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1"

March 10, 1965

Tax Fear Blamed in Bond Loss

x

Maricopa County, Mounting Taxes, Defeat, Flood Control Bond Proposal, Levy, Increased, Flood Control District, Build Smaller
Flood Control Projects, John C. Lowry, Flood Control District Chief Engineer, Scottsdale, Maricopa County Flood Control
District, Construction, Financed, Federal Government, W.B. Barley, Chairman, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee,
Afraid of Taxes, Glendale Mayor Carl Stocklond, Glendale City Council, Tempe, Salt River, Flood Control District, Operating
With Staff of Seven

84

February 11, 1966

Flood Control Bond Issue Would Cut Taxable
Land

X

Maricopa County's Taxable Property, Exempt, Proposed County Flood Control Bond Issue, Taxation, Flood Control District,
Law Enacted 1959, State Legislature, Personal Property Ruled Exempt, Jane Greer, Legal Council for Board of Supervisors,
Strong Lobby, Limiting Tax, Shift in Tax Load, March 8, Railroads, Utilities, Tax Rater, Land and Improvements, Higher, Flood
Control Works, Shift in Tax Burden, Flood Control Bond Issue, Exempt Personal Property Include, Public Service Co., Mt.
States Telephone Co., Southern Pacific Railroad, El Paso Natural Gas Co., Santa Fe Railroad, Household Furnishings,
Industrial Plants, Business Furniture, Farm Machinery, Irrigation Pumping, Cattle Feed, Dairy Cows, Inventories of Stock,
Retailers, Manufacturers

79

February 12, 1966

More About - Verbal Tiffs Mark Flood Talks

X

Arizona House of Representatives, Cox, Barkley, Paid, Chairman Maricopa County Flood Protection Committee, Meeting, Filled
With Disputes, Verbal Exchanges, Countercharges, Too Much Taxes, Opposed Flood Control, Somers H. White, John C.
Lowry, Chief Engineer Maricopa County Flood Control District, Sunnyslope Homeowners, Proposed Flood Control Program,
Includes Protection for Area, Concrete Channel, Arizona Canal, Storm Waters, Corps of Engineers, Build, Structures, 29
Proposed Projects, Build Storm Sewers, Carry Water, Canal, City of Phoenix, Provide Storm Sewers, Graham, Build Drains
Running Into It

82

February 12, 1966

Water Rolls Down River To Phoenix

Water Swirled, Salt River Bed, Phoenix, Street Crossing, Closed, Salt River Project, Stewart Mountain Dam, Granite Reef
Diversion Dam, Bartlett Dam, Combined Flow, Downstream, Channel, Watershed Runoff, Rainfall, SRP, Seventh Street River
Crossing, Temporary Culverts, Salvaged, Norm Barnett, City Traffic Engineer Supervisor, Seventh Avenue, Rate of Flow,
Partially Cloudy Weather, Snow Flurries, Colder, Less Water, Flow Down, Recent Flood, Diversion, Weather Bureau, High
Cloudiness, Valley, Sky Harbor, Tucson, Flood Threat, Rillito River, Snow Depth, Nearby Mountains, U.S. Geological Survey,
Warmer Weather, Rapid Snow Melt, Flooding, Rillito and Santa Cruz Rivers, Floodwaters, Ripped Out, Sewer Lines, Arizona,
Sunnyslope, Desert View School, Arizona Homeowners Association, Verbal Battle, Mayor Milton Graham, David C. Cox, March
8 Vote, $22.7 Million Proposed County Flood Control Bonds, W.B. Barkley, Former Arizona House Speaker, Paid By, Maricopa
Citizens Flood Protection Committee

83

February 12, 1966

Flood Talks Drowned by Verbal Tiffs

Sunnyslope, Flooding, Stormy Verbal Exchanges, Desert View School, Arizona Homeowners Association, March 8 Special
Election, Discuss, Proposed $22.7 Million Bond Issue, Build Countywide Flood Control System, Mayor Graham, David C. Cox,
Opposing Bond Issue

80

February 15, 1966

Five Prominent County Citizens Serve on Flood
Protection Board (& Pictures)

X

Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Marshall Humphrey, Chandler, Manager Versluis Ranches, President, Serape
Cotton Oil Co., Arizona House, 1959-64, C.R. Palmateer, Mayor of Goodyear, Goodyear Town Council, Goodyear Farms,
Litchfield Park, Jack Williams, Mayor of Phoenix, Radio Commentator, Former Member County Flood Control Advisory Board,
Arizona Water Planning Committee, William P. Schrader, Scottsdale City Council, Mayor 1962-64, United Dairymen, Salt River
Project, Hal F. Warner, Wickenburg Oil Distributer, Arizona House 1952-56, Wickenburg Chamber of Commerce, Rotary Club,
Desert Caballeros, W.B. Barkley, MCFPC, Chairman, Former Speaker, Arizona House, County's Flood Control Needs,
Extensive Planning and Research, Comprehensive Flood Control Plan, March 8, Bond Election, Property Owners, Approve,
$22.7 Million in Bonds, Acquire, Necessary Rights, County Board of Supervisors, Federal Funds, Construction, Dikes, Dams,
Channels, Levees, Conduits

81

February 15, 1966

Support Growing for Area Flood Control
Proposal

X

Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Bond Issue, W.B. Barkley, Salt River, Flood Hazard Removal, Industrial and
Commercial Development, Recreation Facilities, List of Organizations and Individuals Endorsing

78

February 16, 1966

Press Club Plans Water Discussion

Water, Valley, Phoenix Press Club, Hotel Westward Ho, Speakers, W.B. Barkley, Chairman, Maricopa County Flood Protection
Committee, Col. John C. Lowry, Chief Engineer Maricopa County Flood Control District, Passage, County Flood Control Bond
Issue, March 8
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65 February 17, 1966|Optimists Endorse Flood Control Package Plan |X|South Phoenix Optimists Club, Endorsed, Proposed Flood Control Program, Voters, Cast, Ballots, $22.7 Million Bond, March 8,
Dikes, Dams, Channels, Levees, Comprehensive Flood Control Complex, Re. George B. Brooks, Frank Snell, Secy. Of State
Wesley H. Bolin, Dana W. Burden, Adam Diaz, John K. Redfield, South Phoenix and Phoenix City Councilman Dr. Morrison F.
Warren, Jarrett Jarvis, Jack H. Laney, Maricopa Citizens Flood Control Program, Dwaine Sergent, President Consulting
Eoai Covnail af Ari Lantral D Landll Di, Rt Cload Ll d D uad Datantial lndiictrial
72 February 17, 1966|Flood Speaker at Jaycee Hall X|Roger Verdugo, Accountant, Maricopa County, Speak, Behalf of, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, South
Phoenix, South Phoenix Jaycee Hall, Property Owners, Polls, March 8, Ballots, $22.7 Million Bond Issue, Flood Protection
73 February 17, 1966|Help Pass Bond Issue X|Bridge, Salt River, Flood, March 8, Countywide Bond Election, Army Corps of Engineers, Rebuilding Bridges and Roads,
Costly, Damaged, Physical Injuries, Time Lost, Flood Protection, Taxes, Flood Control
75 February 17, 1966|Barry Goldwater Supports Flood Control Bonds |X|Barry Goldwater, Endorsed, Comprehensive Flood Control Program, W.B. Barkley, Chairman, Maricopa County Flood
(& Picture) Protection Committee, MCFPC, Yes Vote, March 8, Property Owners, $22.7 Million in Bonds, Countywide Flood Control
Network, Federal Construction Funds, Voters, Flood Control Plan, Reduce Width, Salt River Channel, Advantages, Channeling,
Protection from Floods, South Phoenix, Phoenix, Add, Industrial Acres, Banks, Example, Los Angeles River Aqueduct, Flood
Control, Benefits, Concrete, Concrete Sides, March 8, County Bonds, Acquiring, Rights of Way, Flood Control Structures, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, Soil Conservation Service, 29 Separate Projects, Flood Control Structures, Dikes, Dams, Levees,
Channels, Conduits, Seepage Pits, County Property, Completion
76 February 17, 1966|Plans Call for Four East Valley Projects (& Map)|X| Gilbert Area Benefit, Maricopa County, Flood Protection, March 8, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Gilbert
Areas, Directly Benefit, County Flood Control Bond Issue, Buckhorn-Mesa Retarding Structures, Floodways, Protect Mesa,
Gilbert, Higley, Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Pima Indian Reservation, Southeastern Maricopa County, Mesa, Chandler,
Gilbert Floodway, Guadalupe, Elliott Roads, State Hy. 87 to Canal Drive, Pecos Rd., Protect Chandler, West Chandler, Queen
Creek Floodway, Sonoqui Watershed
77 February 17, 1966|Barkley to Talk Flood Bond Issue X|William Barkley, Glendale, Vote Bonds, Flood Control, Maricopa County, Rotarians, Speaking, R.D. Mclntosh, Division
Manager, Arizona Public Service Co., Phoenix
70 February 18, 1966|Don Dedera - Can Anyone Find More Real X|Mel Larson, Publicity, Flood Bond Election
Beauty?
71 February 18, 1966|Flood Control Committee Conducts Open X|Maricopa County Flood Control Committee, Open Forum, South Phoenix Jaycee Clubhouse, Roger Verdugo, Accountant,
Forum Maricopa County Government, Purposed Program
74 February 18, 1966|Unions Endorse Flood Project X|Phoenix Building and Construction Trades Council, Endorsed, Proposed Maricopa County Flood Control Project, President
Frank Benites, AFL-CIO Trade Unions, Vote, $22.7 Million Bond Issue, March 8, Help Finance, Federal Government
69 February 20, 1966|/Campaign Active for Flood Control X|Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Sell Proposed Countywide Flood Control Program, Maricopa County Flood
Control District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, List of Appearances
59 February 21, 1966|Urgent' Flood Business Still Left Undone X|Maricopa County, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Spending, Budget, Flood Control Act of 1959, Bond Issue
64 February 21, 1966|Jack Williams Column X|Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Vote, March 8, Chairman W.B. Barkley, Marshall Humphrey, Chandler Farmer,
Arizona House 1959-64, C.R. Palmateer, Mayor of Goodyear, William F. Schrader, Former Mayor of Scottsdale, Hal. F.
Warner, Wickenburg Oil Distributer, Arizona House
66 February 21, 1966|Yes' Vote on Flood Control Important X|Phoenix, Flood Threat, Remote, Support, Vote, $22.7 Million Bond, Comprehensive, Countywide System, U.S. Army Corps of

Engineers, Cost, Angry waters, Bond Issue, Maricopa County, March 8, Flood Prevention, Wasteful Flood Repairs, Fred
Schinkel
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62 February 24, 1966|Flood Pictures Wanted (& Picture) X|W.B. Barkley, Chairman, Maricopa County Flood Protection Committee, Photographs, Flood Scenes, Maryvale Flood, 1963,
MCFPC
63 February 24, 1966|Continuation of an Article X|Opponents, Countywide Flood Control Program, Method of Taxing, Only Real Property, Unfair, Personal Property, Exempt,
Lowry, Bond Issue
67 February 24, 1966|Flood Debate X|Public Debate, Maricopa County, Flood Control Bonds, Greater Phoenix Land Owners Association, Sam Tucker, David C. Cox,
Home Owners Association
60 February 25, 1966|Sites for Flood Bond Vote Told X|Nine Polling Places, Mesa, Tempe, Flood Control Bond Issue, March 8, Chandler, Gilbert, Queen Creek, Higley
68 February 25, 1966|Flood Control Lack Decried X|Flood Protection, Maricopa County, Arizona Mortgage Bankers Association, Maricopa County Flood Control Program, County
Property Owners, March 8, $22.7 Million in Bonds, AMBA Richard W. Koeb, Eastern Investors, Comprehensive Flood Control,
Essential
61 February 27, 1966|Taxpayer Unit Urges 'Yes' Vote X|Maricopa County Taxpayer Association, Countywide Flood Control Program, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee,
Ralph G. Burgbacher, MCTA President, Yes Vote, Bond Election, County's Share, Federal-aid, Maricopa County,
Comprehensive Flood Control Protection, Valley, Repairing, Flood Damage, Taxpayers, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Soil
Conservation Service
55 March 1, 1966|Taxpayers Group Endorses Yes Vote on Flood |X|Endorsement, Countywide Flood Control Program, Maricopa County Taxpayer Association, Ralph G. Burgerbacher, President,
Bonds Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Property Owners, Federal Government Commitment, Constructing Dikes,
Dams, Channels, Levees, Maricopa County, Comprehensive Flood Protection, Valley's Economic Growth, Wasteful Cost,
Valley, Flood Damage, Private Engineering Firms, County's Flood Control District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Soil
Conservation Service
56 March 1, 1966|Flood Protection Backer to Speak To Kiwanis  |X|Marshall Humphrey, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Speaker Kiwanis Club, Tempe Sands, Farmer, Chandler,
Club Urging Ratification, Flood Control Bond Issue, Real Property Owners
57 March 1, 1966|Contractor and Engineer - President's Message |X|March 8, 1966, Economy, Maricopa County, Our Industry, Encourage Taxpayers, Vote Yes, Flood Control Bond Issue
58 March 1, 1966|Contractor and Engineer - Flood Protection X|March 8, 1966, Voters, Maricopa County, $22.7 Million Bond Issue, 29-project Program, Balance of Money, Supplied By,
Vote March 8 Federal Agencies, $22.7 Million Bond Issue, Soil Conservation Service, Flood Protection, Angry Flood, Rain Stops, Ravages
Repaired, Rain Falls Suddenly, Torrents Rush Down Slopes, Mountain, Valley Area, Dry River Beds, Lack of Ground Cover,
Open Areas, Damage, Crops, Streets, Bridges, Utility, Homes, Businesses, Valley of the Sun, Protection, Floods, Dikes, Dams,
Levees, Channels, Conduits, Replenishment, Underground Water Supplies, Curbing, Erosion, Conserving, Topsoil, Economy,
W.B. Barkley, Chairman Maricopa County Flood Protection Committee, Arizona
52 March 2, 1966|Flood Control - Bond Issue Polls Named X|Polling Places, Scottsdale, Bond Election, Comprehensive Flood Control Project, Maricopa County, Maricopa County Elections
Board, Consolidated Polling Places, County's Flood Control District $22.7 Million, General Obligation Bonds
53 March 2, 1966|Labor Group Backs Vote X|Central Arizona Building and Construction Trades, Endorsed, Countywide Flood Control Program, Bond Election, Frank
Benites, Trades Council Business Manager, Phoenix City Councilman, Endorsement, Storm Sewer, Flood Structures
54 March 2, 1966|Election Called for March 8 - $22.7 Million Flood | X|Property Owners, Maricopa County, Polls, County's Flood Control District $22.3 Million, General Obligation Bonds, Countywide
Control Bond to be Determined Flood Control Program, Federal Government, Construction Funds, Acquisition Rights of Way, Modification, Existing Roads,
Bridges, Maintenance, Flood Control Structures, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Soil Conservation Service, W.B. Barkley,
Chairman Maricopa County Flood Protection Committee, Bond Issue, Taxes, Flood Control Bond Issue
37 March 3, 1966|A Necessary Start So Vote 'Yes' X

South Phoenix, Proposed Flood Control Program, Voters, Polls, Federal Government, Finance, Protection Against Floodwaters,
Bonds, Federal Funds, Vague, Unexplained, Aren't Entirely Satisfying, Development, Other Areas, Valley, Central Arizona
Project, Riverbed, Local Impact, Far From Perfect, Little in Local Benefits, Orme Dam, Channelization, Phoenix, Salt River Bed,
Damage, High Waters, New Year's Storm, Channeling River Bed, Not Included, Congress, Retention Structures, Floodwater
Retarding Construction, Northeast, Northwest, North, Base of South Mountain, South Central, Run-off From Mountains
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43

March 3, 1966

City Would Gain Flood Protection

Comprehensive Flood Control, Maricopa County, Right-of-way, Maintenance, 29 Projects, Built By, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Voters, Election Ballot, Flood Control District's Bonded Indebtedness, Taxable Property, Gila-Salt River Channel
Clearance Levees, Agua Fria, New River, Skunk Creek, Federal Government, Scottsdale Residents, Lower Indian Bend Wash,
Concrete Channel, Maxwell (Orme) Dam, Terminal Storage Reservoir, Confluence of Salt and Verde Rivers, North Phoenix
Mountain Channel, Deepen Arizona Canal 38th Street, 48the Street, Flood Flows, Empty into Old Cross Cut Canal, Tempe,
Granite Reef, Gillespie Dams, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee

44

March 3, 1966

Voting is Tuesday On Bond Issue

Wickenburg, Voting, Flood Control Bond Election, Real Property Owners, Maricopa County, County's Flood Control District,
Bonds, Bonded Indebtedness, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Sols Wash, Powder House Wash, Salt River
Valley Areas

45

March 3, 1966

Facts Still Missing on Flood Control Bond Issue

X

Col. John C. Lowry, Chief Engineer County's Flood Control District, Challenged Statement, Jerry Evenson, Manager Maryvale
Star, Regarding, Bond Issue, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Maryvale-Glendale Areas, 1963, Jerome
Evenson, Maryvale Area, Glendale Area, Storm Sewer System, Dump Waters, Collected by Storm Sewers, Channels, Built,
Storm Drainage, Additional Costs, Additional Taxes, Storm Drainage Bond, Torrential Downpour, Once in a Hundred Years,
Flooding, Salt River,1966, Orme Dam, Central Arizona Project, Maryvale and Salt River Photographs, Flood Control Bonds

46

March 3, 1966

Sunnyslope C.C. Urges 'Yes' Flood Control
Vote

Maricopa County Flood Control Bond Issue, Sunnyslope Chamber of Commerce, Maricopa County, Maricopa Elections
Department, Endorsement, County Wide Flood Control Program, Maricopa County Taxpayers Assn., Ralph G. Burgenbacher,
Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Comprehensive Flood Protection, Real Property Owners, Wasteful Cost,
Repairing, Valley Flood Damage, Several Years, Consensus, Private Engineering Firms, County's Flood Control District, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, Soil Conservation Service

a7

March 3, 1966

Flood Control Future Up to Voters Tuesday -
Issue to be Debated at Maryvale Meeting

Endorsements, Bond Issue for Flood Control Voters, County-wide Election, Taxpayer, Own Real Property, Bond Issue,
Construction, Dikes, Dams, Channels, Levees, Federal Government, Comprehensive Flood Control Plans, Maricopa County
Taxpayer Association, Objection, Arizona Homeowners Assaociation, David C. Cox, Expense, Effectiveness, Maryvale Chamber
of Commerce, Col. John C. Lowry, Chief Engineer County's Flood Control District, Jerome Evenson, Proposed Flood Control
Plans, Not Prevent Damage, Magnitude, Maryvale-Glendale Areas, 1963, Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Concrete-lined
Channel, Carry Away, Floodwaters, Heavy Downpour, August 1963, Five Inches Rain, 24-hour Period, Four-foot Deep
Floodwaters, Downhill, Grand Canal, Grand Avenue, Glendale, Waters Backed Up, Flooded, Homes, Businesses, Damage,
Grand Avenue Raised Railroad Bed, Storm Drainage Programs, Phoenix and Glendale, Dump Waters, Storm Sewers, Storm
Drainage Network

48

March 3, 1966

Flood Bonds Okayed

Proposed Flood Control Program, Special Bond Election, Central Arizona Building and Construction Trades Council, Frank G.
Benites, Council Business Manager, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, MCFPC, Federal Government,
Construction Funds, Phoenix City Councilman, Construction Trade Union, Storm Sewer, Flood Control Structures, Storm
Drainage Waters, Dumped, Additional Bridges, Salt River, Phoenix City Limits, Comprehensive Flood Control Program, Create
Jobs

49

March 3, 1966

Maryvale Flood Claims Hit

Col. John C. Lowry, Chief Engineer County's Flood Control District, Took Issue, Proposed Flood Control Plan, Prevent
Damage, Magnitude, Maryvale-Glendale Areas, 1963, Untrue, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Concrete-lined
Channels, Carry Away Concentrations, Floodwaters, Heavy Downpours, August 1963, Five Inches Rain, 24-hour Period, Four-
foot Deep Floodwaters, No Place for Waters to Go, Downhill, Grand Canal, No Means of Disposal, Raised Railroad, Grand
Avenue, Glendale, Waters Backed Up, Flooded, Homes, Businesses, Damage, Grand Avenue Raised Railroad Bed, Storm
Drainage Programs, Phoenix and Glendale, Dump Waters, Storm Sewers, Storm Drainage Network
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50

March 3, 1966

Bond Election Tuesday - Proponents Answer
Flood Project Questions

x

Maricopa County Flood Control Bond Issue, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, County Arrive At, $22.7 Million
Figure, Supplied By, Flood Control District Engineering Staff, Gila-Salt River Clearing, Lower Indian Bend Wash, Channel
Clearance. Agua Fria, New River, Skunk Creek, Arizona Canal Diversion, Dream Draw Dam, North Phoenix Mountain Channel,
New River Dam, Adobe Dam, Lower Cave Creek Dam, Union Hill's Diversion, West Phoenix Floodways, South Mountain
(South Phoenix), Casandro Wash Dam, Sunset and Sunnycove Dams, Buckhorn-Mesa Structures, Bender and Sand Tank
Structures, Apache Junction-Gilbert Structures, Williams-Chandler Structures, Mesa-Chandler-Gilbert Floodways, Buckeye
Structures, West Phoenix Floodways, Phase II, North Phoenix Mountain Channel, Phase Il, Sonoqui (Santan Mountains
Structures), Harquahala Valley, Sols Wash Channel, Powder House Wash Dam, Cave Creek Town Dike, Maxwell (Orme Dam),
Salt River Channelization, Cave Creek Dam (Spillway), Queen Creek Floodway (Gila River Indian Reservation Channel), Salt
River Reservoirs, Capacity, Heavy Spring Runoff, Mountain Area, January to May 1941, Salt and Gila Rivers to Granite Reef
and Gillespie dam, Flooded, Highways, Closed, Central Arizona Project, Orme Dam Reclamation Project, Congress, CAP, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, Wide Channel, 91st Avenue to Gillespie Dam, Fish and Game, Soil Conservation Service, Federal
Government, Larger Streams, Present Tax Structure

51

March 3, 1966

Flood Control Bond Election Next Tuesday

X

Property Owners, Maricopa County, Vote, $22.7 Million Bond Issue, Countywide Flood Control Program, Financed Primarily by,
Federal Government, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Maricopa Elections Department, Consolidated Polling
Places

41

March 4, 1966

A Real Bargain

Maricopa County Flood Control Bond Issue, Flood Protection, Opponents Decry Issuance of Bonds, Home-owners, Not
Utilities, Big Corporations, Taxes, All Real Property, Utility Poles, Wires, Generating Plants, Defined as Private Property, No
Way to Tax, 38 Separate Dikes, Dams, Conduits, Levees, Seepage Pits, Recurring Damage, Annual Flooding, Giant Floods,
History Shows, Denver, North California, High Water, Salt River, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Maricopa County Flood
Control District, Flood Insurance, Bond Issue

42

March 4, 1966

Phase B in Flood Control Plan

Proposed Flood Control Program, Maricopa County, Real Property Taxpayers, Eight of 29 Projects, Maricopa County Flood
Control District, Comprehensive Program, Phase B, Greater Phoenix System, Bulk, People, Approved by Congress,
Development of Agua Fria River, New River, Skunk Creek, Protection, North, West, Phoenix Areas, Deer Valley, Peoria, Sun
City, Avondale, Channelization Project, Union Hills Diversion Channel, Gila River, Channelization, Streams, Tributaries, Adobe
Dam, New River Dam, Sheets of Floodwaters, Mountains, Arizona Canal, Arizona Canal Diversion Channel, Concrete-lined,
16th Street, 83rd Avenue, Mayor Graham, City of Phoenix, Install, Storm Sewers, Dreamy Draw Dam and Channel, Squaw
Peak, Two Dikes, Deepening Arizona Canal, 38th Street to 48th Street, Project Improvement, Old Cross Cut Canal, Increase
Flow, Salt River, Union Hills Diversion Channel, 40th Street, 43rd Avenue, Emptying Into Skunk Creek, Cave Buttes Dam,
Moon Valley, Northwest Phoenix, Lower Cave Creek Dam (Cave Buttes), Upper Cave Creek Dam, Protect Sunnyslope, New
River and Adobe Dams, Tributary, Bell Road, Black Canyon Highway, Diversion Basin, Earth-fill Adobe Dam, New River and
Skunk Creek Confluence, Dams Designed, Regulate, Downstream Water

39

March 5, 1966

Flood Control Plan is Good

Maricopa County Flood Control Proposals, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Scottsdale, Maryvale, Sunnyslope, Salt
River Channel, Arizona Canal

40

March 5, 1966

Vote for Flood Bonds

Maricopa County Bond Issue, Urban Opponents, Largely Newcomers, Never Experienced Arizona Floods, Arid Land, Pay
Taxes, Phoenix, Other Cities, Devastated, High Water, Disastrous Effect, Whole County, Economic Disruption, Proposition is
Misunderstood, Reclamation Projects, Store Irrigation Water, Are To Blame, Excess Water, Released, Salt River, Arizona

18

March 6, 1966

Flood Protection Benefits Will Exceed Project
Costs

Corps of Engineers, Maricopa County Flood Protection Project, Congress, Federal Law, Ration Benefit, Maricopa County, Five
Years Preparing Plans, Paper, Feb. 26, Jerome Evenson, Recently Came to Arizona, Shows Concern, Storm Drains, Mr. Cox,
Scottsdale, Three Floodways, Maryvale-Glendale Area, Pick Up Excess Water, Streets or Storm Drains, Surface Waters,
Grand Canal, Phoenix, Floodways or Channels, Dump, Water, Flood Control Project, Maryvale, Phoenix, Glendale, Scottsdale,
Floods, Heavy Downpours, Arizona Canal, Cloudburst, Tremendous Floods, 1939, 1943, West Phoenix, Spillways,
Constructed, Canal Bank, Desert Runoff, Breaks the Banks, Average Annual Damage, Los Angeles, Damages, Floodways,
City of Phoenix, Taxes, Repayment, Bonds, Mr. David Cox, Arizona Homeowners Association, James Dewitt, How Many
Members, Copy of By-laws, Refused, Dues, Secretary, Man in Mesa, Can't Remember Name, Association, Nonexistent,
Painted Rock Dam, Gila River, Yuma County, Tucson, Bureau of Reclamation, Colorado River, Hoover Dam, Dick Searles
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32

March 6,

1966

I'm A Practical Man (Cartoon)

x

Floods, Sand Bags, Flood Control, Property Valuation, Vote

36

March 6,

1966

The People Speak - Flood Protection Benefits
Will Exceed Project Costs

X

Corps of Engineers, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Congress Approved Project, Jerome Evanson's Concern, Mr. Cox,
Scottsdale, Storm Drains, Maryvale-Glendale, Grand Canal, Phoenix, Arizona Canal, Break Banks of Canal, Scottsdale Two
Tremendous Floods 1939 and 1943, 12 Breaks in Arizona Canal, Utilities Exempt, Arizona Homeowners Association, County of
Los Angeles, Painted Rock Dam, Gila River, Yuma County, Tucson, Bureau of Reclamation, Colorado River, Hoover Dam

26

March 7,

1966

Take Time: Vote Yes!

Tempeans, Residents of Maricopa County, Flood Control Bonds, Tempe City Officials, Major Floods, 12 of 40 Years, Valley,
Inundated, Salt River Bed, River Bottom Road Crossings, Maricopa County, Federal Government, Major Streams, Paying For,
Repairs, Damage, Floods, Flood Control Program, Seven Years, Studies, Epidemics, Contaminated Drinking Water,
Overflowing Septic Tanks, Sewage Ponds, Erosion, Conservation of Top Soil, Underground Water Supplies, Interruptions,
Traffic Tie-ups, Construction Work

27

March 7,

1966

Bond Election Tomorrow

Real Property Tax Payers, Maricopa County Flood Control Bond Election, Bonds, Acquire Rights-of-way, Federal Government,
Increase Value, Lands Subject to Flooding, New Jobs, Storm Drainage Systems, Floodway System, Opponents, Burden

28

March 7,

1966

Election on Tap Tomorrow - Third of Flood
Funds Tagged For Mesa Areas

Nearly a Third, Flood Control Bond Issue, Mesa Area, Maricopa County Flood Protection Committee, Orme Dam, Buckhorn-
Mesa Structures, Apache Junction-Gilbert Structures, Williams-Chandler Structures, Mesa-Chandler-Gilbert Floodways,
Maxwell (Orme) Dam, Queen Creek Floodway, Construction, Storage Facilities, Central Arizona Project, CAP, Congress, Verde
Salt River Confluence, Water-retarding Dams, Protect Mesa, Gilbert, Higley, Williams Field, Chandler, Pima Indian
Reservation, Guadalupe, Elliott Roads, State Route 87 (Country Club Drive), Pecos Rd., Federal Government, County Funds,
Rights of Way, Modifying Roads, Bridges, Maintenance of Flood Control Structures, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Soll
Conservation Service

29

March 7,

1966

For Flood Protection

X

Tax, Maricopa County, Threat of Floods, Seems Remote, Weather Bureau Records, 11 Major Floods, Last 40 Years, Storage
Dams, Salt and Verde Rivers, Phoenix, Tempe, Dams, Disaster Relief Money, Hundred-year Flood, Flooding Mississippi,
Sacramento or South Platt Rivers, Flood Bonds, Program, 29 Top Priority Projects, Conduits, Levees, Channels, Clean-up,
Street Repairs, Follow Heavy Rainfall, Watersheds, Flood Protection

30

March 7,

1966

Leaders of Both Parties Urge OK of Flood
Bonds

Political Leaders, Urging, Affirmative Vote, Flood Control Bond Election, U.S. Senator Paul Fannin, W.B. Barkley, Chairman
Maricopa County Flood Protection Committee, Federal Assistance, Senator Carl Hayden, Harold R. Scoville, Chairman
Democratic Central Committee, Flood Protection, Damage, Floodwaters, Arizona House of Representatives, MCFPC, Guy
Stillman, Marshall Humphrey, Former Phoenix Mayor Jack Williams, Barry Goldwater

31

March 7,

1966

A Sure Thing: Floods Will Come

Flood Damage, Maricopa County, Salt River Channel, White Tank Mountains, McDowell's, Phoenix, Roads Washed Out,
Homes in Mud, Canals Bursting, Deaths, Vote Yes, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Bonds

33

March 7,

1966

Get Rid of Floods

X

Board of Directors, Endorsing, Flood Control Program, Channelization of Salt River, Decreasing Cost, New Bridges, Four
Crossings, Control of River, Phoenix, Tempe, Land Use, River Bottom, Flood Hazard, Industrial and Commercial Development,
Reclaimed River Bottom, Recreational Facilities, Proposed Channel Structure, B. Dawine Sergent, President, Consulting
Engineers Council of Arizona
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34

March 7,

1966

A Good investment

Flood Control Program, Best Investment, Comprehensive Plan, Protect, Property, Health, Phoenix Councilman, Storm Sewer
Program, Flood Control Structures Built, Flood Channels, Constructed, Storm Drainage, Waters, Dumped, Trade Union Official,
Countywide Flood Control Program, Jobs, Destructive Floods, Frank G. Benites, President, Phoenix Building and Construction
Trades Council

35

March 7,

1966

Let's Rise From Ruins

x

Resided in Valley Since 1927, Destructive Floods, Maricopa County Flood Control, Support, Joint County-Federal Venture,

38

March 7,

1966

Bond Issue Facts

x

Voters, Bond Issue, Maricopa County, Countywide Flood Control Program, Federal Government, Construction Funds, County
Monies, Acquisition, Rights of Way, Modification, Roads, Bridges, Maintenance, Flood Control Structures, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Soil Conservation Service, Federal Funds, Dikes, Dams, Channels, Conduits, Levees, Seepage Pits, 29 Projects,

Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee

24

March 8,

1966

Flood Bond Vote In County Today

Light Turnout, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Bond Election, W.B. Barkley, Chairman, Maricopa Flood Protection
Committee, John E. Burke, County Elections Director, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Special Flood Control Tax Levy,
Construction, Dams, Dikes, Levees, Other Flood Retarding Structures, Federal Government, Alleviate, Worst Water Problems,
Salt River

25

March 8,

1966

Voters Can Get Rides to Polls

Maricopa County Flood Protection Committee, Provide Rides, Bond Election, W.B. Barley, Chairman, David C. Cox, President
Arizona Homeowners Association, Director of Organization H.R. Lippincott, Provide Transportation to Polls, Dreamland Villa,
East Mesa

16

March 9,

1966

Vote Interpreted As Rebellion by Taxpayers

Tax Based Inequities, Rebellion, Property Owners, Tax Burden, Defeat, Flood Control Bond Issue, John C. Lowry, Chief
Engineer and General Manager, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Oppose, Tax Increases, L. Alton Riggs, Chairman,
County Board of Supervisors, Supervisor William S. Andrews, Not Give Up, Protect, Flood-prone Areas, Arizona House of
Representatives, Reps. M.J. Brown, Robert Brewer, Victory, Rep. Harold Smith

17

March 9,

1966

Flood Bonds Voted Down by 3-1 Edge

Maricopa County Voters, Flood Control Bond Proposal, All Areas, County Rejecting, Countywide Flood Control Program,
Federal Government, Construction, Dams, Floodways, Dikes, Scottsdale Area, Gila Bend, John C. Lowry, Chief Engineer and
General Manager, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Citizens Committee to Support, Maryvale, Sunnyslope, Subjected to
Flooding, Youngtown, Sun City

19

March 9,

1966

Flood Control Goes Gurgling

Salt River Flood, County Voters, Rejected, Long-planned Flood Control Project, Three to One, Cave Creek, Gila Bend,
Tonopah, Funds, Right-of-way, Federal Government, Dams, Floodways, Dikes, Taxpayer Group, John C. Lowry, Chief
Engineer, Maricopa County Flood Control District

20

March 9,

1966

Maricopa Bonding Rejected

Salt River Flood, County Voters, Rejected, Long-planned Flood Control Project, Three to One, Cave Creek, Gila Bend,
Tonopah, Funds, Right-of-way, Federal Government, Dams, Floodways, Dikes, Taxpayer Group

21

March 9,

1966

Maricopa's Voters Sink Flood Bonds

Salt River Flood, County Voters, Rejected, Long-planned Flood Control Project, Three to One, Cave Creek, Gila Bend,
Tonopah, Flood Control Program

22

March 9,

1966

Maricopa Voters Veto Flood Plan

Salt River Flood, County Voters, Rejected, Long-planned Flood Control Project, Three to One, Cave Creek, Gila Bend,
Tonopah, Funds, Right-of-way, Federal Government

23

March 9,

1966

Reject Flood Bonds

Salt River Flood, County Voters, Rejected, Long-planned Flood Control Project

10

March 10,

1966

Maryvale Joins In 3-1 Defeat of Flood Bonds

x

Maryvale, Homeowners, Maricopa County, Rejected, Bond Issue, Flood Control Project, Federal Government, Jerry Evenson,
Better Government Committee Chairman, Maryvale Chamber of Commerce, Active Opponent of Bond Issue, Not Presented,
Approved Comprehensive Program, Storm Drains, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Comprehensive Plans for
Storm Drainage, Where Needed, Board of Supervisors, Cost

12

March 10,

1966

Apathy, the 'Bug', Cash Defeat Flood Bonds

Defeat, County Flood Control Bond Issue, Telephone Survey, Didn't Think About it, Flooding Doesn't Affect Me, Sick, Taxes
Too High, Need Flood Control, Mrs. L. Haring, Federal Funds, Mrs. Clara Beauchamp, Haven't Had, Serious Floods, Clean
River Bed, Mr. and Mrs. Danny L. Hamm, Pay for Flooding, Damage to Roads, Property, Owen L. Kellerman, Without Giving
Facts, Sam Duncan, Mrs. Richard Lauver, Should Spend Money on Hospitals, Helmer T. Bangs, Mrs. Dorothy Bayer, Salt River
Project, Mrs. Richard W. Hart, Mrs. Frank P. Bigelow, Danger, Evacuation Home, Mrs. lona Gamble, Storm Sewers, Mrs.
Phyllis Ballinger, Earl Hazzard

13

March 10,

1966

Flood Control Dammed

Maricopa County Residents, Polls, Voted Against, Flood Control, Greater Phoenix, Bond Issue Defeat, Federal Aid,
Washington, Future Congressional Appropriations, Flood Damage, County Supervisors, Army Engineers, Taxpayers, Tax
Equalization, State-wide Property Assessment

14

March 10,

1966

Voters Here Reject Bonds

Wickenburg, Rejected, Maricopa County, Flood Relief Bond Issue

Page 7




Year .

Title of Newspaper Article

Key Words . .

March 10, 1966

Voters Rebel; Reject Bonds

Maricopa County, Real Property Owners, Defeated, Flood Control Bond Issue, Cave Creek, Gila Bend, Col. John C. Lowry,
Chief Engineer and General Manager, Strongest Opposition, Area, Past, Suffered, Flood Damage, Maryvale-Glendale,
Sunnyslope, Army Corps of Engineers, Property Taxes, 1959, Levy Tax, Voted No, Home Flooded, Federal Government,
Canals, Dikes, Relief Flood Problems, Salt River, Cloudbursts, Alleviated Damage, Surface Level Canal System, Maricopa
County Board of Supervisors, 1961, Approved Bond Issue, Construct, New Maricopa County Hospital, Haggling, Led to Delay,
Papago Park Site, City of Phoenix, Manner Taxed, Vietnam, Congress, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee

March 11, 1966

Views and Interviews - Two Cities; Two Issues

X

Bond Issues, Two Arizona Cities, Tucson, Urban Renewal Issue, Downtown Area, Not Raise Taxes, Federal Government,
Funds, Flood Control, Voted Down, Phoenix, Heavy Taxes, Maricopa County, Mounting Taxes, Added BY Congress, Congress
Restored Excise Taxes, Finance Vietnam War

March 11, 1966

Short Memories

Flood, Salt River Valley, 1965, Residents, Flee, Homes, Rising Waters, River, Property, Destroyed, Waters Raged, County
Flood Protection, Inadequate, Lack Of Flood Control Programs, Refused, Vote, Bonds, Construct, Flood Control Bridges,
Conduits, Federal Funds, Adequate Flood Control System, Established, Raging Waters, Dec. 31, 1965

March 11, 1966

Those Unholy Bonds

Maricopa County, No to Recommended Bond Issue, Safe, Flooding, Property, Expensive Repairs, Bonds

March 11, 1966

Flood Plans Whipped

Peoria Voters, Vote Down, Flood Control Bond, Maricopa County's Share, Maryvale, Avondale, Goodyear, Tolleson, Glendale
Area, Flood Control Board O.R. Recker, Present Plans, Control, Skunk Creek, Alien Water, New River, Flood Threat, Peoria
Area, Peoria Town Council, Peoria-Sun City District, Passage, Authorized, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Right-of-
way, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Bureau of Reclamation, Federal Money

March 12, 1966

Cactus Pete Sez:

>

County Flood Control Bonds, Washed Out, Flood of Ballots, Water Down the Salt

March 14, 1966

Politics and People - State Bond Attempt
Unlikely This Year (& Picture)

x

Maricopa County Taxpayers, Voted Down, Flood Control Bond Program, Arizona Voters, Maricopa County Proposal, Spending,
Without Limit, Flood Control Program, State Government, Legislature, Increased Demand, Alternative, Revenue Bonds, Tax
Money

March 14, 1966

Flood Zone Laws Here Suggested

Flood Control, Maricopa County, Bond Issue, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Report Dated December 1965, Zoning Laws,
Flood Hazards, Flood-plain Zoning Laws, Could Be Adopted by County, Flood-plain Management, Controlling Use, Legal,
Logical Measures, Regulation of Subdivisions, Reducing Flood Damages, Cities, Counties, Establish Regulations, Warning
Signs, Flood Hazard Information, Land-title Record, Parcel Subject to Flooding, Wickenburg Area, John C. Lowry, Chief
Engineer and General Manager, Maricopa County Flood Control District

March 16, 1966

Maricopa County Flood Bond Defeat

Defeat, Maricopa County, Flood Control, Bond Program, Legislative Spending Lobby, State Construction Projects, Before
Electorate, Bonding Election, Gov. Goddard, Senate Appropriations Committee, Taxpayers Revolt, Tax Relief, Against
Spending, County Supervisors, Army Engineers, Tax Equalization, State-wide Property Assessment

June 15, 1966

Why They Voted 'No'

TDN, City of Tempe, Flood-control Bond Issue, Proposal of Engineers, Good Proposal, Desert Environment, Maricopa County,
need, Flood Control System, Torrents, Water, Rush, Deep Slopes, Desert Mountains, Flood, Arid Washes, Dry River Beds,
Lacking Ground Cover, Valley, 1965, Damage, Physical Damage, Crop Destruction, Employment, Emergency Aid, Homeless,
Minor Flood

Page 8
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Maricopa County Flood Bond Defeat - A
. Last week’s 3-to-1 defeat by Maricopa County prop-
~ erty owners of a proposed $22,679,000 flood control
bond program, coming as it did but five months after *
the state’s 5-to-1 rejection of state bonding, may give
the legislative spending lobby something to think
about. : '

It also should bring to a grinding halt much thinking
that specific state construction projects should be
placed before the electorate in a bonding election.

- Some weeks ago there was a red-hot yarn that Gov.
Goddard had recommended this procedure to the Sen-
ate appropriations committee. Reporters, in attempting
to check this rumor, were told that “it was some (un-
identified) senator and not the Governor who had -
urged this procedure.”

- Gov. Goddard has frequently predicted “a taxpayers’
revolt unless homeowners are given tax relief.” We
don’t know the reasons back of the flood bond election
results, but it was a “revolt”, some speculate, against
spending—and which, they say, is bound to have a re-
flection in the current session of the Legislature.

Apparently of the same view, is The Arizona Re-
public, which itself backed the flood bond proposition.
Commenting, in pari, on the overwhelming defeat of
the proposition, that publication stated editorially:

While the county supervisors and the army engineers
try to pick up the pieces in the wake of the election, we
think there is one lesson that can be learned by every
other government entity which has designs on the tax-
payers’ dollars. We could be much closer to a taxpayers’
revolt than most observers think. Until some sort of
tax equalization is achieved through the state-wide prop-
erty assessment study now under way, any politician
who expects to boost current property taxes had better
find a cyclone cellar to hide in.
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Vote
R

heard arguments
soundly defeated the
With

yesterday.

John Lwory, chief

Some of the strongest opposis=
tion to the bond came fromarea
that they in the past suffered

from flood damage, The Marye.

vale.Glendale and Sunnyslope
areas voted amajority against
the bond.

#] think a lot of people were
Iled to believe there would be
no benefits, just taxes,” he
said, . .

Lowry said he talked to the
Army Corps of Engineers yes.
terday morning and “they told
me there would be nonew flood
studies until people put the
money on the barrelhead, Why
should theyspend a lot of money
for a study of such a protection
‘plan and have the people sayv we
don’t want it?’ he med.

“‘i’.ﬂg (Army Corps !.u-
gineers: haver’t complefié
Maryiic - Glendale stur et
and they won't now, Why si s“mum
they complete it whenthe people
don’t want the pretection,’”

One of the prominent issues
effecting the voting public was
believed to be gigantic personal
property taxes exempted from
public utilities and railroads,

] don’t think this had any.
thing atall todowithit,’® Lowry
said, “We operate under state
law, The personal property
was exempted by the legislae
ture in 1959, Whydidn’t somes
body say something then?"’

In a front page editorial last
week, the Phoenix American
stated:

““This week theissue is flood
control, The voters of Maris
copa County are beingaskedto
allow the flood control district
to levy a tax on the real prop=
€rty to pay off bonds that will
be sold to partially fmance the
project, The question we think
the voters should askis whether
or not this plan offers sufficient
benefits to warrant anaddition
to their property tax bills, The
bonds, in effect, will be anaddi-

e

tional mqrtg'a_.ge against ‘the

‘hv—f 2k el

Mancopa Cm:mﬁy _ml, prog

Whers

f\

property in the counry, except
that which is exempt.

“In making this decisioi w2
would advise that you carefiliy
note. how much property will &
exempt from this tax, Whegéb,
large block of property is ex.

empt, the tax share it repre«|

sents will have to be paid by
that w%:ich .is not exempt, A
question to which-we have been
giver no answer is why were
tions in the legislation that made
this bond election possible.

“Jt severely tests one’s
confidence to further noce that
representatives of those intere
ests which will have large
flood bond tax exemptions have
contributed heavily to the
billboard and advertising came
paign aimed at obtaining a
e | *Yes’ vote,” =

Lowry argued ihat “history
repeats ttseli*,—- floods repeat
themselves—ana  ihe people
who voted no will rue the day.
1 would if I voted no and two or *
three years from now my home
was flooded,”

The $122 million flood cone
trol project—93 million sup-
plied by the federal governe
ment—would have provided the
county with a series of canals
and dikes to relief flood prob-
lems,

It would not have prevented
flooding of the Salt River or
flooding due to cloudbursts,als
though, Lowry said, it would
have zlleviated damage from
the latter because of the sure
face level canal system and a
storm drainage system being
constructed Dby the city,

The entire project would have
taken 12 to 15 years to come
Dlete.

Another factor believed to
have contributed to the negative
vote was the Maricopa County
Board of Supervisors inability
to act on a voters mandate,

In 1961 voters approved a

looked at the facts,

=i Tuesday went out and
flood control bond issue.
102 of the 104 pre »imw Aallled,
against and 12,526 for the bond. The Gave |
tallied and the vote from Gila ‘Bend ‘had no

‘the vote was 36,003
ée}!g-"‘vote was in but not
@riqu at press time

“I’m dzsappointed at the decision of the. peoﬁle,” stated Col.
engineer and general manager of the district.
“] think they made a mistake. But it’s thelr decision and their right
as free American citizens.

““But 21 per cent voting doesn’t mean it cun’t
again in the future,’’ he added.

be brought up

construction of =z new Mari
cop2 County Hospital, Haggling
on the part of hoard members
icd to delay after delay andthe
‘construction date for the hose
‘as well as its future <ite

1111 undetermined,
"Yiis has nothing to do with
the hospltal ' Lowry said, *q
don’t have anything to do with
the Rospital, A commitiee re
commended the Papago Park
site as the best location atthe
least expenditure of the taxe
payers money, It’s the influens
tial people of the City of Phoes
nix who have blocked it.”?

Another factor considered
important in the defeat of the
bond “the mistrust by the

voters of the wanner in which

they would be Lass
“The . pe i :against
it simply 1 would

raise their taxes," Lowry said,
“They didr’t Lonsider the
benefits,*” ‘

Althoug!y the federal governs
ln&nt ‘wln ipected to vote the
$93 million for the program,
there was no certainty that
it would be forcoming. With
increased expenditures to fia
nance the war in Vietnam and
many economy cuts slated, real
property owners could not be
positively assured that the

‘money would be voted during

the next session of Congress.

Pressure tactics in the ads
vertising program sponscred
by the Maricopa Citizens Flood
Protection Commitiee ap=
parently had the opposite effect,
Instead of scaring the voters,
they only prompted them to
examine the issues withgreat=
er interest,

Although only 21 per centof
the eligible voters cast their
ballot, the decisive threesto-
one majority against indis
cated that the program as pres
sented was unacceptable to the
taxpaying property owners of

$10,5 million bond issue for

Maricopa County,
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Flood Control pro-
vides these for Maryvale and
the rest of the residential dis-

1943, The .West Phoenix and

i

g
ig

- others: joined about five years

'If one will inspect the Ari-

 zona Canal he will see in va- ¢
rious areas that

property, the Corps of Engi-
neers a total of $9

million. This determina-

ore
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THE MAIN opposition that
I have seen from meetings

..that I have.aftended a

to be generated by Mr. David

who, presented Jerome

which I and. some
ago at the time fhat James '
DeWitt was President. Mz,
DeWitt made an unsuccessful
run for the legislature and
resigned and brought Mr. Cox
in -as - president. Mr. Cox

£8
Es‘g?;% s§EsE
PUELEH EEEEH

g
g
i

HES

i

T hope the citizens of Mari-
copa County will place their
confidence in the Corps of En-
gineers rather than in the
personal likes and dislikes or |
political ambitions of Mr. Cox |
and Mr, Evenson.

DICK SEARLES

——
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Hood Control
Goes Gurgling

PHOENIX ~'Three montha
after the dizestrous Salt River
fiond, Mpnrizopu County vaolers
have rejecied averwhalmingiy a
long-pianned fisod eondirol pro-
inut catllag for $22.9 milbow in
Londs,

The matrin of defost was three
© cne,

The wote in 1902 of 104 pre-
cincts was 36,003 10 12,528, Elec-
tion officials sald votes cast in
the Cave Creek snd Gila Bend-
Tonopah procineis weuld I
countad sometime today,

The funds had been intendod
to buy rizhis of way end pey
local expenses io 2 $155-million
covutywice Sood conirol pro-
gram, The federal Zevermaent
would have pard 298 raiiiion for
construction” of dems, flocd-
ways, dikas aod otker siruc-
teres,

A preparty taxpeyer group
onposed the bonas, aud so did
voters i ail by! idrze of the 99
poliing placss, Thase thrge were
tn the Scottadaic ares,

in other ureas, ihe proposal
was baaten by margins os high
25 eight fo one,

#The peopls ia  favor just
dids*t tavz time to vole,” com-,
mented John €, Lowry, chlef
enginecr of the dMariecps Coun-
ty Flood Conirol Disteich,
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WOEN!K (AF) — Taree morihs aftsz*r the
disgetrous  S5R (hver Bood, Maricepe County
vesers have rejecied wvergmhelmingly = Emg
plannd fleod control project whmg #z:..ﬂ .2
mi,yhn ta bonds,

/ The murpinl ol dededi wos three to ﬁa,fg,&.
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Rejected”'” Marvicopa’s Maricopa Yobers
PHOENIX (AP) — fThree, %’?@Eeiﬁ‘g Qiz@k w”@ ‘ﬁm [?
‘ Three

Bonding

tnonths after the disastreus Salt Y’ FROENTX (43
River flood, Maricepe County "?E o montis after the disastrous Sali
voters  have rejecled over-: § O Gnd“? Hiver flood, Maricopa County
wheiminzl¥ a long-planued flood - vofers have rejected oven
control project calling for §22.7 P;ﬂﬁmm* (47) — 'Ihree wheliningly a long-planned fiood
willien in bonds. montie aftor the clsesivous Salt ecorel f)mwct calling for §22.7
The margin cf Jdefeat was River fiood, Maricopa Couniy imillion in bonds.
‘three to one. a voters bave rejected over- The margin of defeat was
The vote in 102 of 104 pre-| whelidzgly 2 long-planned {leod thiee 0 one,
cinets was 35,603 to 12.528. Elec- control project calling for $22.7 Tie vole in 162 of 104 pre-
/tz;:nn Cofﬁcizéls ;aid X{;?‘SI c%st én million ia hoads, ,réﬂcn was 36,003 10 12,526, Tisc-
“tre Cave Creek ang (zila Bend- SiFa ¥ st otficials seid wotes cast n
Tenopah precincts would  be; cit;t:z f“” nﬁ" 192 of 134 pre. fh- Cave Creek and Gila Bend-
ceunted sometime today. ' Eleets vis 55,008 to 12,526, 'Tonopah  precinets would be
The funds had been intended BELIN fffﬁ?if-s said }fgtes cast counted sometime foday,
io uv rights of way and pay in the Cave Creek and 742 Bend The funds had been intended
lazal expenses in a $155-millicn ~Toncpah precinets woumid te o buy rights of way and pay
mm?yw:ﬂe flood control pro- countad sometime foday. *local expenses in a 3155-milifen’
i gram. The federal govarnment The funds had been intended ‘countywide flood control pro-
,wwm hizve pald 03 million for to buy rights of way and pay ‘gram. Tre federal government
| constructicn of dems, | flocd-| local expenses in 2 $155-millicn -would have paid $93 million for
s ways, dikes and m}‘er s.«truc-j covutywide ficod control pro. ‘tenstruction  of dams, flood-
mms gram., ;vays, dikes and other strue-
ures,

A preperty raxpayer gr.)ung
opposed the bonds, and so dld‘

j voters in all but three of the 63

i rene nlaces. Those three werew
| in tae Scotisdale arca. !

; In other areas, the propossl |

i was beaten by margins as hxgh

I as eight to one. ‘

| V... S DN

. - r - e .,
Tieweat *J "3‘1 Wlsad bew T PONINESE- i
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B oY V.
By CLYDE MURRAY

A LIGHT turpout is expect-
ed today for Maricopa County
Flood trol District’'s $22,-
679,660 bond election,

Less than 20 per cent of the
county’s 282,225 registered vot-
ers are expecied to go to the
polls, which open at 6 a.m.
and close at 7 p.m.

W. B. Barkiey, chairman of
the Maricopa Flood Protection
Commitiee, which is secking
passage of the bond issue, said
yesterday he hoped for as
many as 50,000 voles cast.
“QOtherwise,” he said, “there
is a grave danger a negative
minority may vote flood 8n-
trol out of the window.”

JGHN E. Burke, counly
electiony direcfor, kas pre-
dicted that between 33,000 and
40,009 will go to the polis,

The flood control district,
which covers the entire coun-
ty, wants authority to issue
the $22,679,000 in general obli-
gation bonds te help finance a
$115 million countywide flood
control program. The remain-
ing $63 miilion is expected
from the federal govarmment.

Most of the 29 profects wro-

Flood Bond Vole
In County

Voters Can Get
Rides to Polls

The Maricopa ¥lood Pre-
tection Committee, with
headquarters at 2033 N,
Central, will provide rides
to tke polls in fodsy’s bond
election, according to W. B,
Barkley, chairman.

He said pereons without
trensportatics may  tele-
phone 2640785,

David C. Cox, president
of the Arizcne Hemeowners
Association, said a director
of the organizatien, . R.
Lippincott, will provide
transportativa to the polls
for persoms lving in the
Dreamiand Villa area east
of Meza, He listed this tele-
phone nuinber: 98332855,

posed in the program would
still be subjeet fo congreszion-
al approvel and fund appropri-
ations. All of the projects have
been approved by the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers.

Today

PASSAGE of the bonding
program weuld probasbly mean
an increase in the county’s
special flood control tss levy
of 2 cents per $100 assessed
property valuation te 149
cents, according to fiscal ad-
visers.

Al real property cwners fo
the county who meet normel
voting requirements will be
eligibie to cast ballots. This

includes widows and veterana
who cleim exemptions.

The county’s 203 polling
places have been reduced to
104 for the flcod controi elec-
tion. A map showing the paoll-
ing place of each precinct wes
run in Sunday’s Arizonz
Republic.

BURKE said yesterday that
election statutes requiring
bars to close during vetirg
hours and requiring erploy-
ers to It employes off to vole
without penally, do rot appiy
in today’s election,

If the bondizg program is
appreved, the districi will om-
bark on a pregrom that could

last 15 years. Included in the

pians is the constiucticn of a
system of dame, dikes, Tevses
end other fleod-retarding
structures.

MAJOR arguments of pro-
ponents s that danger fo hu-
man Bfe will be reduced,
ziong with preperty damage
noew estimated af $9 illion
annually, They argue the $92
mitlion {rom the federsa! gov-
crament wiil be 2 noticeahla

simulznt to the county’s
econsmy.

" Two major argurrents of the
opposition are that the pro-
gram would not necessarily
alleviate ecime of the worst
water probiems, including run-
olis oa the falt River, and
scme ctiss and communiéies
inay kave to float additional
bouds for storm cewers to
bercfit fully from the pro-
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Take Time: Vofgi Yes!

v 7

rtant day for

Tomorrow, Tuesday, is an im
aricopa County.

Tempeans, as well as residents of

For tomerrow, from 6 am. to 7 p.m. — at City
Hall, and Mitchell, Broadmor, Rural and Supai
schools — ballating "will be in order for approval or
disapproval of pmposed Flood Contrel Bonds which,
proponents tell us “will end for all time the real and
constant threat to personal and public property in
Maricopa County.” -

Your Tempe city officials, your lecders in Tem-

pe Chamber of Commerce, and your evening nows-
paper, Tempe Daily News, urge you cast. favorashle
ballots Tuesday: To VOTE “YIES™!

Here's why:

Major floods have occurred here in 12 of the
past 40 years, and, at one time cr another, almost
every area of the Valley has been inundated.

Water has been running in the Selt River bed

-epr, You'll recall, of ccurse, the December-

v (Tonds here and those attendant traffic jams

= «ooots with the obliteration of river-
I mgs,

Weli, ai g2 20, is 2 $115 million comprehensive
fleod control progioin — county wide — carefully
designed to protect your heaith, safety AND POCK-
ETEOOX (as well as property) agzinst destructive
floods!

® * -

Mericopa Ceuaty is to pory-up $22.7 million in
flood control bords, as its share; the federal govern-
ment is to supply ?93 million because major streams
are involved and the loud wozld be too heavy for
leczl regions.

Biggest individual concern of property owners

. (remember: ONLY adult registered real proveity

owners, both husbandes/wives, can ballot tomorrow)
. is FIOW MUCH, MISTER?

Weil, here’s how much: First, you've been pay-
ing 2ll along in repairs and damage from fleods whe-
ey you have figurad it or not. Second, the czsh

=¥ to halt all this foolishness is so little it is
cring .. semethizg like the eost of “cne cigar-

u‘;able estimates fxxu,- that tha total cost to
- of a $12,500 ;';:,me will be only $447
V?AR or lesa than Jm. 8 ..AY For a 315, G()o .mme
it will be only $5.63. For = $20,060 home, it will be
only $7.45. "

Ang, cost to mainfain the vast apparatus once
it is complete will be something ke thxes cents
pev $100 assessed velualicn. . . up to now, you have
be:m paying two cenis fog "s.m:* ing. Net increass for
""""" zizeen, ONE CENT por | Is}'J aszescod valuation!

-

The fleod cenired progrsm you wre ashed to
approve is the resuit of seven yesrs of exhaustive
studies by private snginescing firms snd pubh"
agencies,  «

Every major population cenfsr in the Valley
will e protecied 2gainst urmamesae:! ficads!

o And, scme “fringe henzfits” of your ckey will

(1) An end to thrests of emd,.mim fran con-
taminated drinking watsr, and cverflowing septic
tenks and sewerage pmda*

(2) A owrb to costly ercsion, cm..-ae-:vaﬁm of
vaiusble top soil, 2nd repieaiching of underground
water supplies;

(2} An end to fiscd-caused elsctrical, tele-
phene, water, sewer end gas service m‘emxptiom.
AND traffic tie-ups..; &

{&y PLUSa baost 23 the economy of the region
in jubs nd construclion work ovar the yaore 23 the
v“:;,wt unfalds,
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Reml! property {axpayers who
are also registered voters will
cast ballots tomorrow in a spe-
cial $22.7 million Maricopa
1County flood control bond elec-
tion.

The veters are being asked to
authorize the flood control dis-
trict to issue $22.7 million in
|bends carrying interest of up te
14.5 per cent, Each series of the
bonds will be payable within 40
years aiter i{ is isrued.

R A

MONEY from the sale of the
bonds would be used to acquire
rights of way and to meet other
costs not covered in $93 million
expected to be spent by the fed-
eral government during the
next 12 years.

Voting will be between 6 a.m.
and 7 p.m.

Precincts have been consoli-
dated for the special election.

“.

(A list of precincts and the
voting places is carried on
Page 13 of today's editions of
The Phoenix Gazette).

SUPPORTERS of the bond is-
sue point out that the various
projects will increase the value
of thousands of acres of land
now subject to fleoding and the
tonsiruclion work will “creste
hundreds of new jobs and mil-
lions of dollars in additional

sales volume.” They agree tkat

o —

ection Tomorrow

county residents will be asked
to provide other funds in the
future for storm drainage syw
thems to tie in with the floods
way system.

Opponents of the bond isstig
claim the burdep of paying off
the bonds and mesting the i
terest will rest unduly oa the-
real property taxpayer. The law
exempts personal property fne
ventories from paying foed-con

trol ioxes.

Election on Tap Tomorrow

\ Third

Nearly a third of the §21.7
,milion flsed control hond issne
: which comes before voters to-
‘morrow i scheduled far prej
‘ects notRy grsator Mesr drew;
according to informaticn from
the Maricopa Citizens Flood Pro-
tectinp Commitiee,

In its break-down of the 30
projects, including Orme Dam,

to be financed if the bond issue |

is approved: tomorrow, the com-

miftee Lists § in the greater Me-:
‘sa area which tolal $6.476.008.;
These five projecis, and.the

- amounts allotted to them, are:
Buckhorn-Mesa structures, $2,-
*974,000; Apache Junction-Gilbert
istructores and Williams-Chand-
‘ler siructures, $1,132,000; Mesa-
, Chandler - Giibert floodways,
$800,000; Maxwel (Orme) Dam,

{$350,000; and Queen Creek Flood- |

way, $520,000.
The ccmmittee points out that

not for its construction. “The
$750,000 earmarked by the
county would be used solely for
expension cf storage facilities,
; assuming Orine Dam iz built by
|the Central Arizona Project.
The CAP, iy should be notad,
has $31.8 miilion earmarked for
the dam’s construction.” The
committee, formed to promote
‘the bond issue passage, also
! points out that Orme Dam is a
‘reclamatior project and will net
be constructzd unless and antil
she Centra! Arizona Project is
gved b eparess.

—_— - R

wkile funds from the bond is-!

Dam project is about 13 milas
northeast of Mesa, at the Verde-
Salt River canfluence.

Tie accies of water-revardiag
fams plariwed for the other four
projects swrounding Mesa are
pregrammed on a. 50-year life

| expeciancy.

Tue Buckhorn-Mesa project in-
cludes retarding struciures and
iloodways designed to pretect
Mexa, Gitbert, Higley, Williams
Field, Chardler, and the Pimgp
Indian Reservation.

MESA DALY TRIBUNE
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sue include Orme Dam, they are |

1
|
¥
¥

!

. i
. Yot

-

b2 at the rorth end of the Gila

~¢ral funds, to be expended over
fthe next 10 to 12 years, The

;lion bond issue, however, is re-
tquireq before the federal gov-
lernment wiil make available its

. $93 million, states the flcod pro-
jéection commiitee.

i the fiood control structures. Act-,
{ would be tarough the US. Army |

. Soil Conservation Service.

, passage, the county fieed ?..ro-’
.toction

14 Of F lﬂi@d Funds ]
Tagfged for Mesa Areas

Protection {or souﬁlseastemf
Mezricopa county is inchuded in
the Apache Junction-Gilbert-Wil-

 liemy Fid retarding structuves, |

ihe Mses2, Chendler, Gilbert!
project is to provide for a flood-
way between Cuadalupe and
Eltictt Roads pear State Route
87 (Country Club Dr.) with an-
other along Pecos Rd., designed
te protect Chandler and west
Chandier.

Queen (reek's srofect would

Piver Tadian Reservaticn and

would be coordinated with{

Chandler.

Censtruction of the 29 proj-
:¢ts in the county plan is to be
financed 5y 333 million in Fed-

voier approval of the $22.7 mil.

The county funds would be
ased for accuisition of rights of
way, modiying certain reads
and bridges, and mzinterance of

ual coastruction of the structiwos!

Corps of Engineers and the U.S.

In promeiing the bond issas’
i
committee asserts thati[
cost W the owear of a 315,000

4

i
-ty vt
mariet valse g
sk }

ma would be 35
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For Flgod Protection |

No tax is popular, but if we had not been willing
to tax ourselves we would still be getting around
on unpaved streets, teaching our children at
home, and putting out fires without the help of 2
municipal fire department.

The pecple of Maricopa County long since de-
cided they would tax themselves for ths foregoing
(and a good many other) purposez. Next Tues-
day they will decide whether they want to levy an
additional. tax on their property (it will cost 35
cents a month for the owner of a $15,000 home)
ft;) mgrotect ‘themselves against the ravages. of

s.

For most people, busily engaged in earning a
living in our desert economy, the threat of floods
seems remote. We are a lot more preoccupied with
getting enough water than with disposing of ex-
ces3 water. But the weather bureau records are
clear enough. There have been 11 major flocds
(arxd a good many smailer ones) in the lzst 40
years, If it hadn’t been for graat storage ¢ams on
tha Ealt and Verde rivers, many millions of dol-
lexs-worth of damages would have been du.. to
Photuix, Tempe and other towns in the county.
Even with the dams, tha curcent legislature has
been called upon to appropriate Cisaster relief
moaey.

None of the last 40 years’ floods, however, is
comrparabie to the so-called hundred-yeer flcod,
whish the records show will rampage through
this' desert country approximately ence in each
century. When that pent-up fury bursts loose, our
cities and towns and farms wiil take the sort of
beating administered by the flooding Mississippi,
Sacremento or Scuth Platte Rivers, which recent-
ly have been in the news.

Maricora County can protect itsslf against such
disaster by voting YES on the flood bends next
Tue€sday. The couniy will contribute $22 millien
in bond money, o ke matched by $33 million in
fedetal furds, The program coasists of 29 top
priogity projecis, inciuding conduits, levees, chan-
nels, etc. When they are bailt the city will-savs
conziderable money in tlesi-up and stieel repalts
that follow raost heavy rainfalls, If will save the
cost of the zrajor floods thet come every three -
or four yearz. And it will 2ot Be mived by e -
hundred-year flood which, sconer or later, will
cascade on the city from the great watersheds to
the north.

We urge every property iax payer, who is quali-
fied to vote, to go to the polls tomorrow and to
vote for flood protection. A small ard determained
minority will beat the {lcod contrel bonds i 2
subsiantinl pumber of votsrs den't taka the trou-

Eie o casi ihsir ballots,



Urge

PHOENIX — Political leaders
in both parties are urging an
affirmative vote at Tuesday’s
fiood control bond election.

U.S. Senator Paul Farnin, Re-
.| publican, in a teiegram to W,
‘| B. Barkley, chairman of the
- | Maricopa Citizens Flood Protec-
_|tion Committee, declared:

.| ‘“Federal assistance in legiti-
mate and sournd flood control
projects, such as Maricopa
County’s, is conditioned on local
participation. I hepe every qual-
ified voter in the county real-
izes the ‘merit of this program
and will turn out at the polls
March 8.
.| A lefter from Demccratic
.| Senator Carl Hayden assured
- Barkkey, “I will continue to as-
sist in any way I can so far as
federal cooperation is concern-
ed.” )

"Here, in Maricopa County,

Harold R. Scoville, chairman of

the county’s Democratic Central |

Committee, yesterday issued
this statement:

“Flood protection is non-parti-
san. It benefits everycne, re-
gardless of political allegiance.
Meanwhile, until it becomes a
reality, we all-Dameocrats and
Republicans alike— will continue
to pay for damage caused by
unhsrnessed floodwaters, We
can stop such waste and protect
our collective health and prop-
arty by voting Yes at Tuesday’s
election.”

Barkley, a former Democratic
speaker of the Arizona House
of Representatives, poinis out
that four of the most active
MCFPC leaders are evenly di-
vided in their political affilia-
tion.

Commiites secretary is Guy
Stililman, a former Demccratic
county chairman, Marshall
Sumphrey, influential Republi-
can leader and former member
of the House, is an MCFPC vice
chairman, as is former Phesnix
mayor Jack Williams, a Repub-
Lcaa., L
Barry Goldwater, foriner U.S.
Sepater from Arizona and pres-
idential aspirant, wrote Barkley
last month, “I wish you the very
best of success in your efforis

for 1 know the entire county will |

benefit frem the proposed
I fiood control program.”

MCFPC membership includes
such prominent Demofiats as
William P. Mahoney Jr,, Hal F.
Warner, Jobn F. Sullivan, Joe
' Ralston, Dick Searles and s,
Vrooiis Jrotioy,

e e b e i

| Eadgs—of Both Parties ‘
S OK of Flood Bonds -'g

Republican members include |
Mrs. Norman Hurley, Rep. John
F. Pritzlaff, former Phoenlix:
Mayor Sam Mardian Jr., Judge'
Jack D. H. Hayes and former
state senator O. D. Miller,
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A Sure ib;ng Floods Will Come

There is floed damage some-
where in Maricopa County every
year, and you can count on it that
there will be big flood damage in at
ieast one area every four or five
years. If you've been here five
years, check your own memory for

verification. Or look back through
the newspaper files,

- “Moet of the floods aren’t as sen-

sational as the recent torrenis in
the Salt River channe!, although
théy cculd he even more so. Let a
fou’t:‘- or five-inch rain pelt down on
a wide band running from the White
Tank Mountains to the McDowells,
say, on a iine north of Phoenix, and
you might not get more than a
tr}g{le in the Salt River to start
with,

e

But what you would get would be
roads washed cut, homes a foot
deep in mud, canals bursting, ‘and
undoubtedly a few deaths aleag
with it, in the northern residantial
and business areas ¢f metropolitan
Pheenix and its ervirens, and in
areas to the west. -'

We havs beer luey, in the north, -
that thiz’ hea®y but regiondly lo- -

calig?d win hasn't come. But if
thesl /ig. anzibing sure in mature;,

it is" thdt the rain will falt and the'’
icod will come, - :
Prudent mern safegaard their fu-
ture against foreseeable calamities,
A yes vote on Maricopa County
Fleod Control District bonds at
your polling place tomorrow will be
o leaz then prudence.
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Of Floods

Editor, The Arizona Republic:

Qur board of directors, in
endorsing the flood control
program: would like fo point
out several additional bene-
fits worthy of consideration
by the general public.

For example, approval of
the program Tuesday will per-
mit eventual channelization of

‘the Salt River — thereby de-
creasing the cost of new
bridges to about one-fourth of
\the cost under present condi-

tions. This, in effect, would
kr:li:; four crossings for the
'ent cost of one.

Moreover, control of the
river through the metiupol-
itan areas of Tempe and
Phoenix would allow a com-
pletely different type of land
i:s¢ than now exists in ‘he
fiver bottom.

ONCE THE flood hazard is
removed, the area flanking
the river has tremendons po-
tential for industrial and com-
mercial (evelopment. Also,
some of this reclaimed river
bottom area could be used for
development of much needed
recreational facilities near the
center of Phoenix.

The strategic location of the
posed channel structure
:ﬁ zvfould facilitate ati’fllel ;t)ll:’n-
auxiliary paraliel thor-
oughfares. All these logical
developments will lead fo a
program of general beautifi-
cation of the area and will
definitely enhance the value
of adjacent properties. .
In turn- these improved
i properties will help broaden
the tax base and provide wel-
‘come additional ‘tax income
g»ir the cities along the Salt
ver,

B. DAWINE SERGENT,
President, Consulting
Engineers Council Of

Arizona

i

AGood \

.m,.-a blds. 3G f

Investment

Editor, The Arizona Republic:

Anyway I look at it, the
flood control program is the
best investment that has come
the county’s way in many a
year.

As a husband and father,
I'm grateful a
plan has beut;l; drafted thacil:
will protect property an
lxeali:llzr of some 200,000 Mari-
copa families, includmg my
own.

As a taxpayer, I'm appreci-
ative of the fact the program’s
total cost to the average home-
owner (which includes me)
will be a five dollar hill or
less a year.

A4S A Phoenix councilman,
I know no storm sewer pro-
gram can be fully implement-
ed unfil certain flood control
structures are built, © Flood
channels, for example, must
first be consfructed—so that
storm drainage waters can be
dumped into them.

As a trade union oiﬁcxa!, I
e g i oo
co program er
hundreds of jobs during the
next 10 to 12 years, benefit-

. ing both the craft unions and
" local businesses.

And finally, as an interested
observer, I'm impressed by
the fact every experienced
flood control engineer—with
whom 1 discussed the subject
—has told me the program we
are being asked to approve
Tuesday is a carefully de-

well-coordinated solu-
tion to the Valley’s eternal
problem of destructive floods.

President, Phoenix Buﬂdmg'
& Construction Trades
\ Comel

/Eqpqﬂu. 3‘7*%

Let’s Rise

From Ruins
Editor, The Arizona Republic:

In all the years I have resid-
ed in the Valley since 1927 I
have had ample opportunity to
observe many instances of
great hardship, heartache and
havoe caused by destructive
floods.

By its very nature any pro-
‘posal fo help protect the
health, property and lives of
people is worthy of the most
serious consideration. When
that proposal is a carefully
designed program—such as is
encompassed in the Maricopa
County Flood Control com-
7lex, it deserves the fullest
~support of every thoughtful
«itizen.

Thiz joint county - federal
seninre to rid permanently the
Valiey of some of the constant
threal of costly floods and
all their aftendant dangers

~can only become a reality if

the electorate responds affirm-
atively on March 8.

Many eligible voters of
course, do not live in areas
traditionally vulnerable fto
flood damage. We cannof in
good faith use geography as
an excuse not to support a
county-wide flood control pro-
gram. It would hardly be in
keeping with our obligation to
our brothers.

With every hope that we
shall this time exemplify the
spirit of the Phoenix of old
and rise from the ruins of past
disasters.

RT. REV. MSGR. ROBERT dJ.
DONCHOE, V.F.
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The .‘Peo_ple Speak

Flood Protection Benefits
 Will Exceed Project Costs

iSditor, The Arizona Republic:

Flood protection benefits will
be far greater than their
costs. Otherwise the Corp of
Engineers would not have
recommended the Maricopa
County Flood Protection Proj-
~2ct o Congress mor would
“ kave Congress approved the
yroject. Under federal law any
~ project built by the Corps of
| Engineers has to-provide a ra-
tio benefif of betfer than one
io one and many fimes one
znd a half to one before it gets
' approval. Since the Corp pro-
vides $4.00 for every dollar
_ gpent by Maricopa County
- this makes the benefits run
- aetter than four to one and in
some cases as high as six to
tne. The Corps of Engineers
~mas spent more than five
years in preparing the plans
and the cost estimates which
have heen approved by Con-
gress.

In the letfer published in
your paper on Feb. 26, Je-
rome Evenson, who only re-
cently came to Arizona, shows

. chncern about the project be-
storm drains that are normal-
~ lv installed by the cities.

~  Mpr. Evenson in the company
~of 4r. Cox came to the meet-
ing in Scottsdale last week
~ yivior to the publishing of his
~lotter and raised the same
- guestion.
| SPOKE at this meeting
a0 explained to both Mr. Ev-
~ gnz=on and Mr. Cox and the
~other eight people that had
~ cume to their meeting that the
~ project makes plans for three
fmdways in the Maryvale-
Glendale area to pick up ex-

~ eesy waters- thore from ihe

streets or from storm draias
when they are installed and
take the surface waters west
to the Grand Canal or south to
the river. Without these flood-
ways the cost of building
storm drains of sufficient size
to carry these waters to the
canal or river would be ire-
mendous.

Phoenix has been building
storm drains under a $16 mil-
lion bond issue and a substan-
tial part of the program has
been completed but they des-
perately need these floodways
or channels in which to dump
the water from the storm
drains as they are builf and
thus reduce their cost. The
Flood Control Project pro-
vides these for Maryvale and
the rest of the residential dis-
irict in this area.

PHOENIX, Glendale and
Scottsdale have always
been and always will be sub-
ject to floods from heavy
downpours that occur on the
desert fo the north and cross
the Arizona Canal and when
they are heavy enough they

break the banks of the canal

and flood a substantial area of
the city. The part of the city
that is damaged depends
greatly on where the cloud-
burst occurs.

Scottsdale had two tremen-
dous floods in 1939 and

1943, The West Phoenix and’

S
- from

Glendale area have had very
ubstantial and serious floods
cloudbursts in recent
years. ’

If one‘will inspect the Ari-
zona Canal he will see in va-
rious areas that spillways have
been constructed on the south
side of the canal bank to al-
low. the desert runoff fo go
over the canal bank. When it
is too great it breaks the
banks. I remember one
storm after which I counted
12 different breaks in the Ari-
zona Canal that were 400 o 500
feet in width.

IN DETERMINING the av-
erage annual damage {o
homes, roads, and public
property, the Corps of Engi-
neers reached a tota] of $9
million. This determina-
tion was made through a
8 e disu ot iR ca
proj coun-
fry and lumps all the damag-
es over a period of years and
from this come up with an
average for each year,
the cloudbursi in Maryvale
several years ago the Corps
sent-in a team from Los An-
geles, questioned many of the‘

as to the damages
and came up with a tofal of
damages of $5 million for that
one flood.

In the Maryvale - Glendale
area unless we have the flood-
ways construcied I do not
think the City of Phoenix will
be able, for many years, io
handle the runoff by storm
drains alone.

Some people have thought
that it would be preferable
if we waited until after the
state had furnished the re-

IS now “done Ew%%'
state. This isal should
‘be completed and effective

within two years. If the voter
bond issue

g

before any of these bonds are
sold and taxes collected for
the repayment of the bonds.
Thus by that time the proper-
ty should have had the ad-
vantage of the revaluation.

Mr. Cox has made much of
the fact' that the personal
property of the utilities is ex-
empt but fails to mention that
also the personal property of
the home owner is exempted
as well from any assessment
under this bond issue.

THE MAIN opposition that
I have seen from meetings
that I have attended appear
to be generated by Mr. David
Cox who presented Jerome
Evenson at the Scottsdale
meeting, David Cox presents
himself as president of the
Arizona Home Owners Asso-
ciation which I and some
others joined about five years
ago at the time that James
DeWitt was President. Mr.
DeWitt made an unsuccessful
run for the legislature and
resigned and brought Mr. Cox
in as president. Mr. Cox

made an unsuccessful run for
Governor and two years later
an unsuccessful run in the
primary for county assessor.
.This gave what was left of
nate political implication and
caused its abandonment by
many of its members.

As a member of the assn:
ciation I have asked Mr, Cox
how many members there
are. I have asked him for
copies of the by-laws and
other information about ‘he
association but he has refused
to give any, although by law
he is required to give this in-
formation. I asked him thg
other night at Scottsdale whit
the dues were and he said
there were not any but one
could make a confribution.

I asked who was the sec-
retary of the association fo
whom I could send a contri-
bution. Mr. Cox said *“‘Some
man in Mesa but I can’t re-
member his name,” but he
did give me his own home
address. It is apparent fo me
that this association is prac-
tically nonexistent and ihat
the name is being used by
Mr. Cox just to-drum up pub-
licity for himself.

Many former members wf
this association suppori this
bond issue as they knov' thal
the project is going to
vide protection at a mini
~cost to the homes of many of
the former members as othur
homeowners in the county.

MR. COX has no righi W
oppose the bond issue in lhe
name of the association as at
no time have I or any olher

S A

edge has the question of the
bond issue been brought to
the vote of whatever mem-
bers may be Ieft in the asso-
ciation.

I the bond issue is voted
down next Tuesday it will be
many, many years, if ever,
before we can get the corps
of engineers again to sponsor
such a project in Maricopa
County. Mr. Cox objects to
the expenditure of $33 million
of federal money in this coun-
ty. The county of Los Angeles
has graciously received the
aid of the Corps of Engineers
in building their flood control
system into which their storm
drains empty. Construction
has exceeded a half billion
dollars in federal funds, The
Corps built the Painted Rock
Dam on the Gila River at a
cost of $3 million dollars to
protect Yuma County. It has
built flood control works in
Tucson and the Bureau of Re-
clamation has spent millions
on the Colorado River for
flood control including the
building of Hoover Dam.

I hope the citizens of Mari-
copa County will place their
confidence in the Corps of En-
gineers rather than in the
personal likes and dislikes or
political ambitions of Mr. Cox
and Mr. Evenson.

DICK SEARLES

-
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Eeaders in Both Pariies
Urge Vote for Flood Bonds

A number of polilical leaders

in both parties are urging an

affirmative vots at Tuesday’s fiood control tond election.

U.S. Sen. Faul Fannin, Republican, in a telegram to W. B
Barkley, chairman of the Maricopa Citizens Flood Pretection

Committee, declared: |

“Federal assistance in legit-:
imate and sound flcod control,
projects, such as Maricopa
County’s, is conditiored on local
participation. I hope every qual-
.ified voter in the county real-it
izes the merit of this pregram
'and will turn out at the pells
‘March 9.

i IN MARICOPA County, Har

old R. Scoville, chairman of ‘he
| county’s Dermctatlc Central
Committee, yesterday issued
this statement:

“Flood protection is nonpar-
tisan, It benefits everycne, re-
gardless of political allegiance.”

Barkley, a former Democratic
speaker of the Arizong House

A letter from Democraticiof Representatives, pointed out

n, Car] Hayden assured Bark-

ley, “I will continue to assist

lin any wey I can so far as fed-

that four of the most active
MCFPC icaders are evenly di-
vided in their political affili-

'eral cooperation is conceried.” ation.

BRIsF P76

RBond Issue Facts
PrlonNIv—vaoiers sl deciae e ian e
@l proposct 2220 midliion bondi-sue
o March reloection. Bond issue
oo wi il he used to tinance Mari-

@ Countv ' < ~haoe of @ countywide
I Lontre; sam. Approval s
cd by the f0 deral covernment
vailabie an ai-
in coasruciion

}\.1‘(‘
1 ;:l.ii"

bofors it van ek
Jitlonal G aton
fund:..

Ay registerea pi opetty owner who
has lived in Mari icopa county ayear or
more Jat the time of the election is
cligibie to vate i the election,

Couaty monies will be ased for
acguisinon of rights of way, modi-
fication of coriain existing roads and
and maintenance of a net-
flood control stractures 1o
be crected Jduring the next lu-12
years by the U. 5. Army Corps of
Logineers and ilie Soil Conservation
Service,

Federal funus will be used for
construction of a complex of dikes,
dams, channels. conduits, fevees and
seepage pitsinvelving 29 specific pro-
jects located  throughour Maricopa
Couniv.

According w the ['lood Conirol
bond Issuc proponents, based on a
home valued at $15,000 (szale price,
not tax evaluatien), the cost would
e about 54.50 a vear, depending on
local tax rates.

brridees

]

work of

Additional informartioaahoutthe
fivod ceatrol program can be obiained
from the Ma‘l\opa Citizens 1-lood
Protection Commitier, 2933 N, Coen-
tral Ave. fel, 204-ti783,

BRI urees c‘mﬁlt).u s logotothe
potl= Laesday, March 8. and let their
opinieas go on record.

Cém/&z,//i@mmw’/
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Floed Contro! Plan Is Good

<,

As Maricopa Cou(r'x flood con-
trol proyosals have come closer to
elzction day, a great dea} of nit-
picking has obscured the principal
question property owners wit] de-
cide next Tuesday: Is the over-all
fiood control proposal good, bad or
indifferent?

If the answer were in either of
the last two options, the vote cn
Tuesday should be no. It is not, The
program which has been cffered by
the Maricopa Flood Cemtrol Dis-
trict is a very good cne, on bal-
ance. In coperation it would save
the community far more money
than it would cost.

What is generally overlcoked is
that this proposed program is one
offering protection more to homes
and neighborhoods in such areas
as Scottsdale, Maryvale, Sunny-
slope and the like than o busi-

nesses or industries in or near the
Salt River channel. Most of the
proposed structures would guard
against floods sweeping down local
plains and slopes—the floodways in
which homes, more than indus-
tries, are found.

The proposed issue of $22.7 mil-
lion in bonds, which would be the
{rigger for federal flood control
allocations of $93 million, would be
cheap insurance at going rates for
any homeowner whose property
lies below the Arizona Canal, for
instance. A safety-valve flood
channel on the north side of the
canal, to prevent its washing cut,
;v_ould be of tremendous value to
93¢ 8

The flood control plan cannot be
all things to all people, but it is a
good plan for the whole county. It
deserves support.

e e g — e ——
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Vote For Flood Bonds

| o

IT WILL BE MORE than gﬂortunate
if the propesed Maricopa County flood bond
issue is defeated at the special election cailed
for March 8. There appears to be a real pos-
sibility that this may happen.

Urban opponents, largely newcomers who
have never experienced Arizona floods and
can’t believe they can happen in this arid
land, will go to the polls in droves. On the

ther hand, many who are really in favor of
the bonds may stay away because they think
a majority is assured and it is unnecessary for
them to bother.

Then there are rural people in localities
where floods are unlikely, or protection has
already been provided. They may see no rea-
son why they should pay taxes to protect
Phoenix and other cities, where the peril is
great indeed.

If Phoenix shoula be devastated by high
water, which can occur any time, it would
have a disastrous effect on the whole county.
People wko live in safe territory would feel
the effcts of ensuing economic disruption.
They'd have to help take care of the home-
less, at far greater cost to them than the flood
contrel program that is planned. A large per-
centage of the taxable property would be
wiped out and might not be replaced for
years, if ever,

There is 2vidence that country folks take
a rational view of the situation. Most of them
will support this move to raise $22,700,000
by a county bond issue, which is to be match-
ed by $23,000,C00 in federal funds. Convinc-
ing the cbjectors in town is somsthing else
again. Their letters to newspapers, their
charges in pubdiic meetings, show how widely
the whole proposition is misunderstocd. They
assume that rsclamation prejects, set vp to
store irrigation watar and not for fioed con-
trol at all, are to blame when czcess water has
to be released down Sait River. They just
den't understand Arizona, its climate or its

laws,
Anyway, don’t foizet. Election day is
March 8.
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A Real Bargain

L}
Next Tg{lﬁty‘s vote on a $22 million Maricopa

Countv {lood control bond issue could go either
way Muost people want flood protection and think
the county bonds would be a good investment, But
a few determined oppositionists decry the issuance
of bonds for any purpose and have managed
becloud the flood control issue.

The argument most frequently used by oppon-

ents of the bond issue is that it would apply only to
home-owners, not to utilities and big corporations.
The fact is that the bonds would be retired by

+taxes on all real property. All personal property,
whether owned by a small tax payer cor by a giant
utility, would be excluded. Since utility poles,
wires, generating plants, etc., are defined by law
as personal property, there is no way to tax them
for this purpose.

Improvement districts always tax real, not per-

sonal, property. The flood district tax would fol-
fow the same pattern as a street improvement
district:in front of your house.

The small but vocal opponents of the bond issue

say they are not opposed to fload control. But, they
say, this particular plan is wrong. Unfortunately,
they won't tell you what part of the program they
consider good. The plaa is an all-encompassing
one, - embracing some 38 separate dikes, dams,
conduits, levees, seepage pits, and so on. They
are all needed, to prevent the recurring damage
of annual flooding, but primarily to afford pro-
tection against the giant floods that, history shows,
can be expected once in a hundred years. These
do untold millions of dollars in damage, as any-
one who was living in Denver or Northern Cali-
fornia last spring can tell you.

Finally, thosz who oppos2 the fiood control bond

issue say that it was suddenly dreamed up in view

- of last December’s high water in the Salt River.
In truth, the flood control projects have beea
worked on by the U.S. Army Engireers, under
the direction of the county supervigors, for nearly
five years. Their studies ere extensive and thsir
plans ere carefuliy made. There iz no snap judg-
ment involved here.

If the county bond issue is approved, the owner

of the average home will pay $4.20 a year in taxes
to the Maricopa Ceunty Flood Conteol District, Ee
couldn’t buy flood insurance for 3420 & year. We
urge every property cwner in the county, who is
a registered voter, to = to the poliz next Tuesday
and mark his palloi . ES. {t will bs one of the
best votes e ever cast;‘fnr’*r}i‘rn“‘seﬁépr kis prcp-
erty, and for his city ard connty. =

The bond issue should be approved. Dozens of

responsible organizations, including chambers of
commerce, professicnal sodieties, union groups
and so on, kave rassed resclutions epproving the
bond issue. But the resolutions won’'t mean a
thing if the voters don’t vate YES aext Tuesday.



veo \oses sivht

" Phase B in Flood Control Plan

Tiis is the second of & four-par! verics on the pl.’ﬂmsl?.d flond m--:mtn;ol program for Mari
copa Connty en which rea! property foxpasers will vore nest Tuesday.
2y CLYDE MURBAY

EIGUT of the 28 vt prevosed m the
Maricopa County Flaod Copiral Diaprict’s
comprahensive program cardifite Phase b,
or the so-cailed Greater Phoeaix System.

Digtrict officiais cunsider this soe of the
major seamenis of the program bt’ﬁazuse it
sifects the bu'k of tha couniy’s peojie and
serface mpoavements.

Tase B poajects, floed control officials
pexst o ¢, wlt ot &' have the same priority

and are not the enlv sigmficant projects of
the over-all program expected to benefit
Grealer Phoenix. After Thase B was ap-
proved by Congross, siher Phoenix area
projects were added to the program bul they
kave beenr plared in olher phasos,

AN INTEGSAL part of Phase B ig the
charnel deveisoment of Azua Fria Rivef,
New River and Skuuk Creek, designed pri-

:Continued on Page (6, Col. §)

o S A
Wit poisned s =

YMMore Abont miror, lorge chest. 3

e “twinsize bed, both 3

Lora genvine For- £

tContinued from Puge D
searily Gy sive nragor pretocting ta porty pegd
Clot Pheenix areas, pins Ueer Val'es,
Proria, Sun City and Avandale,

Phase B in Ilood Conirel

s, Twa dikes vanid be construcied o3

e west <ide at the - oouetars,
TFE OTHER Phase B proq s are:
~-ieepeniing of the Arizora Canal from

wdth Street to 48th Street  Also in the project

v .

Expecied to cost abeut £25.15 rolllion, witly
§24.9 miliion coming fror the federal ¢ - 8 improvement of the (id Crosscut Cunal,
erament, thiz <hanneizalion proicct v oo witieh wowd emry an increased flow into the S
’ ! Szli Biver Tetal cods would he $3.326.000 E
2

siart at the propored Union Hilly diver iy
channel on Skunk Creck and continie on e
New and Azna Fria rivers 4 40« Gila Byeer,
Mistriet offizials say the chenvclization must
he eordinates ~i constrictioh of two L
Siretn diversds Jams on tiese Llreams or
thei: iritutorios These two Adobe dam, xi¢
New River dar, are included in Phese B

Sheets ol flosdwaters viiginating in me-
tains north of the Arizona Canpal 2
carried away wilh the coratruction of
B's Arizona Carnal drversion channei, acenrd-
gt county officials,

PLANS CALL for the concrefe-hinid dver-
sion chamnel to 1 from s point at dith
Strest aleng the north back «f the Avizona
Canal to Skunk Cresk in the vicinity of 8rd
Avene.

Mayor Graham has aid the City of Phoe-
nix will install sto;m sewsrs to carty excess

waier iato the diversior clanoel,

Tute] cost of the diversion channel jject

estimated at &8 million, $7.6 milivn of
which would, ~ome frorm the foderal govern.
ment.

Dreamy Draw dam and chanae!, desizned

0 protert 4 section southwest of Sauaw

Peak, wmild he erected in Dreany Thas

R - n E

100,000 would be federsl funds,

of which

—Union Tz Toversion Chacnel, 97 11%es
long, from: s0ih Street to no r 43rd Av e,
cmptying inty Sionils Cree, ependent oy
e conruachion of Cave Boifes Das, ir
Wenld protect Deer Callov, Moon Viley and
northvest Phoenix, The cast to the county
wonld he aboug $300.000; to the federal gov-
ernr-enl. X7.2 million.

- Lower Cave Creek Dam (Cove Boitess
weiid be consiructed 2 iniles souty of Upper
Cave Creek Dama, It 32 designed to profect
Sunoyslope. Deer Vailey aed northwest
Pherviz, G the $65 7 mitlion ¢stimated cost,
e county would eontribute $571,000.

—NEW RIVER and Adobe dams are con-
sidered integea! parts of the procram. Adohe
dam would be built acruse a tizhutary of
Skunk Creek 7 miles north of Bell Road
and a mile west of Black Canyon Highway.
Skurl Creek water wonld be brought into a
diver-ion basin through a propoesed channel
2% wiiles long, The eurth-fili Adobe <am
wotdid e 5.8 foef onyg and 7 feet high.

New Rives dmmng D09 feel wide and &0
feet high, we_ i1 be evvond on New River 3
miles upstre. o frees e New River and
Skunk Creek comdaence. The dams are de.
sioned fo regulate the downstream waler

B> aalllinm fnr iha
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O"ALTHOUGH IT CERTAINLY isn't
perfect, at least from the standpoint of
South Phoenix, it is a start in the right
direction, and a start must be made
somewhere, at some time,

We're speaking of the proposed flood
control program upon which voters will
go to the polls March 8, either to ratify
the proposed $22.7 million bond issue,
or to reject it. If voters approve the
bond issue, then an additional $93 mil-
lion in construction funds will be made
available by the federal government to
help finance the broad program of pro-
tection against floodwaters.

If, on March 8, voters reject issu-
ance of these bonds, then no compre-
hensive program of fleod protection can
be expected for at least five years, be-
cause the necessary federal funds in-
cluded in an omnibus bill reportedly
will not be available again for about that
long.

We have been disturbed about the
present flood control program upon
which voters will cast their ballot March
8, because we could see little immedi-
ate benefits to South Phoenix, and too
much of the program as it pertained to
South Phoenix was left vague and unex-
plained.

For weeks, we have tried to get ans-
wers to these vague portio*xs uf the pro-
gram, but until the pasi week, have met
with no success, Finally, anewers have
been given; they aren’t entirely satis-
factory but they do indicate that South
Photnix isn't eatirely deferred from
fiood centrol activity -- if spokezmen

" for South Phoenix wiil continue to in-

sist, and insist again and again, that we
receive our share of the planned pro-
gram at the same rate of develop:
as other areas of the Valley.

ent

A Necessary Start So Vote ‘Yes’

gress of the Central Arizona Project
before flood control works along the
nver‘oed or of immediate local impact

an be started, despite passage of the
fload control program March 8.

No, for Scuth Pheenix at least, the
proposed program is far from perfect;
votere are being asked to cast their bal-
lots in favor of the $22.7 million bond
issue despite the fact that very litcle in
local benefits is promised for the near
future.

Nevertheless, a start toward flood
control must be made somewhere, at
some time either now or later and, if
South FPhoenix has strong leadership
working closely with those agencies de-
veloping the flood control works as the
program develops, then local benefits
canbe fitted into the overall program oz
deferred benefits possibly can be ac-
celerated. Should the Central Arizona
Project be approved this year, then
work can begin toward accelerating con-
struction of Ormea Dam and channeliza-
tion of the riverked through Phoenix,
keeping pace with development cf the
flood control pregram,

For these reasons, and despite the
fact that the proposed program ie far
from perfect (from a South Phoenix
standpoint) we encourage that all eli-
gible voters in South Phoenix cast their
ballots in (avor of the program at the
March 8 special election,

MORE  —>
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The first of this year, areas of South
Phoenix lying in and near the Salt River
bed received damage from the high wa-
ters which followed our New Year’s
storm. Most, if not all, of this damage
could have been prevented had the Salt
River bed been channeled to carry away
the water. .

It wasn’t channeled then, and chan-
neling of the riverbed is not included
in the flood control program -- until the
Central Arizona Project is approved, so
construction of Orme Dam can be start-
ed. Until or unless the Central Arizona
Project is approved by Congress so

rme Dam construction can begin, the

. riverbed will remain exactly as it is

now, flood control program or no flood
contrel program.

Meanwhile, if the flood control pro-
gram is approved March 8, development
of retention structures and other flood-
water retarding construction will pro-
ceed in other areas cf the Valley --
northeast, northwest and noxth in and
around Phoenix; on the easternmost
edge of the Valley, etc. and, intime,
around the base of the South Mountaine
to protect areas arcund South Central
from run-off from the mountains.

So -- for benefits in the near fu-
ture -- Scuth Phoenix isto a great ex-
tent dependent upon approval by Con-
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gain ﬂood
protection

¢W¥Bond issue: Part |

By PETER BOULAY

Progress Staff Writer
Or Mareh 8 a package plan to provide comprehensive
flood coatrol for all of Maricepa County, scheduled ultimately

to cost over $100 milion, will be presented {o voters,
The March 8 election specifically asks the voter whether

bends in the amount of $22.7 millien can be sold to pay for

the county’s share of the tolal expenditure, which would
provide rights-of-way and future maintenance for the 29

projects that would be built by the U.S. Army Coras of

Engineers.
I appreved, the iocal money would be supplemented by
$93 million in {ederal funds for constructior of tie yrojects.
To be ciigible, voters must own property in the county

and must have lived in the county cne tull year by March 8.:
In addition, they must have registered to vote prior to Feb.-

8.

The eleciion baliot will stipulate that the bonds will be
issued only when needed and in amounts that will not cause
the flecd contrel district’s bonded indebtedness fo evxcesd

three per cent m the assessed valuation of taxable property.

in the county.
Ir~vded in the 29 projects are the massive $34 million

Gils Salt River chamneal clearance levees, and the $25
mil nnel development for Agua Fria, New River and

Skur.  .ek. Most of the cost of both of these projects would
be borie by the federal government.

of partlcmar interest to Scottsdale residenis are the
followmg projeets which, according to the U.S. Army Corps
¢f Engineers, would in some manner provide flood centrol
for Seottsdale.

1. Lower ladian Bend Channel, proposed ty the Corps as
& 170-foot-wide concrete channel extending for seven miles
through Scottsdale.

2. Mazwell (Orme) Dem, providing an additional 672,009
acre feet of storage for flood control to the proposed ferminal
storage reservoir al the dam site at the conflience of the
Salt and Verde Rivers. This would reduce a flood of 320,000
cfs e 170,000 cfs.

3. Ncr h Pheenix Mountains Channel, which would deepen
the Arizona Canal from 3%th St. to about 48th St. Flood flows
would be carried eastward to empty into the old Cross-cut
Canal.

4, Gila-Selt River Channel clearance and levees, which
provides for constructicn of levees in the vicinity of Tempe
and the clearing of a 2,000 foot channel from Granite Reef
to Gillespie Dams.

These four projects would gwe some measure of pro&c-
tign to Scottsdale, aithough financing cf ail of them will b
done on a cour:ty-wide basis.

According fo th- Maricopa Citizens Flood Prolection
Conumittee, the cozt « the bond issue {o the average nhome-
owner ($15,000 home: would be “about 25¢ 2 monti.”

(Next: Coniroversial aspects of the flood contrul pro-
gram.)

.es. By iar
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Yoting Is
I‘umﬂaw On
Bond 15 ssue

Wickenburg voting pre-
eineis 1 and 2 have been
consolidated for the special
floed conirol bond election
next Tuesday, March 8, and
voting will be in the
Couanty Building at the
west end of the underpass.

At the election real pro-
perty owners of Maricopa
County will be asked to
approve or reject the is-
svance and sale: by the
county’s Flood Control Dis-
trict of $22.7 million in gen.
eral obligation bonds, with
the stipulation said bonds
will be issued only when
needed and in amounts
that will rot cause the
District’s bonded indebted-
ness to exceed three per
cent of the assessed valua-
tion of taxable property in
the county.

The polls Tuesday wili
be open from 6 5. m. to 7
p. m.

Eligible to vote is any
adult taxpayer who owns
reai property within the
“boundaries of Maricopa
County and who has re-
sided in the county for a
year or moere and is a duly
qualified elector. This last
means his or her name is
on the current voter regis-
try. Under Arizona’s com-
munity property law, both
husbands and wives are
eligible to vote.

According to the Mzrico-
pa Citizens Flood Protec-
tion Commiitee, two areus
in the Wickenburg vicinity,
designated as Sols Wash
and Powder House Wash
are scheduled for atien-
tion if the bond issue pass-
the largest
share of the funds are ear-
marked for Salt River Val- |

SUN

.ley areas,

Opponents of the kond
issue are stressing that
$22.7 million will prove:
only a drep in the bucket!
in providing adequate flood
control while proponents
have devected their efforts
largely to minimizing the
cost te the individual tax-
payer of the kond issue.

It is this newspaper’s be-
lief that real property own-
ers will heve to do some
thoughiful soul - searching
when they go to the polls
" Tyesday.
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- Facts Still Missing On Flood ¢

Col. “John Lowery, chief engi-
neer for the county’s flood con-
trol disirict, has challenged an
alieged statement of Jerry Even-
son, manager of the Maryvale
Star, regarding the controversial
$22.7 million bond issue,

In a statement released by
the Maricopa Citizens Flood
Protection Committee, Col, Low~
ery rewriies a statement, credits
it to this writer, and then states
that, “It is not true!”

The statement Lowery says
wis made is “Proposed flood
conirol district plans would not
prevent PAMAGE OF THE MAG-
NITUDE suffered by the Mary.
vala«Glendale areas in 1963.”

The actual statement asprinted
in this publication iast week un-
der the by.line of Jerome Even.
son was, “The 1963 flooding of

iaryvale could not have been
prevented if the project had been

A n— ey —

completed at that time, unless
the Maryvale area and Glendile
area had an intricate storm sewe
er system at the time.”’

The ‘‘magnitude of the dam-
ages” is not the issue, U
the project could prevent just
127" of the water, the magnitude
would be reduced but a 3 foot
flooding would still have existed.

Col, Lowery now admits in
the same news release that
““these communities must first
have a facility . .. such as flood
control , , , to Gump the waters
collected by storm sewers, Until
such channels are built, .. and
their construction depends on
the outcome of the March 8
election , . . the cities in ques.
tion cannot fully provide storm
drainage required by their popu.
lation growth,”’

Simply stated, you will be re.
quired to vote on Storm Drain.

age Bonds if you want complete
protection,

No effort has been made on
the part of Col. Lowery, the
flood district, city officials or
the Citizens Flood Protection
Committee to advise the public
of the additional costs such storm
sewers would be and what addi-
tional taxes *‘‘STORM DRAIN.
AGE BONDS” would place on the
property owner.

It is important that Maryvale
residents keep in mind that the
1963 flooding of Maryvale was
the result of a torrential down-
pour which, according to the
‘“experts’”, can be expected on
the average of conce in a hun-
dred years,

Col. Lowery takes issue only
with the statement about Mary-
vale and avolds the major charge
to which the column is almost
entirely devoted; the flooding of

wonirol Bond Issue

the Sait River in January of this
year,

The advocates of the project
have counstantly implied in their
advertisements, news releases
and speeches that the Maryvale
flood of 1963 and the Sait River
flooding of 1966 could have been
prevented if we had their flood
control project completed,

The prevention of excess
waters in the Salt River can only
be guaranteed by the construction
of Orme Dam which is unrelated
to the bond issue since it is tied
in with the Central Arizona Proj-
ect, and may or may not be
constructed. Lowery evenpointed
this out in answering a question
by one of the city council mem-
bers, He further stated that
money appropriated for channel-
ization of the Salt River would
not be used until such time and if
Orme Dam is constructed.

Why then, does the committee

constantly push Maryvale and
Salt River photographs? Where
are the victures of the damage
caused in other sectors of the
county that it is claimed amounts
to $9 million per year? Who
stands to profit from this bee
sides the ‘‘taxpayer?”

1t is interesting to note that
the Flood Control Bonds will
pay to the holder a whopping
big, “income-tax-free,” 4.5 per.
cent interest per year on the
bonds they purchase,

The project may well have
some very good points, but until
such time as the proponents of
the project can answer all of the

questions asked of it and apprise |

the public of the “entire cost”,
including storm drainage, we
must again state our position as
we did last week: “ , ., if we
cannot be given all the informa.
tion, responsible taxpayers must
vote “NO1”

—— e W i i
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The county elections depart-
ment (262-3801) will be cpen
clection day from : 30 a.m. until

: ths polle cinse to answer qu
q
and provide information.

Endorsement of the county-

" wide fivod control progtam has
come frem the Maridepa County
i Taxpayers Assn.

' Ralph G. Burgkdeher, presi.
dent, has informed the Maricopa
Citizens Flood Protection Com-
mittee that the =assoclation’s
board of @vectors urges an al.
firmative wote at the March 8
+ bond issuve election,

Burghacher cited several réa-,
cons for the taxpayer assocl-
tion’s endorsement:

1. Maricopa County, one ol the
nation's fastest growing, must:
be provided with comprehensive ’
flood protection if it is to con-

. tinue to attract new industry and
out-of-state investment money.

2. Expenditure of the $115 mil-
licn will be spread cver a 30-12.
vear period, “thus providing a
welcome stimulant to the Val
ley’s sconomic growth.

3. The program’s cost to real
property owners will average on-
ly $5 per year, “iess than 2 cent
and a half a day.”

4 Wasteful cost of repairing
Valley fiood damage, now belng
paid for by taipayers in the
form of higher rates or prices,
will be eliminated for the most
part.

The flood control complex, sav-
eral years in the making, is a
consensus of the best thinking

¢ private engineering firms, the
cotm;y’s flood conira! distdet,
and such government agenciss g
the US. Army Corps cf Engl
azers and the 8ol Censarvation

""n e
Beyvise

°°Iﬁ%°unty flood control bond issue =4
tors of the Sunnysl waavutedWM-
’I!ha directors urged -a “yes” vote on :OpmposuCh gk Wﬁ- -

: a’ County will vote Tuesday on a proposal t mﬁmg
the county 8 share of an overall $115 million %oop;scont?'oiup}:% .
Polling places will be open from 6 am. to 7 p.m.
special elections traditionally atttract amall

er turn
the ‘Maricopa Elections Department has consolidated the usu:lut:m N

4 i
R

tol&fﬂlm
dubemt e Jve 2GRt o
may be vo at the shidy poll
e il ing ﬁ_&
i.In
g &
TR
unfiysiope A

Eligible tgx“
who WW tﬁﬁ
the beurdb ek eepa ‘Valin: <
ty, who has reaided in the cowsty
for a year or mote, end who iz &
duly qualifisd -electsr (this taat
mm‘ﬂlorha'mawtu

o
L e

wives are eligible to <ots,

Voters will.qaat thely bufols
at -the pelilng 'sinde £afnbes’
for the precinct In which They"
reside — wot mﬂv w‘m

oy s m M
property “in’ nl(esa hut reside i
a rented apartment in the Riib.
more precinet of Phoeni They
will find their wnames listed st
the Phoenix Ceantry Day Schocl
polling place, #8201 E. Stanford
Dr., rather thah at any Mesa
pollirg place.

Election day ballot will ask
voters to approve or relect the
“odunnce and sals hy the coun-
ty's Flood Control Disirict of
$227 million iIn genersl otbilga.
tion konde—with the stipulation
that these bonds wift be lszued
only when needed and ia
amoimts that will not causze the
distrizt’s bonded indebladncas

; to exceed 3 per cent of the =y-
" gegsed valuatien of taxable prop-

erty i the county.

To awsist voters In localing
piocey, headguariern of the Marl-
nsopo. Citizens Fiood Protection
Committee &% 2638 N. Central
Ave. will D2 oven clection day.
Talaphens SG4TES,



Glendsle News

4
ssice 10 Be Debated
t Maryvale Meeting

With a string of impressive endorsements, and rome voeif-
erols objection, the proposed $22.7 million hond issue for flood
antrel will come before the voters:at a county-wide election-
Tuesday.

&2

Eligible to decide the question are adult taxpayers who own ,
real property within the boundaries pf Maricopa, who have lived | Homeowners

-y

3-3-66

Col”"lowry ‘took issue this
. week with .a staiemen{ by Je-
rome Evenson of the Maryvale
C of C that propoesed flood con-
(trol plams woukl not prevea:

Polling places in Glendale
for Tuesday's eloction will
combine precinets as follows:
Preeincts 1 and 5, vote st Uit
1 Rchiool; 4 ond 9 at the Civic
Center; 2 nad three at Glen- | i
arlo High Scheel suditorium; ‘kﬂ'd by thé
6. 7 and B, O'Nell Park Built- ' #7283 in 1963, . _
tng, Polls will be open from § ' ‘Cri A SEATEMENT is un
o, & 7 pam.

o Athzern. mayors an
officiais 7 banking groups;
ion organtzations; business con-
cerns, and a homeowners group, - stake in the March 8 heng elec-
the Maricopa County Taxpayuvis tlon provides for & econcrete-
I‘Lssociaﬁun, urging an affirma-| Hwed cliannel to" camry away
tive vote. - concentrations. of floodwaters

STRENUOUS. objection hasjcaused by heavy downpours
{ been voiced by the Arizona such ne occurred im, August 1983
Association, head-|in the Maryval rdsle area,”

y i the Maricopa Citizens Flood
“other. Protection Committee  whick
" Un-'asked for his comment.

.

! damage of the magnitude suf- |
Maryvale-Glendade |

‘true,” Colona!- Lovery informed |

“The flood control program at '

irol Future
Tuesday |

ed scores of homes and busi-
inesses in the Glendale-Mary~
vale areas—causing damage es-
timated at $2.9 million by the
:US Army Corps of Engineers.”'
The proposed flood control
{ isn includes openings at inter-
*. underneath the Grand Ave-
s¢ railroad bed, “which will
vy floodwaters into the chan-
nel previously noted,” Lowry
" explained. :
Asked about storm drainage:
progrems by suych cities &
Phoenix and Glendale, Lowryl
replied: '
M“ILN MOST INSPANCES,
 these communities st must.
: have a facility -~ sach as
- flond contro! charnek-—to dump

the waters colieeied B storm

‘1 ed by David C. Cox, concerning 'he said. ; .
i sewers, Until such chitnnels are

| the ex[‘pense and the effectiv.-, “Some five inehes of min fell : on
vote, under Arizona's copymeni-| ipha. bount ofect is expeated »| 1€SS of the program. jduring a 24-Nour. pertod,” he | built—and their comstiiotion de- |
ty property law, Voters will cast : f0 beRin :;rr; x{ext yoar; Loosii| The Maryvale Chamber of.noted, “genersting four-foot- | Pends upor the outcaime of the.

their ballots in the polling place ; ¢ ; : i {| Commerce has scheduled an deep floodwaters. Therd was no J March & eleetlon—the cities inf
r poiling p community construction of Schedule . liquestion camnot . fully provide’

in the counaty a vear or more and are .registered.
£ath husbands and wives may -

for the precinct where they lve. | grop ilj- + Open meeting at 8§ p.m. Fliday {place for thesd welerg to go — | ¥

THE BOND ISSUE. would | er wouit e ieludeg in- (he I Cartwright School, 59th Ave. fexcept downhill until they | the storm dralnage networks re-!
provide for constructioni of 2 final phase of the comprehen- Nue and Thomas Road, for & {reached thé Grind Caméf. | quired by thelt”  populstion’
network of dikes, daras, cha®-! give flood control plan. discassion of the question proff “ANB WAS no reang sﬂwm‘ SRR W
nels and ievees throughout the |, A jong list of endorsements | &nd con. of disposad &t that poini bdcaise T
county, The remainder -of the! pare come from prominent Val- | ol John C. Lowry, chief en- [of the raised rgilgpad ypunping
$115 million needed for the pro- | Rt e . e ' ginddy of the county's flood con- arallel to Graid | jAvenue
gram would be provided: by the trol district has been invited to pikrough Glandalé,  Reshit: WAl
feders! government, ; speak for the proposal, and Da- |the waters backed up and floodg

)

If the bond issue is approved,

vi@ €. Cox will take the oppos-
ing side. '
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Flood
Bonds

Okayed. ., l

PHOENIX -- **Unqualified
endorsement” of the pro- '
posed flood control program
at stake at next Tuesday's
special bond election has
been announced by the Cen~ |
tral Arizona Building &
Coustruction Trades Coun-
cil,

Frank G, Beneites, coun-
cil business manager, no- -
tified the Mearicopa Citizens
Fleod ProtectionCommittee '
on thé group's action,

The MCFPC is urging vo-
ter approval of $22,7 million
in fleod control bonds as
the county’s share of the
overall $115 million pro-
gram,. I voters give the
countywide plan the green
light March 8, the Federal
government i3 committed to
$93 million in censtruction
funds.

Benites, who is also a
Phoenix city councilman,
added a strong personal en-
dorsement to that of the
construction trade union,

**Ag a councilman, 1 know
that no storm Ssewer pro-
gram can be fully imple-
mented until the various
flood structures are con-
structed. Flcod channels
must be built firse, so that
stormn drainage waters can
be dumped into them. Also,
the building of additional
bridges across the SaltRi-
ver within the Phoenix city
limits  is" conditional, to a
great .extent, upon approval
of the flood conirol pro -
grami.

‘*As a husbard, father and
taxpayer, 1 am grateful a
cemyprehensive flood control

| contro] plans would not prevent
.damage of the magnitude suf-
i fered by the Maryvale-Glendale

MESA DAILLY TRIBUNE

Mesz
MARS 1068

ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPING
BUREAU - Phosnix

PHOENIX - Col. John C.
Lowry, chief engineer of the
county’s flood contrel district,
| took issue today with a publish-
ed statement that proposed flood

areas in 1963.
“Such a statement is untrus,”

Colonel Lowry informed

the |
Maricopa Citizens Flood Protec- | €xplained.

tion Committee which asked.
for his comment.

“The flocd control program at'
stake at a March 8 hond elec-.
tion provides for a concreté-lin--
ed channel to carry away ccn-:
centrations of floodwaters caus-
ed by heavy downpours such as
occurred in August 1963 in the
Maryvale-Glendale area,” he
said.

“Some five inches of rain fell
during a 24-hour peried,” he
noted, “generating four-foot-
deep floodwaters. There was no
place for these waters to go
—except downhill until they
reached the Grand Canal,

“And there was no means of
dispesal at that point because of
the raised railroad running par-
allel to Grand Avenue through
Glendale. Resuit was the wa-
ters backed up and flooded

scores ¢f homes and businesses
in the Glendale-Maryvale areas
—causing damage estimated at
$2.9 million by the US Army
Corps of Engineers.”

The proposed flood conirol
plan includes openings at inter-
vals underneath the Grand
Avenue railroad bed, ‘‘which will
carry floedwaters into the chan-
nel previously noted,” Lowry

program finally has been
drafted. It will protect the
property, health and satety
of some 200,300 families in
the county -- including my
own.

*As an official of the
trade union movement, |
know thgt the flood contrel
program will create hun -
deeds of neaded jobs in the
Valley, b"re"!t'm{' s::h the

wcdemie meann

‘*Cost to the average
homeowner of 1-1/2 cents a
day will be offset by elimina~
tion of nearly $10 million
annually ia various types of
flood damage o homes,
business firmsg, croplands,
utility installations, streets
and bridges -~ which tax-
paycrs ere now paying ai-
rectly or indir=ctly,

‘*Mareover, the program

will eliminate the threat of
an outbreak of diseasz re-
sulting frem possible con-
tamination of drinking wa-

ter supplies during flood
periods.

“Arnd, finally, it will eli-
minate lost manpower hours
and the inconveniences cf
interrupted phone, gas,
electric, water and Ssewer
services,'" Benites noted.

| 'Maryyale Flood Claims Hit

Asked about storm drainag
programs by such cities a
Pheenix and G!endale, Lowr;
replied:

“In most instances, thes
communities first must haw
a facility — such as a flood con
trol channel to dump the water
collected by stormn sewers. Un
til such channels-are built.-
and their construction depend
upon the outcome of the Marcl
8 election — the cities in ques
tion cannot fully provide th
storm drainiage networks re
quired by their populatio
gro ”»
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Vote For Flood Bonds +-2 <<

IT WILL BE MORE than unfortunate
if the proposed Maricopa County flood bond
issue is defeated at the special election called
for March 8. There appears to be a real pos-
sibility that this may happen.

Urban opponents, largely newcomers who
have never experienced Arizona floods and
can’t believe they can happen in this arid
land, will go to the polls in droves. On the
other hand, many who are really in favor of
the bonds may stay away because they think
a majority is assured and it is unnecessary for
them to bother.

Then there are rural people in localities
where fioods are unlikely, or protection has
already been provided. They may see no rea-
son why they should pay taxes to protect
Phoenix and other cities, where the peril is
great indeed.

If Phoenix should be devastated by high
water, which can occur any time, it would
have a disastrous effect on the whole county.
People who live in safe territory would feel
the effcts of ensving economic disrupticn.
They'd have to help take care cf the home-
less, at far greater cost to them than the flood
control program that is planned. A large per-
centage of the taxable property would be:
wiped out end might not be replaced for
years, if ever.

There is evidence that country folks take
a rational view of the situation. Most of them
will support this move to raise $22,700,0C0
by a county bond issue, which is to be match-
ed by $93,000,600 in federal funds. Coavinc-
ing the objectors in town is something else
again. Their letters to newspapers, their
charges in public meetings, show how widely
the whole proposition is misunderstood. They
assurme that reclamaticn proizcts, set up to
stere irrigation water and not for ficod con-
trcl at all, are to blame when excess water has
to be released down Salt River. They just
don’t understand Arizena, its climate or its
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BOND ELECTION TUESDAY

Proponents Answer Flood Project Questions

(EDITOR'S NOTE: Following
are questions and answers re-
garding the March 8 Maricopa
County flood control bond is-
sue, They were compiied by the
Maricopa Citizens Flood Pro-
tection Committee,” which is
supporting the bond issue,)

Q. How did the county arrive
at the $22.7 million figure in-
volved in the March 8 election?

A, Here is the list of flood
contrel projects and the money
required as the county's share,
as supplied by the Flood Control
District engineering staff;

Gila-Salt River Channel Clear-

ance (Levees) $ 250,000
Lower Indian Bend
Channel 1,770,000

Channel Clearance '— Agua Fria,
New River and

Skunk Creek 250,000
Arizona Canal

Diversion 944,000
Dreamy Draw Dam 150,000
Nerth Phoenix Mountain

Channel 1,400,000
New River Dam 1,520,000
Adobe Dam 832,000
Lower Cave Creek

Dam 434,000

Union Hills Diversion 500,060
West Phoenix

Fioodways 746,000
South Mountain (South

PhLoenix) 905,000
Casandro Wash Dam 60,000
Sunset and Sunny Cove

Dams 79,000
Buckhorn - Mesa

Structures 2,974,000
Bender and Sand Tank

Structures 152,000

Apache Junction ~ GilbertStruc-
tures and Williams ~ Chandler

Structures 1,132,000
Mesa - Chandler - Cilbert

Floodways + 800,000
Buckeye Structures 776,000

West Phoenix Floodways, :
Phase 1l 337,000

North Phoenix Mountain Channel,
Phase 11 966,000

Sonoqui (Santan Mountains

Structures) 895,000
Harquahala Valley 400,000
Sols Wash Channel 40,000

Powder House Wash Dam 50,000
Cave Creek Town Dike 3,000

Maxwell (Orme Dams) 650,000
Salt River Channeliza-

tion ' 2,679,000
Cave Creek Dam

(Spillway) 65,000

Queen Creek Floodway (Gila
River Indian Reservation
Channel) 920,000

TOTAL $22,679,000

Q. It has been said that if the
Salt River reservoirs remain at
capacity or near capacity, and
a heavy spring runoff from the
mountain areas occurs, iremen-
dous amounts of additiona® water
will have to be released cver the
next several months. I8 this
possible?

A, Definitely. It can and has
happened here. From January
to May, 1941, -a five - month
period, ali rcad dips across the
Salt and Gilarivers from Granite
Reef to Gillespie Dam were
flooded -- and, as a result, all
highways involved were closed
to traffic. In effect, the county
was divided into two separate
sectors., Ground transportation
from one area to the other was
virtually impossible, Hundreds
of thousands of manpower work
hours were lost. Personal hard-
ships and inconveniences affect-

ed tens of thousands of familles.
* * *

Q. | note that Orme Dam is
listed  as part of theoveraliflood
control plan. Isn’t it also part of
the Central Arizona Project?

A. Yes, Actuaily, Orme Dam
is a reclamation project and will
not be constructed unless and
until the Central Arizona Pro-
ject is approved by Congress,
There are no funds in the county
flood control program for con-
struction of Orme Dam. The

" $650,000 earmarked by the

county would be used solely for
expansion of storage facilities,
gssuming Orme Dam is built
by the CAP, The CAP, it should

‘be' noted, has $31.8 miliion ear-

marked for the dam’s construc-
tion,

Q. The US, Army Corps of
Engineers reportedly has pro-
posed a 2000 - foot wide channel
on the Salt River from 9lst
Avenue to Gillespie Dam, which,
it has been said, would destroy
8450 acres of wildlife habitat. Is
this true ?

A. The Corps of Engineers
has proposed a channel of such
dimensions but the Flood Con-
trol District, in response to
criticisms of fish and game en-
thusiasts, has flatly stated it
will approve no channel wider
than 500 feet, Studies based on
recent year ~ end flood's cours-
ings indicate the District’s mod-
ification is entirely feasible.

* * *

Qo Assuming the flood control

program is approved by the
electorate, who will maintain
the protective structures built
by the US, Army Corps of En-
gineers and Soil Conservation
Service?

A, The county's Flood Control
District. As the various projects
involved are completed, theyare
turned over to the county and
become the latter’s ‘property.
The federal government enters
the picture only because the
larger streams involved are in-
terstate in classification and, as
noted, because the countchould
not possibly undertake the entire
program’s cost’ within the limits
of its present tax structure or
without imposing impossible
burdens upon homeowner tax-
payers.
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Next Tuesday, Marc.. o, is the day when all property
owiers of Maricope ~ ~u:ry will have an opportunity to

vote on the proposi: or of a

4 - SAGE - MARCH 3.
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ELECTION INFC  ATiON
(Continued 2,1

The County E° tioas Depari-
mentwillalso ke _ien {rom 3:30
A.M. until pol.: civse == phone
262-3301.

Eligible 1o voiz & any adult
taxpayer who o . eal property
within the beur .s 3of Maricopa
Comaty and & G nasresided in
the county f=r 4 year of mor: and
is 2 duly aa~iihed elecior 1 all
other 125pais, )

Under #A:izwcta’s commuitily
property v, tusbands anc wives
owning the same property are
bothy entitled 1o vete.

Voters viil cast ihoir ‘:ailuc§
at e polling place designatea
for the precinet in whuch they re=
side, not n2cessnrily where their
property i3 locatzda ) B

Th: eiscticn day baliot wiil
ask velers lo approve of reject
the issuance and sale by the Coun~
w's Flood Contci Distoict of
=uy. 7 mullion in general ohlige-
r,nn Homds-=with the s‘.ipn}atmn
gaid bomids will be issuud coly
when necded and in c.mv:inl.c: that
will not cause the Disiict s_halmd-
ed ipdebtedness Lo IXU€€w LUICE
per neat (37 of thye assessed v‘:sll-

aation ol i1a ‘hie propetty 1 TG
counly,

$22.7 million bond issue for
a County wide flood control
program to ke financed pri-
marily by the Federal Gov-

ernment. Total cost is $115
million. !

TLECTION INFORMATION

A3 a service to voters, the Mar-
ivopa County Cirizens Flood Pro-
tection Cummittee has compiled
voling nformation as follows:

Polliing places will be open
from 6 A N. to 7P, M.

Because special elections tra-
citionaliy attractsmaller turnouts
than gencral electinns, the Mear-
itopa Elections Departiment hos
cunsolideted the vw31al) number of
rolling placesto 104, Tims means
fhat residents of as maay as five
arocincts all may be vetdng at
e sarme polling place,

To assistyetersin lecating poll-
e places, hewdguarteis of the
Zitizens Flood Protection Com-
riitiee 'wiil be open election
dav ai 2333 N, Cental, phone
264-0785.

(¢ onunued vn Page 4)
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Flood control

('\

normal,

Adult taxpayers who own
real property within the boun-
daries of Maricopa County and
who have resided in the coun-
ity for a year or more are eli-
gible to vote if they have reg-
istered.

The ballot asks voters to ap-
prove or reject the issuance
and sale by the county’s Flood
Control District of $22.7 mil-
lion in general obligation bonds.
The district has stipulated
ithat the bonds will be issued
‘only when needed and in
:amounts that will not cause the
‘district’s bonded indebtedness
to exceed three per cent of the
assessed valuation of taxable
property in the county.

Polls will be open March 8
from 6 am. to 7 p.m.

The nine polling places for
lSszotisdale residents are as fol-

ws:

Residents of the Cochise and cincts combined at Yavapai,

A

Bond issue
polls named

! Nine polling places have been assigned to Scottsdale resi-
i dents for the March 8 bond election for a comprehensive flood
control project for Maricopa County.

The Maricopa County Elections Board has consolidated the
number of polling places in the county to about one-fifth of

11

Hohokam precincts vote at Ho-
hokam.

Tonto, Coronado, Oak Park;
and Tonalea precincts are com-,
bined at Coronado.

Maricopa, Mohave, Navajof
and Pima are combined at;
Navajo. i

Paiute, Scottsdale East and{
Scottsdalc West are combined!
at Loloma. )

Arcadia, Hopi, Kiva pre-
cincts are combined at Kaibab.

Ingleside, Piccadilly and
Zeni precincts are compined at
Ingleside. _

Kachina, Olivette ard Ven-:
tura precinets combined at]
Kachina.

Supai, Tempe 3 and Tempe 4
precinets combined at Supai.

St. Daniel and Yavapai pre-

ARIZONA REPUBLIC

Phoenix ¢ AR 2 668

ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPING
BURFAU - Pheenix

Labor Group |
Backs Vote

| The Central Arizéfia’ Building
and Construction Trades Coun-
ci! has endorsed a countywide
flood control program to be.
voted on Tuesday in a speciali
$22.7 million bond election. ;
Frank Benites, trades council
business manager and alse a
Phoenix city councilman, added
a strong personal endorsement,
according to the Maricopa Flood
Protection Committee,

Benites said no storm sewer
program can be fully imple-
mented until the flood structures|
iare constructed, .

'




B T

'Elcction Called For March 8

2217 Million Fl
Bond st ToB

tion bonds, proceeds of which
will be used t{o finance Marico-
pa’'s share of a2 countywide flood
control program.

Approval of the bond issue is
required by the federal govern-
ment before it can make avail-

able an additional $93 million in .

construction funds.

Taxpayers in the Chandler
district will vote at the Junior
High School Library, 181 W. Dak-

faid St. Those in

Polls in all county precincts
will be open from 6:00 am. to
7:00 p.m.

Eligible to vote is any adult
taxpayer who owns real proper-
ty within the boundaries of Maxr-
icopa County and who has re-
sided in the county for a year

ood Contrel
-Delermined

or more and is @ duly quakified
elector (this last means his or
her nams is on the current vo-
ter registry).

Voters will cast their ballots
at the polling places designated
for the precinct in which they
reside, not necessarily where the
property is located.

the county monizs will be used
for acquisition of necessary
rights of way, modification of

yes, and maintenarce of a met-
iwork of flood control structures
ito be erected during the next
. 10-12 years by the U. S. Axmy
! Corps of Engineers and the Soil
: Conservation Service.

| W. B. Barkley, clairman oi
the Maricopa Citizens Fiood Pro-
tection Committee hcs stated
that cost of the bond issue to
the average homeowner in taxes
if based on a home valued at

$15,000 will amount to only 35|

cents a month, or about ‘‘one
cigarette a day.”

The county elections depart-
ment (262-3201) will be cpen
election day from 5:30 a.m. until

the polls close and will be awvail-|

able to answer gueries and pro-
vide information on the Flocd
Control Bord Issue,

If the bond doswe is accepted, |

certain existing roads and bridg-|
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Endorsement of the county-
wide flood contrel program has
come from the Maricopa County
Taxpayers Association.

Ralph G. Burgbacher, presi-
dent, has informed the Maricopa
{ Citizens Flood Protection Com-
imittee that the association’s
board of directors urges an af-
{ firmative vote at the March 8:
bond issue election. '

Property owners that day will
be asked to approve issuance of
$22.7 millicn in bonds as the,
county’s share of an overalt $115
million flood control program.

Contingent upon such approval
is a federal government com- !
mitment for some $43 million
for constructing dikes, dams,
channels and levees throughout
the county.

Burgbacher cited several rea- .
sens for the taxpayers associa- |
tion’s endorsement: :

1. Mariccpa County, one of the !
ration’s fastest growing, must be -
provided with comprehensive !
floed protection if it is to con-|
tinue to attract new industry and
out-of-state investment money,

2. Expendiure of the $115
million wiil be spread over a'
10-12 year period, “thus provid-
ing a welcome stimulant to the!
Valley's economic growth.” |

3. The program’s cost to real,
property owners will average !
only $5.00 per year, “less than;
a cent and a half a day.”

4. Wasteful cost of repairing
Valley flood damage. now being
being paid for by taxpayers in
the form of higher rates or
prices, will be eliminated for the
most part.

_. Taxpayer Group Endorses
Yes Vote on Flood Bonds

5. The flood control complex, !
several years in the making, is
a consensus of the best thinking -
of private engineering firms, the
county’s flood control district
and such government agencies
as the US. Army Corps of
Engineers and the Soil Conser-
vation Service.

TEMPE DAILY NEWS
Tempe '

ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPING
BUREAUS . Phoenismc

Fiood Protection
Backer To Speak
To Kiwanis,Club

Marshall HumpFrey.' repre.
senting  the Mar?copg Coi';i'
Clﬁzeps for Flood Protection
committee, will be the speak-
er at the Thursday noon meet-
ing of the Kiwanis Ciub in
the Tempe Sands, :

I.Iumphrey' a former state
legislator and presently a farm-
er and president of a cotton
oil company at Chandler, will
be urging ratification of the
more than $22 million flood
control bond issue to be vored:
&na rel;x’ 8.mal property owners
Reid Teeples is this week's
program chairman,
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President s Message

“ 4By R. G. Wallace

Tucsday, March 8, 1966, is an
important day to both the economy
of Maricopa County and to our in-
dustry. I would like to urge all of
you to make a personal effort to
encourage the taxpayers of Mari-
copa County to vote YES on the
proposed Flood Control Bond issue.

At a recent meeting of the Board
of Directors of
the Chapter, a
contract for the
construction of
our new office
building was
awarded to the
Mardian Con-
struction Co. 1
am sure that all
of you will be
interested in watching the prog-
ress of the building.

I hope that you are all aware
that the National Convention of
the AGC is to be held in Washing-
ton, D.C., on March 13 - March 17.
if you can find the time to attend,
I am sure that you would feel that
the time was well spent. I think
that if you have never attended
one of these meetings, you will be
amazed at the amount of work
done each year for the betterment
of our Industry.

To each of you that are able to
attend, I would like to ask you to
take the time to visit with our
Representatives and Senators in
Congress, and to let them know
your feelings on some of the pend-
ing labor legislation.

|
—

R. G. Wallace
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Flood Protection ¥Yote March 8

e

On March 8, 1966, voters in
Maricopa County will be asked to
approve a $22.7 million bond issue.
This money represents the Coun-
ty's participation in a 29-project
program totalling $115 million.
The balance of the money, approx-
imately $92 million, will be sup-
plied by various Federal agencies
such as the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers and the Soil Conserva-
tion Service,

Flood protection is something
people angrily demand when con-
fronted with an angry flood, but
seemingly forget about once the
rains stop, ravages are repaired,
and the sun again makes its ap-
pearance.

When rain falls suddenly, tor-

rents rush down the slopes of the
mountains ringing the Valley area,
and roar through dry river beds
and washes. Because of lack of
ground cover in open areas, there
is little to slow their onslaught.
The water may subside in a few
hours, but in that relatively short
period, damage to crops, streets,
bridges, utility installations, homes
and businesses can amount to
many millions of dollars.

Now, for the first time in the
Valley of the Sun’s history, per-
manent protection against destruc-
tive floods can become a reality
— provided an affirmative vote
is registered at the March 8th spe-
cial election.

Projects included in the over-all
flood protection program include
dikes, dams, levees, channels and
conduits. Benefits from this plan
will be countless times the actual
cost. They include:

—Permanent protection from
havoe-wreaking floods;

—Replenishment of badly de-
pleted underground water sup-
plies, wherever possible;

—Curbing of costly erosion
and conserving of valuable top-
soil;

—A healthy shot in the arm
for the economy of the County
and surrounding areas as the re-
sult of the expenditure of con-
struction funds over the next
decade. s
W. B. Barkley, Chairman of the

Maricopa County Flood Protection
Committee, states: “In addition to
protecting our health, property —
yes, even our lives — the proposed
flood control program will be the
greatest stimulus to our economy
since Arizona achieved statehood.”
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They pointed fo th;ﬁﬁggg{ |
around $221 million in personal|"
Droperty was exempt. from tax-| ﬂoog 1|1!M WITH PHOTOS
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|ty officials and.the state taxi S
Ir;t;»ﬁ’limlissmn=shuw«sdaboul: sim)
ion in exempt personal prop-{
erty is owned. by five of the
county’s higgest taxpayers. .
{Household furnifure also
was exempl:,buttheha:erggi
would have been! around 50|
cents a year.)
LOWRY SAID plans fo resub-
{mit the proposal at a later date| &
‘will be studied. He said it might
be possible to include the bond
‘issue plan on the general elec-
tion ballot next November. He|
isaid the existing district taxl
{rate of 2 cents per $100 will be}
{continued.

PHOTO FLOOD: W.B. Barkley, chairman of the Mari-
copa Citizens Flood Protection Commifiee, asks local
residents to check family albums and other sources for
photographs depicting flood scenes from previous years.
The citizens committee will use pholos for displays and
exhibits in behalf of ‘Yes’ vote at March-8 flood control

" bond election. Above, Barkley, a former speaker of the
Arizona House of Representatives, holds enlarged photo
of the Maryvale area flood of 1963 which caused an
estimated $3 million damage in 24-hour period. "W
hoping to be flooded with photographs,’” says Bark
The MCFPC headquarters are at 2933 N. Central
Phoenix.
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Thanks to Chairman W. B. Barkley of Glendale and such

We mention this in light of our own
Flood Protection Committee) program on w
'be asked to voie March 8.

Your own support is needed.

e

citizen leadership as exemplified by
C. R. Palmateer, mayor of Goodyear
Schrader, former mayor of Scotts

Chandler farmer and member
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'Urgent” Flood
Business Still

Left Undone

By KENNETH ARLINE
Garzette Staff Writer
(First of three articles)

Nearly $800000 has hee'l
speit on “flood control”
Maricopa County since 1960.

With $303,061 remaining in|
the current budgef, the total

spent in 6% years could reach:
$1,086,265 by July 1. ;

A study of the financial state- '
ments of the Maricopa Countv.
Flond Contrel District for the
past 5% years shows most of] o
the spending has been in mak-, ‘provides for two levies, ¢ne for |
jnz plans for flood contrcli ‘maintaining the district, the |
projecis and for the countywide ,cther tor paving off the honds.
$276 million bond election! According fo seme es'imates.
Mareh 8. 'the man now paving 39 cents a

RIGHTS-OF-WAY. termed: ;Opa;s ;;)nl fird the bill increased

“urgent” before the district:

was organized, have not beerl Others say it will be in-
purchased, Records showcreased fo $4.50. Siill ofhers|
money budgeted for this pur-! iclaim the amount could be
pose has been part of the year- more.

end cash balznce. | UP TO LAST Juy 1. the
While' the money has notiflood conirol districi had spent:
been voted by Congress, }ro- §701,365, Since thaf date. spend-
ponenis of the bond isste ex-'ing has totaled $81,833.15.
pect the bond money 10 he
matched with §92 millior: in {ed-.
eral.-funds during the next 13
vears.

The district's budget pmwdeq
$14,57¢ io pay workers at the!
104 pplling pi sees in the coming! @Two new vehicles rasting
clection. 1$4.660—a four-wheel drive out-

THE FLOOD conitral budge! fit (with refrigerativn and hcat-
is not a pary of the county'sier; and a sedan (with air con-’
regular bucget. Cost of meeting ditioning, heater, power steer-
the control district’s spendingiing and automatie trans.
is not reflected in.the county's mﬁsxon)

tax rate. &Three executive desks cost-
It is, however. a part of the ing $435 and three executive
tax bill paid by the property.chairs costing $186.

taxpayer. . FLOOD CONTROL in Mari-
In the current tax state-jcopa County is another name
ments, the amount of thisifor “Specia! Tax District No
special tax is 53 cents for some|29.”
taxpayers, 69 cents for manvl A statermaent on Page 147 of
andr mar? "l ;fss than these the current county budget
amaunts for' athers: points out that the board of
IT IS BASED on a rate of 2:supervisors “has no centrol
cents per $100 valuation. The cver the s,,erumg in special
2cent rate has applied eachitax disiricis.” dow'»ver the
year since the 106263 f!amlmupem»ore iy set t!"e. lax rale
year. During the %061 and theiin spe-is

'1961-62 fiscal vears the rate was
i3 cents.

The Flood Control Act of 1959
permits the control district to
levy a lax on the taxzble real
Wiproperty “to pay the expense
of administering the district and

idistriet’s ficod-control system.”

‘from flood control taxation.

IF THE BOND iscue is ap-
iproved, the ratr in Maricopa
C‘omtv is expectad (o climb to @
14.9 cents or more. The law

This brings the total spent to
'$783.202.15. Still unspent in the
ccurrent budget is $303,651.8,

Tae current budzet includes:.
@Up to $30.696 in salaries,

Loaz

maintaining and operating tt‘e,

;Perscnal property is excluded
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Sites for Flood

~|/

ﬁand Vote Told

Nine polling places in the Me- ler precincta 1, 2, 3, and 4.
sa area easl of Tempe have been | Gilbert City Hall court room -
i designated for the §22.7
eounty flood contro! bond issue . Baths precinet.

eiectinon March 8,

The polli
£27 precinets they represent, ove: |ley precinct.

Fdison School mwsic room, | Further precinet and voting in-

5 N. Horn., Mesa - for Mesa ' formation may be obtained by

54

tprecinets 10 and 15, i phoning the voter's registration
Emersun School music room, | office, 282-3301.

810 W Urniversity Dr., Mesa

for Mcea precincts 1, 3, 13. aw

14,
AMesa High School, Jackrabhi

Qt.\m 161 K. Bmad“ -ay - for Mc
!\d precingis, 2, 4, 6,

nd 17
Mesa Junior High School, mu

siv stage room, 828 E. Broac

way, for Mesa precinets §. U

112 and i§.

| Mesa Natienal Guard Armory

515 N. Centor, - for Mesa pre
cincts, 5, 7. amd 9; and Let

precinct.

Jefferson School music roen
:1‘?0 S. Jefferson St AMesa - fc
{ Apache precinct.

Chindier Junior High Schoo
191 W, Oakland St. . for Chane

million ;‘m Gilhert precinet and Desert |

N
{ Queen Creek Schoul for both|
ng places. with the IQueon Creek precinct and Hig-
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Taxpayer
Unit Urges
‘Yes’ Vote

THE MARICOPA Coun-
ty Taxpayers Association
has endorsed the county-
wide flood control program,
it was reported yesterday.

The Maricopa Citizens
Flood Protection Committee
said that Ralph G. Burg-
bacher, MCT A president,
informed the committee
ithat the association’s board of
directors 1rzes a yes vote in the
‘March & ¢72.7 million bond elec-i
!tion.

Properiy owuers are being |
asked in tic clection to ap-
_ prove the bond fonds as the
: county’s shar: ! an over-all
| $115 million §.dorsi-aid flood

control system. Viirrs will
ballot at 104 woiiinz olaces
from § 2.m. fo 7 .., clection

day. -

Burgbacher told ¢ = 3{CFPC
that the taxpayer @ iiiom
is backing the flor tr:d

| program for these :
—Maricopa County, ono o the
nation's fastest growing 1S,

needs comprehensive fiuc o |
tection to continue ailr

inew industry and out-of-st: -
ivestors.

. —~SPENDING of the $115
lion vver a 10 to 12 year pe
will provide a “welcome siii.-
lant to the Valley’s economic
growth.”
~The program will cost real
property owsners an average of

only $5 per year, or less than
1% cents a day.

~Wasteful cost of repairing
Valley flood damage, now be-
ing paid for by taxpayers in
_ the form of higher rates or
; prices, will for the most part
E be eliminated.
{ —The flood control system
‘represents a consensus of the
ibest thinking of private engi-
'peering firms, the county’s flood
|control district and such federal
agencies as the US. Army
Corps of Engineers and the Soil
Conservatinn Servire
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Flood Pletures Wanted 6“
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W. B. Barkley, chairman of Maricopa Citizens Flood Prolec-
ticn Committee, asks local residents to check family zlbums szl
other sources for photographs depicting flood scekes froin previcus
years. The committee will use the photos for displays &nd exhibiis
in bekalf of a “yes” vote at the March 8 flood control bord cleatizn.
Above, Barkiey, former speaker of the Arizona House, holis an e
larged photo of the Maryvale flood of 1863 which caused .an ecti.
mated $3 million damage in a 24-hour period. “¥We're hoping to b2
{locoded with photographs,” says Barkley. MCFPC hoadguarters o2
at 2933 N, Central Ave. )
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RegaboWe~ 2aifii
g'et;g’ Vote On F]Ilfgd ‘

Control Important
Editor, The Arizona Republic:

I'm not a land specula-
tor. 'm not independently
wealthy. The only piece of
property I own is :
and I live in the n tern
section of Phoenix. The flood
threat to my home is remote.

I mention these facts as a

reface fo stating I am whole-

eartedly in support of the
coming vote on a $22.7 mil-
lion bond authorization to
make possible a carefully
planned, comprehensive, cotn-
ty-wide system of flood pro-
tection,

IF WE TURN this proposal
down, the U.S. Army Corps
of ing will not do an-
other study for at least 10-12
years. And we must have
z‘l)cnh a smflligod before <l:onstruo-

on a control system
begins,

So this is not an ordinary
vote, in the sense that if we
reject this one, we can con-
sider a different one in the
fall and another one next
winter, and so on, until we
find one that strikes our fancy,

FURTHERMORE, the cost
from the ravages of the an-
gry waters in three average
years — by the most lLiberal
estimates — would exceed the
entire cost of the bond issue
to Maricopa County home-
OWners,

I will vote “Yes” on March

- 8 because I believe efficiency

dictates it is wiser — and
cheaper — to pay for flood
prevention rather than waste-
ful flood repairs.

FRED SCHINKEL

it

i .
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« A public debate én whether
Maricopa County needs some’
.$22,6 million worth of flood
/“control bonds will be held at.
‘£ the Downtown YMCA' Roundup'
“ Room, 350 N, 1st Ave.,, Weds

f: nesday at 8 p, m.

*  The program is being spons|
sored by the Greater Phoenix’
Land Owners Assn, Speaking
in favor of the bonds will be
Sam Tucker, former City of
Phoenix engineer and currents
Iy associated with Benham,)
Tucker and Van Lundingham'
Engineers. Opposing will be |
David C. Cox, president of the .
Home Owners Association, {

Lawrence Office, president '
of the Greater Phoenix Land
Owners Assn.; invited the public |
to aitend the meeting., Each |
speaker will talk 10 minutes

- %and will answer questions from |
the audience, ’ .

Kevoses, 2-257C¢

Flood Control
Lack Decried |

 Lack of flood protection in
Maricopa County could have an.
i adverse affect on lending pol-
" icies of out of state investors, it
was asserted yesterday.

A statement issued by the Ari-
zona Mortgage Bankers Associa-
tion advanced this possibility as-
a reason for endorsing the pro-
posed Maricopa County flood
contro! program.

County property owners will
vote March 8 on the issuing of
$22.7 million in bonds as the
county’s share of a $115 million
flood control program.

AMBA president Richard W.
Koeb said, “As representatives
of Eastern investors providing
real estate loan funds (in the
area), we feel a comprehensive
flood control program is essen-|
tial to the protection of property|
in the area.” E

Taxpayer.

Unit Urges

“Yes’ Vote
| %

THE MARICOPA Coun-
ity Taxpayers Association
‘has endorsed the county-
‘;wide flood control program,
it was reported yesterday.

| Tle Maricopa Citizens
{Flood Protection Committee
|said that Ralph G. Burg-
ibacher, MCT A president;
informed the committee
that the association’s board of
directors urges a yes vote in the
March 8 $22.7 million bond elec-'
tion. '
Property owners are being
asked in the election to ap-
prove the bond funds as the
county’s share of an over-all
$115 million federal-aid flood
control system. Voters will
'ballnt;at 104 polling places
from 6-a.m, to 7 p.m. election
s S =
i day. “ 3 - 5
1 Burgbacher told the MCFPC
| that the taxpayer association
“is backing the flood control
{ program for these reasens:
—Maricopa County, -one of the
nation’s fastest growing areas,
needs comprehensive flood pro-
tection to continue attracting
new industry and out-of-state in-
vestors.

—SPENDING of the $115 mil-
Jlion over a 10 to 12 year period
wilt provide a “‘welcome stimu-
lant to the WValley’s economic,
growth,” .

—The program will cost real
| property owners an average of
only $5 per year, or less than
1% cents a day.

—-Wastefnleostofrepfaﬁng'
Valley flood damage, now he-
ing paid for by taxpayers in
the form of higher rates or
prices, will for the most part
{ be eliminated.

—The flood control system
represents a consensus of the
best thinking of private engi-
neering firms, the county’s flood
|control district and such federal
agencies as the US. Army
Corps of Engineers and the Soil
Conservation Service. .-
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“TRUTH IS as clear as a bell,”

¢4

Can Anyone Find
More Real Beauty?

J Gilbert office motto. “'But it isn’t aiways tolled.”

|
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VOICE OF SOUTH PHOENIX

SOUTH FHORNIX

FEERUARY 13, 1966

Don Dedera

goes the current Pratt-

persists in trying 1o gain publicity for the flood

Flood Control Committee

Conducts Open Forum -
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"'qud é*“,
Speaker At
Jaycee Hall

Roger Verdugo, an ac~-
countant for Maricopa
County, will speak onbehalf
of the Maricopa Citizens
Flood Protection Committee
at a public meeting Tuesday
in South Phoenix,

The meeting is being held
at 8 p.m, Tuesday in the
South Phoenix Jaycee hall,
5206 S, Montezuma, and is
sponsored by the Jaycees,
The public is invited.

Property owners inMari-
copa County are being asked .
to go tc the polls March 8
to cast their ballots on a
proposed $22.7 million bond
issue, to be uséd for floed
protection for Maricopa .
County. )

The $22.7 milifon will fin-
ance Maricopa County's
share of the entire program
which, with addition of fede-
ral govermment construction
funds, will cost $93 million.

. The Maricopa County Flood Control Committee
will conduct an open forum meeting on Tuesday,
February 22nd at 8:00 p.m. at the South Phoenix
Jaycee Clubhouse, 5206 S. Montezuma.

Roger Verdugo, Accountant for the Maricopa

County Government will conduct the meeting.

This meeting, sponsored by the Jaycees, is open
to the public. We urge you to attend and learn more
abeut the proposed program, ‘

! fsﬁ‘cfﬁ.‘; <
i

bond election,

i He peints out there are
| directory. Also there is an
| and Lena Levee, and a Rut

« * ¥ Jﬁ"/“

' Mel Larson persists in trying to gain publicity for the flood

20 Floods in the Phoenix telephone
Erik Dam, and Irvin and Roy Dike, !
h as well as a Coy Channeli.

LR I
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Optimists Endorse
Flood Control
Package Plan

The South FPhoenix Opti-
mist Club has added its
name to the list of Phoenix
organizations wiich have
endorsed the propgsed flood
control program uport which
voters will cast their pallots
on March &.

If property owners ap-
prove a $22,7 million. bond
issue on March 8, ground
will be broken early next
year for comstruction of a
network of dikes, dams,
channels and levees
throughout the county, The
$22.7 million is the county’s
share of the $115 million
comprehensive flood control
complex,

Individuals pledging sup-
port included a South Phoe-
nix man, the Rev. George
B. Brooks. Others support-
ing the issue include Frank
Snelil, Secy. of State Wesley

H. Bolin, Dana W, Burden,
Adam Diaz, John K. Red-
field, also of South Phoenix
and Phoenix City Council-
man Dr, Morrison F, War-
ren, Jarrett Jarvis and Jack
H. Laney.

Many citizens have writ-
ten detailed letters to the
Maricopa Citizens Flood
control program, Dwaine
Sergent, president of the
Consulting Engineers Coun~
cil of Arizcna, wrote:

“Control of the river
through the metropolitan
area would allow a com-
pletely different type of land
use than now exists in the

river bottom, Once a flood
hazard is removed, thearea
has tremendous potential for
industrial and commercial
development,

“Noreover, some of the
reclaimed Salt River bot-
tom could be used for much
needed recreational facili-
ties near the center of Phoe-
nix, Also, the proposed
channel structure’s strate-
gic location would facilitate
planning of auxiliary paral-
lelthoroughfares leading to
a program of general beauti-
fication of the area and en-
hancing the value of adjac~
ent properties,”’
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Barry Goldweater
Supports Flood
Control go}gds

—r—

BARRY GOLDWATER

Stating “I know the entire
county will benefit from it,” Bar.
ry Goldwater has firmly en-
dorsed the proposed comprehen.
sive flood control program.

His endorsement came in the
form of a leiter to W. B. Barkley,
chairman of the Maricopa Cit-
izens Flood Protection Commit-
tee.

The MCFPC is spearheading
activilty in behalf of a “Yes” vote
at a March 8 special election at
which 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
available if voters give the flocd
control plan a green light,

Goldwater wrote:

“8ince the decision of the en-
gineers to reduce the width of
the Salt River channel from 2000
te 509 feot. T thiak you have’

overcome all sensible arguments
to the project and I sincerely
hope the bond election will be
sticcessful. )

“There are many advantages
to be galned from this channel
ing other than protection from
floods. For example, it would
mean bringing South Phoenix
and Phoenix that much closer
together —thus creating a more
unified city than we have tqday.

“Moreover, this channeling
would add tens of thousands of
industrial acres which would be
available to all communities
along its (the Salt River) banks.

1 use as a shining example of
this the Los Angeles River Aque-
duct which has -accomplished not
ohly flood control but the ben.
efits 7 have mentioned above.

“I think this is a start in the
right direction and I say start
because I would hope eventually
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 ben-
cfit from it.”

If an affirmative vote prevalls
March 8, county bonds will be
earmarked for acgniring neces-
sary rights of way and for main.
tenance of the flood control
structures built throughout the
county by the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers and the Soil Con-
servation Service.

Some 29 scparate projects are
included in the overall plan.
Flood control structure will con-
sist of dikes, dams, levees, chan-
nels, conduvits and. seepage pits.

Ground would be broken for
the initial phase early next year.
It ‘is estimated the complex’s
construction will take 18 to 12
years. All strudiures beconie the
county’s property upon coniple-
tiom. -
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THE DARKER orea shows sectors of Maricopa County
“which would be afforded flood protection if the county

flood protection vote is approved March 8, according
to the Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Commiltes.

EAST VALLEY

The Maricopa Citizens
Flood Proteetion Cemmit-
tee this week listed these
Gilbert areas ‘““Which would
directly benefit'”® if the
$22,700,00C county flood
control bond issue is pas-
sed March 8:

BUCKHORN - Mesa,
Retarding structures, flood-
ways designed to protect
Mesa, Gilbert, Higley, Wil-
liams Air Force Base,
Chandler, and the Pima
Indian reservation
(31,132,000}

ed to protect southeastern
Maricopa County (i,132000),

MESA, Chandler, Gilbert,
floodways. Floodway be-
tween Guadalupe and EHiot:
roads near State Hy. 87 t¢
Canal Dr. Another along
Pecos Rd. Designed to pro-
tect Chandler, west Chand-
ler, and other sections,
{$800,000) and

QUEEN CREEK Flood -
way. Project at north end of
Gila River Ingian reservg-
tion. Would be coordinated
with Chandier and other

structures on Sonoqui wa-
rarched (€090 OON +
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Barkley To
Talk Flood

g1
Bond Issue

William Barkley of Glen-
dale, who is sparkplugging
the campaign to vote bonds

_ for flood control in Mari-

K

copa County, will tell Ro-
tarians why they should
vote for the bonds at their
meeting next week. He is
speaking to the club under
the sponsorship of R. I
McIntosh, Division Mans;
er here for the Ariro .
Puhklic Service'.Co., |
nix.

ublic st

!;ll’;lOENIX GAZETTE
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Prass Cleb Plans ’
Watar Discussio-@a” ’

Water and what must be
Ql.hm tco mu_ch of it ceme(s!mtlg
tae V;‘dgy will be discussed at
& :;h,;emx Press Club forum at)
'?“j‘ b.m. Friday in Hote| West.|
ward Ho quarters, :

Speakers will ke W. B, Bark-

1?y3 chairman of the Maricepa
Citizens Flood Protection Com-

mittee, and Col. John C. Low
U.S. Army, Ret., chief eugi;exg;:
for the Maricopa Flood Control
District. They are campaigning
for passage of the county flood-
control bond issue March &

ore Aboui

Verbal © 'is Mark Flood Talks

(Continued from Fuoo ! !

former speaker of il

House of Representatives w2
statement in which Cox @ 1 e
had read in a newspare- that
Barkley was being paid ! [ a
year as chairman of t»  Lari-
copa Citizens Flood P clion
Committee.

Barkley, jumping i 5 {eet
and coming chsst to 1t with
Cox, vociferously do2 ! o the al-
legation. He deman¢! . :~at Cox

biggest problem is tco much
taxes." :

Asked if he cpposed flood con-
trol, Cox said ‘“‘no,” but then
ruled the guestioner, Somers H.
White, out of order.

He then added: “I'm opposed
to the homeowners paying for
this program.”

John C. Lowry, chief engineer
for the Marjcopa County Flood
Control District, assured the
Sunnyslope homeownars present
that the proposed fleod control
program includes protection. for

produce the newspar.” «.lipping.

The meeting was i
disputes over rules ¢f crder, in-
dividual -verba! exchanges, and
countercharges. Forty-three per-
sons attende&!,‘ including seven

olve

actively involved in_promoting
passage of the bond ‘issge. = »

IN SUMMING up his role ifi
the meeting, Cox said, “I rep-
resent the homeowners._u Their

d with! that area.

Lowry said a proposed con-
crete chanuel along the Arizona
Canal would hardle storm:
waters in Sunnyslope.

]

However, ke explained that the,

Corps of Engineers, which would

build the structures of the 29

proposed projects, has no au-

thorily to build storm sewers to
carry the water to the canal.

Acked when the City of Phoe-
nix could be expected to provide
storm sewers if the canal is con-
structed,” Graham said: ,

“IF THIS chacnel is built, the;
City of Phoenix is cempetenti,
enough to build drains running
into it.”"

- Often during tize meeting, Cex,
a dafeated” candidate: for “the!
Democratie nominzijon for gov-
emor in 1854, cut oif remarks
of .proponents of tha bord i
sue, accusing them of “fiithua-
ering.”” .




Five Promineni
\Sewe

\

and two former state
iives have been named vice-chair-

men of the Maricopa Citizens
{Flood Protection
They are:

N
| ¢ R

THE CHAND LER ARIZONU
Chandlex ‘
R LY TR

DLy
ke
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two former mayors

A mayor,
representa-

way
Marshall Humpbrey,

prominent civie
worker, mana-
ger of Vers]mis|
Ranches, presi—‘{

Cotton 0il Ca,

EE T s of the Arirona’
4 - House, 195964
. Palmiateer, mayor of
: Goodyear ~since L
" 4959 and now in  .° it
i his seventh term L
! as a member of
ithe Goodyear %
{Town Council,
| who recently re-
(;tired as an offi- g |
i cial of Goodyear }
| Farms, Litch- 1Y 1
| field Park, after ™ Hit \
‘35 years of service: i
™ Jack Williams, mayor of Phoe-|
nix in the 50's,|
veteran radio
. commentator
and station own-
er, former mem- |
. ber of county‘\

|
i
|
{ ‘
I
|
“ il  flood control ad-
‘ i visory board,
and currently
\ cheirman of the\
. Arizona Water|
| Planning Commiltee; |
| William P ‘Schrader, member
i of Scottsdale
] City Council
- (185862) and
‘mayor of that
ﬂ city (1962-84), di-
rector of United
Dairymen and
Galt River Proj-
ect, and mem-
lhar of countw

|
|

Committee. |to acquir
for the $115

Chandler |control complex proposed by the

dent of Serape lof d

and member!years.

inent County Citizens
On Flood Profection Board

|vote at the March 8 election. !
Property
be asked

issnance of $22.7 mi
e necessary rights of

residentand.ceuntyboar '
If an affirmative vote prevails,

lit will trigger some $93 million
in federal funds earmarked for

construction
1kes, dams, channels, levees| ~

iand conduits over the next 12-15

|

wweauaT, TEBTVARY (3, 1988
v jHe, Grae i)

Sup

Po

S e ol

rt Growing |

For Area Flood
Control Proposal

aAn increasing mumper of or-w

An inc 1oami - would 2'low a * j
ggglaz?;wns and individuals areferent {ype of 1&03213?3 xg)l{ v
c';ungt. v%i;trp%oﬂ for a proposed'exisis in the river bottom.” Wit‘f
ountywide flood conirol pro-ithe fiocod hazard removed th;

owners that day will |
to approve county
llion in bonds

miltion flood | government,

d of supervisors.

of a vast network

Hal F. Warner, Wickenburg
P iy oil distributor,
member of Ari- |
zona House,|
1452.56, and past |
presidcntof'l
5 Wickenburg)
Chamber ofl
Commerce, Ro-!
tary Club and
., Desecrt Cabal-i
leros. l,

w. B. Barkley, MCFPC chair-
man and a former speaker of
.the Arizona House himself, who
imade the appointments, com- .
imented: 1\

“All five of these distinguished
,citizens have an intimate knowl- |
tedge of the county’s flood con- |-
%trol needs. All five have been
Qassaciated, at one point or an- |
lother, with the extensive plan-|.
!,ning and research that went into |
Ithe comprehensive flood control
iplait at stake at the March 8!
lbond election. Collectively, they |
"‘represent every compass ikt |
|in ‘E,he cou.nty.: L

W. B. Barkley, cha igram tification
thg:dﬂood protection comit‘tegf d i ocrfegaens sral, Gesad
said supporters of the oposal’ iy ed peoperty valu
stressed the following popi;ts: -
i:lu?ou Confrol of the Salt River

gh the metropolitan area/individuals endorsing the flood

gram, officials of the Maricopa:

a f the Maricopa area would offer a “tr 5

g‘;i.;:fns Flood Proteciivn Com-'potenital for industrit}emendoua%
e sald today. 7 and com

Owners of real propert :
1 Y are: @ SO i
o ' me of the !
$§2 - l;l:i&ilu ot: g:;g ;’vriarch‘ 8 a River bottomlandrggtlz?tlimlgussilé"
issue to fi- for needed recreational facilitiesg

nance the county’s share of the pear hoenix
recommended program’s wta‘;:ne& i celiteintihost ;

co'ﬁ; estimated at $115 million.

e remaining $92.3 millionjments would be valua

would be paid b ‘ o it
paid by the federaliplannmg of auxiliary paraliel

‘mercial development.” i

© Proposed channel improve-

thoroughfares, leading to & pro-

in the area. -
Barkley said organizations and

‘control project durin
it ik Rl
| South Phoenix Optimist Ciub,
;Copsultmg Engineers Council of
{Arizona, Harquahala Associa-
:tion, East Maricopa County Im-
provement Association, Hotel
and Restaurant Employes Local
631, United Services of America
and the Greater Phoenix New
Car Dealers Association.

R:zv. George B. Brocks, Frank
Snell, Secretary of State Wesley
H. Bolin, Dr. Otto L. Bendheim,
I?_ana W. Burden, Adam Diaz
Vincent Chase, E, Ray Cowden:
Rev. Amos Didiey, John K. Red-
;ﬁeld and Phoenix eity council-
‘men Dr, Morrison F, Warren,

“iJarrett Jarvis and Jack H, Lan-

¥?
ey.

. Mrs. Norman Hurley, Rabbi
,élbert Plotkin, G. B. I}Jlichaels
'.,oseph Ralston, Lawrence Huer:
it‘a‘, Ralph H. Eaton, Ernest Fan-
‘nin, Dr. Ben P. Frissell, Eli
;quodezky, ~John F. Sullivan,
Mildred May, Richard B. Walsh
.and Fred H. Knowles.

. _Edward V. (Ted) O'M

‘Kemper Marley, former Ph%lel:}i’z;
‘Mavor Sam Mardian Jr., Robert
§“- McGee, Rep. John C, Pritz-
.iﬁf}uf g Qul&?egeaux, C. Ray
i , Paul Fred
‘Rosenfeld S; e

| Lawson V. Smith, Mrs. Charles
g ('farland, Dean Stanley, William
iC. Turner, Dr, Clarence C. Sals-
‘bury, J. Lester Shaffer, Wilbur
:Asbury, Samuel J. Reich, Har-
vey IMatt, Gordon Marshall
Harry Smith sz2 Wade L.,

Hummban
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Phoenix

Water Rolls

Down

o g
Water swirled down the Salt River bed again today and will
resch Phoenix sometime tomorrow afternoon, officials said.

" One street crossing was closed today and another will be

closed tomorrow or Monday.

. The Salt River Project released water from Stewart Mountain
Dami to Granite Reef Diversion Dam today. Those 400-cubic-feet-
pér-second waters were joined at Granite Reef by another 209
cubic feet per second from Bartlett Dam. The combined flow
then was routed downstream toward Phoenix.

- #ALL INDICATIONS are that

River

there will be a flow to some

extent through the channel at
jeast through May,” depending
on watershed runoff and rain-
falt conditions, a project spokes-
man said.

An SRP spokesman said the
new flow will be a trickle com-
pared with last month’s flood.

The Seventh Street river
crossing was closed at 9 a.m.
today, well before the water
hit, so temporary culverts coqld
he salvaged, Norm Barnelt, city
traffic engineer supervisor, said.
Seventh Avenue will be closed
at the river tomorrow or Mon-
day, he said, depending upon

" All other crossings will re-
main open.

The project spokesman said
the five-day forecast in the
watershed north of the city
was for cold, partly cloudy
weather with occasional snow
flurries and temperatures aver-
aging 10 degrees below nor-
mal. The colder it stays, the
less water will have to be ¢i-
verted. SRP is aiming for
200,000 acre-feet of unfilled
capacity, and the figure was
202,304 acre feet late this morn-

the rate of flow.

ing.

THE FLOW DOWN the river
.was 75,000 cubic feet per sec-

.ond at the height of the recent|

%ﬂood and 14,060 cubic feet per
:second just before the dry-up

that started five weeks ago.

l SRP said the diversion prob-
ably will continue intermittent-
ly for “another few months.”

. The Weather Bureau today
lpredicted sun and “increased

i di witht : :
e claiius. wa‘[rT:yr .|House speaker, ‘for saying he

gy

gstatement and challenged Coz

IN TUCBON, a Hood threat
existed aleng the Rilito River
‘as snow depths in nearby meun-
‘tuins measured 178 inches, the
.Associated Press reported. -

! US. Geological Survey -offi-
lcials said warmer weather
could cause a rapid sncw melt,
hiking chances of fiooding. -

The Rillito and Santa Cruz
rivers were under constant|’
checking today. Floodwaters
ripped out more than a mile
of Tucsen sewer lines in De-
cember.

THERE’S PLENTY of water|
in Arizona today, but none of|.
it could cool off & fiery raeeting|
in Sunnyslope last night. A
meeting at Desert View School,
sponsored by Arizona Homeown-
ers Association, erupled into a|:
verbal batile between Mayor
Milton Graham and David C.|
Cox, association president, over
then_March 8 vote on the $22.7
million proposed county flood
conirol bonds. :

“You're the rudest master of
ceremonies Yve ever had the
displeasure of being on the
same program with,” -Graham
told Cox. Graham later spoly-

i Cox: 2 ized -to

%: ?lgkleﬁr, former Arizonal

R I G e g

=

COR Ty

—

s S
L SRSV A St 5 g s B B i

BARKLXY DENIED the

LTy

to preduce the article. i
oirty-{hree pizsops, €aven- oy}

them, acttve T promoting fhe

b+
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,~. ﬁood Talks
Drowned by
Verhal Tiffs

By CLYDE MURRAY

SUNNYSLOPE, no stranger to,
flooding, last night was the
scene of stormy verbal ex-
changes on the subject. '

FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 19&d

The occasion was a meeting in
Desert View School, sponsored
by the Arizona Homeowners As-
sociation, to discuss the March
8 special election on a proposed
$22.7 million county bond issue
to help build a countywide flood
control system.

Before the two-hour session
was over, Mayor Graham had:
proclaimed: : |

“I'VE NEVER seen a meet-|
ing run quite like this one.”

The mayor later addressed
:David C. Cox, president of the
thomeowners association, which
is opposing the bond issue, in
this manner:

“For goodness sake, you're
the rudest master of ceremonies
I've ever had the displeasure of
ibeing on the same program
‘with.”

The mayor later apologized to
Cox for another disparaging
statement he made about the
conduct of the meeting, and
‘they clasped hands.

COX, ON the other hand,
apologized to W. B, Barkley,

' (Continued on Page 24, Col. 1)

i

{were presented,”

Flood Control Bond Issue -
Would Cut Taxable Land

More than one-fifth of Mari-
copa County's taxable property
will be exempt from assess-
ment if the proposed flood con-
trol bond issue is approved by
property owners next month, it
was revealed today.

The county’s assessed valua-
tion is $987,224,520. The law
says that from this tital
personal property assessed at
more than $221 million shall be
excluded from taxation in the
flood control district. The law
was- enacted in 1959 by the
state legislature.

WHY WAS personal property
ruled exempt?

County spokesmen offer dif-
ferent reasons.

“It could have resulted from
an honest mistake, a misinter-

pretation of the facts as they
said Jane

'Greer, legal counsel for the

board of supervisors. “It’s pos-

(sible that the legislature may

have intended to include per-
sonal property in the same tax-
able class as real property.”

Other sources, close to action
of the legislature, feel that a
strong lobby may have paved
the way for limiting the tax to
real estate and improvements.

A TAX EXPERT. explained
that elimination of personal
property from the tax roll

causes a shift in the tax load.

For example, the county’s five
biggest property owners would

cause of this exemption under
the flood control proposal, which
will be up for approval March
8. -The average. homeowner
would save the assessment on
his household furnishings which
are valued for tax purposes at
one-tenth of the assessed value
of his home. The personal prop-
erty assessment against major
taxpayers such as railroads and
utilities is said to run from 10
to 40 per cent of the appraised
value of their land and improve-
ments.

However, elimivation of as-

sessments on personal property

and improvements must go
higher to raise the money
needed for flood control works.
Therefore, the tax expert point-
ed out, there iz no actual sav-
ings — for the same amount
of money must be raised re-
gardless of the tax base — but
there would be a shiff in the
tax burden.

. SPONSORS predict that the
flood control bond issue, if
approved, would result in a spe-
cial assessment of 15 cents per
$100 valuation,

Houses are assessed ai 25 per
cent of their actual value.
Hence the tax on a $15,000
home assessed at $3,750 would
be $5.63 per year.

The five largest property
owners with big stakes in the
proposed countywide flood pro-

save abou_t'$230,009 a year be-"bection __program, account for

meansthatthetaxrateonland"‘zs

around 70 per cent of the $221.4
million in personal property ex-
empt from {axes.

The top five and the asseda
valuations of exemp}. | :?l.l
property include: 3

® Public Service Co. of k.rl
zona — $57,933,685. .

9 Mt. States Telephone
$67,251,345, .

" o Southern Pacific R.al!nw
—$13,031,058.

® El Paso Natural Gas Co.—~
$8,856,005, -

© Santa Fe Railroad—$4,711,-

Corm

OTHER MAJOR categories of
fax-exempt personal property
include:

® Household fur n ishings —
$44,983,470.

® All industrigl planig (o%-
cept mining and saw mill) —
$33,001,215.

@ Business furniture sad fix-
hires—$18,456,895,

® Farm machinery — 43,123,
815.

® Irrigatica pumping wnits—

$2,604,536. ‘

'@ Cattle in feed lots—$1 878~

275.
® Dairy cows—$1,061,350.

Also exempt in the Maricopa
County Flood Control Distriet
are inventories of stock owned:
by retailers ($3559.070) &nd

manufacturers ($28,273,223), .





