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11 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 X Maricopa County's Taxable Property, Exempt, Proposed County Flood Control Bond Issue, Taxation, Flood Control District,
Land 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, EI 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 X 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 X 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 X Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Marshall Humphrey, Chandler, Manager Versluis Ranches, President, Serape
Protection Board (& Pictures) 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 X Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, Bond Issue, W.B. Barkley, Salt River, Flood Hazard Removal, Industrial and
Proposal Commercial Development, Recreation Facilities, List of Organizations and Individuals Endorsing

78 February 16, 1966 Press Club Plans Water Discussion X 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

r- r-. n, n' n r, ~

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. Mcintosh, 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 I March 3, 19661City Would Gain Flood Protection XI 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

45

46

47

48

49

March 3, 19661Voting is Tuesday On Bond Issue

March 3, 19661Facts Still Missing on Flood Control Bond Issue

March 3, 19661Sunnyslope C.C. Urges 'Yes' Flood Control
Vote

March 3, 19661 Flood Control Future Up to Voters Tuesday 
Issue to be Debated at Maryvale Meeting

March 3, 19661 Flood Bonds Okayed

March 3, 19661Maryvale Flood Claims Hit

XIWickenburg, 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

XICol. 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

XI 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

XI 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 Association, 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-GlendaleAreas, 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

XI 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

XICol. 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 X Maricopa County Flood Control Bond Issue, Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection Committee, County Arrive At, $22.7 Million

Flood Project Questions 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 II, 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, 91 st 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X Corps of Engineers, Maricopa County Flood Protection Project, Congress, Federal Law, Ration Benefit, Maricopa County, Five
Costs 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 X Corps of Engineers, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Congress Approved Project, Jerome Evanson's Concern, Mr. Cox,
Will Exceed Project Costs 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! X 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 X 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 X Nearly a Third, Flood Control Bond Issue, Mesa Area, Maricopa County Flood Protection Committee, Orme Dam, Buckhorn-
Funds Tagged For Mesa Areas 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. Soil
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 X Political Leaders, Urging, Affirmative Vote, Flood Control Bond Election, U.S. Senator Paul Fannin, W.B. Barkley, Chairman
Bonds 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X 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 X Wickenburg, Rejected, Maricopa County, Flood Relief Bond Issue

Page 7
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Year. • •0 - Title of Newspaper Article X KeyWords
15 March 10, 1966 Voters Rebel; Reject Bonds X 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

3 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

6 March 11, 1966 Short Memories X 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

8 March 11, 1966 Those Unholy Bonds X Maricopa County, No to Recommended Bond Issue, Safe, Flooding, Property, Expensive Repairs, Bonds
9 March 11, 1966 Flood Plans Whipped X 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

7 March 12, 1966 Cactus Pete Sez: X County Flood Control Bonds, Washed Out, Flood of Ballots, Water Down the Salt
2 March 14, 1966 Politics and People - State Bond Attempt X Maricopa County Taxpayers, Voted Down, Flood Control Bond Program, Arizona Voters, Maricopa County Proposal, Spending,

Unlikely This Year (& Picture) Without Limit, Flood Control Program, State Government, Legislature, Increased Demand, Alternative, Revenue Bonds, Tax
Money

5 March 14, 1966 Flood Zone Laws Here Suggested X 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

1 March 16, 1966 Maricopa County Flood Bond Defeat X 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

4 June 15, 1966 Why They Voted 'No' X 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
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~~~-- 2801 W. Durango

- Phoenix, AZ 85009
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BUREAU - Phoenix

Maricopa County Flood Bond Defeat
Last week's 3-to-l 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-l 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 w~ a red-hot yarn that Gov.
Goddard had recommended this procedure to the Sen
ate appropriations committee. Reporters.. in attempting I
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 part, 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 >.-ould 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.



HILL

PHOENIX GAZETTE
Phoenix

ARIZONA PRESS COP NC':
BUREAU - Pho

~l palj'~.~

Maricopa County lUll...
down a $22.6 million ..~..~lt'~'''j
ing program probab
vestige of lingering
capital outlay dilemnm
any immediate att
to the electG
rate. The ap
parent pub lie
mood at this
time is to re
i e c t bonding
except In some
local areas
such as school
districts.

There was no
resemblance be
tween the $100
million bonding
plan defeated
by Arizona vot
ers last year
and the Maricopa County pro
$lOD million program, as it app
the ballot, was a wide-open invi
spending virtually without limit
unspecified purposes. The flood f»ntrol
program was confined to Maricopa Coun
ty. It called for a definil amount of
money and a plan of spenc g, complex
and doubtless misundersti in many
"artieulars, in one genera. area of en

aVOf. In both elections there were
arge8 of misrepresentation of facts.

!!Overnment Is now grappling
Legislature with a cballenge

meet increased demands
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Nogales
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•

''left field" with ree-
e 75% to 25% DEFEAT

••

a
11 gro wln;K ai~nS:l

or bad. so bunding'pJ:Op~~

be plenty good.

That we were out
ommendation is .shown 
of the proposal of Marc h

1l.vea so, we die bar

Armed with many
in question, there is one
propoSal hf engineers, man! & I;;o,n..n~ j,~;p~~!Jti.~
was a GOOD proposal, w

We present it below, th

TEMPE DAILY NEWS
Tempe

ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPING
BU~U - Phoenix

Qtn:STION: Why is a d
Maricopa County so vitally i
flood control system?

ANSWER: Maricopa usually
than ten inches of rain a year
heavy or sustained, as it so often
water r'Usli down t
mountains and flood

Because of lack
little can be done teo I .
tive floods. A hn
wreaking floods wI
tunate national pu
came to an end.

Damage I
some estimates as
physical damage, Cl'
ment, loss of sales. eml!'rc~mt'y

etc.
Even in years where only .....n....... occur.

property and related damage av,cu"llgl~s.iJi~iDdNINE
o MILLION DOLLARS pel' annum!

~wa~ i
ArizOna l

, which soared to. $1.771
~n the hundred last 'year,/I
18 expected to be increased
this year _. possibly over'
Ite $2.00 mark as there is·

dt!m8nd for more state
nding.

All of this makes pro
rty taxpayers war yl

bout bond issue Proposals J

.d ~his apparently causedl
arlcopa County voters 1lo~

ide to take a chance on
. ood damage rather than
voting for expensive con'~

'hro18.



PHOENIX GAZETTE
Phoenix

I
Ctl P ',Ie Sez:

jority of the voters
additional 93 millions from

MBLtiJ:l.Opa
r.e1~.e~ tIl.""titiit·,l6r theDNAPOIiJe.,d 22.7 millions

n used to oonstruct
idges, conduits and

ARIZONA PRESS CUPPING
BUREAU - Pho~Jlix

MESA DAILY TRIBUNE
Mesa

lers:
Look:- II' load bonds ar~ not to your

lildng. You.,might even say the proposition was wash
ed Qut by a: flood of ballots. It's so much water down
the Salt, of course, but we're sure that at some future
date, maybe 50 years from now, residents will be
wondering why the heck something wasn't done about
the situation sooner,

ARIZONA PRES. 'PING
MJREAU - Phon

ARIZONA TRIBUNE
Phoenix

t
oth r mAt~I".li~l4!l

AI
wou
federal iun t e that an adequate flood control
system could be established.

The raging waters of Dec. 31, 1965, were too
easily forgotten, however, no voter can be certain
that a repeat performance will not occur before
another season rolls past.

·Zone
ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPING

BUREAU - Phoenix

"MARl II
adopted zCl'nln;g~.JJiIW5-~ll 1l10i
regard to fJ
report porn
suggests:

"Flood-plam - I
be adopted - ~
cause such lull uld in \,
the interest of pi: moting heaith, I
safety and general welfare." I

The authors emphasize that:
"flood-plain management in-I'
volves controlling the use of the
flood plain b:v ii' kI ~cal
measures." ,

"Regulation 01 subdivisions i
provides one ot the most im
mediately effective means ofl
reducing flood damages in gen
erally underdeveloped areas,"
the report notes.

IT Si- -GES'!'!2 "I ''i!S and
counties oceed early and
rapidly ablish regulations"
to avoid log hampered later,
by "11 nforming existing
uses."

Potential builders could be'
alerted through the placing of
warning signs on the flood-plain
and by "the entering of flqod
hazard information on the
county land-title record rl 'each
parcel subject to flooding." ,

The report, dealing mainly,
with a flood-plain study in the ~

Wickenburg area, was released
by John C. Lowry, chief engi•.
neer and general manager for
the Maricopa County Food Con- :
trol District.

----~---::=--',,....,..,- -
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Unholy 80 ds
Three vot . ur - (at least those in

Maricopa cou _ bot red to vote Tuesday)
- said NO, N. to the rEcommended bond issue
that m~ght hav IJ1.Q e safe fl'Offi flooding most of our
property, and ftr..ru<I'mt ensive "repairs" after
flood damage.

The people ha t.
At -least, SOME of them spoke. Most didn't.
And, what appeattd to city leaders to be a

sensible () t own to defeat.
We SUlI matter will come before us

apin. An a e election process will be
repeated.

i
_rol of Skunk Creek might dump,
large amounts of "alien water"'~

into the New River, pOsing ar
flood threat to the Peoria are~.

The Peoria Town Counell .pass
a resolution asking the authort
to clear up what was to be do ll. t
• protect the Peoria-Sun Cil !
lhstriet, but no adequate rep) ~

was given.
Fa ssage of th ebond issue would

have authorized the Maricopa
Flood Control District to issue
the bonds. The money -would have
been used mostly for rights of
way for projects that would have
been built by tlIe U. S. Army
Corps of Engineers, and the
Bureau of Reclamation. Federal
money was not available without
local bond funds to pay for cer
tain portion of the program•

PEORIA TIMES
Peoria

ARIZONA PRESSCLIPPINC
BUp.EAU - Phoenix

to 13.
rea property

rest of the'(\ ty
dtlHlLl.l1jr·the proposal of coun

ty fhews who 5OO'gbt to issue
bo ds to provide Maricopa Coun
ty'll' share of a ;,11 S IIIl11lOn proj
ect.

Other are:::f- wnl!:t, r.ejected
the bond issue sharply were
Maryvale where voters were 4
to 1 against till! proposals, the
West ide, including Avondale,
Goodyear nd Tolleson where the
percpm'~,(~ was even higher, and
the Glendale area.

Peoria's representative on the
flood control board, O. R. Reck
er, had warned the people of the
.!rea ~at PEe~~~_~ for con~

u sort of

••
Drd "bonds" that terrifies.
ng, sensibly used is oth sen-

!tm
Too b

sible and_p,r~u~tJ~

When your home on "tick,"
bond.

Now ven trailer homes can be pureha.:;ed on
ten-year plans; and home improvements spread over
five to seven years. .

What was asked Tuesday was improvement of
every inch of property in the county . . (at the
cost of a single cigarette a day) .. but the answer
~till turned out: NO, NO, NO!

Pity the fellows who want to build a civic center
in Tempe.

Or finance colleges and Wliversities.
TON suspicions most voters didn't know what

they were voting on, and cared less.
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Phoenix
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posal." ~venson ~idt '-tlut ~

daUy paper~ refused to publiclze
it and officials disregarded it." '.

"Whether or not the taxpayers
teel they w3.nt nood protection
can only be determined when they
hav~ been given all the infor•
••,......'.. Based on this premise,

gested that the communi.
volved, if they feel this

~E :t is satisfactoryt make
~!lensive or ~rm f

l1t!lf1nlllYu In ill s: ere it '.

P
t

d
sUch. '!'ber wer t\Q sen
wWl an approved compren
prograll and without :l
formation as the cost o.
ing storm drains they had J.
alternative and had to vote noJI

Evenson. in th~,same state·
ment, challenged the flood coli
trol officers and the Maricopl.·..thQ~'a
Citizens' Flood ProtecUon C< m.
mittee regarding statements th
had made in"which they a
leged that no alternative sugges-

;1 tions had -been made to aleviate
. nood conditions.

"1 made an alternate pro-
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oss
. 14'
I lIy CLYDE A. MuRRAy
" MANY Maricopa County
political leaders and public
,office holders' yesterday_
!SIaid Jeneral- fear of
i t taxes was the
jp m reason for the de-
If -\IJ.:lsday's flood con-
it II P:oposal.

I.E ARE a,fr aid of
d :elared Glendale May

r tocklond in assessing
l np Ilf fhP election. I

I

~Litl"j~n he and the-Glendale'
City {:vulIcil endorsed the bond
proposal, he said, "T can't say
j'm llllrprised lit the outcome."

8;0' 1;1 ,lId expressed more sur
prise iH tile defe~t of the pro- r'
·,!)0S81 in 'rempe, than in his o..yn
Glendal:: Included in the pro-
um was a high priority sYs-,
~m of levees fol' thP. Salt Rivp.r'\
Ilt 'femne.

Count}· oHiciaL" i.1CJ'C('O that
,~e flood colltrol district will
continue operating with its pres
ent staff of seven, and with the
funds available from a special
kent flood control levy.
• - .( .. -. _.-"'!"---:---::-:--

.zona House of Represen· est idea' if proponents of the
said a lack or under· bond proposal will campaign to

--'-"It_...._m about thE. I':' emption of get ·the state legislature to re-
nr!l~Bl. n property trom rIood turn personal property to floodl

.. ~LUra:'''''''''!j(l1 district aS~S8ments ap- control district assessments.
III had conSlderable bear- "8 Itln", that might be

Ut DUtcome of the elee- tti n- trol b dpu Q con on
, . ,wort sidering," he said, is

plk dido t I"e-: prop 0 voters at II ,reneral
that eoWD-ior p 'l election.
cenl ersonaI,

exemptIon"
said he "hasn't I I

w.
(}f t.he :I'll
Protection
spent more t
ated funds tc
prono.qal sllid

"l I'new .~nel1 l took this job
(as com mit tee chairman),:
bonds and '-axes are not the_
most pllpular thing. What's go-:
inll: to !happen now. T don't:
know."

'\aridey, (onner ~~a~~r. ~!~
.' ':'

.../.



Glendale Ave., Glendale. "The
election was too rushed; we
weren't given enough" time to
think,"

Earl Hazzard, 6226 W. Mary
.land, Glendale, said, "I voted
against it because they hadn't
spelled out the project clearly
enough.

"I think if they sharpened
their pencils a ntUe' bit some
of these bond issues· might
pass,"
.h..-~_""",_" .......-..-__.__~

tre alerted to the possibility
of evacuating our home. The

Inger is bere, and we saw
Ilie proposal as a means of

'ing Olli' •. she

said Mrs. lona Gamble of 435
S. Stewart, Mesa. She arrived
from Iowa too late to register, .
but favored the bond issue.
"I'm surprised .that we have
;1C! l.:lrm sewers here to han

liooding, and apparenUy
I don't want them."

SOME thought the is
I being forced on them.

uld like to know more
T IilLmg results shocked-the project," said Mrs.

..~.~~;. "I can't ..~_e~v.e. it.:' ~~~. Ballinger, 5753 W.

"{ JUST didn't think about
it Flooding doesn't :Ufect
me."

"I was too sick with the .au
bug to get' out (If the house
and vote."

"Taxes arro too hi
is without addilill mt

For !hos
voted in favor
the consensus of '~~"-'~1"""
"We need floOd
it's time we had

~

behind
iming de
llood COD

'trol bond I ~ sum
med up as Apath~. II'! "Bull"
lind Cash.

.:\. telephone .mrvey of pro
erty owners conducted by The
Arizona I:,tlpublic yesterday
showed those to 1)e' the key'
reasons why the $22.7 million
proposal failed by d margin
of 3-to:-l.

A consensus t>f those rea
sons:

HE TIlrOlJ:GJfT of increased
Helmer T.

Bangs, 8 retiree resident of
11809 Capri Drive, Sun"~J1Y.,
to vote against the measure.
"The taxes on my bome were
increased $20 last year," be
said; "An increased tax rate
is just somethillf{ r don't
need."

Mrs. Dorothy :Bayer of 8425
E.. San Miguel, Scottsdale,
gave this opinion: "Asking for
flood control at the taxpay
ers' expense is just furthering
the injustice. caused by the
Salt River Project. They al
ready hav.. enou~h nf flur
money."

A no vote also was cast by
Mrs. Richard W. Hart, 8538 E.
Orange 'Blossom, Scottsdale.
"I just felt the issue was not
clear enough. If they deepen
the channel .• might t a k e
care of our prpblem. We don't
have too inan~' floodS out
bere, anyway."

.'''iRS. F ran k P. Bigelow, !
1908 N. Le Baron, Me!;a, lives I
n~ the river. "We're close'

. (!nough to realize the danger,"
Mrs. Clara Beauchamp 01 me said. "Last December we

115 W. Indian School, Scotts-
dale, thinks otherwise of fed- \'
eral funds. "We don't have to I
accept an this help fr~m the
government. Anel ilaven't
bad too many .,~: II 1,· 1l00ds.
H they'd clean ril(~ fl\\:l' bed
we wouldn't t~:\/r 1111\ itlood·
ing) problem."

Mr. and. Mrs. Danny L.
Hamm, 1631 W. PepP,jr,
Mesa. both favored the pro
posal. "We're going to pay
for flooding .one way or an
other. either throl1~ dama~e

lo roads and propertv or for
flood control." said Mrs. I

Hamill. "I can't understand
why it didn't Pll!\!\"

OWEN L. Kellerman of 1520 j
N. Sunset. Tempe. didn't vote.
"T bad planned to vote in
favor of it rillht up until the
end, but chan~ed my mind
because advertisint{ so bland-
lv favored U without giving;.
facts." I

. ,.
Sam Duncan, 2206 E. Wel-"

don, voted against the issue.
"Taxes are out' of proportion
now. I can't afford an~'

more."

MRS. L.. d
E. 14th St., "':'eml ,wla n"
RepUblic she did n t vote be
cause of illness." t I would

I have voted. in fav rof it. The
: federal funds a available
I and we should have taken' ad-

vantage of them. We're cut
ing off our noses to spite our
faces."

\RIZONA PRESS CLIPPING
BUREAU - Phoenix

!\RlZONA REPUBUC
Phoenix
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y residents
"·I.·";;;'~"'··I ths ,of them

.' to finance'
I lod control
'ously been

,S1!ll"m::~ conclusions

he qualified
ousthat the·
on ,a small
nty gone to

ve failed.
,of "federal
!' politicians .

paid no'at
4sed locally

Washing-
pud control' bond

that it carries
hail the voters'
3hingtOn a~a

I.program was
~,"'''''~.l,,!il of projeCts

cOi~IP.1.kn1,l&J appropria-
tribute its

date ,plest form,
the D it h c!' owner of "
R $15,Ooil h<un .' :!O a year to"
protect hisprClpe ....~ u. ugers of floods.

The answer 0 stion was "No." Even in
districts wher_ It of homes have' suffered,
flood damage nth few,years, the bond iSSue
was voted down. A ently' the people of Mari-
copa County (A) are ite willing to. meet the costs'
of "normal" floodin and (B) don't believe' this
desert will ever be hi >y,a really disas~rous flO<?d.
We think Decision A within the right and com
petence of the voters, but we also think that guess
B is just as wrong as it can be. Unle 11 story has
lost all validity, the "big flood will eone of
these days and an Unprepared Marl a' County'
will pay the price. '

While the county, supervisors and e army, en"
gineers 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 goveniment entity. which
has· designs on the taxpayers' dollar.- We could be
much- closer to a taxpayers' revolt than most ob
servers think. Until some sort of tax equalization
is achieved through the state-wide property as~

sessinerit study now under way. any politician who
expects to boost current property taxes' had' better
find a cyclone cell~ tohide,~. '

--~~~~~

)
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Wickenburg
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Voters lIere
ct Bonds

al propit;J~wners of
I kenburg rejected the

osed Maricopa County
I million dollar flood reo

bond issue by a vote of
T bond' issue

SOlbU\ ,"y. vide
1 margin.
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,rs looked at the facts,
Tuesday went out and

ood control bond issue.
d, the vote was 36,003
'eek'vote was in but. not

nao nOl <J rrived at press time

Maricopi:l. Cou
heard arguments
soundly defeated th

With 102 of I
against and 12,526 fo t_
tallied and the vote from
yesterday.

"I'm disappointed at the decision of the,peoFk." stated Col.
John Lwory, chief engineer and general manager of the district.
''1 think they made a mistake. But it's their decision and their right
as free American citizens.

"But 21 per cent voting doesn't mean it Cl},ll,Jt be brought up
again in the future," he added.

Some of the strongest oppos~ property in the coom:y. exceptIconstructi on uf <, new Mar:\';'
tion to the bond came from area that whlch 15 exempt. cop:! County Hospital. Haggl1ng
that they in tbe past suffered "In making this dec15k W~ on the, part of hQ~d members
from flood damage. The Mary. would advise that you carel'" ) I!Cd.to dqlay after delay and the
vale-Glendale and Swmyslope note. how much property Will Ionstruction date for the hOSe
areas voted a majority against exempt ,from tbis tax. Wher I as well as its future "it,!

the bond. lll-rge block of property is ex. I U undetermined.
"I think a lot of people were empt, the tax share it ~epre. ' •• ,IS has nothing to do witb

led to believe there would be sents will have to be paid by the "ospital," Lowry said. "1
,no benefits, just taxes," he that wlllch ,is not eKempt. ,l don't have anything to do with
said. question ,to wtlich,we have been the Jtospital. A committee re-

Lowry said he talked to tire givep no al}Swer!is why were comroended the papago Park
A.rmy Corps of Engineers yes- tions in tlte legislation that made site as the best location at the
terday morning and "they told this bond election possible. least expenditure of the tax.
me there would be nonewtlood "It severely tests one's payers money. It's the 1n!luen.
studies until people put the confidence to flU'ther no::e that Ual people of the CityofPhoeo
money on the barrelheado Why representatives of those inter. nix who have blocked it."
should theyspend a lot at money ests which will have l.arge Another tactor considered
for a study 01 IilUCh a protection flood bond tax exemptions have important in thE' de·feat of the
'plan and have the people <;:ly we contributed heavily to the bond ,IIa,' tbo> mIStrust by the
don't want it?" he ..edo billboard and advertlsing cam· voters of the wanner in which

"71"':' (Army Corps ,EO. paign aimed at obtaining a they would 1: t
g1neer~': ~ven't complelL'Yj the 'Yes' vote." "The· pe against
Mary, .• ' • Glendale stU<l" ~''!!t Lowry ar;>I.!/Hl that ~'hi$tory it simply .! would
and t~.)' won't now. Why Shlluld repeats'iiseli - floods repeat Ir~e their taxes," 'LoWry said.
they complete it when the people themselves-ana 'he people "Tney didn't ;;oll8ider the
don't wart the protection." who voted no will rue the day. benefits."

One. of the prominent issues I would if I voted no and two or ~ ".lthoul!'/] rhe federal govern.
effecting the voting public was three years from now my home J.. .! (.,pected to vote th-
believed to be giganUcpersonal was flooded." $93 million for the program,
property taxes exemJted from The $122 million flood con. there was no certainty that
public utilities and railroads. trol project-93 million sup. it would be foreorning. With

"1 don't think this had any. pIled by the' federal govern. increased expenditlU'es to fi.
thing at allto do with it," Lowry ment-would have proVided the nance the war in Vietnam and
said. "We operate under state county with a series of canals many economy cuts slated, real
law. The personal property and dikes to relief flood probo property owners could not be
was exempted by the leglsla- lems. positively assured that the
ture in 1959. Why didn't some- It would. not have prevented money would be voted dlU'ing
body say something then?" flooding of the Salt River or 'the next session of Congress.

In a front page editoriallast
l

flooding due to cloUdblU'sts, a~ Pressure tactics in the ado
week, the Phoenix American though, Lowry said, it would vert15ing program sponsored
stated: have alleVIated damage .from by the Maricopa Citizens Flood

"This week the issue is flood the latter because of the sur. Protection Committee ape
control. The voters of Mari. face level canal system and a parently had the opposite effect.
copa County are being asked to storm drainage system being lnstead of scaring the voters,
allow the flood control district constructed by the city. . they only prompted them to
to levy a tax on the real prop. The entire project would have examine the issues withgrealo
erty to pay oft bonds that will taken 12 to 15 years to com. er interest.
be sold to partially finance t~ plete. Although only 21 per cent of
project. The question we think Another factor believed to the eligible voters cast their
the voters should ask is whether have contributed to the negative b.allot, the decisive three-to
or not this plan offers sufficient vote was the Maricopa County one majority against indl.
benefits to warrant an addition Board of SUpervisors inability cated that the program as pre.
to their property tax bills. The to act on a voters mandate! sented was unacceptable to the
bonds. in effect, will beanaddl. In 1961 voters approved a taxpaying property owners I)f
tional mortgage against 'the $~O.5 million bond issue for Maricopa County.
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r-The flood control official saId
"certain refinements" would be
made before the proposal is of-!
fered again.

One observer pdinted out that
"the property owner doesn't
often have any control over tax
increases. The bond issue pro

:posal offered a chance to say
~·'no'."
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Maricopa County voter~ slapped 0.0
control bond proposal, vir w'llly all an
in rejecting the plan.

the basis. of tabulations from 103 of ·the 104 polli
were defeated by a 3-1 marg "The latest

~. IS and 36,070 no.

FUNDS had beeD In-/. . li h d
1 ~ to buy rights of way and gxvmg a s ~ t e ~e ~~

her local expenses iri a were Arcadia-Hopl-Kh
H m"Ilion countywide flood I Century-st. Barna~8Ii

program. The federal a!1 d Honda·Paradise·Sr~lJldallell·
ment waH expected to HIgh, 148-108.

n d about $93 million for. SUCH AREAS as
'''trn..tn1ntion of dams flood- and Sunnyslope, P' I

dikes and other sh-uctures which have been SIlIHt'(,!i~
I: I 1n-I5-year j>erioct flooding in recent y I.

IIi I
down the project.

the 103 po ng paces
l~d, only three favored the Most emp~tic rejll.-tIFtltl ,
Is. All were in the ScottsdaIelan 8-~ mar~n - ca, I

, and the margin was slight. IB~lleVlew-Edison--Ga) {]
Bend still was unreported. Ic~ncts, near the cent (If

IDlX, where the vote I.
. other areas, the proposal against and in the ~ (11

~as cni~hed by margins rang-:Valley-Sahuar~Shaw ul ii' _
lDg as high as 8 to 1. I' cincts, where the bonds were.

JOHN C. LOWRY, chief ~n. crushed, 512-67.
gineer and general manager of' 1"wr. westside areas turned!
the Maricopa County Flood Con-;dowil the bonds by 7-1 margins:
trol District, was quoted as say-!-Maryvale-Luke precincts; 694-.
ing, "People in favor just didn't 100, and the Brown-Cartwrlght-:
take time to vote." Coo precincts, 417-48.

Defeat of the bond issue came YOUNGTOWN voted 714-290
despite efforts of ,; citizens' against the bonds, with Sun City~
committee 'organized to support balloting 571-301 against.
!t through publicity,. advertis- Typical of the southside vob
mg and a speakers bur~au. was the count from Rio Vista~
there..had ~een' no orgamzed Roosevelt-South Mountain Hig!;
QPPoslbon to the proposal. precincts-a 5-1 rejection in l

The Scottsdale area precincts 417-76 vote. .
".0:'" .
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Editor, The Arizona l:ublic: Glendale area have had very made an unsuccessful run for '
Flood protection benefits will 8ubstantial and serious floods Governor and two years later

be far greater than their from cloudbursts in recent an unsuccessful run in the
costs. .otherwise the Corp of years. primary for county assessor.
EngiMs w 0 U 1d not have If one will inspect the Ali. This gave what was left of.
:recommended the Maricopa zona CariaJ. he will see in va- the ~cia~ ~ t;mfortu-~/
County .Flood Protection Proj- mus areas that spillways hav~ nate ~cal JDlplication and.
ect to Congress nor would been constructed on the south' ~a~ec:l. its .abandonment by
have Congress approved' the side of the canal bank to al. many Of its' members.
project. U~er federal law any low the· desert nmoff to go As mber of the asso
project built by the Corps of ever the. canal bank. WbetI it datil J Mveasked Mr. Cox
Engineers has to provide a ra· is too· great it breaks the how inembera there
tio benefit· of better than ODC banks. I remember' 0 ne are. 'e asked h!m for
to one' and mrmy times ,one ston;n after whicb I count~ copie the by-laws and
and a half to one before it gets 12 diBerent breaks in the Ari- other • matioo about the
approval. Since the Corp pro- zona Canal that were 400 to 500 associa but he bas refused
vides $4.00 for every dollar feet in width. to giv y, although by law
sPent by Maricopa County IN DETimMINING the 'av- he is ed to give this in-
this makes the benefits run erage aDnua1 damage to forma I asked him the
better than four to one and in homes, roads, and public other { at Scottsdale wh~t
some cases as high as six to property, the Corps of Engi.- the d re and he said
one. The Corps ,of E~rs neers reached a total of $9 there lOt any but one
has spent more than five mill fo n. This detennina- could m l a contribution.
years in prepartng the plans tion was made' through a. I; 1 was the seo-
and the cost estimateS which fo ula 'l.IAb they allliave IJeen approved .... con- ~ w..... !JSe on ~. I,l' assoclation to
-..... uJ" projects throughout the coun- whom Ii send a contri•.:
...~ try aDd lumps aU the damag. bution.!vir. Cox laid "Some

J.t~ the tetter pUblish$! iri es over. ~ period of~ and man in but I can't re-
Jour paper on Feb. 26, leo from this they.come up with an inember I name," but he
rome Evenson. whQ 0D1Y ~ average for each year. After did give me his own home
eeut11' ceme to Arizona,.~ the cloudburst in Maryvale address. It is apparent to m6
dOIDeem about, the project be- several years agO the Corps that tbls ·association is prac
eause it does not ~. sent in a u:am from Los AIJ... tically nonexistent and ~hat
storm drains that are norinal~ .gel!!", questioned many of the the name is belngusa:' b~'
Jy lDstalled by the cities. resIdents as to ,the damages Mr. Cox just to drum up pub
"Mr. EvensOIl in the comNlny' and came up WIth a total of licity for himself

1'""'" damages of $5 million for that .
of Mr. Cox came to the meet~ one ,flood. Many former member., (j:i~
ing ~ Scottsdale last week this ' ti rt ':lili!
pn'Of to the publishing of his In the Maryvale ~ ;Glendale ~socI8 on suppo ~ ~

area unless we have-the flood. bond IS~ue .~ th~ know ,ha.
~~o~nd ra!Bed the same ways constnlcted I do not the proJect. IS gomg~. pro- ,
'1- think the Cit.,. do Phoe.. i ... will vide protection at a mmunum '

I SPOKE aL this meeting be able, for" many y;;, to cost to the homes of many· of
~ :explaWed to l>oth ~. EV~ handle' the runoff by storm the former D;lembers as other
eson and Mr. "'Cox .ilil4 the drains alone. .ho,meowners m the Ct;lunty.
other e1gbt peOple that had~
come to their meeting that the Some people have thougbt MR. COX. has no right to

='_esp~ for three' that it Would be pieferabll oppose the bond issue in the
ood' in the 116..........]..... if we waittld until after the name of the association as at
G~area'to ptclt~~ state had futn1shed the reo nO time have I or any other
~··~s ijiere' from the, apprais81' 9f. .property '!Vbich tneJD!>er' been advised of' aDl,
ltieetS Of from stormdr~ i$ now beIng done by the meetings nor to my know1
when they are inStalled 'aDd state. Tbfs reappraisal sbaQIdedgehas the questio~ of the
"'ftke the surface waters west be completed arid" effecl.i.ve hood issue been' brought to

trleGraIid Canal or $Outh to within two years. 'If"~ voter the vote of whatever mem·
r.!.ver:Wlthout these flood- approves this bond issue hers may be left in the. asso-
Jl 'the cost of building Tuesday -it win take a year ciation.

tm dI'mns 'of sufficient size and.a. baJf "~ get... the work If the bond issue is Vt:
I:arI'Y these waters to the U?der way and this revalua- down next Tuesday it will

I or river would be tre- tion of property should have many, many years, if f" r
Mouil. been completed ~d affected before we can get the c
:boeDix has been building bel£dore andYtaxof theseubo.2d

d
s ~re.. of engineers again to spo

drains' under a $16 mil- so an es co e".e 4bt $uch a project in ,Mar
BOO DODd issue and a substan- the repayment. of,. the bonds. County, Mr. Cox objec )
tial part of the has Thus ~y that time,.the ~er-., the ~p~ture of $93 million
been "lewd.~ des.." ty shQuld have b:ad ~e .~d-, 'of federal InOOf,!y in this colin-

~.P -"". fl-';:~" , ... vantage of the revaluation. . . t· Th 'uo+<t'f Los .An;""1perately need these, uuuways ,',:. " .. '. " y.. e C?J ,,0 .• ,. 1i!"'8S
(ll" cbannels in which· to -dUIllP Mr. Cox has macUY much of has graCIously,. receIved the
tbe w~ from ~. stOrm the fact; .tlJat the' person81 ~d o~ ~~ of Engineers
drains 8s they are built and propertY· Of the utilities is ex. In building theIr flood control
thus reiiuce' their cost. The empt but' faits to mention that system into which their storm
Flood Control Project pro- also the: personal property of drains e m p t y. Constru~OD
~ides these for M~v~le a~d the home' owner is exempted has ex~eeded a half billion
the rest of the reSidential dis- as Well from any assessment dollars ~ federal ~ds. The
trict in this area. under this bOnd issue. Corps bwlt the Pamted Rock
.. PHOENIX Glendale and THE ·MAIN·, OpposI'tion that Dam on the ~i~a River at a, , . cost of $3 million dollars to
~ c 0 tt s d a I.e haye always I have seen from meetings protect Yuma County. It has
~ 8nd always will be sub- that I have .. attended appear built flood control works in
iect to floods. from he~ to be generated by Mr. David Tucson and the Bureau of Re
dowDllOUI"s that occur on e Cox Who, presented Jerome clamation has spent millions
desert to the north arid cross . ,EveJ1S9l1 at the Scottsdale on the Colorado River for
the Arizona Canal and when. . meeting:~David Cox presents flood control including the
they are: h~vy:•.enough they 'himself as' president of the building of Hoover Dam.
break 1M bankS.of.pre~ Arizona Home Owners Ass&-
and flood ~ subst.;mti,al~ of, . dation which I and some I hope the citizens of Marl.
~e cio/' ~e part.~ fu.eclty , others joined about five' years cop~ Coun~y will place their
that 1S damaged depends ago at the time that James.': ~nfidence In the Corps .of En·
greatly on where the cloud- DeWitt was President .Mr. JPIleers rather than In the
burst occurs. DeWitt made an wtsuccessful, per~?nal· like~ .and dislikes or

Scottsdale had two tremen- run for the legislature and political ambl~oDS of,Mr. Cox
dous-floods . in 1939. and resigned and brought Mr.-Cox and Mr. Evenson.
1~.". Th~ ;West Phoenix, and in· as . president. Mr. Cox: DICK SEARLES
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Floud Control
GODS G~'!r9Iing

PHOEmx JjOTbrM moldha.
alter tJltI dtf,l~troW3 Silt lU\'~r

f.OQd, MM't~pr" Covnty "l..~tera

bue rej"CtGIi QV."·h~lmn;·iy Ii.

long-J;~3nIl':1J fi~ c"n~Nl 1)1'.:1
~f}ct C~UI1l: ~ $:?l.7 m.tlUou in
bends.

Tt.e ffi&t;;l'1 01 det-.;d, ViM Un.·ee
100M.

The vote 1.~ 102 of 1M ~re

clnets vas 36,003 m11,528. Elec
tion officials said votes cut in
the Cave Cree ~nd GUa Bend
TOllQI)8h proclncta 'J,)'Cfi..\(l t;~

C"I,mted rom~ti.m. tod2)".
';t.c ucla }\ad b&ftn lllU:ln(.ad

t.o buy r1~~ls of 1'!'3Y an~ pay
lc.>;:<Jil e~peose5 in a $Hi~-mllUon

coU\.:tywjcie flood c;vn.+.l'Ql rro
;ram. n(e f.a<Nr~ JCv~rn\,"ent

would ll:i.ve pa,j $9S ~Dil~"n for
r.onstru~tlon· of dltm5, !1oc.d
ll/~ya, dil::as and. Qt~~1\' Dtru~

t"~rea.

A prePllrty ta.T;i~Yf::,o· group
Ot1pos~ t.i'~ 1J.~1I(,'jS, ll'.ld so di.rj
wu.rs III aa ml~ l~"e 01 the 99
pcIltng pl~l>"'. TbJse thNe W1!re
in tn~ S~tiedll:'care:.:.

f::l other ::.re~. ~ce proj)osa~

1!1:lS bgaten ~y mar~i:~ I)·S high
M eif::.l to Ol~f",.

" ~he peor·le 1:1 fwot just
did.:1l t t;o!',;l tiMe t.:> vote," c.Jm-.
ms~tl!d J"cn.n C. !.c;wry, chief
tl:tle;t:1E:::;:O of tho Ma.;ec::>~ Cm~"l~

ty F1:>c~.C:'2!~...al Dt3!rtct
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14,'Rejected f){-,

!
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PHOENIX (AP) - Three i
::nonths after the disastrous Salt i
River flood,. M2r~~ti. Countj':
voters havE:' rejected over· i
whelmim::ly a lmtg:r:;!lUllle..1 flcoo I
control project calling for $22.7 I
milUM in bonds. I
• The lpargin cfdefeat was I
tl~r~ to one. i
~lle vote in 102 d Hl4 lire- i

dncts was 36,0;.13 to 12.526. E!ec-I
,tim, officials r;aid \/otes cast in!
'the Cave Creek snd Gila Bend· I
Tcnopah ,prechicts would be.I:

counted sometime tGday.
The funds had been intended I

jO(l'~)ljV rie:hts ~f wr.y slid ,}?ay!
}G..~ expe':lses 10 a $155-milhc:l I'

; 6ttmtywide flood contml pro-,
; gram. 'f'ne federal government!

w(lU1d b;.:ve paid SO:; mil1'on fC'I' I
I~rucHcn of dams,. flood-!
: wp-vn, dikes ~rrcl other, struc- i
',tures. ' . :~ , ,

A property ,taxpayer ~ group:
,opposed the bonds, and so diti:
, voters in all but thref' of tht' !in

f'r llr(ll1 nlaces. ThoSe t1'.r~ were
in tile Scc.ttsdale area.

In ether areas, the pfoposal
was beaten by margins as high
<::s eigh~ t.n one,

A~t:'.o);~ PUSS \:1.1:f'INC
1;U~!A.ll - i"lJ,;,eaj'!(

~.... ~

1t'!a~~J.copa' S

'1 S"" e k1 otel'"S ~ln
r.")~V""l] .,. L B d~~ 'Olll!~· ' ~ 0"'" b'..t. .", 'lI.,,~~_ ' ;;;l'1. '.' .J,

PHOENIX (A~) - 'I'hree
month;:; alta ttle G1s2Strous Slllt
River flood, Maricopa County
'ioteriJ b.a~ rejectffi over.
whelmSi:;g~v &. long..planned Uood
cor.trot ;Yi'Ojt·d call1ng for $2Z.7
mllli(ill l;l !X'i~ds.

The w~~ !,n 1\)2 ot WI, pr:::~

: einctE W~ Sl>,C03 to 12,5,26,
El<2ctic.." of!icia.!s said Yates c~t
in the Cave Cl'ae~ aDd 2.1120 B~oo
Tonopah pretme~ wCllid be
CCiooted someUm~ today.

The tunds had be::n Inter-ode;!
to buy rigt~l1 of way and pay
local s::.:pa.1ses in z. $155-D"Jlllon
eotmtyw1,da flood cont::>l pro
gram.

YUMA DAILY S{Jt~

Y\L.'!1:/'
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""" .
-'-1''\ .,. '.~ .{"!.'JE:\1X CAr< l_ Three

m;:!i1ths af~i' the disastrouS' Salt
E;v,~!' flood, Maricopa County
vot(,i:;; h a v c rejr-cted o\'e:':·
wn",lmingiy a long-planned flood
ccmtl'ol project calling for $2'2.'1'
mil!iO!1 in bonds.

Thc> margin of de!eat wa~

tri'r'" to one,
Tb~ "de in 102 of 1~ pre

cif1ct~ was 36,003 to 12,52S. Eaec
'\l!I ·"~~ki<ils t1ri~ "ot~:l cast In

tl'1I' Cave Creek and Gila Bc:ld-
'TOn01Jah precincts would be
'collntr,d sometime today,

Th" lu:'1ds had bt'<'n inti'nded
to buy rights of Way a~li pay

; 10eHl expenses in a 1155-milliou'
• countywide flOOd control pro.
! gram. Tte federal government
,would have paid $93 million for
'conslructIon cl dams, flood
way,. dikes and othel' struc-
lUfes.
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Flood Bond Vote
In County Today
'.~~ .

By Q,YDE MURRAY

A UGHT turnout Js expect
ed today for Marioopa County
Flood Control District's $22,
679,000 bond election.

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

W. B. B31kley, chairman or
the Maricopa Flood Protection
Committee, which is seeking
passage of the bond issue, said
yesterday he hoped for as
many as 50,000 votes cast.
"Otherwise," be said, "lhere
is a grave danger a negative
minority may vote flood to&
trol out or the window."

JOHN E. Burke, coun~
electiona direct.or, has .pre
dicted that between 31},OOO and
4l),~ will go to the pons.

The flood cOl'trol district,
which covers the entire CO'.m
ty, wants authority to issue
the ~.679.000 in ge.nergl obli
gatioil oonrls to help finance a
$115 million countywide flood
control program. The rem:tin
ing $S3 I!illibn is exPEcted
from the federal gov~eut.

Most of tbe 29 pro;~ts ilr~

Voters Can Get
Rides to Polls
The Maricopa Flood Pre

uction Committee, w i &h
headquarters at 2933 N.
Ctlitral; will provide rides
to tlf polls in tod&y's bond
electIon, according to W. B.
Barkley, chairman.

He said penon. wIthout
t:ruJsportaUm may tel~

phone 2S4~.

DavM C. Cox, president
of tile AriU2Ja Homeowners
AssodatioD, said .ll director
of t!le organization, H. R.
lJppmcott, ~in pro v i J e
t.rus~tiill1 to the polls
for peroo~ Uvlug in the
Dreamiand Villa area ean
of Me88. He listed fbis tele·
p!lone Dtanber: 985-285-5.

posed in the pr.>gram would
sun be st,bj~ct to congression
al approvcl and fund app:'oprl~

atioos. All cl the projects have
been a.ppr:ln::1 by the 'iJ.S.
Kmy COTp;; crf Er,gineers.

PASSAGE of the boncBn&
program would probably mean
an increase In thll county's
specit\! flood control tL< levy
of 2 cents I*' $100 assessed
pro ~ er t,. valuation te lU
cents, according. ro &'Cal ad·
visers.

All. real property owners In
the county who meet mrmal
voting l'€qlJirements will be
eligible to cast hallots. This
includes widows and veterM3
who cle.im exemptions.

The county's 300 P 0 111 n &
places have been redl1COO to
1M for the fiGGd controi elro-
tion. A map showing the po!}.
ing place of eac.1t precinctW~
run in Sunday's Arizona
Republic.

BURKE said yesterday that
electio:l sl.atutt>.s requi.."'i1tg
bars to close during voticg
hours and requiring employ·
ers to l~t employes off to vote
without penalty, do ~ot apply
in today's el2Ctlon.

If the boodi'}g progr~m W
B?prcved, tt.e distrk, will em.
bnr~ OIl a preyom t.hat ('\'lul-i

last 15 yp.3r3. Included in t."'.a
. p1li~S is the constl"UcGon ('f a
syst?m of da~!!, dlt.es, !e·i~es

and 0 t 11 e r f100d·rett.r~ng

structures.

Tt:iAJOR argument3 of pro
pvnents is that danger to hu
m;m lli~ wi!! btl reduce:!,
E1ol1g willi. property dam.qg~

new estimated at $£1 Z1lilliOll
annually. They argue the ~
million from the fooe:i'cl gov
('rn...'ne."'l~ wii! 00 a n(llkeab~~

nJrnulant to the county's

. Two rr-.ajar argtlll!ents of the
oppol:itlon are that the pro
gram would not necessarily
a!kviat'a r:.c.T..e of the worst
watu p~letm, ir~luding~

oris a:1 the Galt River, tmd
Sl::ne cities m:d e3mJDtMWes
may have to noat additional
b!,rls for Iltorm DeWt!!I:'S to
beflcllt fully from the.pro
gFdn.
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Take Time: Vote Yes!
fj l)f

Tomorrow, Tuesday, is an important day for
Tempeans, as well as residents 0'1 Maricopa Cormty.

Foe tomorrow. from 6 a.m. to 7 p.m. - at City
Hall, and Mitchell, Broadmor, Rural and Supai
schoo!s - balloting will be in order for approval or
disapproval of proposed Flood Centrol BoDds 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 Cormnerce, and you." ever..mgnO"N3
pa~I', Tempe Daily Newf;, c.rge you cast, favorable
b.cillots Tuesday: To VOTE cCYES"!

lI~retl. why:

Major floods have occurred hero in 12 of the
past 40 years, and, at one time CT :mothe..-, almoot
every area of the Valley has been inundated.

Water has been running in the Salt River 00d
-'Nlr. You'll recall, ol coune, the December

~ ::~ds here and those attendant traffic jams
:. ~~ with the obliteration of rh--er

cr,=,,' . '''tlJS.
,

Well, at E~? :~. i::; ;l $115 million ccmpreh<msiv~

flc-od .:<mtrol progr::.r,-. - C'OULty wide - carefully
d~gned to protect )YO'U!" health, safety AND POCK~

ETEOOK (as weU as prc>pt\'rty) against destructive
floods!

• • •
Maricopa CcVaty i;; to pony-up $2~.'i million in

flood control bones, as it; ~hare; the 1'ede:"al g~vern.·
ment is to supply ~G3·mnUonbf.cause major s~ams
en involved and the 10>.'td wo<-ud be teo l'..eaV'j for
Iced regions.

Biggest individual coru:em of prope-.."ty owners
.. (remember: ONLY'adult.'tfl~&~Nl:Iroal propel"ty
owners, both husbandsi>V1ves, can ballot tomorrow)
.. is HO\Y MUCH, MISTeR?

W~B, here's how reu~h: First, you've b€en pay
ir.l-g eJl rJ.ong in repuiI"J'.l M.d da.'nsge frotll fl~ wh'i!
'\er·~·cu hzove figurM it or. not. Second, t..'le c:2toh

··~,l to ha.l~ all thi.3 foollsb.."'l.-"'S& is so litHe it 13
. ""l.1 .. ~cm~t:hir..~ !i~C' the t'OOt of "erie c!~-

_ ;:l

:r:.diabJ~ f.~t:m&tas fh~"'C that the rotal ~t to
'.:'. _... "....! '1" (\f\<1. t.'~. .. '11 be .1 ('A 4"w...:, v·.· .• ,._. 0 a '" .r.,vVll ~e ~/. .oray '1~' I Ii
YEAR, Ol Ie-.:..i.~ U:,~l 1\a¢ a DAY. For a. $15,000 l1o;nt"
it \\ill be only $5.63~ FN ~ ~2C,COO home, it "'lin 00
o."lly $7,45.

And, COS;t to mair..ta.i:n. t..'le va-<'t ap~tu.~ once
it is complete will I:'..e something !ike thr~~ ~ent~

reo' $lo-:) l:".ss:<'."'JSed va1uatio::l.. .. up tt> 110"N, you h~vc

~en p~lying tWf) cen;,s f(~ ~~~n.'1~ng. Net inc~l;e for
!:~~e~:>, orrE Cr:~JT r·~ OlfJ3 :.l-s:::e;:.~::d ,,"'al~.:i.i~~~!

•
The flood centro! pr;;gr:&m ylXl ue ~oo to

approve is t..'t~ re.-"llit of ~~ )'CUI et Cld1&uative
studie;s by private ~.n~;emg flmm rm.d pablie
<If'enCle5.

Every maj<Yl populati{)n cen~z!" .in. the Ve.~y

will be protected aga!ruJt ur.h.alT'~ t1~!
And, scrne Clfri~ hen~fit.l(' of )V-il!' ob.y w.Jl

00: .

(1) &, end to ~ts of em~m1cs fr<xn con,*
t,3.mjna.t~ drin!(h~ wah:, and "C'\~rl'1e-vring Q:ptfc
te.n.\ts a.'ld sew;ora~e pa--.d3;~~

(2) A c~U"b to cootly ~5ion, cuu:ilrJ:VaU(;,U cl
vs.lu&ble top soil, lmd ~epi.C:';;ltz,.~h1.-: 0: u!i.d61'~-d
w.'1ter SUpplie-3j

(3) &"1. end to :rbcd<a.~ el~1::rlcal, tete
plu:me, water, S'<!'V'ICT~ g~ ~,rl~ interTupt.ona..
AND traffic tie-up$.:~~~~

~:':t~:~""!t
~.f,) PI.US a booet fp t.l).C' economy 01 the region

in jobs r.nd corstrucUc.c. wor;,t QV6':J.' tile -vcnm M the
pr:Jj~t i.':'!~1.cs. . •
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;.Bond Erection Tomorrow
. , 614-I R-.I property taxpayers WhOI MONEY from the sale of the (A list of precincts and .theleounty rtSidents will be asket
are .Iso registered v~rs will bonds. woold be used to aequire voting places is carrioc on ito provid~ other funds in tbI
cast ballots tomorrow m a s!*lrights of \va"! and to meet other Page 19 of today's editions of Ifuture for StorlU drainage aya..
cial $12.7 million Mar i cop a

l
. t' cd' $93 'ill" The Phoenix Gazette). 'thems to tie in with the ftood;..

'Coonty flood control bond elec- cos.s no cover m rot on ,_. way system;
I'tion. expected to be spent by the fed-I SUP~ORTERS of ~e bon~ IS-. ._

. . 'eral glwernment d uri n g the' sue, pomt .ou~ that tne varIOUS ~nen.s of the bo~ Jsitrt
The voters are bemg askoo t(lol !proJects w!!l mcrease the value1clalm the burdep of pa)'llll Oft

a~orize. the flood con.tr?l di~- next 12 years. 1of thous~ds of acx:es of lsnditile bon~ and meeting the ...
. tnct to Iss~e ~22.7 mIllIon m., Voting will be between 6 a.m. now sub;ect to~ and the11teref>i \flU rest U»du11 011 a. ..

bond:! carrymg mterest of up to l~onstruction work will "cre;:;t~ real property tupayer. Tbe law
. U per cent. Each serit's of the and 7 p.m. hundred,> of new jobs and mil.lexempl!! personal property m,.
bond. will be payable withhl 401 Precincts have been consoli-lions of dollars in adclitionallventoms from paying flooli~
years after it is istued. dated for the ~a1 election.'sales volume." They agree ttAt.trol wxes.

-----------------~-----------~-------------------- ~
~ A

I Election on Tap~Tomorro~

Third of Flood Fu·nds
IT' $1~ d e ~I'" A-'- agge '. Jor l'.leSa ,·eas

,.
Nearly a third (if the $22.7" D&.m proj~et is abuut 15 ml1.-".s·1 Protecti~n 1lH' sou~heastem:

; million flood control bond l'Jsue northeast of Mesa. :-It the Verde· I M:u-icupa county is inclt.;.ded in '
'which ~im'::es before voters to-I SaU River c:mnuen('e. J tJv. Apnd~JunctiQn_GUbert·Wll- I

. mOIT6'iN m ~iIlt'411bd fftC"~. Tiw~ 'Ilf. w3.ter«,ga."1t.~ I H:m~ F'i~ rt"l:.rdi!l6 &t11.t.~,~.

eds ~"tk.~ '~2~ar U&:l iref;1 aams plan~ for the nther four j ~.tt.e !il:!sa, C!tll.ndler. Gilbert r
acC'<>rn1ng to information from', projects sUlTound}ng l<flisa are II project I~ to pTilvirle lor a nood· i
t:Jie Maricopa C!tlzens Flood Pro- llrogrammed on a. 50-year life i way between Guadalupe and I

teetlt;n Committee. Iexpet tancy. I Elliott Roads near State RouteI
In its break-down of the 3D I 'rite Buckhorn-Mesa project in-l 87 (Country Club Dr.) with an

projec.1il, inclUding Orme Pam, idudC1> retnrdir.g ~;tru(:iure5 and Iother along Peens Rd., designed.
to he finam.'ell if the liond iSS.ue i iloooways designed to preted ,I to pro~et't Char.dIer ~nd west t'

is apr-roved· tomorrow. the com-I Mesa, GHbiJrt. Higley, Williams Chandler. ~

mittee bsts 5 in the greater Me· 'Field. Chandler, and the l>im~: Q.u\.'el'! C;:eeit's oro;pt't would
sa area which tntal $6,476.000. i Indian Ucserva\ion. ,b: at the :-orth ena of .the Gila I

These five projects, al1d. the I .P.lver Indian Reservatwtl and
amounts allotted to them, are: MESA DAll..Y TRIBUNE would be coordinated wit h
Buckhorn-Mesa structures. $2,-' Mesa. ltMll Chandler.

. 974,000; Apache Junction-Gilbert ~ '1 W Construction of th~ 29 proj- i

!structures and Williams-Chand- . lets in the C(ilJnty plan is to be '.
·ler stmctures, $1.132,000; ;\1£5a- AIUlONp. PRESS CLIPPING (in,m<:ed i.n· ~93 mUllon in Fed-
: Chandler . Glibert Ooodway::;, i BU it~'AU _ Pho"nix . ~ral fundS: to be expendtld over ~
~800,OOO; Maxwell (::>rm~) DS:'m. i 'tne next 10 to lZ y~aI'f>. TOO

J '500,000; and Queen Creek Flood- , ivoter ~pproval of the $22.7 mll-
IW2Y, $920,000. i lim! bond issue, however, is re-
I The eommitttoe points out tllat • quiret:l before the federal gOY-
i wtila funds from the bond is- I· IE'rnm~nl wii! make available 10

"

sue include Orme Dam, they 2.Te ! ! $93,million. st~tes tm flood t>fO-
not for its construction. "The I ltec,ron ccmmlLtee. "i$;;;)0,000 earmarked ~y the i I The cOu-''1ty funds would ~

, c')unty would be !.lsed solely for: i i.lsed for ac~uisitio~ of rights' of tlexp~nsion cf st{lra~e facilities,i 1way, modii')ing. cer..ain reads f
! ass'JJrJng Or.ne ?am 1,:: bUll.t by a!ld bridges, and m~inter,ance of I
Ithe Central. Arizona f-roject.: i the flood con~ol structures. Act-,
I Too CAP, it should be noted,l ual constructi".lll of fr.e strucb'll."~s ~
Ihas $31.8 million eannarked for ~ woulj be ti'1ro:l.gll the U.S. Anny I
'the dam's constT'.:.ction." The Corps of Engineers and L'!e U.S. !
commit~e, formed to promote: . Soil Conservation Service. I
the bonlI issue passage, :.llso, , In promotiIig th~ Oo:!d ll;.si!e ~

po~nts out that Orme Dam is a: . pass<lge, the cGlmty fioe-d r.ro-!
redamaUor. project and will n~t '. t~cli:m ccm,nittee ass~rt.<; thzt i
!:'~ construrt:zd unless ancI until I
the Centr~l! Arizolla Project is I C(!st. tA) L1~ (}w<:Jr 01 a $15,1lOO j
~ .... ,..~""r; l'" ·,t'cl",!;,(;"'S !:1i.l',:rt va:ue hG:n~ would be 35 ;
.... ~t.·.,~~ .. ;:'''' -- "'.~ :~:.,':..:. ~.~ '-' .~.".:\;. t.':·7""··~' ;<:< .;'t ~.:_;:---. :
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For Fl~~, P~otcction i
No tax is popular, but if we had not been willing

to t1\X ourselves we ~uld still be getting around
on llDp3vcd streets, teaching our cl'Jldren at:
home, &Dd putti..tg out tires withO"Jt the help ot a
municipal fire departmEnt.

The people of Maricopa County long sil1ce de
cided they would tax themselves for the foregoing
(and a good many other) purposes. ,Next Thes.,;
day they will decide whether they want to levy an
adqitionaI. tax on their property (it wUl cost 35
c~tS a m~nth for. t11e owner of a $15,000 home)
to protect· th&mCJelves. against the ravages. of
flOO4s.

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 enoilgh water than with disposing of ex
cesa water. But the weather bureau records are
cle~ enough. There have ooen 11 nlajor :leeds
(an.! a good many smaller ones) in the kit 40
years. If it hadrl't bEien for great storage dams on
the Salt and Verde rivers, many milli0U3 of dol
lai."3- worth of damages would. a'ave been <fL,._;. to
PhOOIDx, Tempe and ollie:" towns in the county.
EVeil wit.~ the dams, tbe current leg!slature h<a
been called npon to a'PPflYa'I'iate c.isa:lter relief
mo~y.

Ncne of the last 40 years' floods. however, is
c\>IiFparable to the so-called hundred-year flcoC.
whfoh the records show will rampage through
this c1esert country apj)ro1imately cnee in· each
century. When that pent·up fary bursts 1O'J3e, our
cities and towns and farms will take the sort of
beating administered by the flooding Mississippi,
Sacremento or South Platte Rivers, which r~nt·

Iy hava been in the news.

Ma:icop:i County can protect itself aGainst streb
disa~tel· by voting YES on the flood bonds next
Tue!day. TIle Ci)Unf,y win contribute $~ mUliolt
in bond mor.ey,!O te matched hy $93 million in
fedei'al funds. The progrMn consists· O,f ~l top
priCltity projects, inclucHng condn'ti, lev'eesi dian
nel!\ etc. When they are baHt the city wm -snv.5
condderable money in't1CfaiH'p and sties!; repa:fr&. .
that follow most hea....y r&inIa!1s. It wHl Q3.ve the
coot of t~e z;',ajor f!cc.as thct wme e-:,e;:-' tliree.
Of four Yl!ar~. And it ~'m n<.~ h~ !11~l'.ed byihc·,
hundred-year flood whic:l. SC:lner or !st~, ~.,ill
cascade on the city from the gre~t wat~r,:~h(;ds t·,
t.'1e north.

We urge eve~'Y property tax paytr, who is quali
fied to vot~, to go to the rolls tomOrImV and to
vote for fl00d prot(;ction. A small and deterr,11ned
mi:1ority -;,"ill heat the flood contrcl honda if ~

sub;:;~anti~.l nllm~er f:~ v()t~rs don't take the ttDU··
r.;.~e to C3t.t thexr t8HQts.
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A Sure l:hing: Floods Will Come
t)14

Th~re is flood damage some- But what you would get would be
where in r-.faricopa County every roads. washed out, home. a teot
year, and you can count on it that deep In mud, canals bursting, 'and

- ." . undoubtedly a few death, ale."
thele Will be big flood damage 10 at with it, in t1te northern resid3ntial
}r;ast one area every lour or five and business areas of metropolitan
years. If you've been here five Phoenix and its environs, and in
y<!a:~, c~ecl;: your own memory for areas to the west.
verIfIcation. Or look back through . .'.~ .~' ".,.
the newsoaper files. We hliv:-e ~n lucf1Y, !n the, nortll, .

, ,,' t . , "that 'Ch12' 1lea~ ~t Il!8imuW}1 l()oo
, ,MOlt or the floods aren t as se?-, eal~ ~ln, baG!)'tcDple. But, if
~atlonat as.~e recent ltorrents In ttaerUmi" an~lnl SUM in wture.

Jthe Salt River chann~., although it is' t'hc'tt the rain will fall and ttle"
thi:y (:oill~ b~ even .more so. Let a fIeod will come.
four·· or flve-mch ram pelt down on
a wide band running from the White Prude~t mer. safegaard th~!. fll-.
Tank MDuntains to the McDowells, ture aga~~st foreseeable calamIties.
say, on a Hne north of Phoenix, and A yes vote on Maricopa County
you might not get more than a Flood Control District bonds at
trickle in the Salt River to stsrt your polling.place tomomwWill be
with. r.\} l~.M tban prudence.

\, ....

RepUblican RU!mbers i:lclude!
Mrs. Norman Hurley, Rep. John
F. Pritzlatf, former Ph 0 e nIx
Mayor Sam Mardlan Jr., Judge
Jack D. H. Hayes and fonner
state senator O. D. MIDer.

PHOENIX - Political leaders
in both parties are urging an
affirmative vote at Tuesday's
flood control bond election.

U.S. senator Paul Fannin, Re·
publican, in a teieg:-am to W.
B. Barkley, chairman of the
Maricopa Citizens Flood Protec·
tion Committee, declared:

"FEderal assistance in legiti·
mate and sour.d fiood control
pro J.e c t s, sucb as Maricopa
County's, is conditioned on local
participation. I hope every qual· .
ifted voter In the county real
izes tJ-.e 'merit of this program
and will turn out at the polls
March 8."

A letter trom Democratic
senator Carl Hayden assured
Barkltey, "I will continue to as
sist in I1..l'Iy way 1 can so far as
federal cooperation is concern·
ed." '
'Here, in Maricopa County,

Harold R. Scoville, chairm&D of
the county's Democratic Central '
Committee, yesterday issued
this statement:

"Flood protection is non-parti
san. It benefits m--eryone, reo
gard1!SB of political allegiance.
Meanwtile, until it oocomes a
real1ty, we all-Damocrats and
ReptobUCMs alike- wAll continue
to pay for dam.!lge caused by
unhlUT.essed floodwaters. We
can stop such waste and protect
our collective healtb and prop
':lrty by voting Yes at Tuesday's
election."

Barkley, a fonner Democratic
speake!" of the A11zona Hl)US~

,ot ~presentatives, points out

Ithat four of the most active
MCFPC leaders are ev~nJy di-

I
vided in their political aff1li~·

lion.
Committee secretary is Guy

Stillman, a former Democratic
C 0 U n t y chairman. Marshall
Sumpbrey, infiuential RepUbli
can leader and {onner member
of the House, is an MCFPC vice
chairman, as is former Ph~nix

m8yo!' Jack Williams, a Rl>pub.
lic~m. L

Barry Go!<!water, fO!'mer .u.S.
Sanator from Arlzona and p.es
ioontlal aspirant, wrote Barkley
last mcnt:l, "1 wis.'! you t!le very
best of SUCce8S In your e!!OIts
for I know the entire county will .
benefit from. the proposed
fiood control program."

MCFPC membership indudes I
sueh prominent Demot.l a!s as

I,William P. Mahoney Jr., Eal F'l
Warner, John F. Sul~lvlm, Jee

. Ralston. Dick Se::r:cs .3nd ~·Ir"S. i
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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
havoc caused by destructive
floods.

By its very nature any pro
.pasa! to help protect the
health, property and lives of
people is worthy of the most
serious consideration. When
.hal ~\roposal is a carefully
:iesigned program-such as is
'ncompassed in the Maricopa
County Flood Control com
;'Jex, 1t deserves the fullest
.upport of every thoughtful
,:,itizen.

;0:; loint county - federal
. (, ..rre to rid permanently the
J.j'.. jcy of some of the constant
threat of costly floods and
all their attendant 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 to
flood damage. We cannot 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. ROBERTJ

DONOHOE, V.F

Editor, The Arizona Republic:
Our board of directors, in

endorsing the flood control
program' would like to 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
~he cost under present condi

.tions. This, in effect, would
rmit four crossings for the

1:\;f'rent cost of one.

Dreover, control of the
civer through the metiu~ol

ltan areas of Tempe and
Phoenix would allow a com
~'letely different type of land
:se than now exists in 1he
j' e" bottom.

l CE THE flood hazard is
!'ernoved, the area flanking
~he river has tremendous Po
~ential for industrial and com
&Jercial lievelopment. 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
proposed channel structure
also would facilitate the plan
ning of auxiliary parallel thor
oughfares. All these logical
developments will lead to a
program of general beautifi
cation of the area and will
definitely enhance the value
of. adjacent properties.

In turn' these improved
i properties win help broaden
,the tax base and provide wel
come additional' tax income
for the cities along the Salt
River.

B. DAWINE SERGENT,
President, Consulting
Engineers Council Of

Arizona

A Good
fu~e~tmeiit

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 comprehensive
plan has been drafted that
will protect the property and
health of some 200,000 Mari
copa famill~s, including 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 bill or
less a year.

AS A Phoenix councilman,
I know no storm sewer pro
gram can be fully implement·
ed until certain flood control
structures aPe built.· Flood
channels, for example, must
first be constructed-so that
storm drainage waters can be
dumped into them.

As a trade union official, I
!know the countywide flood
control program will create
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 I discussed the subject
-has told me the program we
are being asked to approve
Tuesday is a carefully de
signed, well·coordinated solu
tion to the Valley's eternal
problem of destructive fbods.

FRANK G. BENITES.
President, Phoenix Building

& Construction Trades
Council

/

.,
rmn •UIDS
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enefits
-t Costs

The People SpealJ

___"-''-Id Pr,o ,ction

xceedProj
l~tor, The Arizona Republic: Glendale area have had very

substantial and serious floods
Flood protection benefits will ,from cloudbursts in recent

be far greater thaJi their
costs. Otherwise the Corp of ye;ars.
Engineers w 0 u I d not have H one.' will inspect the An
recotnmended the Maricopa zona Canal he will see in va
Co1mty Flood Protection Proj- rious areas that spillways have
:'t:' ro Congress nor would been coostructed on the south
,av" Congress approved the side of the canal bank to al·

:;roject. Under federal law any low· the 'desert nmoff to go
',~roject built by the Corps of over the canal bank. When it
~~ngineershas to'provide a ra- is too great it breaks the
~:io benefit of better than one banks. I remember 0 n' e
.0 one and many times one storm after which I counted
",nd a half to one before it gets 12 different breaks in the Ari~

!lpproval. Since the Corp pro- zona Canal that were 400 to 500
,ides f4.00 for every dollar feet inwidtb.
"pent by Maricopa County IN DETERMINING the av
this makes the benefits run erage annual damage to
Mtter than four to one and in homes, ' roads, and public
;ome cases as high as six to property, the Corps of Engi
,'ne. The Corps of Engineers neers reached a total of $9
as spent more than five m i 11 ion. This determina-

years in preparing the plans tion was made through a
and the cost estimates which formula which they use on all
have been approved by Con- projects throughout the coun.
Iress. try and lumps aU the damag-

In the letter pUblished in es over a period of years and
your paper on feb. 26, Je- from this they come up with an
rome Evenson, who only re- average for each year. After
"!ently ClUDe to Arizona, shows the cloudburst in Maryvale
.-bncem about the project be- several years ago the Corps
,. ,use it· does not include sent .in a team from Los An
"tormdrains that are normal~ geIes, questioned many of the

;~stalled by the cities. :residents as to. 'the damages
and came up with a total of

1', Evenson in the company damages Df $5 million for that
~4r. Cox came to the meet- one flood.

ill ScDttsdalelast week
I>r to the publishing of his In the Maryvale ~ Glendal&

J Iler and taised the same area unless ,we have the flood
q "tion. ways constructed I do not

think the City of Phoenix Will
SPOKE at this meeting be able, for. many years, to
explained to both Mr. Ev- handle the runoff by storm

II m and .Mr. Cox and the drains alone.
filer eight people that had

me to their meeting that the Some people have thought
oject makes plans for three that it would .be preferable
lodways in the Maryvale- if we waited until after the

Glendale area to oick U1> ex- state bad furnished the re
~!I ,vater~ 1I r u tperty which
streets or from storm draius IS now oemg done by th~
when they are installed and state. This reappraisal should
take the surface waters west be completed and effective
to the Grand Canal or south to within two years. If the voter
the river. Without these flood- approves this bond issue
ways the cost of building Tuesday it win take a year
storm drains of. sufficient size and a half to get. the work
to carry these waters to the under way and this revalua
canal or river would be ~ tion of property should have
mendous. been completed and affected

before any of these bonds are
Phoenix has been building sold and taxes collected for

storm drains under a $16 mil- the repayment of the bonds.
lion bond issue and a substan- Thus by that time the proper
tial part of the program has ty should have had the ad
been completed but they des- vantage of the revaluation.
perately need these floodways
or channels in which to dump Mr. Cox has made much of
!he water from the storm the fact' that the personal
drains as they are built and property of. the utilities is ex~

thus reduce their cost. The empt but fails to mention that
Flood. Control Project pro- also the personal property of
videsthese for Maryvale and the home owner is exempted
the rest of the residential dis- as well from any assessment
trict in this area. under this bond issue.

PHOENIX, Glendale and THE MAIN opposition that
S cot t s d ale have always I have seen from I.Deetings
been and always will be sub- that I have attended appear
ject to floods from heavy to be generated by Mr. David
downpours that occur on the Cox who presented Jerome
desert to the north and cross Evenson at the Scottsdale
the Arizona Canal and when meeting. David Cox presents
they are heavy enough they ~imself as president of the
break the banks of' the canal Arizona Home Owners Asso
and flood a substantial area of ciation which I and' some
the city. The part of the city others joined about five years
that is damaged depends ago at the time that James
greatly on where the cloud- DeWitt was President. Mr.
burst occurs. DeWitt made an unsuccessful

Scottsdale had two tremen· run for the legislature and
dousfloods in 1939 and resigned and brought Mr. Cox
1943. The West Phoenix and· in as president. Mr.. Cox

made, an unsuccessful run for
Governor and two years later
an unsuccessful run in th.
primary for county assessor.

.This gave what was left of
~ association an unfortu
nate .political implication and
caused its abandonment by
many of its members.

As a member of the atl
ciation I have asked Mr. Co;.
how many members ther!;
are. I have asked himtol
copies of the by·laws 'Inc!
other information about "h,~

association but he has refused
to give any, although by law
he is required to give this in
formation. I .asked hiJl'I ~,h

other. night at Scottsdale 'IJ.iI
the dues were and he 'iatl1
there were not any but one
could m a k e a contribution.

I asked who was the sec
retary of the association to
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 to me
that this association is prac
tically nonexistent and that
the name is being used by
Mr. Cox just to· drum up put>
licity for himself.

Many former member~ ;"
this association supporl ihL
bond issue as they knOv. IlIa
the project is going to .,~

vide protection at a minin 11

cost to the homes of man)'
.the former members as (\f
homeowners in the county

MR. COX has no righ~

oppose ~e bond issue in l
name of the association
no time have I or any 0
member been aclvis •
meetings nor to my 1m ,.
edge has the question of the
bond issue been brought to
the vote of whatever mem
bers may be left in the asso·
ciation.

If 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 $93 million
of federal money in this coun
ty. The county of Los Angeles
has graciously received the
aiQ of the Corps of Engineers
in building their flood control
system into which their storm
drains e m p t y. Construction
has exceeded a half billion
doUars 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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Leadera in Both Parties
Urge Vote for Flood Bonds
A number of political leaders in beth parties are urging an

affirmatJ,ve vola at Tuesday's flood control bond election.
U.S. Sen. Paul Fan.'1in, Republican, in a telegram to W. B.

Barkley, cllairman of tlie Maricopa Citizens Flood Protection
Committee, declared: I

" ... ! IN MARICOPA County, Bar·
Federal asSIstance m leg.t-! old R. Scoville, chairrrum of the

imate and sound flood control; county's Democratic Central
pro j e c t s, such as Maricopaj C~mmittee, yesterday issued
County's, is conditloned on local' th~s statement:
participation; I hope every qual-I "Flood promction is nonpar
!fied voter u;t the county real-! tisan. It benefits everyooe, re

,1ZeS the merit of this progrmnIgardless of political allegiance,"
land will turn out at the pells', '
iMarCb 9" I Barkley, a former Democratle
, .' speaker of the Arizona House

A Ie tt e r from Democratic~of Representatives, pointed out
,Sen. Carl Hayden assured Bark-; that four of the most act i v e
:1 ley, "I will continue to assistiMCFPC leaders nl"(, evenly ci·
,in aIri wty I can so far as fed-!vidcd in their political arIili·
Iera! cooperation is conccr~~d~_·~~~~<!.?~_, .. , _

fJR.ie F J" 7- '"' "-

Bond Issue Facts \\
(' i ! ~ \ I...~\ I \ -- \ OL I.: r ~ '.;. i Ii -..lv\..' L.! I." ! ~ ll' i;j : ".:

,',I 1 !l:~~)t)li....... ,.i ')~-?~ nJinloli l'lllLl i-·...:;ut...·
i', d .\1.11',:'" c'I,:c'tj(lll, !;'}Jlc! b.-;u,.'
"" lic'''' \\';11 !h..' U<;('l! to IlllJ:~."(· i\lan
''':';'~tl CUUi1~Y'",,; :;-"';'-'.' nf ~ \.uuni.)'\\ith_\

11,'. ,,',111[["(': r:'(' :' ..1:11. ,\p1""'lV<.11 i;-;
r"·:j.d'·,:d by t~1i! .... ~·'r~ll ~~()·.·"'t~njn~.·:1;

I,.... lln;·.' j~ ,.1'1 ":i .~. 1\l!.iJ'l!:(C ,11"1 ..l,~-

fund: .
,\,,\ rc',.'istl.'rv,: p; "I'd'''' owner \\'ho

11'1 ~ I j ':v,: in ,\1d r k Llp,1 ;'()Unl Ya yt:'i1 r 01

morc' ,It !',c' :il11l' of lll(: ,:l'.'l"tjon is
dig:hl,' tu \'<11<' In tllv e·L:ciun.

COll,l:~, I:~'·!llit.:~ will bc.' ·,sed for
<lL'q.lisiri')1l of ri~!lls of lid)", I1wJi
fi ..:<Ilioll of ,-','rt~lin c"istin~ roJds and
hrid;~:...~s, ,,In,,i ,najnl\.·lldnL~l; of ,1 nL\t

\\o:'k of rIOll,: C(l;"'rl',l! stn.lClUJ",',.; {(l

be L':-L'<'lc'd Jur:lJg {I;I.' next llJ-12
)',,\11':- by U1L' L~. S. Army Corp:,; of
Ln(,',incers .1 ~ld i Ii,' Soil Conservation
Senit..:c.

Federal funLi::: will bl' Llsed for
con"lfu,:tiol1 of .l complc:x of JiK..:,.:.
diln1S. c:h:1llrtl'b, cunduit:'-, Je'vee::: J,lJ
seepage pits jp'\'OJd:le, 2<1 :pec:ifk pro
i,'et,.; locJteJ liln)tli~lIOl.t Mar;c"opa
Count \'.

r\c:coruin~ to the I: lood Comrol
1101~d f..,S!.l,· prop\)tJL'!1tS, based on a
hom,,: \',lIued at ~: lS,UUU (sale price,
nUL lax i;:valu3rioll), t.he cost woulci
be :J:Jout :;)4.50 a ~'('ar, uep,mding on
local lax rates.

1\JJitional in f 0 ,- III a t i 011 ahOll! lhe

fluod control probJ',Hl1 C:111 h~ "'bta~neJ

from ti1L' l\1G1L-kopa Citizens F!c)()J
['ruIL'c"ti\l!1 C()mmit:~(" .!~33~. C~n

\ nl .he'. I <?J. 16-i-li-;-~.5.

Hid. i 1l1'~(:S L'mploy<:C's to go w: ~lc

pull,; I 'L'sJay. l\i..lrch K, and let their
llpinh l <1,':: go all r~Lord.

~f~
'Wf(J~



nesl'le5 or industries in or near the
Salt River cha.·mcl. Most 01 the
proposed structur~s would guard
against floods sweeping down local
plains and slopes-the l100dways in
which homes, more th·an indus
tries, are found.

The proposed issue of $22.7 mil
lion in bonds. which would be the
trigger for fl~deral flood control
aliocaUons of $93 millio:i, would be
cheap insurance at going rates ror
ail)' homeowner whose property
lies below the Arizona Canal, foc
instance. A safety-wive flood
channel on the north side of the
canal, to prevent its washing out,
would be of tremendous value to
bim.

The !load contr"l plan cannot b~
all things to aU people, but it is a
good plan for the whole county. It
deserves support.

PHOENIX CAZETTE
Phoenix '~[l'" 5 'f6.m.,(.:\r\ J;!V9

ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPING
BUREAU - Pho~nix

Flood Control Plan Is Good
f1"J~

~s Marirops Coun~f!ood con-
trol pr. ';lOsdls have come closer to
ele.ctioo· day. a great d~p.l of nit·
picking has obscured the principal
question property owners will de
cide next Tuesday: Is the over-aU
flood control proposal good, bad or
indifferent?

If the answer were in either of
the last two options. the vote on
Tuesday should be no. It is not. The
program which has been offered by
the Maricopa Flood Control Dis
trict is a very good one, on bal
ance. In operation it would s~ve

the community far mOfe money
than it would cost.

What is generally overlooked i~

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 ~n busi·

"'--' ._ - - - #"
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AR.lZONA FARMER.' ,

, RANCHMAN - Phoenix
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ARIZONA PRESS CUPPING

BUREAU - Phoenix

Vote For Fload Iancls L}-

IT WILL BE MORE than ~10rtunate
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 floods are unlikely, or protection bas
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 shoulci be devastated by high
water, which can occur any time, it would
have a disastrous effect on the whole county.
People who ~ve in safe territory would feel
the eflcts of ensuing economic disruption.
They'd have to help take care of the home
less, at far greater cost to them than the flood
control program that is planned. A large p~r

centage of the taxable property would be
wipt;d out and mig~lt not be replaced for
years, if ever.

There is evidence that country folks take
a, rational view of the situation. M~st of them
will support tl1Js move to raise $22,700,000
by a count}' bond issue, which is to be match
ed by $93,000,000 in federal funds. Convinc
ing the o~jector:> in town is something else
&gain. Their letters to newspapers, their
charges in public meetings, show how widely
the whole proposition is r.1isunderstood. They
assume that reclamation projects, set l.'P to
store irrigation wat::r and not for flood cen
trol at all, are to blame when excess water has
to be released down Sail River. They just
don't understand Arizona, itc:; climat~ or its

~W~.

Anyway, don't forz,et • Election day is
March 8.

"
ARIZONA REPlmUc '- \
Phoe_4 ..

ARiZONA PRESS CLIPP4NG
BUREAU - Phoenb.

. A Real Bargain
Next Tglty'S vote on a $22 million Maricopa

Co-Jntv flood control bond issue could go either
W8)' \h'st pf'ople 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 wou~d apply only to
home-owners, not to utilities and big corporations.
The fact is that th.e bonds WQuld b~ retired by

• taxes on aU real property. All personal property,
whether owned by a small tax payer or by a giant
utility, would be exc!uded. 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
low the same pattern as a street improvement
district: in front of your house.

The small bat vocal opponents of the bond issue
say th~ are not opPosed to flood control. But, they
say, t!1is particular plan is wrong. Unfortunately,
they won't tell you what part of the program they
consider good. The pla.:l is an all·encompillssing
one, ,embracing some 38 sepa~ate dikes, dams,
conduits, levees, seepage pits, ~d so on. They
are all needed, to jU"event the recurring damage
of annual flooding, but primarily to afford p~
tection against the giant floods that, history shows,
can be expected once in a hundred years. Th~e

do untold millions of dollars in dareage, as M.y
one who was living in Denver or Northern Cali
fornia last spring can tell you.

Finally, thosa who oppose L;e flood control bond
issue say that- it was 5uridenly dreamed u!> in view
of last Decemb~r's high water in the S21t River.
In truth, the flood control projects have b..."en
worKed on by the U.S. Army Enginaens. unde=
the direction of the county SUperv:C6TS. tor ne,vly
five years. Their studies eI'3 extensive and th6U'
plan~ ere carcfuliy made. There k no snap judg
ment involved here.

If the .county bond. issue is approt:'ed, the crNner
of the aVerage hume will pay $·t~3 a year in taxe:i
to the Maricopa Ceunty Flood Conttol Di3triet. H~
couldn'i puy flood inllurance for $420 a year. We
urge eve~y property owner in the rounty, who is
a registered voter, to .,.~ to th~ pone next Tuesday
and mark IIis .ballot '. ES. (t wi.!.l b'" one 01, the
best votes he ever CMt;'1Df'Cifmset;,:'JOC cisprcp
erty, and for h!& city a'ntl cOlmty.· '. -, .

The bond iss;le should be approved. Dozens of
responsible organizations, including chambers of
c!}mmeroe" p:ofessicnal soCieties, union groups
and so 011, have passed resolutiO~ls ?pproviug the
bond issue. But the resolutions 'WOil't mean a
t.'1!f),~ if the voter~ C:':}n'~ v.::% YES :1.ext Tuesday.
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PJlase R ill l~l(lO(1 (:ontrol Plall
THis i~ th(' se('ond 0: a four-parI ~e!'\e! on th!' pr')f'l'sl:1 f1(~I~ ,'~ntrol j>rngrllm fl}r )\1dri·

COlla f\mnty (In whkh fr:il propr.rty ';Jxpaj~rs ~ ill \'01/' nl':\l T,Jt,~.!a)'.

By CI.YtiE MUW.\Y

EIGHT of ll:~' if, ;,:., :",__1, I:n,~-·,,~""l in (he
!'hricotJa COUTJly Flood C'n: r'll Di'''f:'i(:t'~

comprehensive ;):'ognm ('rl~'<lif.ll!P F'ii<!.-Ii' L.
or the so-cailed Crt~af!'r Pnrjrni'i S:vs:e:n.

Distri ..~ 'lfficiais C'.lOsider fillS ;.lW 1\( l!lp.
major ~p;~me"13 of thl': prclgra:n bt'r'"u~~ it
8lfects the bu'k of the county'" jlf'lljJle and
,'-l'r'tac(' jmr/;·:)·:l~ment,;.

I-':',ase B I): 'l icrh. 11()t'·rl amtro! I)fIicial'J
pont 1)1', vAl n~t it~: hay!' the sam~ priority

ami Me HOt. the (.nh· slg::tfll'an~ p roject5 of
till;' O'ver·all program ".,peeled to o{'nefit
Gre<:tcr Phoenix. After fhllse B WIlS ap
pro\o'cd by C.lr;l:;r;~ss, Gth.,t PhflE'nix area
r;roJ.?cts we/'f; aodc(i 1.0 lil~' v'.);;:ram. but they
h"ve bt'en t):;J'-"'d i!l Olll.'!" p!Jasc~.

A:'\ INTl;;,,~\L part of l"ha~(' B is tj;~

eh,w~~1 d"I:"; ;~)n1(;lIt of .\;!lla t'rIa River,
;'\i"I'" IUn'r «nrl :-.kulJ.k Cr'>t'k, dcsigT1(::j pr:.

'.Col'lt.lnl'er.! on Pw;~ 16, C()L 6)

s

R

R

o
n
Ct

IU;I"Ii:! r;.ol,snea t"'lttS.

"',:, ror, Jorge chest
r tw'n size bEd, both
k"/e genuine For~

mDAY
M.

-l\EW RlYE't cHId AJoba dams are ('oil

.3idei'cd integ"H~ [tarts of the profrarn. ACo~)£'
darn v"\luld be bl.ili acros~, a tnbutarv or
Skunk \";reek 7 miles north of Bell Road
~nd 11 rrJle west .If Black Canyon Highway.
.,k::p', ,('reek W<iWr \;o'lld be brought into 8
(1:·:1'1'.',100 basin thr,'lJ~i) Ii propOSf'd chanl)cI
2~:: ;; Ii It's long. Til(' I'arth-rii i Adohc ~i:.;m

wnl1id hi:' :U:nr, L'rl i"ll~ and 7': ft.:t't li;g~l.

\(.\\' Hi\'(':' \l~Jn, : ~';"!.l f"N wide and er:
feet high. \"". : 1 b(' ,', '." '''d or, :\ew f:ivrr a
miles u~Ffrr,;,l t:"\':J tal' ;\cw River and -
SkllnJ.; (lw·L ~'mu'i,i"~( c. Tho> dam~ ~rf' de, 1 ~

. -sigl1,:d t;; n·,:ulil1.f th' d;!~\"n~tream Weller
" 1.. ... JO _:iJ;n.,"" :tl\.J#' fho.

- t:iW\'!' C~",;~ CrE'~k Dam Ic';o;r g,;;!e:;,
\~«,J be ('(lll:,::'u('led 2 ;ailr-s ':out:l of lppf';'
~a,'" Crr'ek 1),1";', It F de~i,!;ned (oJ protect
Sun(ly~JoPI" Dec:' Vaikv Cli'd r,nrthwc;t
\hO'·:'I;:. U: l.hr. $0 7 mil)jon t:;ti1r:aterl co~t.,
t'lC ClJ\lnt:: .... 'r:iJ c"nlribute $;:;11,000,

k:l.~, T,L) dli<l'~ "'.dd he con~lrt;C'i ell ".1
l:;(~ \':.~"st t:I\le fl~ the .,';·uclur:;,

PIE OTHER P;!.'I~C B pr.V:·!E are:

, - i)(,!'pt'nill'; <ti the .\rizoi' <\ Canal frem
:.;l:~l Stn..(·t tn 48th Street AI:;o in the pro:crt
;5 InJ[Jr')'v"l'1Jleilt 0: the l';j Crosscut C:1~,al.
\';'l:ich ',; ·':u;d (';11"''1 1m in('{~a!'f'd fh" into th6
s~H j-~ ;\'~r ;', :31 (rt't~ would he ~1.326.000
(If wbd~ : UlJtl,OOo ·.ruwd ~e fcdt'r,,~ funds.

-U'ni')T1 ni!i~ r"Vl.'.ri;ion Cna,:nc! ~" "1'11''11 f .... , ....."
.•,)ng• .rom -rl/i?1 Strf'r;t t.) 11<." r 4Jrd .\ \',:'''''\
<~mpt}1r;g IN'l ~;:'::,1: Cr·.'I.'(:. i"qienfient I",i,"

::,(' Cf:",:·'UJ':P'i1 vi ("'.. P ;":'I.te'l Da?n' ir
\,~.'i1ld pr(lff:1t, :_)f~cr "\"aH.\y, .-'-'hii.r... V.,lIe~· ~[ ..·d
no:·t!;\;,':-"t PlJ,;<'ijix. The CD" to tile Cfliwty
wel:l;! tk~ al)"I.lL $:iOO.Ovo; to the federal gO\"
ernr,'I:ni $7.2 roHiinn.

'~}·U. B it 1"1 dI jltvSe· IiI .1. ()()

_..• -..._---.--

" .•·,r,!::iUPr! [rom P"i;\" j)

j.:la·il~· f;, '"'f\'C JJLl!Or P~O~.C(:lilti~ tf' p'lr';i :H'\~

~ (I"t }'!Jv;:onix area:.~. Pl~lS lJt:rr Va:'::",.·,
pr·.Jr;a, Slln City and l,vnJ)I;.;lt'. "

EXI;ec;~~d to cost i..i}l·u~ ~2;;.15 rl·';!Jj •.'n, 1':'::1

$24.9 r-lil;;on CNni;,~ [nm: :he {( Jer;,l ;.,- ~

ernmel'!t, t,;--.i.;- d::.lllJ1t;11:';<i:im; PI".:~·ct ': l',:t 1
8t;.rt ~t the FrillJO::ed l''11on ~E!1 dh'·'" ;'::
('hannel on SkuTJk Cret:k ll!i.d <.:~.ntmil~ (,n U"!

SCI" and AgllA Fnll rivers t,1 1.:" c,.iJ,l Fil'er.
n:strk1 ,:tfki~lls liar the ~hr.tn,',dj?ativn 1l1lFt

he c'X)!,,<~j,·;.il'~ "·i:,:.: ,:'On~tn('tj(,;l:i of tl\'O (,;,..

'ltrf'.;:n djH';"Af"~ <ldms on :!w>:e ,,~rt:ams ,'"
theii' irituto-r!,~S These two ,Ad.,ib.· darn. ",I;'!

New River dar;), ar~ inc1!/c;cd il". Phf:;e B,

Sheet.'! o[ flollctwatcr;; \'i'igill<lting ia ITt,,':,;
tains mnh r.f the Ari7.!l!t:l Canal :,~'ll];li tlt!

('arried away w!lh th,' cDr',,:nlction l)[ F!l;r,e
B's :\riz1ma Canal d: ,ersion eilannri. <li'C'.rd
iIi;' ! ,; C-~UlJt:- of~ii;iaJ."

PLANS CMJ. 1'!I'1' the crn~ '':Ite-h. '.': d c:J.~ 't:r
,ion cllanael to ra'1 {.rom S pO;lit at 2;,th
Street alcng t~e north b.Jc·t;- (,f the -"'ilona
Canal tQ Skunk. Cre~k in the \-icUlitr ,)f 83rd
Avenue,

Mayor Graham has ~,dld the Citv of Phoe
ni;: \'\illinstall stOlm <jew'~rg to carry (>x.. ,,~s
\\ .1:er intI) the divcr,;:ion dlanneI.

Td?-l co~f of the diversion channel l.r"j~('t
,',:!:ma!ul Rl .~f; millio.n, $7,6 mill',m of

\\ Ilich would '()/11e fi'WI l:ilE~ f,~dl'rlll g'-I\'ern,
mi:nt.

Drc<imy Draw dam ;lnd channel, dc,-i~ned
to pro:.;"r"t ii :::cction south\n~M (If S.luaw
Peak, 'Vt~·.ild l)e erected in Drt:<llll,~' j),'a",

I

j
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'_I~ A Necessary Start So Vote 'Yes'
C'- ALTHOUGH IT CERTAINLY 1S0

f t greee of the Central Arizona Project
perfect, at least from the standpoint of before flood control works along the
South Phoenix, it is a start in the right riverbed or of immediate local impact
direction, and a start must be made can be started, despite passage of the
somewhere, at some time. flood control program March 8.

We're speaking of the proposed flood No, for South Phoenix at least, the
control program upon. which voters will proposed program is far from perfect;
go to the polls March 8, either to ratify voters are being asked to cast their bal
the proposed $22.7 million bond issue, lots in favor of t:he $22.7 million bond
or to reject it. If voters approve the issue despite the fact that very little in
bond issue, then an additional $93 .mil~ local be11efits is promised for the near
lion in construction funds will be made future.
available by the federal government to Nevertheless, a atan: toward flood
help finance the broad program of pro- control must be made somewhere, at
tection against floodwaters. some time either now or later and, if

If, on March 8, ·....oters reject issu- SDuth Phoenix has strong leadership
ance of these bonds, then no corrtpre- working closely with those agencies de
hensive program of flood protection can veloping the flood control works as the
be e:;;:pected for at least five years; be- program devclopa, then local benefits
cause the necessary federal funds in- can be fitted into the overall program or
eluded in an omnibus bill reportedly deferred benefits possibly can be ac
will not be available again for about: that celerated. Should the Central. Arizona
long. Project be approved this year, then

We have been disturbed about the work can. begin toward accelerating con
present flood control program upon str.ucdon of Orme Dam and channeHza
which voters will cast their ballot March don of the riverbed through Phoenix,
8, because we could sce little immedi- keeping pace with development of the
ate benefits to South Phoenix, and too flood contro l' program.
much of the program as it pertained to For these reasons. and del3plte the
South Phoenix was left vague and unex- fact that the proposed program i~ far
plained.. from perfect (from a South Phoen.ix

For w'eeks, we have tried to get ans- standJ'Oint) we encourage that all eli
wers to these vague portions uf the pro- gibte voters in South Phoenix cast their
gram~ but until the paS'1: week, have met ballots i.n favor of the program at the
with no success. Finally, answers haV'e March 8 special election.
been given; they aren't ent~rely aads''';
factory cut they do indicate that So~th

Phot::nix isn't entirely deferred from
flood control activ-Ity -- if spokesmen
f01' South Pho,enIx will continue to in-
sist, and insist again and again, that we
receive our share of the planned pro-
gram at the same rate of dev·elopm~nt.

au other areas of the Vall(;:y.
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The firet of this year, areas of South
Phoenix lying in and near the Salt River
~ed 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.

I 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
conatrt1ction of Orme Darn can be start
ed. Until or unless the Central Arizona
Project is approved by Congress so
Orrne Dam construction can begin, the
riverbed will remain exactly as it is
now, flood control program or no flood
control 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 of the Yaney -
northeast, northwest and nOl"th in and
around Phoenix; on the easternmost
edge of the Valley, etc. and, in time,
around the base of the South Mountains
to protec: areas around South Central
from rolln-off from the mountains.

So -- foZ" benefits in the near fu
ture ·u_ South Phoenix is to a great ex·~

tent depende:lt upon approvat by CO:1-



CityW61ild
gain flood

•protectIon
~~'Bond issue: Part I

By PETER BOliLAV

PJogress Staff Writer

On M~ch 8 a package plan to provide (,,'omprehensive
flnod control for all of Markopa Connty; schedu!td ultimately
to cost over $100 milion, will be presented to vot~rs.

The March 8 election specifically asks the voter whether
bonds in the amount of $22.7 million can be sold to pay for.
tIle county's share (If the total expenditure, which would
provide rights~f·w(lY and future maintenance for thl; 29
projects that woultl 1)L,! built by ihe U.S. Army Corps (of·
Engineers.

If approved, the iocal money wuuld bE:; supplemented by
$93 mi.llion in federal funds for con~tructit)l' of tile i1rDjl,'cts.

To be €iigible, voters must own properly in the count.y
and must have lived in the county one tull year by March 8.'
In addition, they must h3ve registered to vote prior to Feb..a .

The electiun bali'lt will stipulate that the bonds wi:! be
issued only when needed and in amounts Ihat will not cause
the fincd cuntrrJ! district's bonded indebtedness to t'~:('eed

three per ct;nt ,n Ihc 3sJ:,E:·ssed valuation of taxable property.
in the county.

Ip"I"ded in Lhe 29 projects ~re the massive $34 million
Gill" -;;alt River cha:mel clearance levees, and the ~?.5

mil .nnel cl.evebpmcnt for Agua Fria, Np.w River and
SkUDI .ck. Mest of the ('o~t of both of these projects wculd
be borne by the federal government.

Of particu1ar interest to Scottsdale residents are the
following pr,:,jects which, according to the U.S. Army Corps
o! Engin~ers, would in some manner provide flood ('cntrol
for 3cottsdale.

1. Lower lilWa."1 Bend Channel, proposet.1 by the Corps as
a l'1O-foot-wide concrete cha:1nel extending for seven miles
through Sc(lttsdale.

2. Maxwell (Orme) D~rn, providing an additional 6n,OO!)
aC1't1 feel of storage for flood control to the proposed tenn:naI
storage reservoir at the dam site at the confluen'~e of thi?
Salt and Verde Rivers. This would reduce a flood of 320,000
cfs to 17a,oro cfs.

3. North Phoenh: Mountains Channel, which would deepen
the f..rizona Canal from 33th S1. to about 49th St. Flood 1lo~s

would be carrIed eastward to er,lpty into the old Cross-ellt
Ca:ml.

4. Gila-8clt River Channel c1e3rai'lce and levees, whidl
provides for const..uction of levees in the vicinity ~f Tempe
Imd the clearing ;)f a 2,000 foot channel from Granite Reef
to Gillespie Dams.

These four projects would give some measure of protec
tion to Scottsdale, although financing of aU of them will he
dU!le on a countv-wide basis.

According to tho MJrlcopa Citiz~ns Flood PrG!eetiOil
Committee, the co.,: '-. !he bonn issua to the a.'er?.gE (I0]11~

OWliEr ($15,000 IJlJmel \~~:1Jl! be "about z.sc tt rnonti-.'"
(Next: C::mirov~rs~al :lspech d the flood conb.! ;'-'1'0

grilrtl.)
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Voting Is
:'ruesday On

~).."" .\ - .'t> i Uo' ~

-'Bond Issue
Wickenburg voting pre

cir-cts 1 and _2 hnve been
con~lidatedtor the special
flood control bond election
next Tuesday, March 8, and
voting will be in the
County 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·
Sl~ance aud 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 not cam~e the
District's bonded indebted·
ness to exceed three per
cent :If the assessed valua
tion of taxable pr.operty in
the county.

The polls Tuesday will
be open from 6 a. m. to 7
p. m.

Eligible to vote los anv
adult taxpayer who own's
real propErty within the

.. boundaries of ryfaricopll
County and who has re
sided in the county for a
year or more and is a duly
qualified elector. This last
means his or her name is
on the current voter regis-
try. Under Arizona's com- Opponents of the bond
munity property law, both issue are stressing that
husbands a~d wives are $22.7 million wil! prove:
eligible to vote. only a drop !n the blKket i

According to the M3rie.o- in providing adequate flood .
pa Citizens Flond Protec- control while proponents
iinn Committee, two :.lreas h~we devoted their efforts
in th~ WiclHmburg vicinity, largely to minimizing the
designated as Sols Was h cost to the individual tax
and Powder House Wash payer of'the bond iSSue.
are scheduled for atten- It is this nawspaper's be
H0n if the bond issue pass- }i(?:f that real property own-

.es. By tar the large5t ers Vtill hB.ve to do 80mt
share of t.he funds are ear- thoaghtfur lJouI - searchin(
marked for- Salt River Val- wh:m they go to the polls

.ley preas. ~ Tv~sd"JY· .
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~~"'r ~.F~acts Still Missing 011 Flood wlltrol Bond Issue
Col. John Lowery, chief engi

neer for the coonty's tload oon·
trol district, has challenged an
alleged statement of Jerry Even.
soo, manager ot the Maryvale
Star, regarding the controven;1a1
$22.7 mUlion bond issue.

In a statement released by
the Maricopa Citizens F I a 0 d
Protection Committee, Col. Low.
('ry rewrites a statement, credits
it to this writer, and then states
that, "lt is not truel"

The statement Lowllry says
was made is "Propose<! Dood
ccnt~ol district plans woUld not
pte'lent DAMAGE 01o~ THE MAG.
NITUDE suffered by the U:ary.
v2.1:!-Glcndale areas in 1963."

The actual !>1:atement as printed
in this publication last week un.
del' the by.line of Jerome Even.
son was, "The 1963 fiooding of
Maryvale could not have been
prevented if the project had been

completed at that time, unless
the Maryvale area and Glendale
a rea had an intricate storm sew.
er system at the time."

The "magnitude of the dam
ages" is not the issue. If
the project could prevent ju st
12" of the water, the magnitude
would be reduced hut a 3 foot
nooding would still have existed.

Col. Lowery' now admits in
the same news release that
"these communities mU.'it first
have a facility ••. such as flood
control ••• to dump the waters
collected by storm sewers. Until
such channels are buUt ••• 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 wUl be reo
quired 10 vote on Storm Drain.

age Bonds if you want complete
protection.
~o effort has been made on

the p3. rt of Col. Lowery, the
flood dist.rict, 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 "STOR~I ORAl=,.
AGE Bor-,nS" would place on the
property owner.

It is important that Maryvale
residents keep in mind that the
1963 nooding of Maryvale was
the result of a torrential down.
pour Which, according to the
<'experts", can be expected on
the average of or,ee in a hun
dred years.

Col. Lowery takes issue only
with the statement about Mary.
vale and avoids the major charge
to "..h1ch the column is almost
entirely devoted; the noeding of

the salt River in January of this
year.

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

The prevention of ex c e s s
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 mayor may not be
constructed. Lowery even pointed
this out in answering a question
by one of the city council memo
bers. He further stated that
money appropriated for chamlel
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
arp. the pictures of the damage
caused ill other sectors of the
county that it is claimed amounts
to $9 million per year? Who
stands to profit from this be
sides the "taxpayer?"

It 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 palms. wt until
such time as the propooents of
the project can answer all of the
questions asked of It and apprise
the public of the IIentire cost". '
inclUding storm drainage. we i
mu!>i again state our position as
we did last week: " ••• it we
cannot be given all the informa.
tion, responsible taxpayers must
vote "NOI"
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10 e C.
lood Contr

The county elections depart.
ment (262·3801) will be open
election day from :1:30 a.m. until

~ thl! polll' &lee to answer qu~ ~
and provide information..... "
Endcnml~t ot the cCJWlt.7.o

wid. flood eemtrol~ hU
com. frtlm the Jlarl-' .'County
TaxPQ'eN AJmL. .

RAlph G. BUl'~, prKf..
dent, has informed the Maricopa
Citizens Flood Protection Com·
mittee that the ~ssoctat2on's
board .oi tli'ectors urges an at,
flrmah '9'Ote at the )larch 8

j bond issUe election.
. Burgbaeb-..'"I' cited several rea- ...

sons for the taxpayer assoc....
tion's endor!ernent:

1. Maricopa County. one oZ the
nation's fastest growing, must ~
be provided with comprehenslt\!e;
flood protection if it Is to 00:0...
tlnue to dtraet new industry and
out-of-state investment money.

2. DQendlture o! the $lU mU
lion wm be spread over a 10-12.
year period. "thus providing a
welcome sthnulant to t..'le Val-.
ley'S t!Conomic growth."

3. Th<! program's cost to real
property owners will av«age on·
ly $5 per year, ''less th;;.n a cent
and a half a day."

~. Wasteful cost of repairing
Valley flood damage, r-~ being
paid for by ta;:pa.yer::l in the
fann ot' higher mtes or pricM,
wm be ellm~na.ted for. the mast
part.

The flood contrQl complex, sev
eral years L.YI. th~ ma~ng. I.s a
con~nsus of the best th2nklng
of i'rIvate engineering fInr.~, t~~
county's flood eontro.~ ~1t;ti:1et.
and ~;uch go....ernment agenc~i!s F,•.!!
ti.le U.S. Army Corp~ cf Eng1·
n~.:r3 and the S~1! ec-:u1'!vatlon

.ED~ent of th.e.ariCO~~untyflood control bond isI\la WaIJ voted W~.:
4a1by th~ board of dire!tOI"8 of the Sunnyslope Chamber of~ " >~j

. Taft directors urged ~ "yes" vote on the proposal. .... . ....~:;..... ~,-., ...)~

..,'.~a' cOOnty will vote Tuesday ~~ a propOSal to. iuue $as.; .~:~;y~.;.. ~$~ ~7
the ~ty s share ~ an overall $115 mUllon flood control p~-..;":'.:,~- .... f, '. ~

Polling place!J WIll be open ~l"t?m 6 a..m. to 7 p.m. . .' '. ....:.. ~:';. .:~:
Bee~ specIal. elections traditionally atttraot 1ID'la11er turnouts thall ~..' " . .' .:

the Maricopa Elections Department has consolidated the ~9Ual n*_ iI ',,". ~
_'- - to lk~ iMIbi . . . .r

of all~ ..'ftnl . - '.;
may be -.elm. at the ')ilft.' •
in&' plaee. ; .. ~,;"',,:

,~ple:, ~. Swmys.~..••..
dents of '~tlWj ·VfW·.,.·
SUIUJY810pe~~ " ~~41at the ''B~~ ..
8etloot. " .' ...'.. .' ~ :.~ .

w~~W-~~'J
tM~!'iW .~:
ty, who:> has~ In Die CIOGIItY
for a year or more, alii! w1io I:it •
duly ....m., .t!I~ WiliJ,·.
means ldf .. W .....,. GIll"
C!"C2TI!nt~ """'k

Under ~'a ee.m~
p~ law. iSbtb~* ..
wives are eUr1b1e to .,.. ';'.'

Votes WI!2~ tbiIfIt~
at .tJM... _1.,.''-.~i
tor ~ prtciact 1\'1 wMch ·DJIt'
r~s1de - ~ .....rUy ~~

~~~.".,:.~
- ....... ~. --:,.'!-- ......& ..~..~~....:..

property in Mesa but reslde III
a i"<!nted aparlmtmt In the BUt..
more preclnct of Phoenl"{, The:f
will t'tnd their i'lames listed a.t
the Phoenix COUntry Day School
polling place. ~1 E. Stanford
Dr.. rather t..'lan at any Mess
pol11r-g place.

Election day ballot will ask
voters to approve or reject the
~~unnce and sal9 by the coun·

ty's ~ood Control Dhr'.:rlct of
$22.7 rnHlion in gcn&rn1 ~~
tlC'n ltondS---Wit.h th? otlpulattOIl :
that these bonds wm be lawi!4
only when needed &nQ Ia
amountD that V.'m not ea1.o-se the
di!ltrl~·;} bon de d !ndebUldBa~

to exceed 3 per tent of the £.lI.
sessed valua.tion Qf taxable prop.
erly hI the county.

'to lll'lsist. votero in loca.tin:·
P!;)'I'~S, headqu&l"~ens of the )Jarl
~o'Pa Clti:l:'en3 Flood Prott-cl1on
Committee ",t ::93S N. Oentrai
Ave. wm ba open election day.
'T'r:~~'P}'c~~~ ~{·C4."'~7~5.
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~ '1 .L ..•- Pollillj;' pla~;' in Gll'orllth' C()r:-"'~.owry 'to,ok iss.u~" this ed scores of hom~sand bust-
t:-' 'f" ~ fOl" Tuesday', election "ill, week wltli ,a stai:eMent by Je-!l'lfS5eS in the Glendale-Mary-'

1 .('{)!iMine pn-clnetK as follow.. : rtlllle Evenson of the Ma:ryvale val" ar"as-causing damage es-

T, B Deb .d 1 I'l"I·t'tneb 1 Mitt 5, ,'ote.Lt r'tit C e( C that I'J"OPOIl'd ftood <:.>0-1 timated at $2.9 million by the

I) e ate I
I ~loDI; t 0114 ~ at the Ch'i.t . trol ~!IU. would no~ preVf>.\i: t:S Arm)' co.I"PS of Engineers""
C t "'J -_ - t ('/ I damage of tAce mal7l1tuct~ JU(' ,. . en eI', M -. 1"('('\ II J en- ,._.... b .' u... . The p.....r.o·ed nood control

'. . '-1 ...- ""&.-":'1 d't I ,.' 6<."....... Y the ._ryvale-Gle~' • " ~
. e.., C "'ll'- ..."...- un I 01' un., I ar~l\lI hi looa. : rtlan inclu(les ope~b\'!fll at inteX'-

. G. 1 lfnd R. O'Neil Pa"k Bulk!-: """'.~ .. __ ,. .'. underneath the Grand Ave-
m E1~ iii M · .,..... P ..~.. wUl ~ --.... f 01 II' _ ....... '" ""'••\ .. _ "7 u un " .
I '. . jij" I" . - -....... r n . tr"'!'." Coloft?l. Lo1l!1't iitfol"ml!d' .>1' railroad' bed~ "wlnch Wlll

~f\t I~ ill""!, e·,· eetlng l~"::'\~~~,"_""'."'w1 ....ithe Maricopa CltlJ:ens "to.:ldl:,ft'l'ynoodwatersmt().~hechan~.
..> , . lL. - 11 v '. '. I. . t~n.,. mayors an~ \')~ lJ>!r, Pr-ot~etion C'omrni,ttee wbirh i nl"1 previously noted, Lowty I. .iofficial,;:", banking groups;" Un'; aiUleti tor his comment,. . explained, '

", . ,_',.,,~ • 'r.: • I ,. " '. : ion organb:ntions; business C:)I" "The- flood control program at r Alike« about storm ~r:aillaae':
\\ ./1. n s!, I".~ of HlI;:>res,,'H' t'1dor:sE:'ment.!'. find .ome 'DCI[ I c'crn" and a hO~DOW P. g" •. t k . th M ~.. 8 ......_~ 1 'pro""""""'s by such ClUes 85. .', ...~ n .rs l.mp. 11 8 em. ear.... ......'" e ec· ..-_... .,

l!r,IUS objection, the proposed $22,7 n¥llior. bon.1 issue for flood II the ~1aricopa County TaxpaYl'l- tlon provides to' ere.QUcret!.'- PhO~llix end GIend!lle, Lowry I
c~mt 1'(,1 will r,)l"le nefore the ,roters :at a county-wide electi,)n' ~ssocil)til)n, urging an aWrma- i UMd cnannel to'.. catr) away l'l"phed: r
Tll<,~d;l\', F live vol 1:'. . concentrations· of' rt~lltE.'rs . ·'J,N M 0 S T INSTA.'liEJm,'
'. 1 I STRr'l",n:OUs "'j t' h·1 . ,. h at- -. .Eligihle to rkcHc th~ question are adult tax[layers who own I r • . " •• '. 0" ec IOn as. c__.rsed by Ilea"" doWnpours;., t eire eorn~uJl._ _"WI.. must

. . .,. " . . ' . I I bf'l'n vOlce(\ by the Arizollii, such tIS occlJrrell ilf.~tu'st 1963 : have a fllCI·Jky '-'- "l!h ItS at·
~ (':'11 prCJ[)erty wl.·h,n ,he boun"arles of M:U-Icopa. who have ltv!'(, I !Hnmeowners All!rociation, hl'ad-: In the' MllryvaJ.~f.d.area." ;'. flood control challn(>~to dumpf
~l!. the er,U;lty II year O~.f.JOl-e and arei,'eglsterell, . : i ~ri by D:IVid C. Cox, concen~inR 'be said. . :, the waters, cotW~.ed I!IY 8tor_~I'"

B'Jth hu:'hand~ and VIlv-el' may f--- - -------- - !.: he E'Xpl'llse and the dfect:\',,· I "Some five indies Cit· ·,.tn fell I.: sewers. Until sue' c~neb ·areJ
voIr!, und,~r Arizo!lli'S cotl:'Fllni- the, blU!lty project i~ expect(>,t 'I nes;; or the program. jduring a 24-1toU!t'; .~,': he ~ built-&."\dthfir ceJr'St~ftonde"- i
1y ~\l'rlpl'rlY I~w, 'l,iot.ers,~·11l chst i t:> oogin early next year. Local fj' The .Maryvale Chamt.er of t"oted, "genett.tbtg' f~r-foot- 'Pfnds upon thltt oUtt'ClDte:?t the.
th(~li- bLlllol~ to th.e P~IlIl1;lf.PI~ce 1Cl) m-m lU i t y construction. ~f: Cl)mm~I{'~. hll;s .1\'~1~ec;tUl,P1. nnJ.ep fI.ooctwat", 'Jhe'H;.'Wa:' ft(j"iMarch a eWel'km~thQ: C!tleS Itt!
for the pI l"Cl.nrt ">\ he~ e. ~h~Y Jl\,~, : storn. drllll~ and other facI!l'.1 open mel!'~Jng at S. p.m. rll~ pI"ace tor t~wdtrf to 10 - r,l question .ellft'ftOt i{.'tulI3t provide
. T~'E BOND ISSll~,·. would j ties. w.'auld be in.'eluded in the In C."rtw"... SC"'"'J. ...b ~.'.~XCI.!Pt d()wnhlll un.til. the y , the._ stor.m dralnap n~rks~.).'
prol lde for constructu:iti or t', finni pha~ (!;f the comprehen- nul" ·and ThOmas JWad~ for ., ~aehed tl\-e. cttlnd. CarfItf. Iqlured bY th~ ~~ioft
n~~':""Ork of.dikes, dam~.cha1'l- live flood control plan. ,dl~cdsslon (){ th~ question .~~W~ no ~~'" . ~~~.~'........_" _~_. ' ..,.__ , .• ~
nd~ !In~ le\ees thl'()ughoat the I'A Jong list of endorsements . and con. . .of~ lit th'lt pOInt b4kauM
county,., ,!,he remainder·ot~eba~cC()me fr?m promlnpnt Val-: 50!. Johl'l C. I..ovtry. cmIe( en- Jet tl!e .1'~ r~act .Flting·r
$115 ml.llOn lleeded for ~'he Pl'1()"-I------------- -_.- ----_.-.. ."lluIIM~ of tlle county s tlood con- i para\lrl to. _Gr~~f(r,JAvent1.e .
gram .would be provided· by tile tro.l eti!i\rlct has~ invited to ~1T.tOU'ltt· ~.I'R.e~'-·l
federal &overnment, . ,. speak for the prOfGll&1. •.nd Da- lUle waters backed up an4 flo~

If ~he bOlld issue is aPfro~, viet C. q~ win take Uk- oppos.-
- _.-_....._-_••-. p-' .-_.~.->._- JnILJ!;i<le,'
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will eliminate the thr-eat of
an outbreak of disease re
sulting from possible con
tamination of drinking wa
ter supplies during flood
perIods.

"And, finally. it wm eli
minat~ lost manpower hours
and the inconveniences cf
inter-rupted phone, gas,
electrir:. water and sewJ-.:c
l:iervices," Beni:.es noted.

"Cost £0 the average
homeowner of 1-1/2 cents a
day will be offset by elimina
tion of nearly $10 milllon
annually 1;1 various types of
nood damage to homes,
business firms, croplJndS,
utility instdla~ions.streets
and brlcges -- which tAX
pay~rs are now paying di
rectly or inolNctly.

"!',1oreover. th02 pro~rlim

ARnONAP~SCUPflNG
BUREAU - Phoenix

'! MarY;Y~le Flood Claims Hit
i PHOENIX - Col. John C., scores of homes and businesses Asked about stonn dratnag
ILowry, chief engineer of the in the Glendale-Maryvale areas progrrons by such dties a

county's flood control district, -causing damage estimated at Phoenix and ..~lendale, Lowr:
! took issue today with a pUblish- $2.9 million by the US Army replied:Ied statement that proposed flood Corps of Engineers." I "In most in$tances, tiles
I control plans would not prevent The proposed flood control communl1iea first must haY!
: damage of the magnitUde su!· plan includes openings at inter- a facility - such as a flood COlI
i fered by the Maryvale-Glendale vats underneath the Grand trol channel to dump the water:
J area~ in 1963. Avenue railroad bed, "which will collected by storm sewers. UII

"Such a statement is untrue," Icarry fiocdwaters into the chan- W such channels -are ~-
Colonel Lowry informed the nel p~eviously noted," Lowry Iand their construction depend.
Maricopa Citizens Flood Protec-! explamed. upon the outcome of the liard

. tion Committee which asked; II election - the cities in queB
for his comment. i Ition cannot fully provide tbl

, "The flood control program at : ,stonn drainiage networks re
stake at a March 8 bond elec-. i qUired by their populatlol
tion provides for a concrete-lin-' Igrowth."
et;l channel to carry away cen-,
centrations of floodwaters caus-
ed by heavy downpours such as
occurred in August 1963 in the
Maryvale·Glendale area," he
said.

"Some five inches o! rain fell
during a 24-hour period," he
noted, "generating four-foot·
deep floodwaters. There was no
place for these waters to go
-except dO"'l1hill until they
reached the Grand Canal.

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

PHOENIX -- "Unqualified
endorsement" of the pro
posed flood controlprogram
at stake at next Tuesday's
special bond election has:
been announced by the Cen
tral Arizona Building &
Construction Trades Coun
cil.

Frank G. Bene1tes. coun
cil business manager. no
tified the Maricopa Citizens
Flr-od Protection Committee
on the group's action.

The MCFPC !s urging vo
ter approval of$22.7mUlion
in fleod control bonds as
the county's share of the
overall $115 milllon pro
gram. If voters give the
countywide· plan the green
light March 8, the Federal
government is committed to
$93 mUlion in construction
funds.

Benites, who is also a
PhoeniX city councilman,
added a strong personal en
dor'sement to that of the
construction trade union.

"As a councUman, I know
that no storm sewer pro
gram can be fully imple
!1\Cnted Wltil the various
flood structures are con
structed. Flood channels
mlJSt 00 built first, so tbat
storm di"aiOlage waters can
be dumped into them. Also,
the building of additional
bridges across the S a I t Ri
ver within the Phoenix city
limits :is· ·condi:ional. to a
great .eXtent. upon approval
of tile' flood contra} pro 
gram.

"As a hasbar..1o father and
taxpayer, I am grateful a
ccmprehensive flood control
program finnlly has been
drafted. It ""ill protcct the
property, health and safety

--of some .200,000 tamillei in
the county -- includIng my
own.

..As an official of the
trade union movement, I
know throt the flood control
program '11<111 create hun 
d::-e..1s of neooOO jobs in the
VaHey, l'cnefln·'n~ ~-:tt, th(!

_.,~~i·.~·"'" _ .... ~ :!. ;.. ~" ... '.'

Flood
Bonds
Okayed€114-
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Vote For Flood' Bonds oJ - a -<:. (..

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 pons 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 floods are unlikely, or protection has
already been provided. They may see no rea
son why they should pay taxes t~ protect
Phoenix and other cities, where the peril is
great indeed.

If Phoenix should be deva3tated 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 ensuing economic dh;rupticn.
They'd have to help take care of the home
less, at far greater cost to them than the flood
control lJrogram that is planned. A large per
centage of the ta;<able pro~rty would be
wiped out and might not be replaced for
years, if ever.

There is ~vidence that cou:1try 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 $93,000,000 in federal funds. Convinc
ing the objectors in town is something else
again. Their letters to newspapers, their
ch::<rges in public meetings, show how widely
th~ whole proposition is misunderstood. They
assune that rec1a!113ticn proj~cts, set up to
ttcre irrigatien water and not for flood con
trol at all, are to blame when excess water h~s

to be released down Salt River. They just
don't u;lderstand Arizona, its climate or its
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79.000

746,000

250p OQO

2,974,000

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

A, The counw's FloodControl
District. As the various projects
involved are completed, they are
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 county~i::ould
not possibly undertake the entire
program's cost' Within the limits
of itS present tax structur:e or
without imposing impos.sible
burdens upon homeowner tax
paYE;rs.

.._------
.......

QG Assuming the flood control

Q. The U.s. Army Corps of
Engineers reportedly has pro
po$ed a 2000 - foot wide channel
on the Salt River from 91st
Avenue to Gillespie Dam, which,
it has been said, would destroy
8450 acres of wildlife habitat. Is
this true?

A. The Corps of Engineers
hils 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.

ed tens of thousands of familtes.
'" '" ..

Q. I note t~at Orme Dam is
hsted·as part of theoveraHflood
control plan. Isn't it also part of
the Central Arizona Project?

A. Yes. Actually, Orme Dam
is a reclamation project andwiIl
not be constructed unless and
until the Central Arizona Pro
ject is approved by Con gr es s.
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 storag'e facilities,
assuming Orrile Dam is built
by the CAP. The CAP, it shOUld
be noted. has $31~8' militon ear
marked for the dam'z;coIlstruc
tion.

Structures 1,132,000
Mesa - Chandler Gilbert

Floodways . 800,000
Buckeye Structures 776,000
West Phoenix Floodways,

Phase II 337,000
North Phoenix Mountain Channel;

Phase II 966,000
Sonoqui (San~an 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 Dam) 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
9 heavy spring runoff from the
mountain areas occurs, tremen
dous amounts of additionaX water
will have to be released overthe
next several months. Is this
possible?

A. Definitely. It can and has
happened here. From January
to May. 1941,'9 five - month
perioc1,. all read d~p5 across the
Salt and Gila rived 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-

905,000
60,000

Gila-Salt River Channel Clear-
ance (Levees) $ 250,000

Lower Indian Bend
Channel l,770,000

Chaqp.el Clearance - Agua Fria,
New River and
Skunk Creek

Arizona Canal
Ilversion 944,000

eteamy D..-aw Dam 150,000
Ncrth 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 500,000
West PhoeniX

Floodways .
South MOllntain (South

Phoenix)
Casandro Wash Illm
Sunset and Sunny Cove

Illms
Buckhorn - Mesa

Structures
Bender and Sand Tank

Structures 152,000
Apache Junction - GilbertStruc

tures and Williams - Chandler

(EDITOR'S NOTE: following
are questions and answers re
garding the March 8 Maricop!!
County flood control bond is~

!'Je. They w~re compiled by the
Maricopa Citizens Flood·Pro
tection Committee; which is
supporting the bond issue.)

Q. Ho'.'I did the county arrive
at the $22.7 million figure in
volved in the March 8 election?

A. Here is the list of flood
,control projects and the money
required as the county's share,
as supplied by the F~ood Control
District engineering staff:



FLDaD CCNT!~' QHD :,".)"',
ELBCTID'! llEXT TUESDAY

Next Tuesday I Morc" l~, is the doy when all property
OWi1ers of Maricopo ""Ii "f will have an opportunity to
vote on the propos;r',::Ir" r,J a $22.7 million bond issuefor

a County wide flood control
program to be financed pri
mari�y by the Federal Gov
ernment. Total cost is $115
million.

The County E' ~lOl]S Depart
mentwilla}so be .. ~lc"l from 5;30
!,. M. until po:.:> t:ll'~'J -- ptlo11e
~1i>2-3S0 1.

Eligible to 'yO:~ ,; aflyaJult
taxj.layer wI::!' . :eal P{cl"1~r~>,

wit!linthcbl,'"' ,c' 'lon"~aric,,,a
COllnty ~'1t' . '. ,; ins r.:siJI.'J in
me county hr <i ye u or mor·: .:lm1

is a July q.l<'ih<.'l elector Ii; all
other r?sp~.::'~. '

Under l,~; z,na's COmnllHll ty
property 1:'''1, \'.13b,;n<1s anfJ v,')vcs
u..... riing th" same property ali,'
botb eatith;,j t.) \-ete.

Vot~rs t 1 ilt cast t~h.:ir ~alluts

at lh.~ pGllL;~, plat:':: J;':3i~;nate'.i
for the prcdact in which th<:y re
siJe, lIor i! ~cess:,r;lf where ~hei"

1'[';)1. ~~r.t)" i; 10(',J. h~d",
Ttl ~ <:iedi"n day b<:ltiot wiU

r.sk vo\.'(s to ar!':r~lve u{ r<::Jeci
the l!SUance ,.nJ S:lle l~y '.he CDtln~
n"s nOQU :::Jl\trc-i l"istli ,;t Llf

:::':£:.7 million ;11 ¥,enera! ahhg;-
',;111 ~UL1l1$-~\\';th th" $-,ipllbtWIl
s;liu bCln,lS WIll be issu"J (july
..... he'lrle':Jc<; and jp :~m(";nl", !bat
WIll not CcllSt' tht: l)ls~fjcr s t>ond
cJ WLlf:'bwdnt:ss t,,' , :" 'ee,;, ;.t1t~e
per ';E'.t<t (3";') ,'1 tl:" aSS'::i~Cu V~\l
dati.on lJi .. lA "!)l<..' r~ort.'t~y ll· ··.de

CClIlOly.

4 - SAGE - MARCH 3,

FLoon cor
ELECTION INFC'

(Continued r

~OL
:\TlO~

'! !>. 1)

ELEC.nON I:-.lFORMA nON

/'';; J serVice to voters. the Mar
:c vpa County Citizens Flch1<! Pro
tcctic'n r:umminee has cl)mpileJ
\·(;li.n~ ;nfurmatjon as fo11o"ls:

PoILil"; pl.1c'es w:11 be open
icom 6 1\,1\'1. to '7 P. M.

fkc:lllS<- spt:-:i:.l eIe.;tionc [[3
djtillnrtl~y :ittf:ll;! smaller turnouts
than gen:;rttl electil)ns. th~ tvtrtr
i',Llpa Ele(L~ns l1'Jpartrnc!1l n~s

':lo~Js;)Ilt.l<:tcJ rh,e ':;'.1a) number ot
"'l!Lil~plar.estc) 104. "f illS means
'h:11 r~;j'!ellts ,-,1 d' l::-,;uy 'lS fj·... e
:)j"~.i",:ts all I;Jay be vvting at
:!Lc :,:,rn<, pvIl'np. pl~ ce,

To J,scst \ c·refS If! b.""~lng poll
:11':' pbces. h·c :td(;~;arte,s oi the
,:'::iti::,;;lS flll,.'u Pwte·:"{iOl1 Ctlm
!"ii:lee 'wiil be open eh:ction
d,w <Ii 2,,1~j3 N. Cen traIt phone
26"*-078:'.

(';,r,ttllucJ un Page 4)
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Scottsdale MM 2 .'
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BUREAU. Phouix

IFlood control

Bond issue
polls named

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

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

! normal. . I
i Adult taxpayers who own Hohokam prp.clncts 'lote at HOo

l
'

real property within the boun- hokam.
.daries of Maricopa County and Tonto, Coronado, Oak Park i
Iwho have resided in the coon· and Tonalea precincts are com-;
,ty for a year or more are ell- bined at Coronado. I
gible to vote if they have reg-. . i
istered. MarIcopa, Mohave, NavajO i

The ballot asks voters to ap- and .Pima are combined at I
prove or reject the issuance NavaJO. i
and sale by the county's Flood Paiute, Scottsdale East and I
Control District of $22.7 mil- Scottsdale West are eombIn~d!

lion in general obligation bonds. at Loloma. . I
The district h~ stiJ>!Ilated .Arcadia, Hopi, Kiva pre-l

that the bonds will be l.~u~d cincts are combined at Kaibab.1
only when needed and lL • •. j
amounts that will not cause theI InglesIde, Piccadilly 8!ldI
district's bonded Indebtedness I zeni precincts are combined atI
to exceed three per cent of the Ingleside. .
assessed :valuation of taxable Kachina, Olivette ar:d Ven.!
property m the county. tun precincts combined at l

P811s will be open March 8 Kachina. i
from 6 a.m. to 7 p.m., :

The nine polling places for Supai, Tempe. 3 and TE:m~ 4,
Scottsdale reside!lts are 8S fol- precmets combmed at SUpai.

lows: St. Daniel and Yavapai pre-
ResidEm~Qf the Codllse and cincts combined at Yavaoai.

ARIZONA REPUBLIC
"'!.AOPhoenix (~2

ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPING
BU'P.fAU - Phoenix

1~~rGroup i
.Backs Vote
, t'1 ,\.,..

(} 1 •. 1

! The Central Arizona Building
land Construction Trades COUIl
ici! has endorsed a countywide
Iflood confrol program to be.
I ., I'Ivoted on Tuesday m a ~pec1a I
1$22.7 million bond ~ection. I

I Frank Benites, trades council;

j
Jbusiness manager and also a
Phoenix city councilman, added

la strong personal endorsement,
Iaccording to the Maricopa Flood
lProtection Committee.

I Benites said no storm. sewer

I
program can be fully imple
mented until the flood structuresI
'are constructed. ,
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Election Called· F-or M4Irch 8

522.1 ~J~ion Flood (onl~ol
BonI~ssue .. lct8e;·Determlned·
P.roperty owners in~ I~ St. ThoIle in Higley &ad' ormon end ia • du.y quafJied

County will go IfO the~ nec:t Q\ieen Creek cfj,,'1iricts wiD voCIe elector (tJilioJ last me3J\1 hi.s or
Tuesday, March 8, to eppiove or at the. Queen~E~~ her nama is Oil die ~t __
reject the i~ and ale by SdlooI and voClers m Gilbert ww t . try)
t1le .cougt.fs Flood CGntrol Diat- vcre at the Gilbert town IWI. er regIS .' • •

riet fi "$12.3 in~~ Polls in all county precincts Voters ~U cast their .ballots
tion bonds, proceeds 01 wtaidl wiII be open from 6: 00 a.m. to at the polling~ d2signated
will be USIed to finance MarlCO' 7: 00 p.m. for the procinct in which they ,
pa'. share rJf a countywide flood Eligible to vofe is any adult reside. not necassri.ly where the ,
control program. .. taxpayer who 0IVnS real ptoper'- property !s Ioc&td. .

Approval of the bond IEUe II ty within the boundaries of Mill'- If the bond iGSlte is aooe¢ed.
required by the fedenll~ icopa County and who hall 1'& the -countY II1OI1ks will be used
ment before it can m. ava?- sided in the county for a yeer fOlr acquisition cf. aecesi8ry
able an additional $93 million tn II' Irights of way, modification or .
construcfion ~. certain existing roads and bridg-

Taxpayers in the Ch~erI :es, and maintenanoa of a net-
district will ~ote at the JW'.1or iwork 0: flood control EItrI.wtUres
High School Library, 191 W. tlak- j I eo he erected dur'.:lIg the next

, : 1~12 years by the U. ~. Aamy
I CoI1pS of Enginrers and fIe Soil
: Conservation Service.
: W. B. ·Barkley, clllfrirman 0;
, the MariaJPll Citi2lem Flood Pr0-
tection Committee he! stated
tt.at coot of the bond issue to
the average homeowner in tues
if based on a home \"aoIued at
$15.000 will a.."'I1ount to only 35
cents a month, or ab~t "one
cigarette achy."

The CClUnty elections depart
ment (252-3llal) will be Gpen

election day from 5: 30 a.m. until
the polls cbse and will be wail- .
ahle to answer qUtries anJ pr0

vide information en the Rood
Control Bond Issue.
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Flood Protection
91,2cke1 To Speak
To Kiwan;s~c;'ub
M~shall Hum.p'J":TeY~ i 'repre

s~ntmg the MarIcopa County
Cltize~s for Flood Protection
committee, will be tht> speak.
~r at the Thursday noon meet.
109 of the Kiwanis Ciub in
the Tempe Sands.' .

I!umphrey, a fnrmer state
legi-slator and presently a farm
e~ and president of 8 cottOIl
od <:on~pany at Chandler, will
be urgmg ratIfication of the
more than $22 million flood'
control bond is~ue to be voted·
on by real property owners
March 8.

Reid Teeples is this week's'
program chairman.

ITaxpayer <7roup Endorses
! ,,'1 &. "

!l"es Vol~' on Flood Bonds
I

I Endorsement of the countY-l 5. The flood control complex,:
wide flood control program tas several years in the making, Is;
come from the ~raricopa County Ia consensus of the best thinking ,
Taxpayers Association. of private engineering firms, the

I Ralph G. Burgbacher. presi- county's flood control district
dent, has informed the Maricopa and such government agencies

I Citizens Flood Protection com,\' as the U.S. Army Corps of
i mittee that the association's Engineers and the Soil Conser·
!board of directors urges an af-l vation service.

I
,firmative vote at the March 8:
bond issue election, .

i Property owners that day will I
be asked to approve issuance of '
$22.7 million in bonds as the 1

county's share of an overall $115 ;
million flood control program. I

Contingent upon such approval I
is a federal government com- I

mitment for some $93 million;
for constructing dikes. dams, II

channels and levees throughout
the county. !

Burgbacher cited several rea-;
sens for the taxpayers associa-:
tion's endorsem~nt:

1. Maricopa County, one of the:
natiun's fastest growing, mu!;t be ,
provided with comprehensive:
flood Vrotcction if it is to con· 't'

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

2. Expendiure of the $115 I
million will be spread over a I
10·12 year period, "thus provi<!- !
ing a welcome stimulant tn the:
Valley's cwnomic growth." I

3. The prograTlI':.; cost tu rf'al ;
property owners will average i

only $5.00 per yC<1r, "iess t!l:m i
a cent and a half a day." 1

4. Wasteful cost of repairing!
Valley flood damage. now being I
being paid for by taxpayers in I
th.e form of higher rates or I

, prices, will be eliminated for the I
most part.

,,
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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 time:; the actual
cost. They include:

-Permanent protection from
havoc-wreaking floods;

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

-Curbing of costly erosion
and conserving of valuable t.op
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.
W. R Bar.kley, 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."

CONTRACTOR & ENGINEER
Phoenix.

ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPING
BUREAU - Ph~~ix . _

P,-t.Jit/elfl~ JJtt.JJ49t
~;: ~ ·;·By R. G. Wallace

T\:csday. 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 Boal'd
of Directors of
the Chapter, a
contract for the
construction of
our new office
b u i I din g was
a warded to the
Mardian Con
strucHon Co. I

R. G. Wallate 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., or. 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.

CONTRACTOR & ENGINEER

Phoenix 1M ~<il

Flood Protection Vete March 8
r>'\ ()r

On Man.h 8, 1966, voters in
Maricopa County will be asked to
approve a $22.7 million bond issue.
Thi~ money represents the Coun
ty's participation in a 29-project
program totalling $115 milI~on.

The balance of the money, approx
imately If-92 million, will be sup
plied by val'ious 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 £lood, but
se,emingly forget about once the
rains stop, ravages are repaired.
and the sun again makes its ap
pearance.

\Vhen rain falls suddenly, tor-
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OPPONENTS or I ~ btbl:lOled!
'countywide flood controi p~
gram, which would have requir-

. ed an additional $92.3 million in
federal funds, claimed the meth- .

, od of taxing only !'eat proper.tYI
and, improvements was unfm.

They pointed to the fact that
around $221 million in personal '
property was exempt from tax-
es.

-; And figur~ co~piled by coun
'ty officials and, the state tax
commission showed, about $171
mmion in exempt personal prop
:erty. is Qwned, by five of the
county's biggest taxpayers.

(Household furniture also
was exempt, but the average
personal property tax cost
would have been around 50
cents a year.)
LOWRY SAID plans to resub

,mit the proposal at a later date
Irwill be studied. 'He said it mightl
'lbe possible to include the bond
I~ issue plan on the general elec
,tion ballot next November. He
said the existing district tax,

,rate of. 2 cents per $100 will bei
j con.!inued.

PHOTO FLOOD: W.B. Barkl.y; chairman of the Mari
copa Citizens Flood Prot.ction Commi...., asles local
residents to check family albums and other saurces for
photographs depicting flood scenes from pr.vious years.
The citizens committe•.will use photos for displays and
.xhibits in behalf of. 'Ves' vote at March·8 flood control
bond eJection. Above, Barkley, a form.r speallerOf the
Arizona House of R.pr.sentatives, holds enlarged photo
of the Maryvale area fI,ood of 1963 which caus.d an
estimat.d $3 million damage in 24-hour p.riod. "VIi
hoping to be flooded with photographs," says Bark.
The MCFPC h.adquarters are at 2933 N. C.ntral
Phoenix.



)Urgentf-~Ff'ood

Business Still
Left Undone MESA DAILY TRIBUNE

Mesa

"'~~ ~5 .~.'-1;'",. (;h L·,.....

Si~~f for Flood
Bond Vote Told

By KErt.WETH ARLIXE :1!l61-62 fiscal years the rfltr. was
Gazette Staff Writer is cents, ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPINC

tFirlolt of three articlm.) : The Flood Control Act of 1959 BUREAU - Phoenix

N ear I y $800 000 has beeniperr..its tile control district to I
_ j.', ", . ;levy a tax on the taxablE' real I

spell! on flood conti 01 In j property "to pay the expense :
Maricopa County since 1960. 10C ~d~n~stering the dist~icl and I

With $303,061 remaining in, rr~31~tammg and operatmg the.
the CUlTent budget tbe tots!!dlstnct's fiood-contr~l sy5tem.": i

. ' ! Personal properly IS excluded .
,.pent In 6~.z years could reach! from flood control taxation. i
$1.006,265 by July 1. : .~. '>:,.;' I

A study of the financial state-: I~ TII~ BO:.,O .".~,~e 1~ ap-, Nine polling places in the Me- !er precinct:. 1, 2, 3. and 4.
m~nts of the Maricopa Countv!proved, .•he fdtl' m .\1~rlcopa 'sa area pas! of T,'mpl' havr. bc('n! Gilbert City Hall court room·
Flood Control Districf. for the:Count~' IS exp('ckd til ,c:!lmb to designiltl'd for till.' $22.7 millioll i fof' Gilht.'!'l precinct and Dest'rt
past 516 years shows most of! 14.9 .cfmts Qr more: Lle law munty flood control bond issue' Baths precinct.
the spending has beE'n in mak_ipra:'ld~s .lor two levle~,. (lne for cieetil)n Yaarch 8. Queen Creek School for bolh
jn:!:. plans for. flood ront.rd:m~Intalr~ng ..}he ;':h~;\:lC't, tt-~e The polling plat't:s. with !hc Q'Jeen Creek prerinct and mg·
projects alld for the countywldf"ctLer Ie. p:J .. ,:'lg oJ ,..e bl)nd~. 27 pr·.'cincls lhpy reprl.':;/'nl. nrc: ley prct:int.:l.
$'22,6 million bond £>ledioDi AccordilJb to S(Jm~ ('~!jma~es. Fd:son Sl'h(Jol mwie room, Further prcdnct ,md voting in·
l\l;;reb 8. ifhc man now payin;: 59 cents a 54:'> 1\. Harn,'. l\{{'sC\ . for ~!(.'sa formation may be nbtainrd by

RlGHrS-OF'Wl\\', t e r m e d);pa: will find the bill increased pn'C1nds 11 and 15, phoning thf' voter'~ registration,
"urgent" before the districl!to $3.50. F:l1il'I'SUn School musk room, offie'e. 252·3891. .
""as organized, ha;,-e r;ot been! 0 the r s say it will 1>e in- 9,10 W Cniversity Dr.. ,Mesa
purchased. R (' cor d s sho'i'i.creased to $4.50. Still nfhcrsi for Mc~a precinds 1, 3, 13. all,
money budgeted for this pur-;cIaim tile amount could be: 14. .
pose has been part of the year'; more. !\Ics& II i[!.h School, .Ja('krabbi
end cash hahne'e. ; VP TO LAST .Tu~y 1. the; ';ym. WI 1<:. Eroad,\'ay . ~or M~
~hile the mont'y h1l": not. flood cm:irol district had spent: sa pr()d:J(;t~. 2, 4, 6. 1md 17

been "'oteri by Congr('ss, jro·;$i01.365. SineI' that dale, ~p~nd- ~,!esa Junior High S('hool, ml!
poncnis of the bond wa:c cX-'ing has totall'd $81.833.15. sit· sf<.lge room. S28 Eo Broac·
pel'! tbe. bond money HI he: . 'c 1 , \\'ay. for ~tesa precincts S. 11
.m8tcht~d with $92 mHljoli in fed-; "Tlu~ ~hrmg~..~he t~ta, ~'J)I'/1t ~o 12 and Hi,
E.'ral .. h1J1ds durin;:: the lWld Iii $/83.2J...15. Sd;! .un;P€'~1t,I.r',tLe lVlesa ;-';atwnal (;uard Armor)
a"r~ ;current budge. Is ",30.).1l'>"~,.I,v"'. ;>. "J!l N. Cen!/.'I'•. [or Mesa pr!

• 'fhe di<l.ricfs hudg'fl. pf<lvides: Tne current bHdl?ct in(':(jdc~: ;;il!cts, 5. 7, and 9: and Ler
'$14,5iO io pay \H:rl\el'~ at' the! eup to $5f1,6116 in ~aloJr;e;;. prl'('jnct.
104 ~olling phces in the chmiilg' OTwo new l'('hick; ('f)slinri .TeHel'son ~chool !',lUsi<' I'lli'll

electIon. ;$4.66~a four-wheel drivE' out- 12U S. .1l.'ffpl'Slln St. 71t!;'sa . f(
, Apach(' pn.',:nd.THE FLoon contrclI burigcl. fit (with refri~eratifm and hcnt-

is not a pan of the countY's;c:'1 and a sedan (with air ('on-' Cha!ldier Junillr JIlg!l SdlOO
regular bUi..get. Cost of meeting;ditioning, Jleater, po\ver I'tE'er- un \1', Oakl:md St. . for Chane
the control district's spendingiing and aut 0 rn a t j (' tr:m;-
is not rei1edcd in. the county·~mission).

tax rate. : tSlThree executive desks cost-
It is, however. a part f)f the jng $435 and thrc~~ executive

tax bill paid by the property, chairs costing ~18(i.

taxpayer. : FLOOD CO~TROL in l\tllri-
In the current tax statc-icopa County i, another nllme

ments, the am 0 U n t of this1for "Specilil Tax District No
special tax is 59 cents for somei2!l.·'
taxp(;lyers, 69 cents lor 1;1any .1 A sl3!~n1Cll! on Page 147 of
an~ more or less .hanhc8e the rnrrcl'l county bud get
am.Junts for others. points out that the board of

IT IS BASED on it rate uf 2,sllpen'isors "h~s no control
cents per $100 valuation. The;over the spending in special
2-cent rate has applied each'tax dis~ricts." How~ver. the
year since th~ 1962-63 fis('alisupervis(\r~ ,'. o;ct Ire tax ri.l:~~

yrar. DuriM the ~'111,)-61 nnd lh~i ill :;~r"i" "" .J_
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Taxpayer
Unit Urges
'Yes'Vote
THE MARICOPA, Coun

ty Taxpayers Association
hits endorsed the county
wide flood control program,
it was reported yesterday.

The Maricopa Citizens
Flood ProtectioJl' Committee
said that Ralph G. Burg
bacher, M C T A president,
.informed the committee

j
itbat t~e association's board of
directors l:r~es a yes vote in the
l~arch 8 ~:l,7 million bond elec- i
,tion. I

Proper.y O\H:ers are being I
asked in G;" election to ap. ,

. prove the tend funds as the
I eouty" lhal'~ !.if an over-aUIfB5 million f-:t!.-:ra!·aid flood

Control system. VG~:'rs will
baUot at 1 0 f I'~f:ir.6 places
from • a.m. to 'j ~.d. dcction
day.

Burpacher told Le ~ICFPC

that the taxpayer ;.~n

is backing the nor .;}

ipro~ for these • . +1
-Maricopa County, or,'~ '" .,le:

nation's fastest growing 'S, I

needs comprehensive flll(, 0- I

Itection to continue al,lr 1,{

jnew industry and out·of-st, .I-

'vestors.

-SPENDING of the $115
lion over a 10 to 12 year pe
will provide a "welcome Stiill~'
1ant to the Valley's econorrJc
growth."

-The program will cost real
property owoen an average o{
only $5 per year, or less than
B2 cents a day.

-Wasteful cost of repairing
v.ney flood damage, now be
bIe paid for by taxpayers in

, tile form of blgher rates or
: prices, wiD for tbe most part
I be eJiminated.
I
I-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 U.S. Arm y
Corps of Engineers and the Soil
Consflrvat:inn !':prv;t'p

SUNNYSl.OPE JOURNAL
Sunnyslopt,

forB 24.
ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPING
._~_~U.:: Phoanb, .. -~ "_

Flood Pktures Wanted

.'

W. B. Barkley, chairman of l.lartcopa atben:J Flood P.:'ot~

tlon Committee, asks local residents to cheek faMUy' r.l!>1.l.ll'.a 1!o.~~,:1

ether SourCes 'tor photographs depJetlng flood seehe$ troln~j,-e~iCl.is
years. The committee wm use the photos tor displa), and er.hlb!t:;
1Q bEhalf of a "yea" vote at the March 8 flood contr.ol oo:-.d dectk_,
Above, Barkley, former speaker of the Arizona House, hok:s an f:~.
larged photo of the Maryvale flood of 1963 which cauSed,au e~ tJ·
mated $3 million damage in a 24-h0itr period. "vre'rc hopIng t\l b.~

l100ded. with photographs," a&ys &rkley. MCFPC h<:'l\dq\l8!'tt'?r's ::.:-~
at 2933 N. Central Av~. .
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THE MARICOPA Coun

1ty Taxpayers Association
,has endorsed the county
1wide flood control program,
lit w~s reported yesterday.
i
: The Maricopa Citizens
iFlood Protection Committee
ISlaid that Ralph G. Burg~

ibacher, M C T A president;
1informed the committee

I
'that the association's board of
directors urges a yes vote in the
March 8 $22.7 million bond elec-

l
tion. .

Property owners are being

I
asked in ·the election to a~

prove the bond fgnds as the
I county's share of an over-all
I $115 million federal-aid flood

!control system. Voter! win
. ballot .at 1 0 f polling places

from 6 a.m. to 'l p.m. election
day•. '..

Burgbacher told the MCFPC
that the bupayer association

. is backing the flood control
'1 program for these reaSMS:

-Maricopa CountY,one of the

Ination's fastest growing areas,
needs comprehensive flood pro
itection to' continue attracting

l
new industry and out.af-state in
vestors.

I -SPENDING of the $115 mil
: lion over a 10 to 12 year p~iod

-IWill provide a "welcome stlml;l
Iant to the Valley's econonuc,
growth)' •

I -The program ~l cost real
. property owners an average of

ollly $5 per year, or less than
1~ cents a day.

-Wasteful cost of repairing
Valley flood damage, now ~e

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 U.S. Arm y
Corps of Engineers and the Soil

IConservation Service.

Rt?f!U8t..t<!. ~-~..f-c.',
."Flood Control
Lack Decried

e
public deti'at'e whether

Maricopa COWlty needs some
$22.6 mlllion worth of fiood
control bOnds' will be held at
the Downtown' YMCA' RoWldup'
Room, 350 N. 1st Ave., Wed
nesday at 8 p. Ill.

------~-...---

The program is being spon- r
Bored by the Greater PhoeD1X;
Land Owners Assn. Speaking
in favor of the bonds will be
~ am Tucker, tormer City of
Phoenix engineer and current.
Iy associated with Benhamt t
Tucker and van LWldlngham ~
J;:ngineers. Opposing will be';
David C. Cox, president of the .
Home Owners Association. !

ILawrence Office, president
of the Greater Phoenix Land
Owners Assn.~inVitedthepublic I
to attend the meeting. Each t .
speaker Will talk 10. minutes -

- 'and w1ll answer questions from
the aUdience.

HOME NEWS SUN
Phoenix

ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPING
BUREAU - Phoenix

I
i
I

. Lack of flood protection inI
,Maiicopa CoWlty could have an
jadvers.e affect on lending pol
I ieies otout 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,
control 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- 'I
tial to the protection of property .
in the area."

I(

;{~..~\\'c:.- 14?-'/£.6
'Yes' Vote On Flood
Control Important

Editor, The Arizona Republic:

I'm not a I an d specula
tor. I'm not independently
wealthy. The only piece of
property I own is my home,
and I live in the northeastern
section of Phoenix. The flood
threat to my home is remote.

I mention these facts as a
preface to stating I am whole
heartedl;}" in support oe the
coming vote on a $22.7 mil·
lion bond authorization to
make possible a carefully
planned, comprehensive, counr

ty-wide system of flood pro
tection.

IF WE TURN this proposal
down, the U.8. Army Corps
of Engineers will not do an
other study for at least 10-12
years. And we must have
such a study before constru~

tion on a flood 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 Qnein 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 th~ most liberal
estimates - would exceed the
entire cost of the bond issUe
to Maricopa County home·
owners.

1 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 SCIDNKEL
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WEDNESDAY - Grady, Pap
ago Kiwanis, Smokehouse Res
taurant; Damone, Midtowners
Busmess and Professional Wo
men's Club, Cloud Club, both at
12 noon; Gutierrez, Mesa SoroP"!
tomists, Paul Perry's Smorgie \
1 p.m.; Leroy Ohsiek, JunioIj
Woman's Club of South Phoenix t
home of Mrs. Clay Kuhn, 409 W
Paseo Way, 1:15 p.m.; Jac
Ka r i e, Chandler's Woman'

The' Iaricopa Citizens Flood~ote~~~ommittee Is_~~~
'perb11JlS the greatest pu6~ eauca.!ian~_mp~ coUiltY s

hisUindor the March 8 flood contrOIlXina~on. .
~ ··A speaker's bureau established by the committee will make. 27

appearances this week in an ~f~rt to sell the proposed countyWIde
flood control program to CIti- i

zens Club, 2 p.m.; Donald Meyers,
. Phoenix 20-30 Club, 6:45 p.m.;

Forty. three appe~rances .are and Samuel Lanford, American
scheduled to run until the mght Institute of Planners, Room 100
of March 7, only hours before F, Engineering Building, Ari-

tthe polls· open. zona State University, 7 p.rn. I

PROPOSED is II comprehen- Thursday _ Tucker, Thunder.
sive $115 million program that bird Rotary, Arbor Restaurant;
would take a decade or more Barkley and John C. Lowry,
t,(J build, Glendale Rot a r y; MacKay,

Taxpaying real property own-]
ers will be fsked March 8 to
authorize the Maricopa County'
Flood Control District to issue
$22.7 million in bonds, which
would be used to secure rights
of way and maintain structures
that would be built by the U.S.
Corps of Engineers. The federal
government is expected to con
tribute $92 million if the bond!
issue is approved. t

These appearances are sche-(
duled for this week: t

MONDAY-Richard D. Searles,'
Scottsdale Soroptomis~; Donald;
H. Mackay, West Phoenix Ki-!
wanis, Desert Sun Hotel; Roger
Verdugo, Ebell Club of Phoenix"
Pho~x Woman's Club· House,
all at 12 noon; and Jack Grady,
Glendale Lions Club, My Broth·
er's RestaUrant, 7 p.m.

Tuesday W.~. Barkley, Wick
enburg Rotary at Texas Cafe;
Sam Tucke~, Scottsdale Real
Estate. Board, Safari Hotel;'
MarshalJ Hlimphrey, Apache
Junction Rotary,' Superstition·
Inn, aI1 at 12 noon; K D. Ellis,
Woman's Club . o! . Phoenix, l'
p.m.; Rosendo Gutierrez, Scotts-
dale Lions. Valley Ho Hotel, 7
p.m.; Searles, Arizona Mobile
Homes Association, Rancheria!
Trailer Estates; Verdugo, Southi
Phoenix Jaycees, Jaycee Club
House; Mike Damone, Encanto
Woman's Club. home of Mrs.
Nora Willis, 2201 W. Weldon, all
at 8 p.m.; and Mrs. Mildred
May, Women in Construction,
ABC ClUb, 8:36 p.m.
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Don Dedera
~1l\

Can Anyone Find

}Iore Real Beauty?

; :'TRC'T!~ IS as clear as a bel!," goes the current Pratt.
! GIlbert oHjcC ruotto. "Hut it isn't always toll..'d."

I Mel Larson persists j t -..'. .
I bond election. n trymg to gam pUblicity for the flood

.He points out there are 20 FlOOd
dirE'ctory. Also there is an Erik D s in the P.boenix telephone
and Lena LeveE', and a Ruth am

U
' , and IrVl1l and Roy Dike

as we as a Coy Channell. '... .

VOICE OF SOUTH PHOmIX
SOUTH PHOE:-ill
FEBRUA..'cr 13, 1966:

SO'UTI-l PHOENIX 1\OUNDUP

PhoeniX fEB 1",.
ARIZONA PRESS CUPPING

BUI\I.AU - ~a1x

Flo~d t;1-4'
Speaker At

Jaycee Hall
Roger Verdugo. an ac

countant for Mar i co pa
County, wlll speak on behalf
of the Maricopa CitiZens
Flood ProtectionCommittee
at a PJbUc 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 p.iblic is invited.

Property owners in Mari
copa County are being asked .
to go te the polls March 8
to cast their ballots on a
p:'oposed $22.7 million bond
issue. to be used for flood
protection for Maricopa:
County. -

The $22.7 mil110D will fin
ance Maricopa County's
share of the entire pnlgram
which, with addition of fede
ral government construction
fulXls, will cost $93 million.

Flood Control (olnmltt••
Conducts Open Forum.~·fl

TlW ~laricopa County Flood Cont;ol Committee
w1ll conduct an open forum meeting on Tuesday.
February 22nd at 8:00 p.m. at the South Phoenix
jaycee Clubhouse. &206 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
a~tthe proposed program.

"'-";. ~

I R£PV.6~i c:. ... • ... .~J'"" t,
il Mel Lar!on persists in trying to gain publicity for the fiood
, bond election.
j He pcints out thE're are 20 Floods in the P?oenix teleph~ne
I directory. Also there is an Erik Dam, and Iron and Roy Dike,
I and Vma Lcv('~. and a Ruth as wen as a Coy ChannelL

~ . ..



Editor. The Arizomt Republic:
I'm sure that tourists, dur

ing the past month, have not
had to ask the reason for a
bridg€ over the Salt River.

Trouble is, in the future
there may be fewer tourists
to ask this usually· reasonable
question. Stories, pictures, .
and films that reached other
·parts of the country over~em- i
phasized the situation. Many'
,of my friends received calls.
from relatives wanting to i
know if they were okay, even;
though they' live mile's from·
the river.

Unfortunately, the ~ecent;

flood and ones before it:·have;
happened. But what ar~ we
going to do about the future?

THE MARCH 8 county-wide
bond election appears to be
·the only solution ahd I under
stand if we "muff it," it may
be some 10 to 1~ years before
the Army Corps of Engineers
will take action again. It's
not like a school election that·
may be lost on£' year lind

iwon the next.
The drop-off in tourists is

ionly one of many problems
iresulting from floods that
:cost us all money. The con
I stant rebuilding of bridges and
·roads' is extremely costly ..;..;
,and who is paying. for this?,
:All of us, in one way or
:another. In addition, much'
!private property is damaged
·and, .in same instances, physi
cal injuries sustained and can-

·siderable time lost in being.
!unabie to go about our normal
way of life.

I hope too many people
don't take the "What's in it
for me?" attitude as a reason'
not to vote.

WITHOUT flood protection"
taxes for road and bridges'
repair will increase for homes·
on the side of the mOWltains
as well as in the lowlands;
A severe economic loss in the
lowlands will indirectly affect
the people in the house on the
·side of the mOWltain.

I think it all adds up to,
·this, if flood control is good
for a major portion of the
county, then it's good for alL
We are our brother's keeper,
'so let's look out for his inte~

est too.
And just being in favor of

the bond election won't do it.
either. You have to get to the,
polls March 8 and vote YES.

JAMES L. HECKMAN

~~ii;-i:;:r~el
IFlood Project '

PhOelnx BUl1dfug. and' cOtr.
lstruction, Trades Council has,
:endorsed a proposed Maricopa
Coun.ty flood 'control project.
President Frank Benites said
)'esterday.

rhe· council Is oompiiSed of.
.AF'UI0 . tradeunfons, Whose
12,000 members in' the co~tY
will be urged to vote their ap:
proval of a $22.7 Itlillion bOnd
lssue.at . a special election
March· 8: ..

; The bonds would help finance .
a $115.7 million' program, with
the balance to come froin th~
.federal government.
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Optimists End

Flood Control
Package Plan

rse

The South PhoeniX Opti
mist C1ub bas added its
na.me to the list of PhoenIX
organizations which have
endorsed the propqsed flood
control program upoI1 which
voters will caH their lJallotB
on March 8.

If property owners ap
prove a $22.7 million bond
issue on March 8. ground
wUl be broken early next
year for construction of a
network of dtkes. dams,
channels and levees
throughout the county. The
$22.7 million is the county's
share of the $115 million
comprehensive flood contrrJl
complex.

Individuals pledging sup
port included a South Phoe
niX man, the Rev. George
B. Brooks. Others support
ing the issue include Frank
Snell, Seey. of S~te Wesley

H. Bolin. Dana W. Burden.
Apam 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
cll of Arizona, 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 flood
hazard is removed, the area
has tremendous potentia I for
industrial and commercial
deVl~lopment.

"Moreover, some of the
reclaimed Salt River bot
tom could be used for much
needed recreational facUi
ties near the center of Phoe
nix. Also, the proposed
channel structure's strate-
gic location would facilitate
planning of auxiliary paral
lel thoroughfares 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 Goldwater
5 pports Flood
Control Bonds

r"' "/ :1"l,4"

BARRY GOLDWATER

Stating "I know the entire
county wiH benefit from it," Bar.
ry~~dwater has. finnIy en
dorsed the proposE'd comp~hen.

slve flood control program.
His endol'Sl:'mept came in the

form of a letter to W. B. Barkley,
c.hairman of the Maricopa Cit
iZens Flood Protection Commit
teC!.

The MCli"PC Is spearheading
activity in behalf of a "Yt>s" vote
at a March 8 special election at
which property owners will be
asked to approve iiiSuance of
S22.7 million in bonds as th~

county's share of a $115 million
countywide flood ~ontrol net.
work.

Some $93 million in federal
construction funds will be made
Rvailable if voters give the flood
control plan a green light.

GoldwatE'l" wrot<:>:
"Sincf' thf' df'c!:-:!QJ1 uf thf' en

gint'I'rs to H!duc.~ th.' wiiith of
the Salt River channel from 2000
to 5()IJ f('"t, t th:ntt yf'!l havE"

overcome all senslb!e arguments
to the project and I sincerely
hope the bond election will be
sUecessful.

,""I'here are rpahy advantages
to be gaIned from this ,channe],..
i.ng other than protection from
floods. For example, it would
mean bringing South Phoenix
arid Phoenix that much closer
together -thus creating a more
unified city than we have tQday.

"MOTf'OVer, t h I II 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 A1\gelesRlv~Aqu~

duct· wh(ehhaSaccompl1shed 110t
olUt' 'flOOd control but the ben,;
Eflts 1. have mentioned above.

"t think this Is a start In the
right direction and I Say start
because I would hope eventuzU.y
to see this channel either a con.
crete one or wIth concrete sides
so as to provide complete and
swift protection.
" "1 wish you the very best of
success In your efforts for I
know the entire county will ben·
efit from it:'

If an afflnnatlve vote prevl1Us
March 8, county bonds will be
earmarked for acquiring neces
sary rights of way and for main
tel1ance of the flood control
structures bUilt throughout the
county by the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers and the SoU Con·
s~rvation Service.

Some 29 separate projeqts are
included ,in the overaU plan.
Flood control structure will con
sl$t ,of dikes, daml!, levees. chan-'
ncb. conduits and,,~e Pits.

Ground would be broken fot'
the lnitlalphase early nc,""ear.
It 'is estimated, ~he complex's
construction Will take 111 to 12
years; AU structures become' the
coomty's property upO,n ..C01rip1&.
tian,"
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The Maricopa Citizens
Flood Proteetton Commit
tee t!:is weE"k listed these
Gilbert areas "Which would
dIrectly benefit" if the
$22,700,000 county flood
control bond issue is pas
sed March 8:

BUCKHORN - Mes~.•
Retarding structures, Hood
ways designed to protect
Mesa, Gilbert, Higley, Wil
liams Air Force Base.
Chandler. and the Pima
Indian r<?serva t io n
($l.13~.0I1C.)

, ,.~,

~:;f:

,: ':''-';~k
~.~~.:.~~..:

:1~ '~•.: .

OUR
......... '

.lOS
ed :to protect ~out~~
Maricopa County (1,132POO).

MESA, Chandler. Gilbert,
floodways. Floodway be-
tween Guadalupe and Elliot!
roads near State Hy, 87 tCi
Canal Dr. Another along
Pecos Rd. Designed to pro
tect Chandler, west Chand
ler. and other sections.
t$8oo.ooo) and

QUEEN CREEK Flood
way. Project at north end of
GUa River Indian reservo
tion. Would be Coot'dl~ated

with Chandler and other
stru,tures on Son.."IuJ wa
....JI"O"-i '''Q?/lllO(' t.
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Barkley To
Talk Flood

e1q.
Bond Issue

William Barkley ofGlen
dale, who is sparkplugging
the campaign to vote bonds
for flood control in Mari
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. D.
Mclntosh, Division Man~;:·

er here for the Ari~

Public Service '.Co.,
nix.

PHOENIX GAZETTE

PhoenJ'EB 16 9i6

ARIZONA PRESS CLIPPING
BUREAU - Phoenix

Press CI",b Plans
Wat~!" Discuss;o~4-

, W:ltri ~'Jd what must be done
: he:! f..c·J much of it comes to
~!1; ~i'iI~y will be discussed at
a 1 LJeDlX Press Club forum at
5:1] p.m. Friday in Hotel West
ward Ho qU:ilrters.

Speakers will be W. B. Bam
ley, chairman of the MaricopaI
Citizens Flood Protection Com.
mittee, ~nd CoCJObn C. Lowry ,
U.S. Ai'my, Ret., chief eIlgipeer
fo! t~e Maricopa Flood Control
DIStrict. They are campaignillg
for passage of the county flood
control bond issue Marcb [;

.Often during the meeting~ (;ex,
a def~ated· calHlidatl;: for' th~,
DemoCr3tie nomination for fOV
ernor ,in ,lestf cut o:J roma."k,;
of .prop:mentll of the btwd' h:
sue, a~sing' them of "::J:h::," .
ering." .' '. ' ,
_~_-----'._"-"----

(Continued from Pur'-" : !biggest problem is too much! Lowry said a proposed con-

k f ' , -' taxes." , crete chanael along ~b~ Arizona,
former spca er 0 tl:-. .; . ' , ' ',Canal would har.4le storm
House of Representah'" \oO at Asked If he opposed flood con- t . S __1 ;

. . . ~~ ", I' trol Cox said "no It but then wa ers In unny~ope. ,
statement m whIch en;:::, .1 he rUI~d the questione~ Somers H. H "., . ed tha h I

d . ~,. ,.' H,. • owever, I.,e eJ:I.i,am t t e!
had rea 10 a. new"l~~;~~ ...at White, out of order. ICorps of Engln£-ers. which would'
Barkley was. bemg P1I'~ . J~! ~ then added: ''I'm opposed build the sf.t~cturcs of the 29
year as chalrman of tr ,an-Ito the homeowners paying for proposed projects, has no au-
copa Citizens Flood P dion this program." tbOtity to build storm sewers to
Committee. ; J h C T ~'wry chief g' ee carry the water to the canal.10n.J.» , .. enl~r

Barkley, jumping i.'_ s feetlIor the Maricopa County Flood~ed when th~ City of Phoe·l
and coming chest t,,:} t With,)', Control District, assured ~e nil!: could be expected to provid~!
Cox. vociferously de::': the al· Surtnyslope homCClWJlOC8 present storm s~ers if the canal is con
legation. He demand, .:., "3t Cox. that the proposed flood contlol sti'ucted; Graham f.:lid: ,
produce the newspa:',: (;ipping.! program includes protection for: ''IF' THIS ch,'lnn..l is b'lilt, the:

The meeting wa:: f.~l~d with! that area. City of Phoenix is competentI
disputes ov~r rules I-f Grder, in- enough to build drains running
dividual ~\'erbal exchanges, and into it."
countercharges. Forty-three per
sons attendeQ." including seven
actively invot\'ed Jll,~moting
passage of the bond'issue. '

IN SUMMING up hi;' ro1~ lrt
the meeting, Cox said. "I rep
resent the homeowners. Their



, Mrs. Norman Hurley,' Rabbi
iAlbert Plotkin, G. R. Michaels,
~.roseph Ralston, Lawrence Huer·
·ta, Ralph H. Edtoll, Ernest Fan·
i nin, Dr. Ben P. Frissell, Eli
:Gorodezky, John F. Sullivan,
:Mildred May. Richard B. Walsh
j8nd Fred H. Knowles.

: _Edward V. (Ted) O'Malley,
'Kemper Marley, fOi'lller Phoenix
:Mayor Sam Mardian Jr., Robert
:W. l\ItGee, Rep. John C. Pritz..
i1aff, W. C. Quebedeaux, C. Ray
,Martin, Paul M. RO\..'8 and Fred
iRosenfeld Sr.
i Lawson V. Smith, Mrs. Cbarles
;Garland, Dean Stanley, W"Illiam
ie. Turner, Dr. Clarence C. Sits
.bury, J. Lester Shaffer. Wilbur
Asbury, Samuel J. Reich, Har
v~y r;att, Gordon Marshall,
Harry Smit't llr~ Wade T,..
H.:..;l~·~n~~~"

• ...,1::li.1!\T, rt81t::ARY ,Z;, 1966' . "'='-= .,.,..__

S~pPOrt-~G..~wf.;'g
For Area Floc
Control Proposal
~ j~cre3sing .llum~er of or·!\\,ould elBow a "completely dif

g~m~t1lins and mliivlduals areiferent type of land use than now
pl,·dg1D.g support ftlr a proposed'exists in the river bottom." With
countywide flood control pro--itlle flood hazard removed the
~ralJl, officials of t.h~ Maricopa!area would offer a "tren~dous:
Citizens FlOOl.i ProtecUlJn Com,'potenital for industrial and com':
mittee said today. :mercial development." II .

Owners of real property are: • Some of the reclaimed Salt!
8chedul~d. to vote ~arch. 8 ~ Iliver bottomland could be used:
$22.7 InIlhoD bo~d ~5sue ..0 fl- ,for needed recreational facilities'
nance the county s share of theinear the center of Phoenix. i
recommended program'$ total: I
cost, estimated at $115 million. I 0 Proposed channel Jmprove-l

The remaining $92.3 millioniments would be valuable inj
wo~d be paid by the federaliP1annfng of. auxiliary perallell
governmant. ltlloroughfare$. lUdiDg to a~

W. B. BarkI~, cha~n Of1gram of general beautiflcatlon!
the flood protection comnuttee, d' i
said .supporters of the proposal ~n . mereased property values

l.tressed the following points: 1m the area.
o Control of the salt River, Barkley said organfzationsand

through the metropolitan area!mdividuaJs endorsing the f1c.odi
_________.. !contto~ project during the past,

;week mclude: i
! South Phoenix Optimist Club,:
,ConsUlting Engineers Council of
!Arizona, Harquahala Associa
;tion, East Maricopa County Im
provement Association, Hotel
and Restaurant Employes Local
631, United Services 0( America
and L'le Greater Phoenix New
Car Dealers Association.

Rev. George B. Brooks, Frank
SneH, Secretary of State Wesley
H. Bolin., Dr. Otto L. Bendheim,
Dana W. Burden, Adam Diu,
Vincent Chase, E. Rav Cowden,
Rev. Amos Didiey, John K. Red
.field and Phoenix city council·

. !mt>n Dr. Morrison F. Warren,
:Jarrett Jarvis and Jack H. Lan-

\: Hal ,F,:Warn:\, I ~:~~~~:~ \

\ ..,.~, . member of Art- \ .
\ ':.' ':). zona H 0 use. I

i~",r:!~~/S\ ~~~2~5:'i ~n:nPta~~ \ .
.'......:. Wlr~k e n bur g i

C It a m be r of I
. CoInmerce. Ro-- \
.. tary C I u band :

l~J Des c t t Cabal- \
lli· leros. \

W. B. Barktt'y. MeFPC chair- \
man aoo a former speaker of

:the Arizona Hou~e himself. who \ .
!made th~ appomtments. com- I '
imented: \
\ "AU five of the~e .distinguished .
;citizens have an mtlmate knowl- i .

\edge of the county's flood con- \.
\trol needs. All five have been
!associated, at one point or an- .
lather with thp. extensi'qe plan- \ .
\ning ~nd research that went into I
Ithe comprehensive flood control \
:plM at 5tal~e nt the Mal"Ch 8:
!bond election. Cotlectivdy. th~Y \ .
I represent every compa.c;s p')mt i

lin.:~e ~o.l~~~= \:

AR IZONA FRE.SS CLlPP~NC
B1.H~ENJ . Pbo.:n1 lt

THE CHA"N'DLF.R ARIZON1J

ChandleI , _ "
(C" '~: "~~'" ~'! »-. ~;. ., ~~. ~

\five Prominent (itllens
\Serve On'flood Protedi, " :
\ yors vote at the March 8 election. I
'\a~ ::~y~;~os:;::::p;::.a.

1

\b pr~:3 ~:e:~~~~da~;~'\
tives have been na~ed ViC~itiZ:~~ i:'<;u~nce of $22.7 million ~ bonds

I men of the Ma." opa ittee Ito acquire necessary nghts of
IF 10 0 d Protection Comm . way for the $115 million flood I

\ThMey dshre:
n

Humphrey Chandter control complex propos~ by the
! ar a .'d t and county board of superviSOrs.
I -. res len .. '1

:" . t civic I If an affirmative vote preva! s.
i . -' proollnen \ 't 'Itt trigger some $S3 million
. worker mana·! w ed f, • V l' I· federat funds earmark or
! ger of ers U1S \ tn • of va9t network

Ranches presi- construction a 1 1 ees
dent of' Serape \ot dikes, dams. channe s, e;215
Cotton Oil Co., iand conduits over the next -

and m e m b e r \years.
of the Aril0na:

i'''' i House, 1959·64;
I C. R. Palmatet'r, mayor of
'Goodvear since ",
~ 1959 ~nd nOW in
! his seventh term
\ as a member vi
\ the Goodyear
\Tow n Council.
\ who recently re- .
\ tired as an oui· I
\ cial of Goodyear . \
!Far m s. Liteh- \
\ field Park, after
~ 36 years of service: \
: Jac:k Wittiams. mayor of Phoe- \

\

: nix in the 50's. I

veteran r a d i 0 \

\ '\ commen tat 0 r
I . and station own-
\ '. er, former mem- i
\ . her of c 0 u n 1 )' I

II flood control ad- \
'\ viS9T'j' boa r d,

and curr en t 1Y \

\

chairman of the
Ariz<>na Wate r I

\ Planning Committee; I
\, William P .Schrader, member 1\
I of Scott I; d ate
\ City C 0 U n cit ;
i (1 9 5 8-6 2) and \
"1 may 0 r of th~t \

city (1962-64), di-

\

rector of United
Dairymen and
Salt River Proj
ect. a"d mem

I bet of countv
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Water Rolls
Down River
To Phoenix
. ..' 014-- . .

Water swirled down the Salt River bed again today and will
resch Phoenix sometime tomorrow afternOon, offletals said.
. One street crossing was closed today and anotheI" will. be
closed tomorrow or Monday.
, The Salt River. Project released water from Stewart Mountain
Dam to Granite Reef Diversion Dam today. ThoSe .fOO.cubic-feet-
p~r-second waters were joined at Granite Reef by another 200 .IN TvtsoN, a f100d _ilt!"
cubic feet per second. from Bartlett Dam. The combined flow ,existed aIlmg the Rillito ~,
then was routed downstream toward Phoenix. ,as 8nOw depths in n(M!rby mcon- (
'''ALL INDICATIONS are that there will be a flow to sometatns measured 178 inches, the I

extent through the channel at ,Associated Press reported.' i
JeIst through May," depending i U,S. Geological Survey :offi.. t
on watershed runoff and raiIr . All other crossings will re- !daIs said Wllnner weather 1

faU conditions, a'project spokes- main open. I·COUld cause a rapid snow melt, ;
man said. The project spokesman said hiking chanee3 of flOOding. . .

An SRP spokesman said the the five-day forecast in .the I 'l'he Rillito and Sl!'lta. Cruz.
new flow will be a trickle com- watershed north of the c J t Y rivers were .under constant:
pared with last month's flood. was for cold, partly cloudy !checking today. Floodwate.rsi;

. weatber with oCcasional snow !ripped Ollt more than a mile l!
'llie Seventh Street river flurries and temperatures aver- 1of Tueson sewer lines in'De- :

c:rosstng was closed at 9 a.m. aging 10 degrees below nor- cember.
t~ay, well before the water mal. The colder it stays, the
hIt, so temporary culverts co~d less water will have to be 0- THERE'S PLENTY of wat,er .
be s~lvag~, Norm B~ett, c~ty verted. SRP is aiming for in Arizona today, but none of .
trafhc engmeer su~rvl80r, saId. 200 000 acre-feet of unfilled it could cool off afiery meeting:
Seventh Avenue WIll be closed '. , in Sunnyslope last night. ,\
at the river tomorrow or Mon- capacIty, and the fl~e was meeting at Desert View SChool,l,
day, he said, depending upon ~02,304 acre feet late thiS morn- sponsored by Arizona FAmeown- 1
the rate of flow. mg. ers Association, enl;>kd into a:

TIm'FLOW DOWN the river verbal battle betweeil Mayor
was 75,000 cubic feet per sec- Milton Graham and David C.
ond at the height of the recent. Cox, association president, over I

flood and 14,000 cubic feet per the March 8 vote on lIle ~22.7
second just before the dry-up million p."'Oposed county. flood
that started five weeks ago. control bonds. . . ;

I . "You'r~ the n:dest mastel' ofl,l

I
SRP said the diversi~n prob. ceremonies I've ev2l' had the ~

ably will continue intermittent- displeasure of. being on the ~
Iy for "another few months." same PJ'Qiram with," ·Graham t
: The Weather Bure3u today t~ld Cox. Graham later:~~Ipredicted sun incrwed Iized, mi ~. ~olize:1-'D.J
:bigh cloucliqess. ., lUI wanner: w. ~. ~. former ~Il
~temperJtutes 'in" Jbe .. ViUey•. HotDe ~,':fC!l' sa~'hefil'
·High ~. wSJl Jae .• ancl· this·: read in • ne~ B3rkleY
lmO-~~~.... 31 ~t ,Sky was gettlog :t;f,. a year' all
\~~. -, -,. ·.·i·_. wm; M8ric<lpa'Cltf:!eDsFloori P'iOtec- P

['.bo Q. yeltwda,'. hID -.~ ,. ~j~on Committee '(haImnn. . "·i'-on , 'wb!n ~W1S

lsaw _.- . BAlUUEY t>:N I ED· thell~
tairls. . statement andcha1lengeJ C<r:t t

: . , ' T to pro1uce the articlc~ .' I~

Forty-U3r-l!e~~,. e~·'oig-~.---'ltt~.:r
~~.~r.~~_. ",:



F1:~rT~ks
:.Drol\Tned by
Verbal Tiffs

By CLYDE MURRAY
I

SUNNYSLOPE, no stranger to:
flooding, last night was thel
scene of stormy verbal ex-'
changes on the subject. ..; FRIDAY, FECRUARY lit 19"

The occasion was a meeting in: •~

~;~~~~~:n;~:~o:Oe~O~ FI-~~·· Co trot B·ond- ~~s~ue"'" ,:
sociation, to discuss the March ~ ,~

:~c:J~:~g~n;~:JIf~~ Would Cut Taxable "La''nd~ help build a countywide flood
control system.

Before the two-hour session:
was over, Mayor Graham had: MQre than one-fifth of Mari- cause of this exemption under around 70 per cent of the $221.4
proclaimed: Icopa County's taxable property the flood control proposal, which million in personal property ex·

"I'VE NEVER seen a meet. i will be exempt from assess- will be up for approval March empt from taxes.
ing ron quite like this one." Ii ment if th~ pro~ed flood con- 8. -The average, homeowner The top five and ~PS~'

Th I ter ddr ed trol bond ISSue IS approved by would save the ....essment on valuations of eXim';'';:' ' liI
, .e mayor a . a ess property owners next month, it his household furDisbingi which operty include: '/1'* ,i I \ .

,David C. Cox, pre~l~ent of ~he was revealed today. are valued for tax purposes at pr 'l .
homeowners assoclabon, which one-tenth of the assessed value • Public Service Co. f!l M··
is opposing the bond issue, in The county's assessed valua~ f his h Th nal zona - ~&7 933 685:
this manner: tion is $987,224,520. The law 0 orne. e~ pr?p" ,. , ,. "

"F ood ak • says that from thIs tital erty assessment agalIlst maJO!' Q Mt. Stdes Telephone Ct~

th
°dr g ness s e, you. re personal property assessed at taxpayers such as railroads and $87,251,345. ' ;! ·

e ru est master of ceremorues tha i!9'J1 milli shall b utilities is said to run from 10 . . ; ,
I've ever had the displeasure of more n ...-" ~n. e to 40 per cent of the a praised • Southern Pacific Ranrcoc.il

:being on the same program excluded from ta~ation m the al f he' land d .p 413,031,058. ~
, 'th" flood control district. The law v ue 0 t 11" an Improve-
WI • • was' enacted in 1959 by tbe ments. • El Paso Natural Ga3 C:).-

The mayor later ap?IogIZed. to state legislature. However elimination of as- $8,856,005.
Cox for another disparagmg • 0 Slmta F Railr d--" n1
statement he made about the I WHY WAS personal property sessmenb on personal property 325 e : 08 ~~,t .~
condUct of the meeting, and' ruled exempt? means that the tax rate oa land . .

,they clasped hands. County spokesmen offer dif- and improvements must go OTHEa MAJOR categories of
COX, ON the other hand ferent reasOns. higher to raise the money tax-exempt personal propt"l'ty

apologized to W. B. Barkley; "It could have resulted from needed for flood control works. include: . .
, (Continued on Page 24, Col. 1) an h~est mistake, a misinter· Therefore, the tax expert point- • ;3o~~ehOld fur n IShinp ~

i pretation of the facts as they ed out there is no actual sav- $44, J •

!were presented," said Jane ings ..: for the same amolmt • All. ~dustril\1 plants (3l
Greer. legal c?unsel}~r the of money must be raised re- cept mnung and. saw mill) ~
,~rd of sUpervI!tO~S. It s pas. gardless of th tax base _ but $33,001,215.
,sible that the legtslature may e.
have intended to include per~ there would be a 8bift in the • Business furnltu.-e sill! £X.
sona! property in the same tax. tax burden. fJJrt3---418,~,695 •.
able class as real property." , SPONSORS predict ~at tb.e • Farm maclt.inery - $3 m,-

flood control bon d UlS1Le, if !I15 •
Other ~ces, close to action approved, would result in a spe- . ,

of the legIslature, feel that a cial assessment of 15 cents per • Irrigatioa pwnplq un1I:;-
strong lobby .ma~ have paved $100 valuation. $2 694 536. ,
the way for limiting the tax to ' • ,
real estate and improvements. Houses ate ~essed at 25 per • Cattle in feed lota-flA;

. cent of their actual value. 275 • , .
A TAX EXPERT, explained Hence the tax on a $15000' ,

that elimination of personal home assessed at '$3,750 w~uld • Dairy cows-$l,061,CSO.
property from the tax raIl be $5.63 per year. I ~,__ pt'. .,,_.... .

1causes a shift in the tax load.. AL\tU exem m wu M~.
The five largest propertYjcoonty Flood Control Distnet

For example, the county,'s five owners with big stakes in the are inventories of stock ovmed:
biggest property owners would proposed countywide flood p~ by retailem ($35,595,070) &nd
save about $230,000 a year be- tection program, account for manufacturers (~,"73,::;m ..-,--- ---,_._----_.




