat- :~ether the In~erlor Depart.
tie for enactment of the Upper nt regards ,quI~k passa.ge ?f

. , . the 1A>wer BaSIn bill as bemg In
Co~orado RIver Basm ProJect'the public interest Udall 'd'
pOInted out that the West has ,Ba1 •

25 years in which to work out "The fact that the department
the problem of interbasin ship- approved the project indicated
ments of water on a mutual in· we consider it feasible and desir.rl
terest basis. able. I would put it in the same

class as Auburn-Folsom (a $425
The reference was to John- million California project) and

mn'; claim that the CAP will Garrison (a $228 million Mis
l1e totally dependent upon water souri basin project). It is sound

and needed. I'll' let it stand at
that."

BOTH THE Auburn-Folsom
and the Garrison project'!

_ n proved in the
owever, the

tIT ommittee has
.hold a heari»

In Iled on Page 12,

Urges Water _
(Continued {rom Page 1) development in trouble." Udall tion about diversions south from

Lower Colorado River Project said. the Columbia River, the water
legislation. This was an apparent refer- referred to ~as never that from

f • dis ence to Sen' Carl Hayden's al- upstream po.mts.Water was the chie topIC - . .' .
cussed as Udall met newsmen ready indicated reluctance to UDALL SAID that, in the dis-
for nearly an hour. approve f!lDds f~r the Upper tant future, when transbasin

Bas!n Pro~ect while the ,Lower shipments may be needed, they
The secretary chided author- Basm Bill!.; bottled upln,¥ouse will be effected through mutual-

iUes on the Eastern Seaboard Committee. Hayden, D-Ariz.,. is. ' •• '
, • • . I.-~ chairman Of the senate Appro- Iy benefICl~ arrangements,
{or fail.ore. to gIve adequate lUI.""'" 'ti Co"mnu'tt Areas with water surplus will- . ti Th pna ons ee. " .' •thought to water SItua ons. e .WlUbe able to realIze an econo-

.$astern, and p~cularly ~e NOTING~T the Great mic gain, he said,from the s~le
New York, area IS suffermg Lakes area is m trouble and Ne of their water to areas needing
;lrom extreme drought tbisyear England has short-term proll- that resource.
Iwith all kinds of water-use pleas lems, Udall obsE\l'ved t~t th
'b' . ed western governors at theIr ra- Udall also expressed pleasure. emg ISSU • . th t . It' D rtm tcent conference agreed they a nme n enor epa .. en

UDALL SAID that the W~st shared' mutual problems. bills, including that foresta-
Coast has been more effective. blishment of the Hubbell Trad-
in long-range planning than the -.But, saId Udall, the Cat;la- ing Post Monument in Arizona,
,East has been in short-range, dians, who have vast suppli~s passed the House on Monday.
IHe said the Water Resourc~ of water, are relu~tant to dis- He characterized Chairman
,\eouncil will meet today to dis- cuss transborder shipments. Wayne Aspinall,. D·Colo., ()f the
cuss the problem in the East. And, the secretary took pains House Interior Committee, as

: In the course ()f the long ques· to set out that. in any specula- "one of our bp.~t(Juarterbaeks. ,.
i tion-answer period, Udall pre--'

I
dicted that desalting Plan.ts will
never become principal water
sources but will be supplement-
ary.

He noted that the mineral
free quality of· desalted water .
•makes it useful in the sweeten
.ing of water from other. sources
and he said a seawater plant
for New York would reduce the
danger of serious shortage
'there,

UDALL EXPRESSED hope
that creation of a national water
commission; as envisaged by
the Lower Colorado River Basin
Bill .would be useful in resolv
ing 'such questions as whether
big quantities of water should
be shoved around the country
to meet regional requirements, :

'I11e secretary said he hoped
'that the insistence of former
Gov. Johnson would not result
in further Supreme Court litiga
'tion. Johnson is the Colorado
member of the Upper Basin
Commission.

COLORADO state authorities
were reported Wednesday to
have agreed with the former
governor's predictions of short-

lages in the river but they ruled
tout any Supreme Court litiga
tion between the basins.

"'l\l'7 concern, if it comes to
tt sharp conflict, Is that we may·
find the whole (Coloradt ) basinl
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CORVALLIS, ore. (AP)-Two (Evode ConcihO;Vice chair-states should m a k e similar sity of California, said there are
Northwest educators disagreed man of the Arizona Interstate studies. only two basins in the west
today at the Western Interst'ateStream Commission, is the Ari'Without such studies, he said, whieh have enough water for
Water Confer~ce ab!l4t wheth- zona delegate.) '.' no diversion proposal should be the foreseeable. future. These
er the ColumbIa BasIn has any MARTS SAID 15 million acre considered. are .t?e CO!umbI8 and Central
surplus water for the South· f t all uld b di ted . PacifIc basIns.
west. ee annu y co. . e. ver HE SAID one. solution to the . .

. . . .. from the ColumbIa Bas!n to the problem might be to find ways ~l o~her Western basIns~ he
Marion E. Marts, VIce provost Southwest, and that this w?uld to "reuse water again, again SaId, will be fully used by 1980.

lmd pr~fes~r of georgraph,y at ~urt. the Northwest. very fitJtle and again.", BY THE YEAR 2,000, he said,
th~ Ulll:vermty o~ Washi?gton, if at all. E A E lbert l:U aI Western water use will be, 600
SaId at the openIng sessIon of ... , , . " ,." ' . . • nge " POl!. C , ,, • •
the two-day meeting that the' He saI~ the most effective SCIenCe professor at the Umver-percentgreater than It IS now.
Columbia 'Basin has enough wa~ to ~timulate plans for such Hatfield said, "We can move
water. - a diverSion wouI~ -be to assure . vast quantities of water vast

that the userswoilld pay for the .Puerto Rican distances at costs that make
BUT J~S R Jensen, pres" water. . ' visionary schemes practical."

ident Of OregoitState Univer- , .. '. G d . '
sity said basin states shOUld Jensen replied that Oregon ls uar iredns .He did not say whether he
study their futtirewater needs not ready t~ decide if the water favors sending Northwest ~ater
before agreeing to any diver- should be diverted. S AV ANN A H, Ga., (AP)"':" to theSouth~est, ~ut saId ¥
sion. . BE TOLD h th Or About 700· officers and enlisted wants to W.aIt until Oregon s

" .' . , .' ow e egan, ..', . water study lS completed before
bout 500 'scientists, engi- Legzslat'Ure, at th.e reques~ of me~ of the Puerto Ric~ Air he decides.
.~, water experts and public Gov. Mark O. HatfIeld, proVlded National Guard have amved at' Hatfield said the pl"1
ClaIs are attending the meet- for ~ five-year study of the nearby Travis Field for a two- distribute water are Ie.

In' from 11 Western states It state s water needs over the week training session It is the ineffi . d di '
is 'spclIlsored by the land sr"ant next 100 years. first time the guards~en have the J:~: :ter ~'~'.~:
coIl f!!I, Jensen said the other basin trained awayf~om Puerto Rico. together.'
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l1 ge• a dmu at the site to regulate
",th ease of water.

I
; rmOUT THE Central Ari-
.: zc :?roject, and Orm. Dam.,
"is parts of the flood control

j 'ipl as DOW drawn; would not
!,be feasible."
\'I What would happen If the
!flood control plan is approved
land money allocated, and then
lthe Central Arizona Project is
jturned down?

"Some sort of negotiations
W()uLd be necessary between the
Corp6 of Engineers and the Rec
lamation Bureau on just how to
get funds for Onne Dam. I
clon't. know bow they would do
it, but I' would say the eiitire
,flood conirol project would need
!Orme Dam in order to be oper.
lable!' .

Some of the other questions
and points raised on the flood
control project:

City of Tempe officials have
protested that without a levee
system along the saIt River, thei
Indian Bend Wash channel couldi
pour up to 40,000 cubic feet of
"ter per second into the Salt
!during flood stage and flood
part nf AriZona State Univer
..It'l. Including the stadium.

control officials have
prOIDlted to give "top prior
Jty" to the levee system, which
,actually was approved by Con·
~ess in 1960•

• Arizona Game and Fish of
ficials have protested the Corps
'of 'Engineers plan for a 2,0lJ0.
'foot~wide channel from 91st Ave
nue to Gillespie ~ This
would destroy 8,450 acres of
wildlife' .habitat, the officials.

:charged. Maricopa Q:lunty Floodl
,CQntroI Director John Lowry hag.
.promised that the channel willi
be no wlder than ,500 feet, but
the Corps· of EngineenI latest
planB still list a 2,OOO-foot cban·
Del.

• What about bridges over
the saIt River? There are no
funds in the flood control plan
for bridges, of course, and so

I far as can be detemrlned DQ

plans have been formulated for
construction of any new bridges
across the salt. But a channeli
zation project in the river ap-

. parently could mean loss (){" im
I pairment of some of the river
: bed crossings.

PROJECT

Okay
By BILL WERLEY THE CENTRALArizona Proj- THE GAZETl'E also has- been
Gazette Staff Writer eet legislation bas $31,865,000 in- told that .the Corps of Engineers

Orme Dam, listed as part of eluded f?r construction of the decdeid more than 20 years ago
the $l15-million Maricopa Coun- clam. This would form a reser· that a flood control dam "would
ty Flood Control Project, is voir with a capacity of 860,000 n~t be feasible" at' the Orme
really a reclamation project and ·acre-feet. SIte.
will Dot be constructed unless In the flood control plan . An engineerf miliat . h
and. unti~ the Central Arizona $6,350j OOO has been budgeted' , a. ,iIt.
ProJect IS approved by Con- under Orme Dam but this both the Central Arizona Pro]
gress, it was pointed out today. would be used. to exPand storage ect and the flood control proj-

There are no funds included capacity by 672,000 acre-feet. ect, told The Gazette:
in J;!!~.JIQQ<t cQntrol project. for A Bureau of Reclamation "Channelization of the Salt
construction of Orme Dam, an spokesman told The Phoenix and Gila rivers under the flood
eartMill dam 169 feet above Gazette that Orme Dam "is a control plan predicated on con·

l'elUIlbed with crest length of reclamation project and has struction of Orme Dam. The
1111 feet, to be located down- been since the start of the fight plan ha~ been drawn wit;h the'

I fro~ .where Verde and for the Central Arizona Project assumption that there WIll be
I r ~rs JOID. back in the 19408." Turn to eDAM on Page 4
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Farmers Home Administra
tion in Washington, D,C., today
authorized acceptance of emer
Igeney loans for repair of farm
:flood damages in seven Arizona
icountie.'l,

,~eOl'ge Freestone, ell
FHA forArizona,said 1
cost loans will be accept [111m
farmers in Gila, r I

Greenlee, Maricopa,
Pino1 and Santa Cruz • I

The Cldministration e tl '.
cr loans are made at I

cent interest rate to
who find they are unable I

tain funds, from private
agencies on terms that the' . I
meet,

I
: , Applications may be made im
:mediatelY,Freestone said, but
:they may not be approved after
lJune 30, How~ver, if an appli
cation is made now, application

:'for subsequent loans will be pos_
sible.

,: The_ FHA director said the'
,emergency loan program will'
be handled with that of the
;Agricultural Stabilization and
,Conservation Service (ASCS)
:program. Under this program,

r

'S,teve Faltis, state executive di
rector of ASCS, announced. Jan.

,13 that the Department of Agri
-culture State Disaster Co mit
itee seeks $m'. m (m_v
:repair funds.

. ore
Fro" --')1 i
Farmers op~rating 'MOO acresI

of crop lands affected by thel
Painted Rock flood control dam
on the Gila Riv~r ha~~ broughtI
suit against the federal govern
ment complaining that not
enough water is being released
there.

'~' -8. L. Narramore and W. O.
'iNarramore and S. and P.,
~Farms Inc., claim in a U.S.
';'District Court suit that the re
lease of impounded flood water
'at a iesser'rate than plarined
'will cause damage to cotton and
grain lands that would not 0c
cur if the releases were made
'as scheduled.

The Army Corps of mngineers
,operates the dam.
, A hearing' on the complaint
,has been scheduled before
-Judge Walter E. Craig in fed
l;ral court at 10 a.m. tomorrow '
on a preliminary injunction and
a show c:all!1e order.

A federally approved project construction of a concre~liI}ed area. has not been- f~tilDft:t'
calling for channel clearance S a I t River channel, extending pentg a1mOi~ com~ e A::l

;work on the Salt and Gila riv~ downstream to91st Avenue. of 7, QCa~ns

as part of a proposed $115 mil- Lowry estimated a lined chan- protecbon ne . .,"
:lion countrywide flood. control nel would cost about $50 mil- - A ~$22.7 milli~n county bo~d"
; program may, be reVIsed by . -. _.. elecbon to prOVIde the county II
U.S. engineers, but any changes hon. He sald the ~el linmg share of the, total flood control

•would not, affeet planS to build project w 0 u I d eliminate the nrogram cost is set for March 8.'
!a series of dikes to protect low- need for a clearance job. - !/feral llllp.ncies woUld V the
-lying Tempe areas front flood "T HE PROPOSED channelj I -'1001 . '
damage. 'work lies in the future" LowryI

This assurance was made to-said. "The lined channel would
day by John C. Lowry, ehief en· be feasible only if Orme Dam
gineer and general,manager, of (part -of Central Arizona Froj-
the Maricopa County Flood-Con- ect'pending in, Congress) was
trol district. built and.the downstream flow

ORIGINAL PLANS for the could be oontrol1ed."
,channel clearing job provided ~e said -~t ~ the proposed
lfor a 2,OOO-footswathto becilt jsenes of dikes m the Tempe
ithrough salt cedars and other
:vegetation that impedes channel
Iflow at high water time, Lowry
Isaid. '

! He explained, however, tha t
width of the proposed channell
,path, would under a new plan,'
Ibe narrowed to 500 feet.

"This. would greatly reduce
icosts of the planned river chan
nel and dike project (estimated
iat $34.1 million, including the
:county's share of $2.9 million),
the flood district official said.
Preliminary ., $ t u d y indicates
that a 500-foo1' clearance would
be effective, and maintenance

Iexpenses would be cut sharply."

PLANS FOR the channel proj
ect have been deferred, pending
further study by U.S. engineers. ,

IfpJ:oposed construetion of I"

fedf'r<lY) approved Ol1IU' Dam
becomer '1, reality plans call for
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Gazette's Washington Burea
WASHINGTON - President

Johnson's budget to' 'be sub
mitted to Congress Tuesday will

,include $23.6 million for proj-
ects in ArIzona, Sen. carl Hay
den. D-Ariz., reported today.

Hayden. chairman of
Senate Appropriations Corn 'I
tee, was given an advance :I

at the budget requests.
INCLUDED WILL be ~5(.

in planning funds for a 328
addition to the Phoenix Vetel
Hospital. Total cost of the
struction is estimated at
million.

Also included will be $200,
for planning on the MariC'
County flood control progro
with the federal share estimated
at $61.8 million on initial phases.
County voters will ballot March
8 on a $22.7 million bond issue
to provide the county's share for
the over-all program, expected
eventually to cost $115 million.
The federal government would
ultimately. put up ,aImost $93
million, wit h COMressinml1
authorization.

HAYDEN LIST
get allocations for J.
eets:

Army Corps of .'
$200,000 foc planning and start
of Maricopa County floor con
trol program; estimated federal
share $61.8 million.

Vet era n s Administration:
$650,000 for planning and start
of 328·bed addition to the Phoo
nix Veterans Hospital. To~]

cost, $8.6 million.
-------------------'1 Bureau of Indian Affairs:

$132,000 for planning and.~
of a 10o-bed hospital at Chinle
on the Navajo Reservation.
Total cost, $2.4 million. Also,
$95,000 for planning and start
of a new '15-bed hQSpital at Tuba
City on the Navajo Reservation.
Total cost $3.3 million.

National Science Foundation:
, $7 million for construction of a

l5D-inch optical telescope at Kitt
Peak Observatory near Tucson.

International Boundary Water
Commission: $1 million for new
sewage program on the Santa
Cruz River at Nogales, subject
to an agreement with Mexico.

Indian educational facilities:
$8,900 for planning a new 1,200
pupil bigh school at Gray Hill;
$444,000 for an addition to John
Kennedy Day School on White
Mountain Reservation; $8,930,
000 for construction of the 1,200
pupil Many Farms High School

. on the Navajo Reservation;
; $350,000 for planning and start
. of a new school on the Navajo
Reservation with estimated to

: tal cost of $9.6 million; $2.4 mil·
lion for an addition to Rock

,Point Elementary School to take
care of 4a0 additional pupils;
$2.5 million for a replacement
and expansion of school facili
ties at Santa Rosa.
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\rizona Public Service Ce). crews are rushing installation of a IO·inch natural gas
main 3,000 feet aeroS$ Salt River bed at Hayden Road before 18<1ay river dry-up
ends next Friday. Pipe is being lowered into 25-foot-deep trencb in 125.foot sec~

tions with 3.000-pound concrete weights attached at 30.foot jn~rvals to help keep
it in place. New line will replace nearby IO-inch main which was exposed in several
places as recent f100cl currents swept away 12 feet of river bed covering, it. Snow
fence wrapped around \Oip~ is desiqned to protect it during baclc filling.
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dwater Endo~~vl-.r..-_e~..t
would add tens of thousands of
industrial acres which would be
available to all communities
along its (the Salt River) banks.
I use as a shining example
of this the Los Angeles River
AquedUct which has accomplish
ed not only flood control but the
benefits I have mentioned above.

"I think this is a start in the
right direction and I say start
because I would hope eventually

PHOENIX - Stating "I know
the entire county will benefit
from it," Barry Goldwater has
finnly endorsed .the proposed
comprehensive flood control pro·
gram.

His endorsement came in the
form of a letter to W. B. Bark
ley, chairman of the Maricopa
Citizens Flood Protection Com'
mittee.

The MCFPC is spearheading
activity in behalf of a 'Yes' vote
at a March 8 special election at
wbich property owners will be
asked to approve issuance of
$22.7 million in bonds as the
county's share of a $115 million
countywide flood control net
work.

Some $93 million in federal
construction funds will be made
.avallable if voters give the flood
control plan a green light. Gold·
water wrote:
. "Since the decision of the en·

gineers to reduce the width of
the Salt River channel from 2000
to 500 feet, I think you have
overcome all sensible arguments
to the project and I sincerely
hope the bond election will be
successful.

"There are many advantages
to be gained from this channel
ing other than protection from
floods. For example, it would
mean bringing South Phoenix
tla"'ld Phoenix that much closer
together - thus creating a more
un1fied city than we have today. :

"MoreOver, this channeling

to see this channel either a con
crete one or with concrete sides
so as to provide complete and
swift protection.

"I wish you the very best of
success in your efforts for I
know the entire county will
benefit from it."

If an affirmative vote prevails
March 8, county bonds will be
earmarked for acquiring neces
sary rights of way and for main
tenance of the flood control
structures built througbout the
county by the U.S. Arrily Corps
of Engineers and the SoU Con
servation Service.

Some 29 separate projects are
· included in the overall plan.
Flood control structures w 11 ]
consist of dikes, dams, levees,

• channels, conduits and seepage
· pits.

Ground would be broken for .
, the initial phase early n ext
, year. It is estimated the com

plex'S construction will take 10
12 years. All structures become

, the county's property upon com-
pletion.
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John C. Lowry (left), manager of the Maricopa Couniy
'Flood Control District, explains river flows to Dr. Hans A.
Einstein of the University of California at Berkeley.

WATER EXPERT SP'EAKS

Northwest Plan
'Only Solution'

By JOHN L. CARPENTER
Gazette Staff Writer

Arizona and the rest of the Southwes musfl)uy Its future water
supply from the Pacific Northwest, a noted water scientist
declared here today.

Dr. Hans A. Einstein, professor of hydraulic engineering at
the University of California at Berkeley, proposed that repre-
sentatives of the two areas meet, _
and negotiate the water sale.

"IT IS THE only way," he be ~onsi~~re~ Il?usual, he said,
asserted. "Sea water conversion a~ding, This IS the..way ~e

is too expensive." ~~~~s~:J ~~ ~~~Ot~~~:~~:d
Dr. Einstein is the son of the so on."

late Dr. Albert Einstein.
A NEGOT

- the Southwest's water proble!J1,
he asserted. The Pacific North
west now has more water than it
uses, "water flOWing into the
sea" and should be willing to
sell.

Of course, the Pacific North
westerners are afraid that the
day may come when they will
need all the water they possess.
That is why they must be per
suaded to sell their water in the
same way they sell timber, the
scientist said.

DR. EINSTEIN proposed that
giant aqueducts be built to
transport the water from the
Pacific Northwest. "One hun
dred years ago the idea of huge
aqueducts would have been
thought crazy. But not today."

He warned that large reser
voirs also would have to be built
because water is not available
all the time in the Pacific North
west. "It would !have to be stor
ed to guarantee a continuous
flow."

Dr. Einstein, here two days
to advise Maricopa County of
ficials on Salt and Gila River
flow and channeling problems,
arrived last night. He will tour
and fly over the Valley today
and present his views on local
problems at 2 p.m. tomorrow in
the county supervisors auditor
ium.

~K£ '3'CmNT1~'T mad e it
clear that water importing from
the Pacific North.west would in
volve a considerable amount of
technical, engineering study be
fore aqueducts could be bUilt.
But he believes such a plan is
the only solution in view of the
political and other matters in
volved.

Regarding his two-day stay
here, Dr. Einstein said he plans
to indicate only the possibilities
for solution of local flood and
water supply problems, in re
lation to flow and channeling
of the Salt and Gila rivers. The
study is being made under
auspices of the county flood
control district's citizens -ad
adVisory board.

FINAL recommendations will
take long study, he noted
"It is impossible to make a final
decision on matters of this sprt
(flow and chanel problems) on
such a short study.

"My main pUrpose is to see
what possibilities exist, in the
light of my experience," he ex
plained. Dr. E ins t e i n has
studied similar problems the
world over.

"Should a given river chan
nel be improved? That depends
on many factors . . . vegeta
tion. Once you build a channel,
the problem becomes how to
keep it that way." Dr. Einstein
later will submit a written re
port on his findings.
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stein was a guest at the Safari Hotel, of ,
Uhlmann is a co-owner, during his recent
ThE'! hydl" lllic engineer, from the Univerii
Californi , ;\l~gested that flood control res&

1 the two rivers.

. ",instein (center), son of the late Albert
Jill,ts:L~jl\ .onfera on his hydrological study of the

er~ with Ernest Uhlmann (ll:'ft)
.7 of Scottsdale, dirt>C'"i-, .

Flood Control rf '.
-~-------~------'--~-------
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Cou~t;~~d·fts~sign ·
watershed agreement
The county supervisors and na Public Service building at

the U.S,' Soil and Conserva- the 'southwest corner of the
tion Service ye&terday signed .intersection of Third Avenue
the .long-awaited agreement and Buchanan. The county

presp.ntly leases space in the
to begin construction on the two -s t 0 r- y building which
$6.5' million Buckeye Wat-' houses its adult probation and
ershed Project on the Hassay- medical examiner's offices,
ampa River. . and ,a building and grounds

storage area.
The project, financed on a

matching fund basis with the ; -Approved a $404,671 con-
federal government, will pro- tract with Tanner Brothers
vide flood-control protection Contracting Co, of 2606 S. 40th
to almost 130,000 acres east St., Phoenix, to repave Rit·
of Phoenix in central Marico- tenhouse ~oad from Williams
pa.County. Field Road to E II s W 0 l' t h

1t wiilta~ ~b()ut six years Road.
for completion and will in- -Called for bids to be re
elude three earthen dams and ceived no later thah March 26
a system of canals large for the installation of an un
enough to contain a 100:year derground electrical system
stonn, officials said. ' .for six buildings at the Lake

Pie a San t Outdoor Center
The work was authorized in about 35 miles northwest of

June 1964 and is sponsored by Phoenix. .
the county, the county flood-
control district .and the Agua -i\pproved a resolution
Fr 1 a -N e wRlver, Buckey~ designating March 9 and 10
Roosevelt ~ n d Wickenburg as the voluntary motor vehi
natural resource conservation de inspection days of Traffic
districts. . . Representatives of Arizona's I'
. Governor's Youth C0 u n c i I

. In. other business, the ~u- . (TRAGYC)
~ervlsors: ",' r ._--.-,;:...·_~ I

-Approved appropriation of I'
$300,.000 in federal· revenue !
fundmg to buy the old Ariz()o .

. .
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to 'for!i for .
flood fUllc1s

Maricopa County Supervisor
Eldon Rudd said yesterday he
would work to reverse a deci
sion by the C,)unty Flood Con
trol District to exclude from
its fiscal 1973-74 budget $6QO.
ooa for Scottsdale's Indian
Bend Wash.
. Last week, Col. John C.
Lowry, district general tnana
gel' and chief engineer, an
nounced that funding for tile
project would depend on
whether $1.2 million in federal I
revenue-sharing money due
the county could be set aside
for district use.

Since that time. however, fi
nance officers. have said that
revenue-shariT'lg money cannot
be used fllr the work because I
other federal fends are aI-I'
re..dv il1\!oived.
. Ru"dd said he wnuld take his
argument to other supervisors I
who have already indicated .
support fur the projeet.· I
. The money would be u.;cd. to I

match IfGUO,000 already ?ppro- .
priated by Seottsdale cltlzens
and another $1.2 million hoped
for instate participation. It

i would be £pent [0 bridl:le the .
wash at. McDonald, Thomas I
and McDowell roads. and fOf

l
'

: land purchase and dike build-
illg. .

Continued on Page A·4
.. '''''.. '
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Valley flood-cOlttroL packag-e

USil'tg up I8-year til11etable
By WILLIAM F. NESBIT

A totil of 18 years will have been Worthington said that -in the 8% years
spent planning and financing the pack- s~nc~ the package ~a.s put together the
age of flood control projects needed to . dlstrI~t has been ra1smg m~>ney .to pay
protect Phoenix if the present 1982 tar-' for right ~ of - way ~nd his <lfflCe has

. get date for completion is met, a study been pushmg the projects through 30 of
of the PfOcess shows. the required steps.

Th~ package was conceived in a re- About another 1~ years will be need-
port completed by the U.S. Army Corps ed before the projects are approved for
of Engineers and the Maricopa County construction, he estimated. and eight
Flolid Control District in Janua.ry 1964. years. for them to be built.

To date, one of the fou:, projects - ~ormal1y. Worthington s'aid, such flood
Dreamy Draw Dam - has been separat·control projects could be completed in
ed from the group and will be complet- as [p.w as from five to eight years with
ed in ,!une. The others - Cave Buttes, aggressive local leadership and smooth
N"w River and Adobe d"ffiS, and theIr sailing through corps channels.

ted channC'ls - ~'re :-;cheduled "op- .. I t f It" 'ct
u,ulStieaily" for completion in 1982, "A .lot of peop e ~r~ a au, sa~

. . ,.t ,. Worthmgton m expiaullng t~le delay In
OutlIned by ~~aJ. Will. Wor~hmgton, completing the Phoenix proJects. "1 ha-

head of the corp s Phoemx office. a 37- ven't conducted a witch hunUo find out::.
step procedure is required for his engl- who and I don't intend to. bnt these
neers to take a project from conception '
through' to completion.
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l\Jore
;ihouJ Flood-control package for Valley using up I8-year timetable
· . Continued from Page A-I

lr'ljt~ctg are on a reasonabie schedule'
19'N·"
:H Is th~ responsibility of the county
Itstrict to raist~ money to buy the land
It'f'dcd for projccts and thp.n to provide
l);dnirnance and improvements at the
\lr aftcr the structurcs are built.

:i\cltlal construction Is done by the
~llPS in urball lln';IS an(l by the Soil and
\1!1,('1'\'atiCin Service and the Bureau of
(ed"mation in rural Areas.
·:11)1' price tHg for cillllprehensive coun·
""ide Hood protection - set by the
.J;lricllpa Association of Governments
~Sl .1anuary - totals $306.9 million.

:1li('(lI offiei:Jl~ say this Is far too
)uell for the county to handle without
~lt'ral aid.
:'111(' procedure for federal approval,
~1I'('vfr - e~pedal1y through the corps
• has been criticized by district repre-.
~f1tativcs as plagued by "time - con-'
~ming rcd tape."
:According to Worthington, approval by
~e corps breaks down into fO\lr stages.

Listed cons('clltivcly, these are: the in
itial request;, a general investigation
study; a detailed study and a funding
request for construction, and the actual
construction process.

The Phoenix projects and a request
for work on Indian Bend Wash through
Scottsdal"! and Tempe now stand at step
3, he added..

A breakdown of all 37 steps, excluding
nine public hearings which must be held
in both the county and Washington be
fore construction can begin, follows.

The initial request:

1. The· county flood control' district
.ide n t i fie s the needed projects and
through its congressman asks for federal
assistance.

2. Congress authorizes the corps to
study the request. No money is appro
priated.

3. The secretary of the Army is noti
fied of the plan.

4. The corps' chief of engineers in
Washington is notified.
. 5. The corps' division office is notified

(for Maricopa County this office is il
Los :\rigeles).

6. The corps' district of[ice - Worth
ington - is notified.

The general investigation study:

7. Worthington determines the ~moun

of money needed to finance the genera
study.

8. This request goes to the divisiOl
office.

9. Then to the chief of engineers.

10. Then to the secretary of the Army.

11. Then to the Office of Managemen
and Budget.

12. Then to Congress, where funds fo;
the study are approved.

13. Funds appropriated are reviewec
by the Office of Management and
Budget.

14. Notification of approval goes tc,
Worthington through the secretary of thE'
Army, the chief of engineers and thl
dixision office.

15. The district begins the genera

study and its initial environmental im~

pact statement.
16. The district completes both studies.
17. The studies are reviewed by the

division office.

18. Then by the chief engineer.

19. Then by the federal.Board of Engi
neers for Hivers and Harbors.

20. The studies are returned for ap
proval to the corps' chief engineer.

21. Congress approves the project. No
money is appropriated.

- The detailed study:

22. Worthington drafts a budget need~

ed to conduct an advanced engineering
and design study.

23. The request is reviewed by the
division office.

24. Then by the chief of engineers.

25. Then by the secretary of the
Army.

26. Tnen by the Office of Management
and Budget.

27. Congress approves money for the

advanced study.
28. The Office of Managemrnt and

Budget reviews the request in line with
President Nixon's program to ClIt back
on federal spending. Funding can be de
layed indefinitely here.

o 29. Funding approval is given to
Worthington through channels.

30. Worthington receives the money,
conducts the study - which now be
comes known as the general design me
morandum - and drafts a detailed envi-

·'ronmcntal impact statement. He also de·
termines the amount of money he will
need to build the project.

31. The design memorandum, environ·
mental statement and the request for
construction funds go to tbe division of
fice for review.

32. They then go to the chief of engi
neers for review. With 8lJproval, the
project is made part of the corps' total

.budget request, which includes fnnding
for both military and civilian-related
projects.

33. The environmental report goes to

the Council on Environmental qllalil~

Tht~ budget req~lest gorS' to Congrc::,.
The design memorandwn remains wH'
the chief of engineers.

34. All three are approved by the re,
peelive agencies.

The construction slllgc;

31. Worthington prrparC'1 CArtel u(:i
ncering plans and spcrifh:a(lons f(ie til,
project and advertises' f'J{ bids 'fr,!ll
contractors.

36. A bid is awarded and conslrudit;1
begins.

3i. Construction is completed.

Worthington said this SChl·dll!e 1I~

sumes that approval is granted all f.hl

way along the line ~ilJd that no {'hailgl~~

or revised studies are reqUired.

At the same time Ihis procedull! i
being follow('d. he added, (i1e local di~

triet mllst raise the moncv nel'di':! 1.
buy land for· the project lmd be' pre
pared to take O\'er maintenance and ini
provement costs after theprojcc·t il
completed.

---
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)1 Q,,,.. Jy ilood-co/ttrol pa,cliag'e
usiJtg Up 18..year tifnetable

By WILLIAM F. NESBIT

A total of 18 years will have been Worthington said that in the 81,\, years
spent plilnning and financing the pack- since the package was put together the
age of flood control projects needed to (listric! has, been raising money to pay
protect Phoenix if the present 1982 tar- for right - of • way and his office has
get date for completion is met, a study becn pushing the projects through 30 of
of the process shows. the required steps.

The package was conceived in a reo About another H1 years will be necd-
port completed by the U.S. Army Corps ed before the projects are approved lor
of Engineers and the Maricopa County construction, he estimated, and eight
Flood Control District in January 1964. years for them to be buill.

To date, one of the four projects - Normally, Worthington said, such flood
Dreamy Draw Dam - has been separat- control projects could be completed in
ed from the group and Will ~e complet- as few as from five to eight years with
e~ In June, The others - Cave Butle~, aggressive local leadership and smooth
New River and Adobe dams, and their sailing through corps channels.
related channels - are scheduled "op-
timistically" for completion in 1982. "A lot of people arr. at fault," said

, . . ,(. . Worthington in explaining the delay in
Outhned by I\~aJ' \loIn Worthington, completing the Phoenix projects. "I ha-

head of the corp s PhoeniX offIce, ~ 37- ven't conducted a w;tch hunt to find Ollt
step procedure is rcquircd for his cngi. who and I don't inlcnd til, but these
lieN'S to take 'a pro,il'cl fmlll clInception '
thr~ll.gh to completion.
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the Council on EnVironmental Qualit;y.
The bu~get request goes to Congress.~
TIle deSIgn memorandum remains with
the chief of engineers.

34. All three are approved by the J'e$o
pective agencies. .,

The cons~ction stage: .~

35. Worthington prepares exact engi;
neering plans and specifications for the
project and 'advertises for bids from
contractors.

3~. A bid Is awarded and construction
begms.

37. Construction Is completed.

Worthington said this schedule as
sumes that approval is granted all the
way along the line and that no changes.,
or revised studies are required. .

At the same time this procedure is
b~ing followed, he added, the local dis- •
trlct must raise the money needed to
buy land for the project and be pre..
pared to take over maintenance and im
provement costs after the project is':·
completed. . '.

advanced stUdy.

28. The Office of Management and
Budget reviews the request in line with
President Nixon's program to cut back
on federal spending. Funding can 00 de
layed indefinitely here.

29. Funding approval Is given m
Worthington through channels.

30. Worthington receives the money,
conducts the study -' which now be
comes known as the general design me
morandum, - ana drafts a detailed envi
ronmental impact statement. He also de
termines the amount of money he will
need to build the project.

31. The design memorandum, environ
mental statement and the request for
construction funds go to the division of.
fice for review. .

32. They then go to the chief of engl.
neers for review. With approval, the
project is made part of the corps' total
budget request, which includes funding
for both military and civilian-related
projects,

33. The environmental report· goes to

study and Its lnltlaI environmental Im
pact statement.

16, The district completes both studies.
17. The studies are reviewed by the

division office.

18. Then by the chief t;ngineer.

19. Th~n by the federal Board of Engi
neers fl);' Rivers and Harbors.

20. Th~ studies are returned for ap
proval to the corps' chief engineer.

21. Cengress approves the project. No
money is appropriated.
. The detailed study:

22. W:,rthlngton drafts a bUdget need
ed to conduct an advanced engineering
and design study.

23. The requcst Is reviewed by the
division off~e.

24. Then by the chief or englileers.

25. Then by .the secretary of the
Army.

26. Then by the OUiee of Management
and Budget.

27, Congress approves money for the

--------------::---------_.._-,

(for Maricopa County this office Is In
Los Angeles).

8, The corps' district office - Worth
ington - is notified.

The general Investlgatlon studyI

7. Worthington determines the amount
of money needed to finance the general
study.

8. Thls request goes to the division
office.

9. Then to the chief of engineers.,
10. Then to the secretary of the Army.
11. Then to the OIlice of Management

and Budget.

12. Then to Congress, where funds for
the study are approved.

13. Fund~ appropriateit are revIewed
by the Office of Management and
Budget.

14. Noti;icatlon of appro:val goes to
Worthington through the secretary of the
Army, tho chief of engineers and the
divisIon oWce.

15. The district begins the general

IJsted consecutively, these are: the in
Itial request; a general investigation
study' a detailed study and a funding
reque;t for construction, and the actual
construction process.

Tne Phoenix projects and a request
for work on Indian Bend Wash through
Scottsdale and Tempe DOW stand at step
3, he added.

A breakdOwn of al137 steps, excllldlng
nine public hearings which must be held
In both the county Ilnd Washington be
fore construction can begin, follows.

The initial request:
, 1. The county flood control dIstrict
1den t i fie s the needed projects and

.through its congressman asks for f~eral
assistance.

2. Congress authorizes the corps to
study the request. No money Is appro
priated.

3. The secretary of the Army ls notl
fied of the plan.

4. The corps' eWef of engineers In
Washington Is notified. ..

.s. The corps' division office isnotlfied

Floodacontrol package for Valley USlUg up 18.year timetable

o Phoenix, Wed., May 23, 1973

:More
ahout

OIntinued from Page A-I
~roJects are on a reasonable schedule
DOW."

!t is the responsibility of the county
district to rllise money to .buy the l;;nd
ne~d ld for proj~cts and then to provide
mai::tenance af,d L"'llprOVements at the
lite <liter the structures are built.

Actual c~nstnJctlQn is done by th&
corps In u:ban areas lind by the Soil and
Comervation Service and the Bureau of
Rec:~mlition in rural l:.reas.

T:~e p:.i.ce taJ for comprehensIve coun
tywide fl~d protection - set by the
Maricopa Assxiation of G?vernments
Ias~ Ja:lUary - totals $306.9 nuillon.

t,:.cal c!f!clals say this Is far too
mu,:h for the county to handle wlthout
feCcral aid.

'I:Je proce<bre for federal approval,
he',rever - especially through the corps
- bas been criticized by district repre
I~~~atives as plagued by .. time - con
lIIi·~ililg red tape."
~ According to Worthington, approval by
the corps break! down Into four stages.

A~ The ArIzona Republic
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)! all.. .JY ilood-col1trol pachag'e
usirLg' up 18..year tilnet(Lble

By WILLIAM F. NESBIT

A total of 18 years will have been Worthington said that in the 8lh years
spent planning and financing the pack- ~ince the package was put together the
age of flood control projects needed tn district has been raising money to pay
protect r'hoenix if the present 1982 tar- for right - of - way and his office has
get date for completion is met, a study been pushing the projects through 30 of
of the process shows. the required steps.

The package was conceived In. a re- About another 1Yz years will be nel'd-
port completed· by the U.S. Army Corps cd before the projects are approved Cor
of Engineers and the Maricopa County construction, he estimated, and eight
Flood Control District in January 1964. years for them to be built.

To date; one of the four projects - ' Normally, Worthington said. such flo:ld
Dreamy Draw Dam - has. been separat- control projects could be completed in
I'd ~f{lm the group and W111 be complet- 8S few as from f.ive to eight years with
ed In ~une. The others - Cave Buttes, aggressive local leadership and smooth
New RIver and Adobe dams, and theIr saUin" through corps channels.
related channels - are schedUled "op-" " .
timislically" for completion in 1982. "A lot of people are at fault, Scud

. .., . Worthington in explaining the delay in
OutlIned by I\o~aJ. WIll. Wor!hmgton. completing the Phoenix projects, "I hll

head of the corp s PhoeniX offIce, .a 37· ven't conducted a witch hunt to find m,l
step procedure is required for his c~gi- who and I don't intcnd to but th('~e
nrers to take a project from conception' ,
thr~ugh to completion. Continued 68 Page A-4
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the Council on Environmental Quality.
The bu~get request goes to Congress.~
The deSIgn memorandum remains with
the chief of engineers.

34. All three are approved by the res-
pective agencies. .

The cons~ction stage:

35.. Worthington prepares exact eng!" .
neerlDg plans and specifications for the
project and advertises for bids from
contractors.

36. A bid is awarded and construction
begins. .

37. Construction Is completed.

'Worthington said thls schedule as
sumes that approval is granted all the
way a!ong the. line and that no changes.
or revISed studies are required.

At the same time-this procedure Is ..
b~ing followed, he added, the local dis
trict must raise the money needed to
buy land for the project and be pre•.
pared to take over maintenance and im.

·provement costs after the project JS'
completed.

advanced study.
28. The Office of Management and

Budget reviews the request in line with
President Nixon's program to cut back
on federal spending. Funding can be de
layed indefinitely here.

29. Funding approval is given to
Worthington through channels.

30. Worthington receives the money,
conducts the study -' w!,jch now be
comes known as the general design me
morandum - and drafts a detailedenvi
ronmental impact statement. He also de
termines the amount of money he will
need to build the project.

31. The design memorandum, environ
mental statement and the request for
construction funds go to the division of
fice (or review.

32. They then go to the chief of engi
neers for review. With approval the
project is made part· of the corps' 'total
budget request, which includes funding
for both military and·civilian-related
projects,

33. The environmental report goes to"J:l. C:mgress approves money for the

24. Then by the chief of engineers.

25. Then by the secretary of the
lrmy.

26. 'l'hen by the Office of Management
wd Edget.

15. The district begins the ge:oeral

Usted consecutively, these are: the Izl,.
ltial request j a general lnvestigat!on

.study' a detailed study and a fUl'lcmg
reque~t for construction, and the actual
construction process.

The Phoenix projects and a request
for work on Indian Bend Wash through
SCottsdale and Tempe noW stand at step
3. he added.

A breakdown of all 37 steps, excluding
nine public hearings Which must be held
in bOth the county and Washington be·
fore construction can begin, follows.

'!'be initial req,uestl
1. The county flood control district

ide n t i fie B the needed projects and
through its congressman asks for federal
assistance.

2. congress authorizes the eoIlls to
study the request. No money is appro
priated.

3. '!'be secretary of the Anny Is noti
fied of the plan.

f. The corps' chief of engineers In
Washington is notified.

5. The corps' division offlce is notliled

Flood-control package for Valley using up I8-year timetable
?

(for Maricopa County this office ls'ln study and its Initial environmental 1m-
Los Angeles). pact st:;tement.

6. The corps' district office _ Worth- 16. 'I~e djstric~ completes both studies.
. t . til'ed 17. .1]e studies are reviewed by the
mg on - IS no I . division o[fice.

The generallnvesUgatlon studYl 18 Til b th h' f .. . en y e c Ie englOeer.
7. Worthington determines the amount

of money needed to fmance the general 19. Then .by the federal Board of Eng!·

t d
neers !r:or Hlvers and harbors.

5 u y.
8 This request goes to the division 20. The studies are returned for ap-

offi~e. praval to the corps' chief engineer.

9 Then t the chief of engineers. 21. C?ngress a~proves the project. No
• 0 money IS appropriated.

10. Then to the secretary of the Army. The detailed study:

11. Then to the Office of Management 22. Worthington drafts a budget need-
and Budget. ed to conduct an advanced engineering

12. Then to Congress, where funds for and design study.
the study ere approved. 23. The request is reviewed by the

13. Fund~ appropriated are reviewed division office.
by the Office of l(J.3nagement and
Budget.

14. N()Hii~atlon of approval goes to
Worthing':.:;:: through the secretary of the
Arm.y, the chief of engineers and the
division office.

Ct'n!lDued from Page A-I
proj.::cts are on a reasonable schedule
1I0Vi."

It is the responsibility. of the county
c!is~!ict to raise money to buy the land
neE:\ed for projects and then to provide
ma:ntenance 2nd improvements at the
site after the structures are built.

Actual construction Is done b~ tM
ee~~s in u:ba!l areas and by the Soil and
Cc~.servaIIJn Service and the Bureau of
Reclamation in rural areas.

'The price tag for comprehensive coun
tp':de flood protection - set by the
M2dcopa Association of Governments
~a::t Ja!l~~.ry - tolals $306.9 million.

Ui<::al officials say this is fa~ too
much for the county to handle Without
federal aid.
. 'The proceeure for federal approval,
hC';fever _ eS;Jecially through f:he corpS
_ bas .been criticized by disLT'Jct repre
:;~:ltatives as plagu~d by "time - can·
su::ning r<:d t"pe."
. Aeco,li:ng to Worthington, approval by
tl:e cOIlls breaks downlnto four stages.

l\Iore
about

,
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JI ali..~y flood-colttJ·ol pacli,(l,~!;e

USiltgUp 18..ycar tintetal)le
ny WILLIAM F. NESBIT

A total of 18 years will have been Worthington said that in the Ill':' }'ears
spent planning and financing the pack- since the package was put together the
age of flood control projceL~ ·needed to clistrict has been raising money to pay
protect Phoenh: if the present 1982 tar· for right - of - way and his office haS
get date for completion is met, a study been pushing the projects through 30 of
of the process shows. the required steps.

The package was conceived in a reo About another H. years will be need·
port completed by the U.S. Army Corps cd before the projects are approved for
of Engineers and the Maricopa County construction. he estimated, and eight
Flood Control District in January 1964. years for them to be built.

To date, one of the four projects - Normally, Worthington said, Such flood
Dreamy Draw Dam - has been scparat- control projects could be completed in
ed ~rom the ?rollP and Wll! be complet- as few as from five to eight years with
ed In ~une. 'Ihe others - Cave Butte~, aggressive local leadership and smooth
New RIver and Adobe dams, and theIr sailing through corps channels.
related channels - are scheduled "op- " .
timistically" for compleiion in 1982. "A lot of people are at fault. saId

• • 7' • Worthin~ton in eXPlaining the delay in
Outlmed by lI~aJ. '~III. Wor~hll1gton. completing the Phoenix projects. "I ha

bead of the corps Phoentx offIce, a 37- ven't conducted a witch hunt to find out
step procedure is rcquired for his cl~gi- who, and I don't intend to. but 1hese
necrs to take a proJcct trom conception
thr~llgh to completion. Continued on Page A·4



........

the Council on Environmental Quality.
The budget request goes tG Qlngres.s.;
The design memorandum remains with-·
the chief of engineers.

34. All three are approved by the re$-
pective agencies. .

The cons~ction stage:

35.. Worthington prepares exact engV
neermg plans and specifications for the .
project and advertises for bids from
contractors. .

36. A bid is awarded and construction
begins.

37. Construction is completed.

·Worthington said this schedule as
sumes that approval is granted an the
way a~ong the. line and that no changes.
or reVIsed studies are required.

At the same time" this procedure is
b~ing followed: he added, the local dis- .
trlct must raise the money needed to··
buy land for the project and be pre..
pared to take over maintenMce and im
provement costs after the project is '.
completed. ;;

advanced study.
28. The Office of Management and

Budget reviews the request in line with
President Nixon's program to cut back
on federal spending. Funding can be de
layed indefinitely here.

29. Funding approval Is given f(l
Worthington through channels.

30. Worthington receives the money.·
conducts the study _. which now be
comes known as the general design me
morandum - and drafts a detailed envi
ronmental Impact statement. He also de
termines the amount of money he will
need to build the project.

31. The design memorandum, environ
mental statement and the request for
construction funds go to the division of·
fice lor review.

32. They then go to the chief of engl.
neers for review. With approval, the
project is made part of the corps' lotal
bupget request, which Includes funding
for botb military and civilian-related
project",

33. The environmental report goes to

24, Then by the chief of engineers.

25. Then by the secretary of the
u-my.
2~. 'J'hen by the Office of Management

md Bl~dget

27. COngress approves money for theU. 'l'h3 district begins the general

(for Maricopa eounty this office Is In
Los Angeles).

e. The corps' district office - Worth
ington - is notified.

The generallnvestigatlon studyr
'I. Worthlngton determines tbe llmount

of money Deeded to finance the general
study.

8. This request goes to the division
office.

9. 'nlen to th·a chlaf of engineers.
10. Then to the secretary of the Army.
11. Then to the Office of Management

and Budget.
12. Then to COngress, where funds for

the study ere approved.

13. Fund~ appropriated: are revlewed
by the Office of M::magementand
Budget.

14. Nctificatlon of approval goes to
Worthington through the secretary of the
Army, tho chief of engineers and the
division oHice.

Listed consecutively, these are: the in
itial request; a general Investiga~on
study; a detailed study and a fundmg
request for construction, and the actual
construction process.

The Phoenix projects and a request
for work on Indian Bend Wash through
Scottsdale and Tempe now stand at step
3. he added.

A breakdown of all 37 steps, excluding
nine public bearings which must 'r!e held
In both the county and Washington be
fore construction can begin. follows.

The initial request:
1. The county flood control district

1den t if i e 8 the needed projects and
through its congressman asks for federal
assistance.

2. Congress authorizes the corps to
study the request. No mo~y is appro
priated.
. 3. The secretary of the Army Is noti
fied of the plan.

4. The corps' chief of engineers In
Washington is notified.

$. The corps' division office is·notllled

Flood.control package for Valley U!ling up I8-year timetable
study and Its lnlUal environmental bu
pact statement.

16. Thp. district completes both studies.
17. The studies are reviewed by the

division office.
18. Then by the chief engineer.
19. 'IlleD by the federal Board of Engl

Deers for Rivers and Harbors.
20. 'The studies are returned for ap

proval to the corps' chief engineer.
21. Congress approves the project. No

money is appropriated.
The rletailed study:

22. Worthington drafts a budget need
ed to conduct an advanced engineering
and design study.

23. The request is reviewed by the
division office.

~ntlnued from Page A·l

projects are on a reasonable schedule
now."

It Is the responsibility of the county
district to raise money to buy the land
nef.'ied for projects and then to provide
mointenance &!Id improvements at the
lite after the structUres are built.

J,.ctual construction is done by the
eo;ps In urban areas lind by the Soil and
Cor.servation Service and the Bureau of
Reclamation in rural areas.

'The t:rlce tag for comprehensive coun
ty'.ride fl.)Od protection - set by the
M"ricopaAssoclation of G~vemments
last January - totals ~306.9 nuillon.

. L~al officials ~y this !s far too
lIl~.ich for the county to handle without
federal aid.

The procedure for federal epproval.
]:o;rever _ especially through the corpS
_ has b~en criticized by district repre
~;ltatlve5 as plagued by "time • con
suming red t<;.pe."
: According to Worthington. appro\tal by
f:e corps breaks down Into four stages.

More
aliout
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the Council on Environmental Quality.
The budget request goes to CongresS.;'
The design memorandwn remaiDs with
the chief af engineers.

34. All three are approved by the re$-
pective agencies. ",;.

The cons~ction stage:

35. Worthington prepares exact engf" '.
/leering plans and specifications for the· ,
projPct and advertises for bids from
contractors.

36." A bid Is awarded and construction
begins. "

37. Construction Is completed.

Worthington said this Schedule as
sumes that approval is granted all the
way along the line and that no changes "
or revised studies are required.

At the same time-this procedure Is
b~ing followed, he added, the local dis- .
trlct must raise the money needed" to".
buy landfor the project and be pre-,
pared to take Over maintenance and im•. "
provel7lent costs after the project is"'
completed. ' :,

ement and
in line with
to cut back
g can be de·

advanced study.
28. The Office of

BUdget reviews the r
President Nixon's pro
on federal spending.
Jayed indefinitely here.

29. Funding approve is given to
Worthingt.on through channels.

30. Worthington receives the money,
conducts the stUdy -" which now be
comes known as the general design me
morandum - and drafts a detailed envi.
ronmental Impact statement. He also de
termines the amount of money he will
need to build the project.

S1. The design memorandum, environ
mental statement and the request for
construction funds go to the division of
fice for review.

32. They then go' to the chief of engi
neers for reviel\-. With approval, the
project is made part of the corps' total
bUdget request, which inclUdes funding
for both military a~d civilian-related
projects.

33. The environmental report gOes to

up 18-year timetable

24. T;~en by the.chief of engineers.

25. Then by the secretary of the
lrmy.

26. 'then by the Office of Management
\ltd n':lge~.

27. Congress approves money for the

•uSlng
study and Its fnItIal environmental Im.
pact stctement.

16. The district completes beth studies.
17. 'TIle studies Ilre reviewed by the

division office. "

18. Then by the chief engineer.
19. Then by tile federal Board at Engl.

neers !tor Rivers an~ lhrbors.

20. The studIes are returned for ap
proval to the corps' chief engineer.

21. Congress approves the project. No
"monry is appropriated.

The detailed study:

22. v,'orthlngton drafts a bUdget need
ed to conduct an advanced englneerlng
and dc-'ign stUdy. .

23. The .request. is reviewed by the
division office. .

----------------------~._."

(for M!ticopa County this office Is In

>(!t
o Angeles).

. 6. The corps' distrIct office - Worth
goon - is notified.
The generallnvestigatlon studYI
7. WorthIngton determines the amount

of money nl;eded to finance the general
study.

8. ThIs request gOes to the divisIon
office. '

9. Then to the chief of englneerS.
10. Then to the secretary of the Army..

11. 11en to the Ollice of Management
and Budget.

12. Then to Congress; where funds for
the study are approved.

13. Fun(ls approprlate¢ are reviewed
bv the Office of Management and
Budget.

14. Noti\ir.atlon of &Pproval goes to
Worthin!;!')!i through the secretary of the
Army, the chi~ of engineers and the
division office.

15. Tha district begins the g{'.neral

Flood-control package for VaUeylUore
about

Continued from Page A·I Usted consecutively, these are: the m.
Pro.lects Bre on a reasonable schedule fUal request; a general investiga~on

now."study; a detailed study and a funding
request for construction, and the ilctual

It Is the resnonsibiHty of the county construction process.
dis~~ict to raise mont,y to buy the l~d
r.e':!~d for projects cmd then to provide The Ph~enix projects and a r~quest

m:;;.ntenan~e and improvements at the for work on Indian Bend Wash through
5ite after lIJe structures are built. Scottsdale and Tempe now stand at step

d b th 3, he added.i. ctusl constructior. Is one y e
~;P$ 111 urban areas and by the Soil and A breakdown of all 37 steps, exclUding
CoLservatbn Service and the Bureau of nine pUblic hearings which must ~e held

in both the county and Washington be.
!udamatico L'l rural !I'eas. fore construction can begin, follows.

TI:~ Tlrlrs tag for co:nprehens!ve coun· . 1 t
" , • by '''e The lnitia reques :tjFitie t1....od protectiOn - S~. u,

M;;r:copa Asmciation of Governments . 1. The county flood control district
las" Ja.'1.l1ary - totals ~306.9 milllon. 1den t i fie s the needed projects and

through" its congressman asks for federal. '!.ccal cfficlals aay this Is 1ar too assistance.
M;':ch for the county to handle without

2. Congress authorIzes the Cllrpll to
!f;'~eral aid. {study the request. No money Is appro-

'li,a prxed'l!'~ f~;; fed~ral ~pproval, pria.ted.
hc;;-ev£r~ especlalli through the corps Arm • I U.
- has teen eritici~~d by district repre- I . 3. The secretary of the j s no
ICltatives 85 plagued by "time • coo· fied of the plan. .
llt:ming r'cd tape." 4. The corps' chief of eng1uers in
: Accorc:ing to Wor..hlngton. approval by ~ngton Is ~Oti.fi~ .
tb corps breaks down into four stages. '\15. The corps division office Is notified



1

)/ ali.. .JY flood-cOlttl4 ol p~ckag'e
usir~g up 18..year til'netable

By Wn'..LIAM F. NESBIT

A lotal of 18 years will have been
spent planning and financing the pack
age of flood conkol projects ·needed to
protect Phoenix if the present 1982 lar
get date for completion is met, a study
of the process shows.

The pa(~kage was conceived in a re
port completed by the U.S. Army Corps
of Enflincers arid the Maricopa County
Flood Control District in January 1964-

To date, one of the four projects 
Dreamy Draw Dam- has been separat~

ed from the group and will be complet
ed in June. The others - Cave Buttes,
New River and Adobe dams, and their
related channels - are scheduled "op
timistically" for completion in 1982.

Outlined by Maj, Will Worthington,
hcad of the corp's Phoenix office, II 37
step procedure is required for his cngi.
neers 10 take a pro jed f,om cf,nception
thr?l.lgh 10 completion,

Worthington said that In the 8'h }'ears
since the package was put together the
district has been raising money to pay
for right • of • way and his office haS
been pushing the projects through 30 of
the required steps.

About another 1~2 years will be need
ed before the projects are approved for
construction, he estimated, and eight
years for them to be built.

Normally, Worthington said, such flood
control projects could be completed in
as few as from five to eight years with
aggressive local leadership and smooth
sailing through corps channels.

"A lot of people are at fault," said
Worthington in explaining the delay in
completing the Phoenix projects. "1 ha
ven't conducted a witch hunt to find out
who, and I don't intcnd to, but thc:;e

Continued on Page A-4

ti,:"



Flood-control package for Valley using up I8-year timetable
ContiDued from Page A·l

proj~cts are on a reasonable schedule
now."

It is the responsibllity of the county
di.s~rict to raise money to buy the l~d
nep.ded for projects and then to provIde
mg,:nlenance and improvements at the
lite after the structures are built.

I.ctusl cons~ructlon Is dons by the
eer;J3 in crban areas :md by the Soil and
Cc.~servaUon Service and the Bureau of
Reclamation in rural areas.

'The price tag for com·prehenslve coun
ty7;"ide flood protection - set by the
Mi'.ricopa Association of Governments
Ia;;, JallUary - tot.als $306.9 milllon.

Local dficlals say this Is 'fa~ too
tr,'1::Jl for the county to handle WIthout
federal aid.

'The procedure for federal approval,
h,,',vever _ especially through the corps .
_ h;s been criticized by district repre
1t::1tatives as plagu~d by "time • con·
:;:.lining red tape."
: Acccr&ng to Wort.ilngton, approval by
~e corps breaks down into four stages.

1\-4 The Arizona Republic

----"l\'lore
about

'0 Phoenix, Wed., May 23, 1973

Listed consecutively, these are: the In.
itial request; a general Investigat~on
study' a detailed study and a fundlIlg
reque~t for construction, and tbe actual
construc~ion process,

The Phoenix projects and a request
for work on Indian Bend Wasb through
Scottsdale and Tempe now stand at step
3, he added.

A breakdown of all 37 steps, excluding
nine public bearings which must be beld
In both the county and Washington be..
fore construction can begin, fol1ow$.

The Initial request:
1. The county flood control district

Ide n t i fie s the needed projects and
through its congressman ask:! for!ederal
assistance.

2. Congress authorizes the corps to
study the request. No money is appro
priated.

3. The secretary of the Army Is noti
fied of the plan.

4. 'The corps' chief of englneers In
Washington Is notified.

5. The corps' division offlce 1s notified

(for Maricopa COunty this office is In
Los Angeles).

6. The corps' district office - Worth
ington - is notified.

The generallnvestigatlon studYl
7. Worthington determines the amount

of money needed to finance the general
study.

8. ThIs request goes to the divIsion
office. .

9. Then to th·e chief of engineerS.
10. Then to the secretary of the Army..
11. Then to the Office of Management

and Budget.
12. Then to Congress; where funds for

the study are approved.

13. Funds appropriated: are reviewed
by the Office of Management and
Budget.

14. Notification of approval goes to
Worthington through the secretary of the
Army, tho chief of engineers and the
division office.

15. The district begins the general

study and its lnlUal environmental im
pact st~:tement.

16. 111e district completes both studies.
17. TIle studies are reviewed by the

division office.
18. Then by the chief engineer,
19. Then by the federal Board of Engi

neers fJr Rivers and Harbors.
20. TI:e studies are returned for apo

prov~l to the corps' chief engineer.
21. Congress approves the project. No

money is appropriated.
The detailed study:

2.2. Worthington drafts a budget need
ed to conduct an advanced engineering
and design study.

23. The .request 1s reviewed by the
dlvisiun office.

24. Then by the.chief of engineers.

25. Then by the secretary of the
!tmy.

26. Theil by the Office ofManagem~
IIJd Blidge~

27. Congress approves money for the

advanced study.
28. The Office of Management and

Budget reviews the request in line with
President Nixon's program to cut back
on federal spending. Funding can be de-
layed indefinitely here. ..

29. Funding approval Is given· to
Worthington through channels.

30. Worthington receives the money,
conducts the study _. which now be
comes known as the general design me·
morandum - and drafts a detailed envi
ronmental impact statement. He also de
termines the amount of money he will
need to build the project.

31. The design memorandum, environ·
mental statement and the request for
construction funds go to the division 0['
fice for review.

32. They then go· to the chief of engl
neers for review. With approval the
project is made part of the corps, 'total
budget request, which includes funding
for both military and civilian-related
projects,

113. The environmental report goes to

.,
.'"

..
-~•

the Counell on Environmental Quality,
The bu~get request goes to Congress.~
The deSign memorandum remains with
the chief of engineers.

34. All three are approved by the res-
pective agencies. ..;.

The const;ructionstage:,..

35.. Worthington prepares exact engl"··
Jleermg plans and specifications for the .
project and advertises for bids from
contractors.

36: A bid Is awarded and construction
begins. ..

37. Construction Is completed.

'Worthlngton !ald this schedule a5
sumes that approval is granted all the
way a~ong the. line and that no changes .
or revlsed studies are required.

~t the same tIme' this procedure is .
b~mg followed, he added, the local di5
trlct must raise the money needed to
buy land for the project and be pre...
pared to take over maintenance and im·
provement costs after the project is··
completed. . :;

.... :
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)r' llltb,.JY flood-corttl·ol pacliu,g"e
usirtg Up 18--year ti,'netable .

By WILLIAM F. NESBIT

A total of 18 years will have been Worthington said that in the 8% years
spent planning and finardng the pack· since the package was put together the
age of flood control projcctsneeded to district has been raising money to pay
protect phoenix if the present 1982 tar- for right - of - way and his office h~s

get date for completion is met, a study been pushing the projects through 30 of
of the process shows. the required sleps.

The package was conceived in a re- About another H~ years will be nel\d-
port completed' by the U.S. Army Corps ed before the projects are approved for
of Engineers and the Maricopa County construction. he estimated, and eight
Flood Control District in January 1964. years IOf them to be built.

To date, one of the four projects - . Normally. Worthington said, such flood
Dreamy Draw Dam - has. been sepal'at- control projects could be completed in
ed !rom the ~rOU1) and 11'111 be complet- as few as from !.ive to eight years with
ed 1D ~une. 1he others - Cave Butle~, aggressive local leadership and smooth
New River and Adobe dams, and thelf sailing through corps channels. .
related channels - are schedUled "op- • " .
timistically" for completion in 1982. • A lot of people are at fault. said

. .'. . Worthington in explainin~ the delay in
Outlined by ?I~aJ. WIll. Wor~lOgton, completing the Phoenix projects. "I hi!-

head of the corp s Ph~e",x office, It 37- ven't conducted a witch hunt 10 find ont
step procedure IS reqUired for hIS c~gl- Who, and I don't inlend to, but lht.'~e
n~crs 10 1akc a priJjcct from conception
thr~ugb 1.0 completion, Continued 011 Pa;:c A-4
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the Council on Environmental Quality.
The budget request goes to Congress.~
The deSign memorandum remains with
the chief of engineers.

34. All three are approved by the res
pective agencies. ",:

The cons~ction stage:

35. Worthington prepares exact engl"
neering plans and specifications for the '
project and advertises for bids from
contractors.

36. 'A bid Is awarded and construction
begins.

37. Construction Is completed.

'Worthington said this schedule as
sumes that approval is granted all the
way a~ong the. iine and that no changes '
or revlsed stUdIes are required.

At the same time- this procedure is
b~ing followed, he added, the local dis- 
tflct must raise the money needed to
buy land for the project and be pre..
pared to take over maintenance and im·
provement costs after the project i5'
completed. .,

32. They then go to the chief of engl
neers for review. With approval the
project is made part of the corps' t total
budget request, wbich includes funding
for both military and civilian·related
projects,

33. The environmental report goes to

advanced study.
28. The Office of Management and

Budget reviews the request in line with
President Nixon's program to cut back
on federal spending. Funding can be de
layed indefinitely here.

29. Funding approval Is given to
Worthington through channels.

30. Worthington receives the money,
conducts the study _' which now be
comes known as the general design me
morandum - and drafts a detailed envi
ronmental impact statement. He also de
termines the amount of money he will
need to build the project.

31. The design memorandum, environ·
mental statement and the request for
construction funds go to the division of
fice for review.

24. 'Then by the chief of engineers.

25. Then by the secretary of the
\nny.

26. 'l11en by the Office of Management
IDd B.~,dget.

27. Congress approves money for the15. The dlstrlct begins the general

LIsted consecutively, these are: the In
itial request; a general Investigat~on

'study' a detailed study and a fundmg
reque~t for construction, and the actual
construction process.

The Phoenix projects and a r~est
for work on Indian Bend Wash through
Scottsdale and Tempe now stand at step
3, he added. ' .

A breakdown of all 37 steps, excluding
nine public hearings Which must be held
In both the county and Washington be
fore construction can begin, follows.

The initial request:
1 The county flood control district

1d~ n t i fie I the needed projects and
througb its congressman asks for federal
assistance.

2. Congress authorizes the c~rps to
study the request. No money is appro
priated.

3. The secretary of til! Army Is noti
fled of the plan.

4. The corps' chief of engineers In
Washington Is notified.

5. The corps' division office Is ,notilled

Flood-control package for Valley using up I8-year timetable
(for Maricopa County this office Is 'In study and Its initial environm~ta1 1m-
Los Angeles). pact statement.

6. 'The corps' dlstrlct office _ Worth- 16. The distric~ completes ~th studles.
in ton _ is notified. . 17·. The.studies are reviewed by the

g diVIsion office.
The generalinvestigatlon studYI 18 Th b th "-' f I. en y e Cme eng neer.
7. Worthington determines the amount

f money needed to finance the general 19. 'Then .by the federal Board of Engl.
~tudY. neers for Rivers and Harbors.

8. This request goes to the division 20. The studies are J7tumed for 8P-
office. proval to the corps' chief engineer.

9 Th n to the chief of engineers. 21. ~gress a~proves the project. No
. e money IS appropriated.

10. 'Then to the .ecretary of the Army. The detailed stud)':

11. Then to the Office of Management 22. Worthlngton drafts a budget need-
and Budget. ed to conduct an advanced engineering

12. Then to Congress, Where funds for and design study.
the study are approved. 23. The request Is reviewed by the

13. Funds approprIated: are reviewed division office.
by the Office of Management and
Budget.

14. Notification of approval goes to
Worthington through the secretary of the
Army, tile chief of engineers and the
division office.

~Iore

alJOut
Continued from Page A-1

prejects Me on a reasonable schedule
now."

It Is the responsibility of the county
di5~:lct to raise money to buy the I~d
ncr: ~ed for projects and then to provide
lIla::1tenal1ce and improvem~ts at the
lite after the structures are bUIlt.

Adual construction Is done by th&
eor;;s In urban areas and by the SoU and
eo;servatiDn Service and the Bureau of
Reclamation in rural areas.

'r.1e prlce tag for comprehensive coun
tywide fl'Xid protecEon - set by the
M"r.copa Association of G~v~rnments
la5~ January - totals $306.9 million.

L<Jca1 officials say thIs I. far too
m'lch for the C<lunty to haDdle without
feteral aid.

'The pl'Jcedure for federal approval,
1K".,evEr _ especially through the corps
_ has ,been criticized by district repre
Sentatives as plagued by "tima - con
3' !rrJng red tape."
. According to Worthington, approval by
t};e corps breaks down Into four stages.

,
A-4 The Arizona Republic '0 Phoenix, Wed., May 23, 19'13
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By WILLIAM F. NESBIT

A total of 18 years will have been
spent planning and financing the pack
age of flood control projects needed to
protect Phoenix if the present 1982 tar
get date for completion is met, a study
of the process shows.

The package was conceived in a re
port completed by the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers and the Maricopa County
Flood Control District in January 1964.

To date, one of the four projects 
Dreamy Draw Dam - has been separat.
ed from the group and will be complet
ed in June. The others - Cave Butte~.

New River and Adobe dams, and their
related channels - are scheduled "op
timistically" for completion in 1982.

Outlined by Maj. Will Worthington,
head of the corp's Phoenix office, a 37
step procedure is required for his engi
neers to take a project from conception
throll~b ttl completion.

Worthington said that in the 81h years
since the package was put together the
district has been raising money to pay
for right - of - way and his office has
been pushing the projects throu~h 30 of
the required steps.

About another 1% years will be need
ed before the projects are approved for
construction, he estimated, and eight
years for them to be built.

Nonnally, Worthington said, such flood
control projects could be completed in
as few as from five'to eight years with
aggressive local leadership and smooth
sailing through corps channels.

"A lot of people are at fault," said
Worthington in explaining the delay in
completing the Phoenix projects. "I ha
ven't conducted a witch hunt to find Qut
who, and I don't intend to. but thesl!

Continued on Page A·t



Flood-control package for Valley using up I8-year timetable
the Council on Environmental Quality.
The budget request goes to Congress.
The design memorandum remains with
the chief of engineers.

34. All three are approved by the res
pective agencies.

The const;ruction stage:

35. Worthington prepares exact engl~

neering plans and specifications for the
project and advertises for bids from
contractors.

36. A bid is awarded and construction
begins.

37. Construction is completed.

'Worthington said this schedule a8
sumes that apProval is granted all the
way along the line and that no changes
or revised studies are required.

At the same time this procedure Is
being followed, he added, the local dis
trict must raise the money needed to
buy land for the project and be pre
pared to take over maintenflnce and im
provement costs after the project is'
completed.

advanced study.
28. The Office of Management and

Budget reviews the request in line with
President Nixon's program to cut back
on federal spending. Funding can be de
layed indefinitely here.

29. Funding approval is given to
Worthington through channels.

30. Worthington receives the money,
conducts the study -" which now be
comes known as the general design me
morandum - and drafts a detailed envi
ronmental impact statement. He also de
termines the amount of money he will
need to build the project.

3!. The design memorandum, environ
mental statement and the request for
construction funds go to the divisio)l of·
fice for review.

32. They then go to the chief of engi
neers for review. With approval, the
project is made part of the corps' total
budget request, which includes funding
for both military and civilian-related
projects,

33. The environmental report goes to

study and its initial environmental im·
pact statement.

16. The district completes both studie~.

17. The studies are reviewed by the
division office.

18. Then by the chief engineer.
19. Then by the federal Board of Engi

neers for Rivers and Harbors.
20. The studies are returned for ap

proval to the corps' chief engineer.
21. Congress approves the project. No

money is appropriated..
The detailed study:

22. Worthington drafts a budget need
ed to conduct an advanced engineering
and design study.

23. The request Is reviewed by the
division office.

24. Then by the chief of engineers.

25. Then by the secretary of the
Army.

26. Then by the Office of Management
and Budget.

27. Congress approves money for the

(for Maricopa County this office Is in
Los Angeles).

6. The corps' district office - Worth
ington - is notified.

The general investigation studyr
7. Worthington determines the amount

of money needed to finance the general
study.

8. This request goes to the division
office.

9. Then to th·e chief of engineers.
10. Then to the secretary of the Army.
11. Then to the Office of Management

and Budget.
12. Then to Congress, where funds for

the study are approved.

13. Funds appropriated! are reviewed
by the Office of Management and
Budget.

14. Notification of approval goes to
Worthington through the secretary of the
Army. the chief of engineers and the
division office.

15. The district begins the general

Q PhoenIx, Wed., May 23, 1973

More
about

Continued from Page A·I Listed consecutively, these are: the lJl,.

projects are on a reasonable schedule itial request; a general investigation
DOW." study; a detailed study and a funding

It is the responsibility of the county request for construction, and the actual
district to raise money to buy the land construction process.
needed for projects and then to provide The Phoenix projects and a request
maintenance and improvements at the for work on Indian Bend Wash through
lite after the structures are built. Scottsdale and Tempe now stand at s1Jep

Actual construction is done by the 3, he added.
corps in urban areas and by the Soil and A breakdown of all 37 steps, excluding
Conservation Service and the Bureau of nine public hearings which must be held
Reclamation in rural areas. in both the county and Washington be-

The price tag for comprehensIve coun- fore construction can begin, follows.
tywide flood protection - set by the The initial requestr
Maricopa Association of Governments 1. The county flood control district
last January - totals $306.9 million. Ide n t i fie s the needed projects and

Local officials say this Is far too through its congressman asks for federal
much for the county to handle without assistance.
federal aid. 2. Congress authorizes the corps to

The procedure for federal approval, . st~dy the request. No money is appro
however - especially through the corps pnated.
- has been criticized by district repre- 3. The secretary of the Army is notl·
lentatives as plagued by "time - con· fied of the plan.
lUIDing red tape." 4. The corps' chIef of engineers In

According to Worthington, approval by Washington is notified.
the corps breaks down into four stages. 5. The corps' division office Is notified

~41be ArIzona Republic
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Flood Bill

flood-prone area of the cpunty at
an elevation of less than 11 feet;
HUD has concurred in the corps
finding.

When the county was unabl~ to
l:omply with. the HUl? regulatiOn,
it's eligibility for the program was

(continued on page 3)

covered by flood insurance. After
July 1, 1975 no local government
co ul d qualify for federal
construction assistance if it were
not participating in the flood
insurance program. "These punitive
measures run contrary to the
benefits of the program and
penalize property owners and local
governments which are unable to
c om pI y with unreasonable
regulations governing the program,"
he said.

While lending NACo's support to
the increased insurance coverage
available under H.R. 6524, Dr.
Shedd expressed NACo's concern
for counties which .would be
penalized under the bill's punitive
.provisions.

(continued from lJ-age 1)
withdrawn citing the lack of
feasibility of either filing the 135
square mile area in the county or
building the homes on pilings 11
feet in the air, to comply with the
regulation.

Dr. Shedd claimed new
construction and the jobs created
by it would be eliminated, causing
an economic disaster. Most of the
county is slated to undergo
development as a retirement
community. .

The bill provides that no
financing can be obtained after July
1, 1973 from b~ks or savings and
loan institutions for new
construction or the resale of homes
within a flood plain which are not

by John C. Murphy.
Leeislative Representative

Dr. Robert Shedd, Charlotte
County, (Fla.) Board Chairman ,told
the House Housing Subcomrmttee
last week that a flood insurance bill
before it if enacted as drafted,
would ca~se economic disaster to
his county and others along the
west coast of Florida.

The bill, H.R. 6524, would
double the federally subsidized
insurance coverage $35,000 for
single family residenti~, $10~,000
for commercial properties) avall~~le
to property owners whose pr:ope:UE!s
lie within a designated flood plam ~f
the focal government is
participating in the Federal. Flood :
Insurance program. The bill also].
provides punitive measures to those:
flood-prone communities which are :
not participating in the Federal.
Flood Insurance prpgram. :

Dr. Shedd charged that many
communities are unable to
participate in the pro~am or have
had their eligibility Withdrawn d~e I
to arbi trary and unfair

ladministration of the pr0lP'am by ~
the' Department of Housmg and·
Urban Development (HOD). h I

HUD regulations call for t ~
Army Corps of Engineers . to
establish a ground floor ~levatlO
for areas within a flood pl~n abo,~
the 100 year high water flo
mark. Although the 100 year floo
mark for Charlotte County h8l1
been established at 7 ~eet, thEl
Corps of Engineers determm~ thai
no construction could occur m th~
~
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e rt due on e s ~alley's July fl

By Doug Snover
Gazette Southeast Bureau

MESA - A federal report that
examines the causes of the mid-July
flooding may be made public Fri
day, an aide for U.S Rep John
McCain said today

McCain, R-Ariz, wa.s to meet this' 
afternoon with U.S Bureau of
Reclamation Regional Director Wi.l
liam Plummer to review a federal
study of the east Valley flooding,'
McCain aide Michael Jimenez said. ;

"He (Plummer) is' going to bring
the report an~ bring some maps
and let us know exactly who's liable
and who's responsible for some of
the areas out there," Jimenez said.

McCain plans to make the study
public, Jimenez said.

A published report Wednesday
quoted Jimenez saying the Bureau
of Reclamation refused to release
the study.

Heavy rains in July triggered
flooding in the east Valley that
caused a reported $1 million dam
age to more than 200 homes and
businesses. Houses and yards were
washed with mud, and residents
reported runoff waterfrom 3 feet to
10 feet deep in some places.

Many residents blame the flood
ing on several construction projects
under way at the time, including a
project supervised by the Bureau of
Reclamation.

When hundreds of angry resi
dents met with McCain a few weeks
after the storm, they scorned the
concept of low-interest flood relief
loans. Homeowners argued that the
floods were caused by construction
projects and they were entitled to
full compensation - not loans.

The Bureau of Reclamation or
dered a study of the flooding, as did
its contractor, Ball, Ball and Bros
samer, and the Maricopa County
Flood Control District.

The federal study, conducted by
International Engineering Co. Inc.,
cost about $120,000. It was com
pleted last week. The other studies
are not finished.

. . McCain had drafted a letter of
protest to the U.S. Department of.
Interior and Bureau of Reclamation
after being told the federal study
would not be released, Jimenez
said. The letter, which never was
sent, contained "some very strong
.language," he said.

Plummer, reached Wednesday in
Phoenix while attending a national
water resources .lueeting, acknow
leged that he planned to review the
report with McCilip.

He said then he would release the
findings to McCain "as soon a'

we've reviewed the repor~.

"I'm not sure if it will be
completed by Friday or not, but
we're trying for that - it's pretty
large," Plummer said.

I< t this point, we are not

prepared to talk about what the'
conclusion of the report is. What we
are doing is reviewing it, checking it
out, making sure it is complete ...
And then - depending, of course,
on if it is complete and if it is OK,
- then w~'ll go ahead and discuss

it publicly," Plummer said Wednes
day.

"It is my intent that we make
reports public as soon as we've had
a chance to evaluate them to be
sure they're complete and so forth.
That's really the bottom line." ~- ~

___ • ""'Il ",.
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By ANNE Q. HOY
Republic Wa8hlngton Bureau

WASHINGTON - The Senate
Appropriations Committee' on
Thursday approved $15.17 billion
for Energy and Interior department
development projects, including
$183.5 million for the Central
.Ar~zona Project.

However, there are growing con
cerns that the bill may be vetoed by
President Reagan.

Sen. Mark Hatfield, R·Ore.j Ap
propriations Committee chairman,
said the Senate energy- and water
development bill, as the first appro
priations measure to reach Reagan
this year, could be vetoed to show
White House dismay over Congress' _

failure to adopt a federal-budget rior department development prol divert Colorado Rive'r water to
resolution. ects for the 1986 fiscal year.· Last central and southern Arizona, al-

.. Hatfield refused the' reque$ts" of week, the House approved a similar' ready has 'delivered test waters to
several senators to increase funding $15.27 billion bill that included ·Phoenix and is expected to deliver a
levels in the bill,saying he did not $194.2 million .for the Central ;~teady flow later this year. Comple~
want to give the White House "any Arizona Project.' .. " .tion to Tucson is expected by 1991, .
hook to hang a ~at.on.tJ.. .. The bill no\y goos to the Sen~te The bill also would provide

The appropriations bill IS bemg floor and is expected to be conSld- .. $2 million. for work to strengthen
.debated. m the abs~ne;e of any ered next week before a monthlong . Roosevelt Dam on the Salt· River
congressIOnal budget bm~ts because recess in August... . and $600,000 for similar work on
S~nate and House negotiators have Differences between the two Stewart Mountain Dam less than ..
f~tled to agree ?n a budget resolu· chambers· versions will have to be,· halfof what the House approved for
tIon, Hatfield saId... worked out by a·' House-Senate dam-safety repairs. ...
. He ,!ar~ed th8;t I~ the bIll was not conference committee. . ... . '. .'..
kept wlthm the bmlts of the budget R ted' b' fi 1 It also would prOVide $18 million

. . d b' h S eagan reques In IS ISca ~ A C f E' floodresolution approve y t e enate 1986 b d t I $173 5 '11' J.or rmy orps 0 ngmeers -
d b·· k d b h WhO H' u ge proposa . ml IOn t 1 . ts ~ th Ph .an . ac e y t e lte ouse, It fi CAP Th CAP b d t fi . th .con ro proJec J.or . e oemx

could be vetoed. 0 or '. e 0 u ge. .OJ' e ;"rea, including $11.8 million for
The Senate bill would provide' .1985 fiscal year l~. $197.3 mllh.on. continuing construction of the Ari.

$15.17 billion for Energy and Inte•..·. The $3.6 billion CAP, a project to zona Canal Diversion Channel.
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properties C<'f $15,000 to $20,000.
I'm sure those people would be
relieved at the' prospect of the
federal government paying them
back for damage." .

,Bermuda Plantation and Topoek
Lake are two Mohave County areas'
hit hard by the 1983 flooding.

,"The results of 1983's flooding.
have be:come a major pain," Rose
'Said. "This bill could be the only
thing to solve the problem. Other
wise it could drag on for years."
. The bill goes to the Senate for

consideration•

Owners of existing strue,tum ,provision since has been amended
would remain eligible for the flood- - to provide that boundaries of, the
insurance and other programs un~ floodway 'will be adopted by' the
der the "grandfather" provision of Interior Department aCtera study
the bill. and some could be recom· ' by a task force of federal, state and
pensed for losses from 1983 flood-' local officials.
ing. Two-thirds' of the area along, ,'The task force also would study
the river is owned by the federal! - the possibility of federal payments
government. to property ownei's who had losseS

The legislation may represent the, ill the 1983 flooding but had not
only chance proper.ty owners along ,: .been compensated adequately by_
the Colorado have of recouping' federal flood insurance.
losses from the 1983 flooding,'" "We are not ••• opposed to the
Mohave County Supervisor Jack," legislation i1.k concept:' Rose said
Rose said 'I\tesday.' . ,"Tuesday; "In fact~ this legislation

.' At Rose's urging, Mohave County,' speaks of recompense for those
supervisors approved, a resolution ,wbose property was damaged in" :
in April op~g the Cheyney.. 1983 and may be the only chance ,c ~t
legislation.·, ,; residents of Bermuda Plantation

That opposition, however, was to r,:Jtave of keeping their property.
a provision that would have,estab-' j "As it stands now, some property'
lished 70,000 Cubic feet per second owners in Topock Lake Rancheros
as the level for the flaw of II .' have lost a considerable amount of
l00-year flood on. the river. 1'hat _lIloney! S:>me have sold ,$70.000

Colorado River issue
would ban insurance, ·
other aid from U.S.
Republic Steff I WI,. Service

WASHINGTON - The House
OIl Tuesday approved a bill de
signed to discourage development
in the Colorado River flood plain
along the California-Arizona line.

The bill, approved by voice vote,
would prohibit federal flood insur
ance Of other assistance to new

. development along the river from
"'Pavis Dam, near Needles, Calif., to

Mexico.
Rep. Dick Cheyney, R-Wyo., a,

sponsor of the bill, said it would
avoid, having the federal govern
ment first subsidize davelopment in
the flood plain and later bail out '
property owners after inevitahle
floodiJl2'.,
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WASHINGTON (AP) - To critics,
.it's an overloaded pork barrel. To
defenders like Rep. E. (''lay Shaw
Jr., R-Fla., it's "pure Sizzlean."

But both sides agree on one thing:
The $20 billion Corps of Engineers
authorization package pending in
the House is the biggest water pro
jects bill Congress has seen in 15
years.

Few things interest members of
Congress more than federal spen
ding in their districts, and the om
lIibus water project legislation is
capturing the attention of members
from all comers of the country.

It contains some 370 proposals for
flood control and hydroelectric
dams, river widenings, harbor
deepenings, drinking water

systems, shoreline protections and
tangential items like $61 million for
a pair of bridges between Kentucky
and southern Ohio.

But with all these carrots is a
stick: language to require local
beneficiaries to pay a greater share
of the cost of projects that generally
have been financed mostly out of a
federal Treasury now riddled by
budget deficits.

The issue of cost-sharing is the
principal reason why a big omnibus
water projects bill hasn't become
law since 1970 and why Congress
hasn't authorized any new projects
in almost a decade.

Succeeding where previous ad~

ministrations failed, the Reagan
White House has convinced Capitol

Hill that cost·sharing is overdue.
When House debate began last

week, no members attacked the
overall package, although some ob
jected to specific proposals, usually
those outside their own districts.

For example, Rep. Bob Eclgar, D
Pa., who wanted to know why
Mississippi River flood control pro
jects were exempted from cost
sharing. But Rep. Jamie Whitten, D
Miss., the chainnan of the Ap
propriations Committee, was quick
to defend the plan.

Rep. Robert Roe, D-N,J., as chair
man of the Public Works water
resources subcommittee, put
together a measure that would
authorize the projects. But members
must deal with Whitten's committee
to get the separate legislation need
ed to provide the money.

Whitten isn't the only con
gressman working to protect his own
district's interests in the bill.

Roe is from New Jersey, and so is
James Howard, the Democrat who
chairs the Public Works Committee.
Their state is in line for some 27 pro
jects worth more than $630 million.
In addition, it shares five projects
worth $531 million with New York.

New Jersey's list is second only to
California's: some 30 projects worth
more than $2 billion, including a
flood protection system for the Santa
Ana River, the bill's most expensive
at $1.21 billion.

The Kentucky-ohi<i bridges are
being officially described as naviga
tion projects. They are being unof
ficially described by congressional
ai<'l- as going-away presents for
K ~ky's Gene Snyder, the rank-

ing Republican on Public WorKs who
is retiring next year.

Besides the congressional fighting;
over which state will get what, the
measure has drawn outside
criticisril.

The Office of Management and:
Budget said in a policy statement
last week that the House measure is
not acceptable because it authorizes
too many projects "of dubious
economic or environmental
benefit."

Brent Blackwelder, director of
water resources for the En
vironmental Policy, Institute, com
plained: "No pUblic criteria for
selection of projects was ever given.

No attempt has been made to
prioritize water projects in terms of
need or cost~ffectiveness." '

Roe, however, says the measure is
a well-thought-out blending of
necessary projects with reform, in
cluding cost-sharing, environmental
safeguards and creation·of an in
dependent national board to
establish and coordinate federal
water-resource policies and pro
grams.

And the charges .of pork barrel
politics are rebutted all around.

"Some people's pork is another's
bread and butter," said Rep. Arlan
Stangeland of Minnesota, the rank
ing Republican on Roe's subcom
mittee. "This bill affects every
member of Congress. It affects
everyone in the country. There isn't
any pork."

"It is not pork barrel," added Rep.
Bob Livingston, R-La. "It is pure,
pure survival for many millions of
people."



By Sean Griffin b$sie s~n~ard8 for groun4·water pro~ction.
The Phoemlc"'Gszette ,.- " ' ,

WASHINGTON ~ Two Arizona Democrats, Sen. Babbitt agreed with DeConcini that the states,;
Dennis DeConeini and Gov. Bruce Babbitt, took their, should have responsibility :for deviSing ground-wawr',
separate initiatives for a national ground.water policy' management plans that meet federsl goals. , ' ", ,
to Capital Hill today, warning that governments at all, "i Babbitt 'sa!d "reneg~~e Btate&" that fail 'to com~!~'
levels must act Boon' if they are to avert battles over' could be demed feder~1 Superfund dollars earm.arked ~
water supply and quality. ",: for cleaning the nation's mOst .hazinooustoxic-waste··

"The primary goal of any national poli~ ~ust be sita :" ':",' ',:;' -; '), ',:. ,<
protection," DeConcini told the House subcommittee' After his testimony, Babbitt,said he would welcome'
on environment, energy and natural resour~s. r' federal. threa.ts, to .cutoff Superfund to recalcitrant ,:
'DeConcini said the top considerationst all levels of! ,states, mcludmgArtzona. , ,\' , ~'"',
government "must be the protection of aquifers (rom r "Arizona's strength is· in the management·· 'of
both depletion and contamination." • '-. " gro~nd-.water .quan~ity;:' Babbitt. Said.."But· we're"

DeConcini chairs the National Water Alliance. which behmd Inwa~rquality. '.. ,'. '
set up a task. force in February that. soon will make: Babbitt said l~islatio~ i~ Ari~~a tor ihePasi thr~:

:recommendations for ground-water pohcy. ' years has been stymied by opposition from the state
Babbitt, who chairs the National Groundwater. Chamber of Commerce and the mining industry. He

Policy Forum, which issued its recommendations in said the threat of withholding funds to clean up toxic
'November, t,nld the committee that the federal' waste sites would be enough to prompt the Arizona'
rovernment's ,role should be, limited to establishing Legislat'Jre to act. .



Water

chases and would have imposed various land-mainte
;nance, well-spacing, lost-revenue-reimbursement
and maximum-pumping restrictions on such city pur
chases.

But Roger Manning, executive director of the Ari
zona Municipal Water Users Association, "shud-

I dered" at the prospect of rural veto power and said
requiring reimbursement for a rural area's lost pro-

perty;tax revenue would be like "jumping into an al
ligator pit" for cities, reported the Phoenix Gazette's
Mike McCloy.

"I don't think they'll go anywhere," a committee
co-chairman, Rep. lim Hartdegen, said of the bills.
"We just wanted to put it in writing to see what it
looks like." The Casa Grande Republican also said

:his panel is "a long way from being finished. I doubt
.)f we'.~_.ever~avethis su~j_~ct resolved."

,1 "
\ '"

c,!

The Week's News
Continued from page 1

state's borders, a discovery that may leave the owners
of sand and gravel firms and other riverbed enter
pri.ses holding useless land titles.

The Arizona Republic's Mary Gindhart reports
that the state Land Department has uncovered a
long-ignored right under federal law to assume state
ownership of all waterway riverbeds that were con-

. sidered navigable when Arizona gained statehood in
1912. The department has asserted this ownership
right to the Verde River's bed in a test case filed in
Yavapai Superior Court against a Cottonwood con
crete business.

The ownership question has shaken the owners of
private enterprises who have held title to riverbed
land for, in some cases, more than 100 years, and it
has excited the backers of the proposed Rio Salado
Project of recreational and commercial develop
ments along the Salt River who could shave around
$100 million in riverbed purchase costs from the price
of their project.

Ed Belt of the Arizona Rock Products Association
said the whole issue will be brought to the Legislature
this coming session, where the sand and gravel in
dustry is hopeful a compromise can be worked out.
Senate Natural Resources and Agriculture Commit
tee'Chairman John Hays already has prepared a bill
to designate only the Colorado River as a navigable

State May Own Riverbed Rights stream, blocking the other riverbeds from being
Arizona may own the Salt River bottom - the taken over by the state, the Republic reported.

long-proposed site for the $1 billion Rio Salado Proj- "One of the finest projects for this state is the Rio
eet - and virtually every other riverbed within the Salado Project," Mr. Hays was quoted as saying.

- ._--- -_ •.. _. _ .. --_...__ .". ------ -- .- -

._---_/

"However, I don't want to see it used for the purpose
of confiscating the private property of people. If we
do take it. we must give them compensation. That is
the horror of it all. All those titles are now cloudy. "

But Governor Babbitt, according to the Republic's
account, argues that it "would be utterly improper"
for the state to abandon its claim to the Salt River
bottom. He also suggested there is no need to
compensate sand and gravel operators for their loss
of land. Mr. Babbitt said state riverbed ownership
"carries enormous benefits for the public" and will
"completely redo the economics of the Rio Salado
Project."
Swimming Upstream

The rural-dominated legislative committee that's
been studying ways to restrict city purchases of rural
land for the water rights is having a tough time work
ing out a bill that stands a chance of passing the urban-

,dominated Legislative.
The Joint Legislative Committee on Water Re

charge and Transfer unveiled a couple of test bills last
week that immediately won a Bronx cheer from the
cities. And making matters more difficult was the dis
closure by state Land Director Bob Lane that munici
palities' rush to get into the water-farm business has
exploded the value of state trust lands near the Cen
tral Arizona Project. Nearly all trust land revenues go
to public education.

Provisions in the test bills would have given local
areas the power to block proposed water-farm pur

Continued on page 2
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.: James W. Brosnan is Cll nlflOI1er with
.the WashingtOn BureaU of The C0mmer
Cial AppeoI in Memphis, Tenn.)

167 projects has an outside chance paying ha1f the cost of a study to: . Cost-sharing has drawn opposi-'
of making it to the Senate floor this determine whether the Crosscut tion from Southern congressmen,
week. Canal can be used to drain flood .howeVer.

Environmentalists question the: flows from the Arcadia nei~hbor. '.Sen. Thad. Cochran, R.Miss.,
price tag at a time 'of severe budget hood o~ the sou~west 81de of. said, ~'We're not in a pOsition to
cuts for other programs. Camelback Mountain.) ~ : share much of the cost in my state."

'~'The idea ~f authorizi~$20 "In the past everybody wanted io ,. . ~'We haven't found any area yet
billion worth of projects is a little - have th~ fede!aI gove!Dme!1t take· .that was raising their hand wanting
absurd," said Charlene Dougherty, all the r18k.If It turned QU~ 1D 10 to" to cos~share," Dawson said. ~'The;
legislative director for the National 20.years to· be a great proJect, .fin~. overriding poini is we're not going·
Audubon Society. If It.W~8 a dog, so.what. We ~uint ;tobave a bill, and we're not going to

rIsk It, Dawson 88ld. have a program. without cost-shar-
" ~ .»

As a result the Corps wound up. 1ng.
~pending '2 billion for the Tannes- .
'see-Tomb1gbee Waterway and got a'
"'bum lllP" as "'being nothing but a

..pork barrel agency," DaWSoD said. .
-------_.

Dawson counters, "There are a'
lot of water projects around the
nation that are good solid projects
that produce $4 in benefits fer.

,every $1 spent, even $9 for every $1
spent.

"If we can get those projects in
place in a way that recognizes the
budgetary realities, that recognizes
Gramm-Rudman, then we've got 8'
·winner."
Da~on argUtlS that stiffer re..

quirements for local cost-sharing·
would winnow out unneeded proj_1
~ects and cut the cost of otherS.
I

The price tag on deepening
harbors in Baltimore and Norfolk,.
Va., and Mobile, Ala., authorized in
a 1985 appropriations bill, dropped
from $1.4 billion to $537 million
when local sponsors decided iliey
could do with less. Aplan to deepea
the Mississippi River Channel
ROuth of Baton Rouge was scaled
back from $492 million to $3.16
million.

DaWson is moving to stop a lot of
projects by requiring' local sponsors
to put tip ~if the cost of the initial
feasibility studies. .

(Sagi"am080 said Maricopa.
County taxpayers already are

By .hJmes W. Brosnan
Scripps Howard News Service

WASHINGTON - The chief of
the U.S. Corps of Engineers will ask
COngress this week to impose new
taxes on waterway users and charge
local communities more for naviga
tion an.d flood c<mtrol projects.

The administration wants local
8POnso~ to bear 25 perCent to 35
percent of the cost for flood control,
35 percent for irrigation, 50 percent
for recreation and pay the full cost

:of power and water supplies.
Corps chief Robert DawsOn says

that without the new revenueR the
oorps' programs could be· severely
curtailed· under the Gramm-Rud·
man deficit reduction act.

(Maricopa County Flood Con·
trol District director Dan Sagra
moso said the cost-sharing pro
posal would have little impact in
the Valley.

I ("We're already paying more
than that," he said. "It's more
like 45 percent local."

(The local contribution for
Corps flood-control projects in
cludes acquiring land and relo
cating streets and utilities, he

I explained.
(The $439 million worth of'

. Corps flood-control projects in
the Phoenix area include the

. recently completed Dreamy"
Draw, Cave Buttes, Adobe and
New River dams and the AriZona
Canal Diversion Channel under

I construction from Glendale to
Paradise Valley.)
The U.S. House last fall agreed'

to authorize $20 billion for 350
projects nationwide. Amore modest
bill pegged at $12 billion for about
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WASHINGTON - The Senate,

trying to end a nine-year drought
on Army Corps of Engineers water
projects, passed legislation Wednes
day to authorize $11 billion worth
of new tlood-controJ,beach~rosion,

inland-waterway and port~improve

mentwork.
The measure carries the blessing

of the Reagan administration be
cause it contains language to force
local beneficiaries to begin sharing

; the costs ofwater projects.
, The bill, with 191 new projects,

wall sent to the House. The House
and Senate now must compromise.

Arizona projects earmarked in·
the House bill include a long-sought
$2.5 million gl'ound-water-recharge
project in the Tucson area. ..:

Other Arizona projects include a
flood-control project· on the Little
Colorado River at Holbrook; an
erosion-eontrol project on the Ril-

i lito River in Tucson; a flood-control
: project at the TrilbyWash Denten
. tion Basin (McMickenDam) west
of ,Phoenix; aJ;ld, a municipal water·
supply project for Tucson.





WASHINGTON (AP.' 'l'n'"
lHouse passed by voice vote to·
day a bill authorizing foUl' Ari
zona flood control projectli that

I will cosl ~n '($timatf'rl ,~'i'~,

1765.000.

The bIggest i/roJect, estimated'
\0 Cosi $58,310,000, will be 10-

Icated il~ lhe Sunnyslope area oj
Phoenix and districts i.o th~

h"..~E !'~ wj!! l"rnf,ll"t 11'~ld(

." I

I ALSO APPROVEll were the
I$7,250,000 indian Een.J Wash
project for the Scottsdale area,
$6,430,000 for the Santa Rosa
jproject near Stanfield, west of
ICasa Grande, and $2,775,000 for
\flood control at Winslow, which
\has been victim of sudde."
listorms in years past.

;: The House bill "uthorized a
lltotal of 144 1.1000 control and
llnavigation projects with an esti
r~mated cost (Ii approximately
1\;»1-'7 billion

:h, 3sage of the. bill, which
gqes to a conference to iron
differences in House and
te versions, followed two
of debate.

"NAL ACTION came after
ouse by a 207-185 roll call

111l!~liminated a proposed $227
m Dickey-Lincoln Schoo}
r project on the St. Johil

t\lll!' in Maine from the bill

'r,ll' recorded vote afflrme
:'ll a.n "c~rlier 132-130 standing vo

Ion an amendment by RE
, Frank Clark, D-Pa., which
lstituted a provision for a stl
:of the feasibilit) ';/If' ,IUJ;L1t1
[tion of U\'" jltOJec' fnnt
i~eneratmr. r;,~ ,'k"1rfl'"

q:ilHlr-:!··!"·

1~~d-$91iminlon Trinity River
:,\development pro~~llm ;.,T'exl.t'
(did Tlot, MvdnrJ

: Rep, Glenu l)avl:" H.-Wu.,
\said yesterda~ he planned In

\

offer an amendment to elimi·
nate a $515 million barge cana\.
feature from the \l1l'Oject. hut ll~
didn't do so.I INSTEAD, THE congressmaf'l'
said that although a Washing
ton newspaper had reported he
had described the Trinity River
project as a "send Jim Wright
to the Senate" program, he had
never made such a remark.

Rep, Wright, D-Tex., who
once did run 'for the Senate un'

., successfully and who is con
sidered a potential candidate in
the 1966 Senate race, said he
knew Davis had been mis,
quoted.

Besides the proposed barge
canal inland from the Gulf of
Mexico to the Dallas-Fort Wortb
area, the Trinity River project
also calls for construction of ~
number of reservoirs and flood-
ways.
, On the Clark amendment the

\

vote was 86 Democrats for and
180 Democrats against and 121
Republicans for snd 5 Republi
cans ,against.




