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April 14, 1960

Bare $20 Million Plus Flood Control - Long
Leveed Channel is Proposed (& Picture)

$20 Million, Flood Control, Gila River, Gila from Painted Rock Dam, Col. C. T. Newton, U.S. Army Engineer District, Los
Angeles, A.L. Mitchell, River Control Engineer, Region 3, Bureau of Reclamation, 35 Yumans Attended, City Council
Chambers, Corps of Engineers, Texas Hill, Wellton - Mohawk Project, Gila Syphon, Empties, Colorado, Preliminary Plan,
Gaging Station at Dome, Channel Trapezoid in Shape, Levees, Cleared Floodway, Fringe of River-bottom Growth, Saltcedar,
Mesquite, Permitted, Grow, Riverside of Levees, Rights-of-way, Cost, United States, Board of Supervisors, Guarantee
Maintenance Work, Colorado to Laguna Dam, Prison Hill, Secretary of Interior Department, Interior Department, Maintenance
Costs, Yuma, Gila Valley, Joe Mansfield, Attorney for Wellton - Mohawk Irrigation and Drainage District, Sen. Harold C. Giss,
Money Appropriated, Yuma County, Congress, Frank Leidendecker

April 19, 1960

Salt-Verde Dam Ideal is Discussed

Multipurpose Dam, Junction, Salt and Verde Rivers, Northeast of Mesa, Arizona State University, R.E. Cron Jr., Maricopa
County Flood Control District Engineer, U.S. Department of Interior, Tonto National Forest, Army Engineering Corps, U.S.
Bureau of Reclamation, Salt River Valley Users Association, Arizona Highway Department, Arizona Game and Fish
Department, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Soil Conservation Service, Roosevelt and Buckeye Water Conservation Districts, U.S.
Bureau of Sport, Fisheries and Wildlife, Plan for Progress Inc., Maricopa County Planning Department, Phoenix City
Engineering Department, County Engineering Department, Meeting, Feasibility, Constructing Dam

April 19, 1960

Next Step: Supervisors - Advisory Panel Gets
Proposal for Flood-Control Dam, Lake

X

Proposal, New Dam, 1,500-acre Lake, Silt and Flood Control, Advisory Committee, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Col.
Robert E. Cron Jr., District Engineer, County Supervisors, District Board of Directors, Arizona State University, Irrigation, Soil
Conservation, Recreation, Salt River Project, Two Years Ago, Investigation, Flood Control Dam, Granite Reef, Power
Generation, Fishing, Hunting, Boating, Located, Salt and Verde Rivers, Small, 45,000 Acre-feet, Lake, Land Enrichment
Project, Preventing Flooding, Relocation, Indian Homes, Ft. McDowell Reservation, New Alignment of Bee Line Highway,
Relocate Water Intake, City of Phoenix Water Filtration Plant, Federal Funds

April 27, 1960

Flood-Dam Survey Asked in Forks-of-River
Region

X

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Conduct Studies, Salt River, Forks-of-River Area, Maricopa County Supervisors, Resolution,
Arizona Congressional Delegation, Mrs. James T. O'Neil, Supervisors Chairman, Supervisor Barney Burns, Dam, Maricopa
County Flood-control Program, County Flood Control District Committee, Arizona State University, Build the Dam, Verde River,
Northeast of Mesa, Flood and Silt Control, Recreation, Irrigation, Land Enhancement, Lower Highway Construction Costs,
Power Features, Robert E. Cron Jr., County Flood Control General Manager and Chief Engineer, Central Arizona Project, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, Salt River Valley Users Association, Small Dam

May 9, 1960

Economies Planned by Flood Board

Recently Organized, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Use Existing Facilities, Board of Supervisors, Phil A. Isley, County
Treasurer, Robert E, Cron, Jr., District Manager, Half Time Attorney, Charles C. Stidham, County Attorney, Art Van Haren,
County Attorney, Utilizing Office Equipment at Highway Department, U.S. Secretary of Agriculture, Planning Watershed
Protection, Flood Prevention, Usery and Superstition Mountain Areas, Pinal County, Flood Waters, Maricopa County, Rains of
1954, Flooded Apache Junction, Roosevelt Water Conservation District Canal, Town of Gilbert, Flooded

May 10, 1960

Flood Control Group to Seek Aid for Watershed
Protection

X

Maricopa County Flood Control District, U.S. Secretary of Agriculture, Planning Watershed Protection, Flood Prevention, Usery
and Superstition Mountain Areas, Board of Supervisors, Phoenix, Floods, Rains, Server Damage, Urban, Farm Areas, Robert
E, Cron, Jr., District's Chief Engineer, Rains of 1954, Flooded, U.S. Highway 60-70-80-89, Apache Junction, Homes,
Businesses, Farms, Inundated, Roosevelt Water Conservation District Canal, Breached, Town of Gilbert, Flooded, Flood
waters, Pinal County, Damage, Maricopa County, Revised Statues, Authorize, Operate Outside Normal Boundaries,
Engineering Study, Congress

May 20, 1960

Move is Started to Relieve Flood Conditions
Here

X

Town Council, Flood Control Conditions, Mayor Herb Cameron, Army Engineers, Maricopa County's New Flood Control District
Officials, Robert E. Cron Jr. Chief Engineer and General Manager of the County's Flood Control District, Wickenburg's
Problem, Letter, Mr. Hollenbeck, Small Flood Control Projects, Reed's Addition, Sunny Cove and Fisher Addition, Powder
House Wash, Excellent Dam, Reservoir Site, Drainage Basin, Hydrology, Recreational Benefits, Game and Fish Department of
Arizona
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May 23, 1960

Dam is Recommended As Flood Control Aid

X

Dam, 750-1,000-acre Lake, Three-pronged Flood Control Program, Wickenburg, Robert H. Cron Jr., Chief Engineer and
General Manager of the Maricopa County Flood Control District, U.S. Corps of Engineers, Feasibility, Building Dam, Powder
House Wash, Flood Control and Recreational Purposes, Wash, Drains, Foothill Country, Excellent Dam and Reservoir Site,
Arizona Game and Fisher Department, Detailed Analysis, Mayor Herb Cameron, Result of Reconnaissance, Town Council,
Two Agencies, Study, Reed's Addition, Sunnycove-Fisher Addition, Powder House Wash Drainage Area

May 23, 1960

Missing Article

Missing Article

June 8, 1960

Flood Control Objects Take Shape

Flood Control Plans, Salt River Valley Communities, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Chandler, Co-operative Projects,
Renewed, Three Small Watersheds, U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Roosevelt Water Conservation District, East Maricopa,
Southside, Tempe, Scottsdale, Queen Creek, Mesa, Soil Conservation Districts, Towns of Gilbert, Mesa, Chandler Salt River
Project, Superstition Mountain and Usery Foothills, Salt River, Granite Reef Dam, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Salt and Gila
River Channelization Project, Clear and Widened Channel, Valley, Gillespie Dam, Congress, Availability of Funds, Floodwaters,
Paradise and Deer Valley, Flood Channels, Gather Flood waters, 32nd Street and Bell Road, Beeline Highway, Arizona Canal,
Indian Bend Wasteway, New River, Cave Creek Dam, Skunk Creek, Agua Fria River, South Mountains, Salt River at 67th
Avenue, Carl Pleasant Dam, Phoenix, Verde River, Catch, Hold Floods, Desert Washes, Sycamore Creek, Map Shows
Proposals, Sunnyslope, Squaw Peak, Camelback Mountains

11

July 7, 1960

Study of Hassayampa Dam Sought

Detailed Study, Feasibility, Multi-purpose Dam, Hassayampa River, Box Canyon, Wickenburg, County Supervisors, Arizona
Congressional Delegation, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Study, Flood Control District Chief Engineer, County Parks and
Recreation Department, Yavapai County, Maricopa County, Robert E. Cron Jr., Flood Control District Chief Engineer, Mid-
Forties, Reclamation Bureau, Prepared Study, Construction Dam in Box Canyon, Not Economically Feasible, Wickenburg,
Appreciable Flood Damage, Irrigated Land, Federal Government, Arizona Game and Fish Department, Recreational Benefits

12

July 9, 1960

Valley's First Land Boom Recalled by
Homestead Map

Familiar Names, Streets, Schools, Families, Early Homesteads, Salt River Valley, Phoenix Historian James M. Barney, Jack
Swilling, Construction, Irrigation Canal, 1867, Phoenix Townsite, Seventh Street, Seventh Avenue, Van Buren, Harrison

14

August 25, 1960

Fill Gains 40 Acres for ASU

Real Estate Problems, Demand for Land, Purchased, 120 Acres, Eight Street, Stadium Site, Scottsdale Road, Tempe, 40
Acres, River Bottom, Salt River, Muddy Water, Proper Landfill, University Regents, Fill, Edge, River Channel, Bridges,
Southern Pacific, Sand and Gravel Firms, Stream Bed, Financial Damage, Route Changed, U.S. Corps of Engineers, Flood
Control Channel, Mesa, Phoenix, U.S. Rep. John J. Rhodes, Congressional Authorization, ASU, Continue, Fill, Land Owners,
Claim Damages, Next Flood, Col. Robert E. Cron, Engineer for Maricopa Flood Control District, Lawyers, River Bed, Property
Titles, Whose Rights, Flood Control Plans, Low Flow Channel, Floods of 1941 or 1952, Unguided Stream, Rampage,
Reservoirs, Less Storage Space, Dams, Flood Record Since 1889

13

September 29, 1960

Hassayampa Flood Survey Now Starting - Part
of Quarter-Million-Dollar County Plan

X

Survey, Flood Control Needs, Hassayampa Basin, Box Canyon Damsite, Wickenburg, Gillespie Dam, Maricopa County, Col.
Robert E. Cron, Chief Engineer and Manager of the Maricopa Flood Control District, Buckeye Chamber of Commerce,
Comprehensive Survey, Entire County 1963, Salt River Floodway, Tempe, Enable, Water Flow, Peak, Flood Level, Salt River,
Conflux Verde, South Phoenix, Gila River, Western Watercourse, Divert, Cave Creek, Skunk Creek, New River, Agua Fria
River Bottom, Floodwaters, South of Avondale, Gila Bend

15

December 9, 1960

Part of South Phoenix Is In Flood Area

Lower Part, South Phoenix, Flood Damage, Maricopa County, City of Phoenix Civil Defense, Mr. Leonard Duerson, Zone 6
Coordinator, Phoenix, 36 to 48 Hours Advance Warning, Flood Disaster, U.S. Weatherman, Louis Jurwitz, Colder Temperature,
Arizona High Country, Evaporation Rates, Soil Moisture, Water Retention, Reservoir Filling, Phoenix Floods, One in 20 Years
Average, Spill Over Flow, Salt River, Overflow, North Jefferson, Broadway, Southern Avenue, Most Recent Flood, 1941, Over
Dams, Surging Waters, Very Server Damaging Flood in 1891, N.F. Bakern, Salt River Project Transmission Project Supervisor,
Salt River Bed, Bad Shape, Seventh Street to 19th Avenue, Spillover Waters, Active Democratic League of Arizona, Sewer
issues

16

December 10, 1960

Bridge Study Authorized

Phoenix City Council, Engineering Survey, South Central Avenue Bridge, Hoffman-Miller Engineers Inc., Make Study,
Excavated Areas, Sand and Gravel, Dug, Hazards, Existing Structures, Adjoining River Bed, Civil Defense, Bridge, Washed
Out, Flood Waters
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December 28, 1960

Flood Study Authorized

x

Flooding, Deer Valley, N. 19th Avenue, Survey, County Supervisors, Impounding Dam, Cave Creek Flood Control Dam,
Phoenix, Cave Creek Dam, Slows Down, Flood Waters, Arizona Canal, Floods State Capitol, County Flood Control District,
Long-range Studies, Robert Cron, District Engineer, Federal Government

18

January 17, 1961

U.S. Funds for Study Expected - New Salt River
Dam, Lake Below Sahuaro Sought (& Map)

X

Dam, Man-made Lake, Salt River System, Below Sahuaro Lake, Above Granite Reef Diversion Dam, New Dam and Reservoir,
Federal Budget, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Robert E. Cron Jr., Engineer and General Manager of the Maricopa Flood Control
District, Flood Prevention, Construction, Dam, Key Structure, Protect Phoenix, Valley Cities, Flood Damage, Flood Waters,
Verde and Salt Rivers, Wash Out, Roads, River Crossings, McDowell Dam Site, Also Called Maxwell Dam Site, Founders of
Reclamation in Arizona, Salt River Project, Roosevelt, Maricopa County, Additional Storage Lake, Irrigation Water, Recreation
Potential, Fishing, Wildlife Habitat, Flood Control Benefits, Confluence of Verde and Salt, Sediment Stopping Capacity, Lessen
Dredging, South Phoenix, Bridges, Salt River Crossings, Tonto National Forest, Ft. McDowell Indian Reservation, Salt River
Indian Reservation, Central Arizona Project, Funding, Irrigation and Power, Colorado River Water Suit

20

January 18, 1961

Air Photo Procedure Protested

Taxpayer's Objection, Maricopa County Flood Control Engineer, Hiring, Aerial Photography Firm, Bid Procedure,
Postponement, State Highway Department, Charles W. Miller, County Manager, Calling for Bids, Heavy Rainfall, Depict Flood
Damage Areas, Channels Carrying Flood Flows, Robert E. Cron Jr., Chief Engineer and General Manager of the Maricopa
Flood Control District, Contact Prints, Sam Lanford, County Engineer, Not Time to Call for Bids, Flying Weather, Hazardous

19

January 30, 1961

Plan Studied to Halt Cave Creek Flooding (&
Picture)

Report, County Supervisors, Feasibility, Construction, Earthen Dams, Three Hills, South, Cave Creek Dam, Frank Maddock
and Associates Aerial Surveys, Inc., Maricopa County Flood Control District, U.S. Corps of Engineers, Heavy Rain, Server
Storms, Runoff, Sam Lanford, County Engineer, Bob LaMarr, Sketch, Earth Barriers, Impound Runoff

49

January 30, 1961

Flood Plan: Pump Water Into Earth

Wells, Pump Water, Into Earth, Growing Flood Menace, Robert E. Cron, Jr. County Flood Control Engineer, Feasibility, Tempe,
Mesa, Gilbert, Chandler, Study, Maricopa County, Rampaging Flood Damage, Danger, Floods, Building Boom, Developed
Areas, Rain Waters, Above Ground, Little Chance, Absorption, Swirling Flood Waters, Sol Reznick, Hydrology Professor,
University of Arizona, Benham Engineering Company, Inc., Construction of Levees, Flood Waters, Diverted, Drain Into Earth,
Flood Peril, Usery and Superstition Mountains, Pinal County, Channels, Gila River, Distance, Salt River Channel, Indian Bend
Wash, Metropolitan Phoenix, Cave Creek Dam, 2 Feet Water, State Capitol, 1921, 1941, Wickenburg and Buckeye, White
Tank Mountains, Hassayampa River Basin, Other Flood Sources, Federal Agencies, Survey, Tax Levy

21

February 2, 1961

South Central Ave. Bridge To Get Expenditure
For Flood Protection, | Decision of Phoenix
Council - Project to Get Work Immediately - (&
Picture)

Evacuations, Salt River, South Phoenix Residents, City of Phoenix, Congested Channel, Protect South Central Avenue Bridge,
Dangers, Flooding, Flooding Waters, Protect the Bridge, Hoffman-Miller Engineers, Inc., Construction, Three Flumes, Carry Off
Water, Serious Damage, Foundations, Setting, Dam, Sand and Gravel, Fill, Lower Pits, Downstream Side, High Elevation,
Reduce Velocity, Spillways, River Channel, Excavation, Small Flood, Topped Dam, Civil Defense, Jefferson North, Broadway
South, Water Spilled Over Reservoirs, Danger, Extensive Sand and Gravel Operations, Bridge, Island

22

February 2, 1961

Ten Mile Long Lake May be Developed Within
15 Miles of Town of Scottsdale

X

Ten-mile Long, 5,800 Acre Lake, Scottsdale, McDowell Reservoir Plan, Central Arizona Project, Terminal Holding Basin,
Water, Lower Colorado, Confluence of Verde and Salt Rivers, McDowell and Salt River Indian Reservations, Granite Reef and
Upper Salt Dams, Salt River Project, Congress, Bureau of Reclamation, Surveys, Watershed, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Dam, Earth Fill Design, Solid Rock Abutments, Above Stream Bed Level, Hilly Topography, Water Impounded, Form Two
Lakes, Each River Channel, Proposed a Decade Ago, Submitted 1956, Amended 1957, Power, Irrigation, Water Storage, Flood
Control, Maricopa County Flood Control Commission, Granite Reef Dam, Homes Built, Town of Scottsdale, Economic Benefits,
River Channelization

23

March 30, 1961

Keeping Houses Our of Rivers

Houses, Water, Southeast, President Kennedy's Water-resources Message, Congress, Federal Flood Data, Flood-plain
Zoning, High Water, Washes Out, Highway, Floods, Bridge, Cross Rivers, Damaging Flood, House, Area, Known Flood
Recurrence, Unknowingly, Developer, Low-lying Tract, Builds Houses, Unfamiliar Regions, Flood-prone Area, Flood History,
Building Permit, Public Records, Full-scale Flood-plain Zoning

26

April 3, 1961

By Ed Fitzhugh: Dreamy Draw is Waiting for
Gully-Washer Rain

Rain, Gully-Washer, Dreamy Draw, Little Puddles, Gravel Bed, Squaw Peak, Colorado, Arizona, Sand Pile, Teddy Roosevelt
Dam, Other Dams, Lakes, Salt River Bridge, South Central, Salt Roaring, Bank to Bank, Cottonwood Trees, Tumbling Down,
Torrent, Jack Williams, Gila, Wall of Flood, Whaleboat at Winkleman, River Bed, San Pedro, Flooding, Yuma, Mexico, Lagoons
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24

April 11, 1961

Title of Newspaper Article !ey Words
Flood Work Study Given County Okay X|S

econd Phase, Three Part Engineering Study, Maricopa County, Rampaging Floods, County Supervisors, Yost and Gardner
Engineers, Survey, Flood Control Measures, Salt River, Agua Fria Basin, Flood Control District, Tremendous Subdivision
Boom, Threat of Floods, Roaring Floods, 1939 and 1943, Damage, Imperil, Lives, Subdivisions Increase Flood Danger, Double
Runoff Water, Superstition Mountains, Submit Bond Issue, Voters, Minimize, Flood Threat, County Manager Charles W. Miller

25

May 27, 1961

Phoenix Receives Land Donation

Government, Donated 78.9 Acres, River Bottom land, Phoenix, Airport Use, Airport Superintendent William J. Ralston, Airport
Expansion

27

June 2, 1961

$5 Million Flood Control Project for Apache Trail
Area is Outlined

X

Comprehensive Program, Eliminate, Disastrous Floods, Apache Trail, Apache Chamber of Commerce, Robert E. Cron Jr.,
Chief Engineer and General Manager of the Maricopa County Flood Control District, U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Survey
Work, Major Network of Dams, Control Flood Waters, Superstition and Usury Mountains, Maricopa County, Pinal County,
Crossing County Lines, Authorized, Law, Earth-fill Dams, Highway 60-70, Salt River to Spook Hill, Signal Butte, State Highway
88, Gilbert-Chandler Area, SCS, 100 Year Floods, Inundate Large Areas, Lucien Hill, SCS Area Conservationist, Apache
Junction, Widening Area, Dr. C.G. Newland, Consult, County-federal Officials, Liaison Man Bill Haus, Local Attorney, Survey
Work Predicated on Disastrous Flood 1954, Damage Done, Congress, Administration, Maintenance, Maricopa County Flood
Control District, Usery Pass Watersheds Association, Inc.

28

June 9, 1961

Residents Foreword Flood Control Petitions to
Senator Carl Hayden

X

Petitions, Flood Control Program, Apache Junction, Arizona Senator Carl Hayden, Superstition - Usery Pass Watersheds
Association, Federally Sponsored, Flood Control, Superstition Mountains, Washington, Barney Barnard, Chairman of the Board
of Association, Representative Morris Udall, Arizona, Conflict, Barnard and Maricopa County Flood Control District, Control
Flooding, Eastern End of Maricopa County, Soil Conservation Service, Surveying Washes, Water Run-off Routes, Flood
Control Problems, Pinal County, Apache Junction Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors

29

June 13, 1961

County to Change Tack in Buying New River
Land - Purchase Resolution Rescinded

Resolution, Maricopa County, Buy Land, Northeast of Glendale, County Supervisors, Property Owners, Devalued Land,
Rescinded, New River, Sue, Damages, Build Giant Reservoir, Flood Preservation Measure, Construction, Dam, Army Corps of
Engineers, Federal Government, Protect, Glendale-Peoria Area, Extensive Flood Damage, Declaratory Judgment, Tonto
National Forest, Development, Recreational Facilities, Estrella Mountain Park, Golf Course, Desert Star, Bell Road and
Northern, Tatum and 48th Street

30

June 27, 1961

Valley Firms Sued On River Bed Use - Flood
Perils Cited

Fifteen Sand and Rock Companies, Superior Court Suit, Restoring Salt River Bed, Natural State, Possible Threat, Floods,
Increasing, Downstream Flow, Buckeye Irrigation Co., Buckeye Water Conservation and Drainage District, West of Phoenix,
Chopping Up River Bed, Deprive Land Owners Water, John E. Madden, John S. Sharper, Attorneys, 1959 Survey, Army Corps
of Engineers, Obstructions, River Channel, July 1959, City of Phoenix, Central Avenue Bridge, Danger, Channel Completely
Blocked, Seventh Street and Seventh Avenue, Small Flood, October 1959, 1943 and 1946, Buckeye Farmers, Divert, Buckeye
Heading, 1956-1959, River Bed be Reconstructed, Buckeye Area Landowners, Wilbur W. Weigold, Secretary, Salt River
Bottom, Protect Ancient Waters, Sand and Gravel Operators, Acme Materials Co., Arizona Sand and Rock Co., Beaubien
Brothers Sans and Rock Co., Benton Contracting Co., Fisher Contracting Co., Isbell Construction Co., Master Investment Co.,
Mesa Sand and Rock, Inc., Phoenix-Tempe Stone Co., Riverside Cement Co., Tempe Equipment Co., Union Rock and
Materials Co., United Materials Inc., Valley Redi-Mix Co., Southside Sand and Rock Co., Phoenix, Mesa, Tempe, Maricopa
County, State of Arizona, Maricopa County Flood Control District

31

June 27, 1961

Suit Charges River Block

Suit, Fifteen Sand and Rock Companies, Obstructing, Channel, Salt River, Buckeye Irrigation Co., Buckeye Water
Conservation and Drainage District, Superior Court, Salt River Bed, Natural State, Alleviate, Danger of Flood, Dry Channel,
Sand and Rock Operations, Army Engineers, Endangered by Flood, Irritable land, Buckeye District, Chopping Up, River Bed,
Flood Threat, Deprives Downstream Landowners, Water, John Madden, Attorney, Channel Completely Blocked, Seventh
Street and Seventh Avenue, 1943 and 1946, Buckeye Farmers, Divert, Buckeye Heading, 1956 to 1959

32

June 27, 1961

Suit Filed in Salt River Bed

Suit, Fifteen Sand and Rock Companies, Obstructing, Channel, Salt River, Buckeye Irrigation Co., Buckeye Water
Conservation and Drainage District, Superior Court, Salt River Bed, Natural State, Alleviate, Danger of Floods
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35

July 4, 1961

Plans for Control of Valley Floods Making
Progress - Several Projects Planned

X

Flood Control, Valley of the Sun, Curtailing, Valley's Major Flood Hazards, Phoenix, Surveys, Eastern Maricopa, Western Pinal
County, Flood Detention Dams, Channel Works, Apache Junction, Mesa, Chandler, Gilbert, Apache Trail, City of Phoenix,
Construction, Central Avenue Bridge, Salt River, Protect Piers, Danger, Collapsing, High Flood Waters, Gravel Companies,
Salt River Bed, Arranging, Diggings, Form Channel, Low-flow Channel, Central Avenue, 16th Street, Soil Conservation Service,
Small Watershed Act, U.S. Department of Agriculture, Buckhorn-Mesa, Apache Junction-Gilbert, Williams-Chandler,
Protection, Farms, Consolidated Canals, Salt River Irrigation System, Roosevelt Water Conservation District, U.S. Highway 60,
70, 89, 80, County Roads, Williams Air Force Base, General Motors Proving Grounds, Flood Plain, Periodic Floods, Fed by
Runoff, Usery and Superstition Mountains, Flooding in 1954, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Farmlands, Businesses,
Homes, Roads, Utilities, New Flood Projects, Three Firms, Johannessen and Girand, Yost and Gardner, Benham Engineering
Co., Inc., Countywide Surveys, Flood Problems, Hugh Nichols, Citizens Flood Control Advisory Board, Watershed Steering
Committee, U.S. Weather Bureau, U.S. Geological Society, Bureau of Reclamation, Corps of Engineers, Soil Conservation
Service, Arizona Law, Survey County Flood Problems

33

July 5, 1961

Big Flood Control Survey Project Underway in
Area (Same as #44 & 47)

X

Watershed Planning Specialists, Fact-finding Surveys, Flood Protection Projects, Maricopa and Western Pinal Counties, Soil
Conservation Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, SCS, Gathering Technical Data, Flood Detention Dams, Channel
Works, Apache Junction, Mesa, Chandler, Gilbert, Apache Trail, Trio of Projects, Buckhorn-Mesa, Apache Junction-Gilbert,
Williams-Chandler, Protection Farms, Consolidated Canals, Salt River Irrigation System, Roosevelt Water Conservation
District, U.S. Highway 60, 70, 89, 80, County Roads, Williams Air Force Base, General Motors Proving Grounds, Flood-plain
Area, Periodic Floods, Runoff, Usery and Superstition Mountains, Flooding in 1954, Businesses and Housing Heavy Increases,
Hugh Nichols, Citizens Flood Control Advisory Board, Watershed Steering Committee, Large Flood Plain Area, County Flood
Control, Survey, Three Phoenix Engineering Firms, Johannessen and Girand, Yost and Gardner, Benham Engineering
Company, Inc., Flood Problems, Federal Agencies, Arizona Law, Flood Control Districts, Standard Specifications, U.S.
Weather Bureau, U.S. Geological Society, Bureau of Reclamation, Corps of Engineers, Soil Conservation Service, Flood
Control Responsibilities, Pinal County Board of Supervisors, East Maricopa and Southside Soil Conservation Districts, Town of
Gilbert, Salt River Valley Users' Association, Queen Creek, City of Chandler, Flood Control District of Maricopa County, East
Maricopa, Tempe, Mesa Soil Conservation Districts, City of Mesa

34

July 5, 1961

Flood Prevention, Control Studied by Advisory
Group

X

Floods, Arizonans, Drought Period, Watershed Planning Specialists, Disastrous Flood, Prevent Damage, Buckhorn-Mesa
Project, Apache Junction-Gilbert Project, Williams-Chandler Project, Citizens Flood Control Advisory Board, Hugh Nichols,
Maricopa County Flood Control District, 1954, Damages, One Storm, Waters, Usery Pass Area, Superstition, Queen Creek,
Whitlow Ranch Dam, Uncontrolled Washes, Overflow, Banks, Buckhorn, Apache Junction, Mesa, Chandler, Gilbert, Williams
Filed, General Motors Proving Grounds, Williams Air Force Base, U.S. Highway 60, 70, 89, 80, County Roads, Irrigation
Canals, Flood Plain Area, U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Countywide Surveys, Three Firms, Johannessen and Girand, Yost
and Gardner, Benham Engineering Co., Inc., Cooperation, Federal Agencies, State Agencies, Pinal County Board of
Supervisors, East Maricopa, Tempe and Mesa Soil Conservation Districts, City of Mesa, Roosevelt Water Conservation District,
Salt River Project, Williams Field-Chandler, Southside Soil Conservation Districts, City of Chandler, RWCD

37

July 6, 1961

Arizona Stream Flow Deficient

Streamflow, Arizona, San Pedro River, Charleston, Showers, San Carlos Reservoir, Gil River, U.S. Geological Survey,
Colorado River, Little Colorado River, Cameron, Virgin River, Littlefield, Lakes Mead and Mohave, June Storage
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44

July 6, 1961

Watershed Specialists Make Survey of Sites for
Multi-Million Dollar Flood Protection Projects
(Same as #33 & 47)

X

Watershed Planning Specialists, Fact-finding Surveys, Flood Protection Projects, Maricopa and Western Pinal Counties, Soil
Conservation Service, Small Watershed Act, U.S. Department of Agriculture, SCS, Gathering Technical Data, Flood Detention
Dams, Channel Works, Apache Junction, Mesa, Chandler, Gilbert, Apache Trail, Trio of Projects, Buckhorn-Mesa, Apache
Junction-Gilbert, Williams-Chandler, Protection Farms, Consolidated Canals, Salt River Irrigation System, Roosevelt Water
Conservation District, U.S. Highway 60, 70, 89, 80, County Roads, Williams Air Force Base, General Motors Proving Grounds,
Flood-plain Area, Periodic Floods, Runoff, Usery and Superstition Mountains, Flooding in 1954, Businesses and Housing
Heavy Increases, Hugh Nichols, Citizens Flood Control Advisory Board, Watershed Steering Committee, Large Flood Plain
Area, County Flood Control, Survey, Three Phoenix Engineering Firms, Johannessen and Girand, Yost and Gardner, Benham
Engineering Company, Inc., Flood Problems, Federal Agencies, Arizona Law, Flood Control Districts, Standard Specifications,
U.S. Weather Bureau, U.S. Geological Society, Bureau of Reclamation, Corps of Engineers, Soil Conservation Service, Flood
Control Responsibilities, Pinal County Board of Supervisors, East Maricopa and Southside Soil Conservation Districts, Town of
Gilbert, Salt River Valley Users' Association, Queen Creek, City of Chandler, Flood Control District of Maricopa County, East
Maricopa, Tempe, Mesa Soil Conservation Districts, City of Mesa

45

July 6, 1961

Car in Flooded Wash (Picture)

Mr. and Mrs. Frank Lewis, Fast Running Wash, Flooding Waters

47

July 6, 1961

Watershed Specialists Survey Three Flood
Control Projects (Same as #33 & 44)

X

Watershed Planning Specialists, Fact-finding Surveys, Flood Protection Projects, Maricopa and Western Pinal Counties, Soil
Conservation Service, Small Watershed Act, U.S. Department of Agriculture, SCS, Gathering Technical Data, Flood Detention
Dams, Channel Works, Apache Junction, Mesa, Chandler, Gilbert, Apache Trail, Trio of Projects, Buckhorn-Mesa, Apache
Junction-Gilbert, Williams-Chandler, Protection Farms, Consolidated Canals, Salt River Irrigation System, Roosevelt Water
Conservation District, U.S. Highway 60, 70, 89, 80, County Roads, Williams Air Force Base, General Motors Proving Grounds,
Flood-plain Area, Periodic Floods, Runoff, Usery and Superstition Mountains, Flooding in 1954, Businesses and Housing
Heavy Increases, Hugh Nichols, Citizens Flood Control Advisory Board, Watershed Steering Committee, Large Flood Plain
Area, County Flood Control, Survey, Three Phoenix Engineering Firms, Johannessen and Girand, Yost and Gardner, Benham
Engineering Company, Inc., Flood Problems, Federal Agencies, Arizona Law, Flood Control Districts, Standard Specifications,
U.S. Weather Bureau, U.S. Geological Society, Bureau of Reclamation, Corps of Engineers, Soil Conservation Service, Flood
Control Responsibilities, Pinal County Board of Supervisors, East Maricopa and Southside Soil Conservation Districts, Town of
Gilbert, Salt River Valley Users' Association, Queen Creek, City of Chandler, Flood Control District of Maricopa County, East
Maricopa, Tempe, Mesa Soil Conservation Districts, City of Mesa

36

July 7, 1961

A Stitch in Time (Cartoon)

Salt River, Valley Newcomers, Cloud Burst, Proposed Flood Control Projects

39

July 7, 1961

Dam Site (Picture)

x

Verde and Salt River, Fort McDowell, Scottsdale, Central Arizona Project, Sen. Carl Hayden, Maricopa County Flood Control
Advisory Board, Construction, McDowell Dam, Lake McDowell, Recreation Area Inundated, Lake, Fort McDowell Indian
Reservation

6

July 7, 1961

Flood Control Plans Include Superstition-Usery
Watershed

X

Protecting, Apache Junction, Flooding, Lucien Hill, U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Maricopa County Flood Control District,
Department of Agriculture, Assistance, Small Watershed Act, Superstition and Usury Mountain Watershed, Surveys, 1954
Flood Damage, Building Developments, Pinal County Board of Supervisors, Co-sponsoring, Apache Unction-Gilbert Project,
Construction, Pinal County, Maricopa County, Damsites, Weeks Wash, Aerial Photographers, Geologists, Topographic
Cartographers, Bill Haus, Local Attorney, Chamber of Commerce Liaison, Public Lay 566, Protecting, From Flood Damage,
Amount Spent, Value of Property, Limiting, Drainage, Maintaining Flood Control Structures, Size of Drainage Area, Apache
Junction-Gilbert Project, Williams-Chandler Project, Buckhorn-Mesa Project, Washington, Refusal, Superstition-Usery
Watershed Group, Tax Money, Williams Air Force Base, General Motors Proving Grounds, Hugh Nichols, Watershed Steering
Committee, Phoenix Private Engineering Firms, Johannessen and Girand, Yost and Gardner, Benham Engineering

40

July 11, 1961

Engineer Fears Dam Breaking Will Kill Many

X

United States, People, Killed, Dam Failures, James L. Sherard, Sherard Wants Law, Protect, Downstream Dangerous Dams,
California, Regular Inspections, Condemn Water-holding Structures, Sign of Danger, 450 People Killed in 1928 Collapse of St.
Francis Dam, Los Angles, Hugh Federal dams, Safe as, Engineering Know-how, Radically Designed Dams, Built, Private
Persons, Without Adequate Supervision, Dam Failures, France, Spain, Brazil, Crystal Lake Dam, Middletown Conn., Watched,
Weakening, Unusual Stresses, Earth Movements
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July 12, 1961

Survey of Flood Control in Wash to be
Presented

First Comprehensive Survey of Flood Control, Indian Bend Wash, Scottsdale, Paradise Valley, U.S. Army District Engineers,
Maricopa County Officials, County Flood Control Advisory Committee, Scottsdale City Councilman Schrader, 1900's Terrible
Floods, Swollen, Rains, Earthen Dams, Back Up, Rain Water, Irrigation, Crumbled, Water Flooded Over, Subdivisions
Encroached, Basin of Wash, Salt River, Wash Cuts, Sandstrewn Gash, Miller and Hayden Roads, Channelizing Wash, Escape
for Drainage, McDowell Mountains, Eliminating Danger Areas

42

July 13, 1961

Army Engineers Set Flood Study

X

Army Engineers, Flood-plain Studies, Maricopa County, Gov. Paul Fannin, Studies, State Aid, Local Agencies Plan, Regulate,
Inundation

43

July 13, 1961

Study Slated of State's Potential Flood Areas

Potential Flood Damage, Arizona, Study, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 1960 Congressional Act, New River Area, Indian Bend
Wash, Santa Rosa Wash, Pinal County, Winslow Area, Pinal Wash, Globe , Alamo Reservoir, Bill Williams River, Wendon,
Tucson Area, Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Col. William T. Bradley, U.S. Army District Engineer, Gov. Fannin, Studies,
State, Municipalities, Counties, Flood Control Districts, Formulate, Flood Zoning, Other Regulations, Potential Danger Zones,
Maricopa County, Robert E. Cron Jr., Manager and Chief Engineer of the Maricopa County Flood Control Unit, Prolonged
Storm, Flow, Floodwaters, Hayden and Miller Roads, Scottsdale, Safety, Jack Williams

38

July 14, 1961

Experts Warn of Flood Danger in Scottsdale -
Say Indian Bend Wash is Hazard (& Picture)

Flood Danger, Scottsdale, Indian Bend Wash, Storm Cloudburst, McDowell Mountains, Cascading, Water, Arizona Canal,
Survey, Army Engineers, Flattens Out, Miller and Hayden Roads, East Scottsdale, Narrow Passage, William S. Alldredge,
Phoenix, Encroachments, Kept to a Minimum, Three Subdivisions, Edge of Flood Plain, Wash Channeled, Maximum Flow,

Flooded Severely, 1939, 1943, Salt River, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Flood Guage, Installed, Runoff Velocities,
Water Depth

48

July 24, 1961

Park Golf Bid Faces Rejection

Bid, Scottsdale, Estrella Mountain Regional Park, County Board of Supervisors, Gene D. Timmons, Failed To Meet Bid
Specifications, Proposed Lease, Gold Course, County Flood Control District, Flood Fighting Agencies, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Centennial Wash Valley, Robert E. Cron, Jr. County Flood Control Engineer, Soil Conservation Service, Plan,
Design, Construct, Flood Control Projects, Eagle Tail Mountain, Harquahala Valley, Tonopah Watersheds, Build Dams, Other
Facilities, Rights-of-way, Relocate Utilities, Maintain Projects, Federal Government, Watershed Protection and Flood
Prevention Act, Flood-fighting Structures, Maricopa County, Flood Control Geographical Survey, Stream Gauging, Precipitation
Data Collection Program, Shortage of Information Concerning Rainfall, Stream Flows

50

August 5, 1961

Indian Bend Flood Danger Report Slated

Army Engineers' Report, Flood Danger, Scottsdale, Indian Bend Wash, County Supervisors, Robert E. Cron, Jr. County Flood
Control Director, William S. Alldredge, Army's Area Engineer, Local Areas Flooded, Past, Endangered, Wash Channeled,
Maximum Flow, Scottsdale, Drains, Paradise Valley

51

August 7, 1961

Flood Danger Talks Slated

X

Danger, Scottsdale, Flooding, Indian Bend Wash, County Supervisors, U.S. Army Engineers, Study, Wash, Drainage, Paradise
Valley, Flood Control District

52

August 8, 1961

Flood Menace Here Could Be Curbed - But
Levee Plan Meets Opposition

Plan, Divert, Flood Runoff, Salt River, Beeline Highway, Indian Bend Wash, Scottsdale, Threat of Flooding, Indians, Fort
McDowell Reservation, Stand Against Proposal, Earth Fill Levee, Indian Bend Road, Mummy Mountain, Evergreen Wasteway,
Northeast Mesa, Floodway, Collect, Cloudbursts, Paradise Valley, Outlet, Wasteway, Drainage Channel, Col. W. T. Bradley,
Los Angeles, District Engineer, Valley City Officials, County Supervisors, Alternate Proposal, Seven Highway Bridges, Wide
Channel, Condemnation, Homes, Encroaching, East-west Floodway, Arizona Canal, Dredged, Natural Gully, Carry Flow, Road
Ramps, Invergordon, Scottsdale, Pima, Indian Bend Roads, Burgess Burke, Chairman Salt River Pima-Maricopa Tribal
Council, Not Approve, Opposition, U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs, 1943 Flood, Greater Scottsdale Area, Maintenance and
Operation, Cost, County-wide Flood Control Bond Issue, Washington

53

August 9, 1961

Council Delays OK on Flood Control Plan

x

Endorsement, Flood Control Plan, Indian Bend Wash, Postponed, Scottsdale City Council, Recommended Plan, Earthen
Levee, Wide Floodway, Upper Paradise Valley, City Manage Bob McNutt, Councilman Bill Schrader, Alternative, More Costly,
Channel, Down Wash, Through Scottsdale, Federal Government, Maricopa County
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54

August 15, 1961

Dick Lee's Arizona Afield - Corps Would Create
Lake, Destroy Doves

X

Army Corps of Engineers, Arizona, 500-Acre Lake, New Wildlife Area, Clearing, Salt and Gila River Beds, Cutting New
Channel, Phoenix, Gillespie Dam, Channelization, Disaster, Dove-nesting Area, United States, Robert J. Smith, Director
Arizona Game and Fish Department, O.N. Arlington, Department's Land Division, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services, Albuquerque,
Dam, Alamo Crossing, Bill Williams River, Santa Maria, Big Sandy Rivers, Signal, Wendon, Highway 60-70, Wikieup, Highway
93, Flood-control Project, Impounded, Recreational, Fish and Waterfowl Habitat, Lake Havasu, Vicinity, Painted Rock Flood-
control Dam, Gila Bend, Corps of Engineers, 200-Acre Lake, Excavation for Material, Earth-fill Dam, Bureau of Land
Management, Transfer, Development, Wildlife Management Unit, Lease Land Farmer, Share-crop Basis, Whitewing, Mourning
Dove, Shooting, America, Arlingoton, Robbins Butte, Gila River, Senate, National Wildlife Federation, S. 174, Preservation,
Natural State, Federal Lands

55

August 24, 1961

Letters to the Editor - Flood Damage Vs. Dove
Damage id the Question

X

Dick Lee's Sports Column, Flood Control Needs, White Wing Dove Habitat, Gila River, Maricopa County, Damaged, Flooding,
Army Engineers, Arizona Game and Fish Department, Federal Land, Cleared, Salt Cedars, Salt, Downstream, Gillespie Dam,
Flood Waters, Flow, Unimpeded, Downstream, Phoenix, Salt River Bed, Chocked Up, Opening Cleared, Server Flood Damage,
Gila Relocated, New Channel, Water, Tributaries, Hassayampa River, Amelioration, Painted Rock Reservoir Area, Flood
Control District of Maricopa County, Gila River Bed, Robert E. Cron, Jr., Chief Engineer and General Manager

56

August 24, 1961

Whitewings and Engineers

Resigned, Robert E, Cron Jr, Chief Engineer and General Manager, Flood Control District of Maricopa County, Letter, Army
Corps of Engineers, Maricopa County, Gila River, Flood Control, Salt, Tolleson, Arizona Game and Fish Department, Flood
Control Work, Buckeye Area, Water Catchments, Gila and Salt Rivers, Destroy, Revenue-producing Economic Factor, World-
famous Whitewing Season, Minor Flood, Channelize the Gila, Buckeye Area, Clear Channel, Narrower Channel

57

September 24, 1961

Udall Decrees 5-Point Conservation Policy

Interior Secretary Stewart L. Udall, Five-point Water Conservation Policy, Public Lands, Protection of Existing User, Desert
Land Act of 1877, "First Time In, First Time Right", Law of Arizona, Governing, Surface Water, Rainbow Valley-Waterman
Wash Area, Water-short Arizona, Phoenix, Gila River, Overdraft of Groundwater, Desert Homestead Entries, Interior
Department, Gov. Howard Pyle, Depletion, Ground Water Supply, Conservation, Arid and Semi-arid Lands, United States,
Mined, Underground Reserves, Replenishment, Limit Future Growth, Land Management Programs, Water Resources,
Renewable Natural Resource, Federal Land, Promote Conservation of Water Supplies, Avoid, Endanger Supply of Adequate
Water, Unwise Dissipation of Water Reserves, Supreme Court, Strong Groundwater Code, Groundwater Basins, Pumping Out,
Geological Tests, Test Holes, Flood Plain, Washes, Drains, Usery and Superstition Mountains, Salt River Valley, Dick
Swenson, Soil Conservationist, Chandler District, Don Lawson, Assistant Geologist, Bill Milder, Geologist, SCS Office

63

October 3, 1961

Rainfall in Past 10 Months Totals Only 4.90
Inches

Precipitation, Bradshaw Mountains, White Stuff

58

November 1, 1961

Engineers, Geologists Study Flood Diversion

Engineering and Geological Investigations, Flood Protection, Eastern Perimeter, Salt River Valley, Soil Conservation Service,
Salt River, Buckhorn-Mesa Project, U.S. Highway 60-70-89, Usery Pass, Apache Junction-Gilbert Project, Drainages, Goldfield-
Apache Junction Area, Williams Field-Chandler Project, Superstition Mountains, Queen Creek, Retention Dikes, Dams, Flood
Crests, Release Floodwaters, Slowly, Existing Channels, Granite Reef Diversion Dam, Irrigation, Roosevelt Water
Conservation District, Gilbert-Chandler Area, Flood Channel, Eastern Canal, Spill Over, Farmland, Control Structures, Peak
Flows, Objections, Storing, Waters, Damaging Flood, 1954, Whitlow Ranch Dam, Florence Junction

59

November 1, 1961

Earth Fill Also Aids Irrigation

Floodwaters, Arizona State Industrial School, Arizona, Steve Vukcevich, Superintendent, Graham Mountains, Safford, High
Earth-fill Dam, Provide Water Storage, Control, Waters, Rainy Season, Gravity-fed Irrigation Water, Lined with Rock, Lake 14
Feet Deep, Mountain Springs, Deep Water Well, Mountain Run-off, Fort Grant

60

November 1, 1961

Arizona Gets Flood Study Allocations

Army Corps of Engineers, Allocated, Flood Flow Studies, Arizona, Phoenix, Indian Bend Wash, Cave Creek, New River, Agua
Fria River, Wickenburg, Small Streams

65

November 6, 1961

Court Sets Date on Water Suit

Supreme Court, Arizona's Suit, California, Colorado River Water, Proposals, Divide, Water, Court Appointed Master, Simon H.
Rifkind, New York, Arguments, Criticisms, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, United States
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62

December 1, 1961

Flood Control Funds to Be Appropriated

X

Superstition-Usery Pass Watershed, Flood Control Program, Chairman Barney Barnard, Senator Carl Hayden, Letter, Federal
Funds, Survey and Planning, Construction, Dams, Control, Water, Superstition Mountains, Heavy Rains, Administrator, Soil
Conservation Service, Department of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. Arizona, Br. Boyle's Office

64

December 1, 1961

Flood Control Plans Coming

Report, Phoenix, Plans, Flood Control, Indian Bend Wash, Scottsdale Area, U.S. Army Engineers, Flood Control Channel,
Drains Runoff, Paradise Valley, Salt River, John C. Lowry, Acting Chief Engineer of Maricopa County Flood Control District,
Board of Supervisors

66

December 2, 1961

May Propose Indian Flood Channel

X

County Flood Control District, Concrete Lined Channel, Scottsdale's Indian Bend Wash, John C. Lowry, U.A. Army Corps of
Engineers, Control, Indian Bend Flood Waters, Channeling, Wash, Dangerous Flood Threat, Drains Runoff, McDowell and
Mummy Mountain Areas, Ending, Flood Threat, Flood Control District of Maricopa County, Subdivisions, 1939, 1943, Rains
Flooded Land, Salt River, Levee, Divert Water, Salt River Indian Reservation, Indian Bend Road, Alternate Plan

67

December 2, 1961

County Funds to be Sought for Salt River Flood
Study

X

Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, Flood Control District Proposal, Engineering Survey, Salt River Flood Plain, Country
Club Drive, Mesa, 59th Avenue, John C. Lowry, Acting Chief for the District, Topographical Contour Map, Planning,
Reclamation, Salt River to Hayden Road, 35th Avenue, U.S. Corps of Army Engineers, Federal Funds, Preparatory, Channel
Clearance, Bureau of Reclamation, Phoenix City Engineer, 40th Street, McDowell, Maxwell Dam, Surveying, 1959, Interim City-
county Flood Control Agency, Bell Road, Waterway, Falcon Air Maps and General Electric Computer Department, Maricopa
County Flood Control District, Created, Summer, 1959, Granite Reef Dam, Miller and Hayden Roads

61

December 4, 1961

Flood Control Survey OK'd

X

Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, Survey, Salt River Flood Plain, Flood Control Purposes, Riverbed, N. Country Club Dr.,
Mesa, Downstream, 59th Ave., Westside of Phoenix, John C. Lowry, Acting Chief Engineer, Countywide Flood Control District,
Citizens Advisory Committee, Develop, Topographical Map, Future Flood Control Projects, Flood Control Studies, Densest
Population, Damage, Major Flood

68

December 18, 1961

Flood Hearing Set at Wilcox

Flood Control Public Hearing, Army Engineers, Flood damage Reports, Recommendations

71

December 18, 1961

Meeting Tuesday on Flood Control

Flood Control Project, U.S. Army Engineer District, Los Angeles, Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, Maricopa County
Flood Control District, Flood Control Channel, Indian Bend Wash, Paradise Valley, Scottsdale, Salt River

82

December 18, 1961

Salome Getting Flood Control

Detention Dam, Water Spreader System, Cunningham Wash, Butler Valley, Salome, Bureau of land Management, Phoenix,
Earth-fill Dam, Dikes, A. Williams Firm, TDS Construction Co., Control Serious Problems, Erosion, Flash Floods, Reduce
Damage, Agricultural Lands, Lower Bouse Wash, Colorado River

69

December 28, 1961

Assurance for Tempe Added to Flood Plan

X

Maricopa County Flood Control Advisory Board, Recommended, Flood Control Channel, Indian Bend Wash, Tempe, Adequate
Flood Protection, Surge of Water, Salt River, Flood Periods, Army Corps of Engineers, Tempeans, Eliminate, Maricopa County
Board of Supervisors, U.S. Congressional Approval, Federal Funds

70

January 5, 1962

Survey Area on Flood Damage

Survey Team, Soil Conservation District, U.S. Department of Agriculture, Apache Junction Area, Large-scale Flood, 1954, '54
Flood, Land Surveys, Maricopa County Flood Control District, SCS, Flooding, Eastern Maricopa County, Dams, Constructed,
Pinal County, James Mitchell, Byron Akers, Superstition-Usery Pass Watershed Association

72

January 8, 1962

Public Hearing Set on Flood Channel

Public Hearing, Indian Bend Wash, Flood Control Channel, Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, Maricopa County Flood
Control Advisory Board, Proposed Channel, Adopted, Army Corps of Engineers, County Manager Charles Miller, Tempe
Residents, Flood Protection, Surge of Water, Salt River, Flood Tempe, Protect Areas, 11-mile Course, Built, Indian Bend Road
to Salt River

73

January 8, 1962

Good Runoff This Spring Forecast

Spring Runoff, Upper Salt and Gila River Watersheds, Louis R. Jurwitz, U.S. Weather Bureau, Salt River Above Roosevelt,
Verde River, Runoff, Gila River, Solomon, San Carlos Project, Coolidge Dam, Lake San Carlos, Marvin D. Young, Project
Engineer, Storage, Low, Lack of Rain, Snow, Rains, Florence-Coolidge-Casa Grande Area, Precipitation, Maverick, Upper Salt
Drainage, McNary, Moisture, Alpine, Springerville, White River, San Francisco-Gila Drainage, Clifton, Eagle Creek, Gila
Tributary

74

January 9, 1962

Indian Bend Flood Curb Hearing Set for Jan. 29

X

Maricopa County Supervisors, Public Hearing, Flood Control Channel, Indian Bend Wash, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
County Flood Control Advisory Committee, Scottsdale Area, 11-mile Concrete Lined Channel, Hayden Road, Indian Bend Road
to Salt River, Kenneth Smithee, County Parks Director, Western Maricopa County, Golf Course, Estrella Mountain Regional
Park, Goodyear, Avondale, Litchfield Park, Buckeye

B oy
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January 9,

1962

Runoff Outlook Reported Good

X

Salt River Project, U.S. Weather Bureau, Louis R. Jurwitz, salt River Runoff, Verde River Runoff, Forecasts, 15-year Total
Runoff Averages, Gila River Runoff, Solomon, Upper Salt Drainage, McNary, Alpine, Springerville, White River, Clifton, San
Francisco-Gila Drainage, San Carlos Project, Project Engineer Marvin D. Young

75

January 10,

1962

County May Avoid Jump

Unexpected Revenues, Maricopa County, Head Off, Property Tax Rate, 1960-61

76

January 10,

1962

Flood Control Hearing Slated

Supervisors of Maricopa County, Public Hearing, Flood Control Channel, Scottsdale, Included, County Flood Control Program,
11-mile, Concrete-line Channel, Indian Bend Wash, U.S. Corps of Engineers, Maricopa County Flood Control Advisory
Committee, Recommended

78

January 13,

1962

South Canals to be Empty Next 30 Days

X

Salt River Project, Dry Up, Canal System, South Side of River, Construction, Repair, New Structures, Canal-lining, Water-
handling Operations, Widen Bridge, Tempe Canal, West Fourth Street

79

January 17,

1962

Land Rejection Ruling Slated

Falling Groundwater Levels, Rejections, Homestead Applications, Rainbow Valley, Waterman Wash, Bureau of Land
Management, Fred J. Weiler, Director, U.S. Geological Survey, Withdrawal, Replenishment, Southwest of Phoenix, Gila Bend

86

January 17,

1962

Low Water Level Stops Homesteaders

X

Applications, Homestead, Rainbow Valley, Waterman Wash, Rejected, Falling Underground Water, Fred J. Weiler, Bureau of
Land Management, Phoenix, Gila Bend, U.S. Geological Survey, Water Levels, Declined, Withdrawal, Groundwater,
Replenishment, Mined, 1954, First Applications Rejected, 1952

83

January 18,

1962

Tucson Channel Backed

President Kennedy, Congress Appropriate, Tucson Diversion Channel, Tucson, Flood Control Project, Army Engineers, Bureau
of Reclamation, Construction, Gila Project, Gila and Salt Rivers Flood Control Project, Gila River-New River and Phoenix Flood
Control, Gila River-Wilcox Flood Control, Colorado River, Arizona, Colorado River Storage Project, Concrete, Glen Canyon
Dam, CRSP Transmission System, Pinnacle Peak, Glen Canyon-Pinnacle Peak-Mesa Line, Glen Canyon-Curecanti Line, San
Pedro Project, Colorado River Diversion Project, Bridge Canyon, Central Arizona Project, Marble Canyon Project, Maxwell
Dam, Winslow Project

85

January 19,

1962

Flood Control District for Jct. Proposed

Create, Flood Control District, Apache Junction, Pinal County Board of Supervisors, Byron Akers, Irving Vincent, Construct,
Dams, Superstition Mt. Foothills, Prevent Damaging Floods, Junction Area, Heavy Downpours, Soil Conservation Service, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Superstition Mt. Usery Pass Watershed Association, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Survey

84

January 24,

1962

Storms Increase Runoff Prospects

X

Spring Runoff, Salt River Project Reservoirs, Storms, Arizona, Weather Bureau, Rainfall, Valley, Since, Dec. 24-25, 1959,
Phoenix Sky Harbor Airport, Precipitation, Flagstaff Airport, Gila Bend, Globe, Winslow, Mesa Experimental Farm, Roosevelt
Dam, Yuma, Superior, Snow, Snow Bowl, Maverick, McNary, Christopher Creek, Camp Geronimo, Strawberry, Pine, Grand
Canyon, Snowflake, Chama Lake, Payson, Soil Moisture, Snow Pack, Major Rivers, Rain Showers, Phoenix, Kingman,
Douglas, Sulphur Springs Valley, Nogales, Safford, Clifton, Globe-Miami

87

January 25,

1962

$4,200,000 Flood Control Work Urged Here -
Two Flood Retarding Structures Above Buckeye
Watershed Advised

X

Construction, Floodwater Retarding Structures, Buckeye Watershed, Channels, Carry, Floodwaters, Hassayampa River, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service, SCS, Roosevelt and Buckeye SCDs, U.S. Bureau of Land Management,
State Land Department, Maricopa County Flood Control District, County Highway Department, R.1.D. and B.I.C., Federal Public
Lands Funds, Roosevelt Irrigation Canal, Buckeye Canal, Floods, Inundated, Damage

81

January 29,

1962

Flood Control Meet Continues

Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, Public Hearing, Indian Bend Wash Flood Control Project, U.S. Army Corps, Restrictive
Clause, Stricken, Controversial Amendment, Tempe Residents, Salt River Channel, Seldon F. Cramer, Civil Engineer, Los
Angeles, Cannot be Inserted in Flood Control Property, Maricopa County Flood Control District Advisory Committee, 11-mile
Channel, Indian Bend Road, Hayden Road, Salt River

80

January 30,

1962

U.S. Rules Delay Indian Bend Flood Curb Plans

X

Adoption, Indian Bend Wash, County Flood Control Program, County Supervisors, Not Meet, Federal Specifications, U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, Seldon F. Cramer, Civil Engineer, Los Angeles District, City of Tempe, Adequate Flood Control, Additional
Flood Hazard, Salt River, Alternate Amendment, Energy Dissipater, Water, Flow, Slowly, Natural Channel, County Flood
Control Advisory Board, 11-mile, Concrete-lined Channel, Hayden Road, Indian Bend Road, Cost, Federal Government

91

February 3,

1962

Way Cleared For Flood Plan

Maricopa County Flood Control Advisory Board, Adoption, Proposed, Indian Bend Wash, County Flood Control Program,
Tempe, Channel Project, Not Increase, Salt River Flooding Tempe, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Adequate Protection, Salt
River, Federal Government, Pay, Congress Approves, Objections, County Supervisors, 11-mile, Concrete-lined Channel, John
C. Lowry, Acting Flood Control Engineer, Energy Dissipaters, Constructed, Mouth of Channel, Slow, Rush, Floodwaters
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90

February 5, 1962

Water Outlook Called Excellent

X

Water Supply, Arizona, Snow Cover, Forecasts, Deepest Snow, Upper Salt River, Maverick Fork, Big Lake, Snow Pack, Heber,
Mogollon Rim, Gila River Watershed, Verde River, North Rim Grand Canyon, Runoff, Moisture, Soil, Salt River Stream Flow,
Verde Watershed, Gila River Stream Flow, San Francisco River, Clifton, Salt and Verde, Salt River Project, San Carlos
Reservoir, Coronado Trail, Gila Drainage, Beaver Head, Workman Creek, Salt Watershed, Flow, Salt-Verde Reservoir, Virden

88

February 6, 1962

County Oks Indian Bend Flood Move

Resolution, 11-mile Long, Indian Bend Wash Channel, County Flood Control Program, Maricopa County Board of Supervisors,
Passes, Protests, City of Tempe, Adequate, Flood Protection, U.S. Corps of Engineers, Tempe City Attorney William Barnes,
City Council Protest, Delay, Object, Legally Liable, Flood Waters, County Engineer Sam Lanford, Financial Burden, County
Manager Charles W. Miller, Reroute Floodwaters

89

February 6, 1962

Tempe Protests, Supervisors OK Indian Bend
Item

Protests, Tempe City Council, City Attorney William Barnes, Failed, Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, Adopting
Resolution, Indian Bend Wash Channel, County Flood Control Program, Adequate Protection, Tempe, Brunt, Rerouted Flood
Waters, Delay Action, U.S. Corps of Engineers, Make Study, Economic Feasibility, Guaranteeing, Protection, County Engineer
Sam Lanford

92

February 7, 1962

Facts, Figures Updated - Revised Colorado
River Water Plan Would Benefit Arizonans (&
Picture)

X

Revised Plans, Colorado River Water, Arizona Irrigation, Cities, Towns, Industry, Water Supplies, Farming, Recreation,
Booming Population, Existing Water Projects, Central Arizona Project, Project Originally Planned 1947, Arizona Interstate
Stream Commission, Revised Report, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, New Mexico, Water Shortages, Arizona, Paid, New Study,
Not Spend Federal Money, U.S. Supreme Court, Decision, Water Rights, 147 Plan, Shelved 1951, U.S. House of
Representatives, California Pressure, U.S. Senate, 50-year Terms, Reclamation Projects, Existing Law, Sale, Water and
Electrical Energy, Repay, Costs, Government, Irrigation Water, Overpumped, Underground, Canalside, Bridge Canyon Dam,
Colorado River, Lake Mead, Wayne M. Akin, Chairman Interstate Stream Commission, Congress, Lake Havasu, Granite Reef,
Maricopa County, Pump Lift, Central Arizona, Hassayampa River, Canals, Siphons, Tunnels, Flow, Picacho Reservoir,
Pipeline, Tucson, Charleston, San Pedro River, Buttes Dam, Gila, Additional Storage, Hooker Damsite, Cliff-Gila Area, Project
Cost Items, Charged, Flood Control, Fish and Wildlife, Recreation

93

February 9, 1962

New Study Finds Central Arizona Project
'Completely Practical': Speed Urged (& Map)

Central Arizona Project, Colorado River Water, Farm Lands, Cities, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Original Planning Report of
1947, U.S. Supreme Court, Arizona vs. California, Lawsuit, Central Arizona Project, Pay, Period of 50 Years, Water for
Irrigation, Power Generation, Water Diverted, Used, Supplement, Existing, Inadequate Water Supplies, Central Service Zone,
Maricopa, Pinal, Pima Counties, Upper Tributaries Zone, Watershed Areas, Bridge Canyon Dam, Lake Mead, Electric Energy,
Pump Lift, Diverted, Lake Havasu, Aqueduct, Granite Reef, Maricopa County, Picacho Reservoir, Pinal County, City of Tucson,
Charleston Dam, San Pedro River, Cash Benefits, Arizona, Nation, Reclamation Projects, Total Surface Water Supply,
Groundwater Withdrawals, Pumping, Groundwater, Exceeds Annual Recharge, Inadequate Supplies, Developed Lands, Salt
River valley, Northeast of Mesa

94

February 9, 1962

Supervisors Study Plea for Trail

Horseback Ridding, Hiking, Study, Establishing, Equestrian Trail, Along Channels, Countywide Flood Control Project,
Connecting Links, Regional and Urban Parks, Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, John Peattie, Land Acquisition Agent,
Maricopa County Parks and Recreation Department, Horse Owners, Complained, Expanding Metropolitan Area, Easements,
Right-of-way, Following Channels, County Manager Charles W. Miller, Arizona State Horsemen's Association, Mrs. Elbert R.
Gilbert, Region | Trail Committee, Valley of the Sun Circle Trail, Natural Terrain, Rivers, Creeks, Drainage Features, Outer Rim,
Other Trails, Desert Ranges, Indian Reservations, Black Canyon Freeway, Reroute Trail, Highway Department, Subdivisions,
Phoenix, Lot, Accommodate Horses, Permissive Zoning, North Central, Glendale Avenue

95

February 9, 1962

New Equestrian Trail Studied

Proposal, Equestrian Trail, Channels, Countywide Flood Control Program, Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, Traffic-free
Connecting Links, County, Regional Parks, Desert Ranges, John Peattie, Land Acquisition Agent, Maricopa County Parks and
Recreation Department, Encircling the City

96

February 10, 1962

Flood Control Bids Are Due

X

Graveyard Wash Dam, Flood Control Structures, Frye Creek-Stockton Project, Graham County Board of Supervisors, Vearl
Lines, Contracting Officer, Frye Creek Dam, Outlet Channel, Graveyard Dam, Channel Flood waters, Gila River

97

February 12, 1962

Buckeye Man to Get Flood Control Post

Wilbur Weigold, Superintend at, Buckeye Irrigation Co., Maricopa County Flood Control Advisory Board, Supervisor Mrs. Ruth
A. O'Neil, W. Othel Narramore
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98

February 24, 1962

Flood Control Surveys - Planning Begins IN
Buckeye Area

X

Planning, Flood Control Program, Buckeye Area, Mrs. Ruth A. O'Neil, Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, Field Surveys,
U.S. Soil Conservation Specialists, Type of Flood Control Projects, White Tank Mountains, John Lowry, County Flood Control
Engineer, Floodwaters, Heavy Damage, Agricultural Lands, Roads, Homes, Businesses, Buckeye District, Local Agencies,
Congress, Financed, Small Watershed Act, Flood Control Structures, Dams, Federal Government, State, County, Sharing,
Farmers Ranchers, Land Treatment Phases, Buckeye, Roosevelt, Agua Fria, Wickenburg Soil Conservation Districts

99

February 24, 1962

Field Study Ready to Start on Buckeye Flood
Control - One Year Given for Survey

X

Field Work, Flood Control Program, Buckeye Watershed, Maricopa County, Supervisor Mrs. Ruth A. O'Neil, U.S. Soil
Conservation Service, Engineer, Geologist, Hydrologist, Economist, Location and Type of Flood Control, Confine, Runoff,
Floodwaters, White Tank Mountains, John Lowry, County Flood Control Engineer, Sites, Floodwater Retarding Basins, Stream
Channel Improvements, Control Floods, Heavy Damages, Agricultural Lands, Roads, Homes, Businesses, Local Agencies,
Congress, Dams, Finance, Federal Government, State, County, Sharing, Cost, Land Treatment Phases, Farmers, Ranchers,
County Flood Control Advisory Board, Buckeye, Roosevelt, Agua Fria, Wickenburg, Arlington Canal, Roosevelt and Buckeye
Irrigation Districts, Odel Narramore, County Flood Control Board Member

100

February 27, 1962

Supervisors Rescind Public Notice Policy

X

Government Agency, Inform, Public, Location, Flood-prone Lands, Flood Control Projects, Built, Maricopa County Supervisors,
Taxpayers, Rescinded, Resolution, Flood Control District, Public Notice, Board Chairman Mrs. Ruth A. O'Neil, Superior Court,
May 23, 1960, Flood Control Reservoir, Lake Pleasant, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Flooding, Legal Obligation, Inform
Public, Lawsuit, Judge Ross Jones, Attorney Donald D. Meyers, Destroyed, Value of Land

101

March 1, 1962

Flood Control Planning Starts Here Next Week

X

$4,2000,000 Flood Control Program, Buckeye Area, Buckeye Chamber of Commerce, Mrs. James T. O'Neil, Chairman of the
County Board of Supervisors, Col. John C. Lowry, County Flood Control Engineer, Sam Lanford, County Engineer, Dave
Davenport, Foreman of County Highway Department's District 2, Othel Narramore, Palo Verde, Charles Davis, Buckeye,
County's Flood Control Advisory Board, Flood Water Retention Dam, Highway 80, Proposed Brenda Cutoff, Field Work,
Planning Work, U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Survey Team, Engineer. Geologist, Hydrologist, Economist, Run-off, White
Tank Mountains, Floodwaters, Heavy Damage, Agricultural Lands, Roads, Homes, Businesses, Selecting Sites, Stream
Channel Improvements, Local Agencies, Congress, Federal Government, Small Watersheds Act, Federal Funds, State County
Sharing

102

March 2, 1962

Fireworks Expected At Flood Control Hearing
Monday

X

Pinal County Board of Supervisors, Form Flood Control District, Apache Junction, Boundaries, King's Ranch, State Law,
Magma Copper Co., Superior, Magma Arizona RR Line, Pinal County, Irving Vincent, Counsel for Supervisors, Establish
Boundaries, Election, Proposed Superstition Flood Control District, Byron Akers, Phoenix, Watershed, Flood Control, Soil
Conservation System, Superstition Mt. Area, Federal Aid, Congressional Acts, Flood Control Facilities, Cost, Taxes on
Property, Barney Barnard, Junction and Eastern Maricopa County Residents, Superstition Usery Pass Watershed Assn.,
Conflict, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Build, Flood Control Dams, Apache Trail, Maricopa District Plan, Soil
Conservation Service, Florence

104

March 4, 1962

Bridge Now Protected by Flumes (& Picture)

X

City of Phoenix, Construction, Three Flumes, Spillways, Minimize, Flood Damage, South Central Avenue Bridge, Salt River,
Fred Glendening, Public Works Director, Heavy Rains, Undermine, Foundations, Aggravated, Gravel Pit Excavations, Excess
Waters, Stream Pounds Away, Bridge Supports, Divert, Bridge, Trouble, 1922, 1938, 1960, March 20, 1922, Highwater, First
Section, Central Avenue Bridge Spanning Salt River Settled Three Inches, Change, Main Channel, Blamed, 1938 Flood, Filled
Bridge to Bottom of Girders, 1960 Waters Topped Ground, Tanner Brothers Construction Co.

105

March 9, 1962

Maricopa Flood Plan Said to Protect Junction

X

Pinal County, Property Owners, Proposed Flood Control District, Apache Junction Area, Maricopa County Officials, John Lowry,
Acting Chief Engineer of Maricopa County Flood Control District, All-Pinal County Flood Control Plan, Engineering Studies,
Earth-fill Dams, Levees, Soil Conservation Service, Diversion Dams, Federally Sponsored Program, Flood Control System,
Maricopa County Flood Control District, Dikes, Irrigation Canals, Salt River, Flash Flood, Improve Water Table, Pinal County
Flood Control District Advocates, Hold Water, Damaging Floods, Reserve in Wells, Cost-ration Study, SCS, Congress
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106

March 9, 1962

King's Ranch Area Residents Ask Out of Flood
Control Area

X

Julian King, Included Out, Pinal County Flood Control District, Bryon Akers, Phoenix, Barney Barnard, Apache Junction,
Maricopa-Pinal County Line, Pinal County Board of Supervisors, Hearing, Determine Boundaries, King's Ranch Area, Never
Affected, Previous Floods, Earth Dams, Randolph Frazier, Bark Canyons, Hieroglyphic, Hog and Monument Canyons,
Construction Deface, Beauty, Superstition Mt., Questioned Typography, Proposed Dam-site, Sufficient Water Storage,
Maintenance and Operation, Taxes, Washes Cross Highway 60-70, Engineering and Economic Survey, Soil Conservation
District, Sen. Carl Hayden, Economic Damage, Major Flood 1954, Flood Control Dams, Maintenance, Flood Control Project,
Superstition Development Co. Water Utility, Marion Elson, Apache Building Supply, Dean Steffey, Steffey and Lawther Real
Estate, Jack Hare, Superstition Mt. Enterprises, J.W. Parr, Florence Junction, Queen Creek, Protected, Whitlow Ranch Dam,
Chairman Esill Osborn, J.H. Border, F.Q. Wilson, Herb Reilly

103

March 15, 1962

Wiegold Named to County Flood Control Board

X

Wilbur Weigold, Superintend at, Buckeye Irrigation Co., Maricopa County Flood Control Advisory Board, Supervisor Mrs. Ruth
A. O'Neil, W. Othel Narramore

107

March 15, 1962

Federal Flood Control, Watershed System
Study Nears Finish; Preliminary Cost Estimate
Soon

X

Plans, Pinal County, Inhibit Flooding, Gilbert, Chandler, Farm Land, Apache Junction, Comprehensive Roundup, State Soil
Conservation Bureau, Engineering, Design Studies, Three Watershed Dams, Drainage Canals, Public Meetings, Pinal County
Board of Supervisors, W. Earl Rhinehart, Chief of Watershed Works Plan, U.S. Soil Conservation Department, Field
Information, Final Geological Investigation, Hugh Nichols, Steering Committee, Boundaries, Vote, Special Election, Federal
Money, Watershed Protection Act for the 83rd Congress, Opposition, Apache Trail, Drainage Area, Gilbert-Apache Region,
Chandler-Williams Zone, Retarding Structures, Weeks Wash, Powerline, Roosevelt Conservation District Canal, Rittenhouse,
Queen Creek, Rittenhouse Auxiliary Field, Vineyard Road, Constructed, Release Floodwater, Roosevelt District, Floodway,
Disastrous Floods, 1954, 1959, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Pinal Supervisors, East Maricopa Soil Conservation
District, Southside Soil Conservation District, Town of Gilbert, Roosevelt Water Conservation District, Salt River Valley Users
Association, Queen Creek Soil Conservation District, City of Chandler, Buckhorn-Mesa Watershed, Tempe and Mesa Soil
Conservation District, City of Mesa

108

March 16, 1962

Flood Control Hearing Monday - Maricopa May
Affect Local Plans

X

Show-down Session, Apache Junction, Court House, Florence, Pinal County Board of Supervisors, Hearing, Determine
Boundaries, Control, Flash Flood Waters, Superstition Mountains, King's Ranch Area, Excluded, Maricopa County Flood
Control District, Maricopa County, Builds, Dams, Federal Funds, Soil Conservation Service, Bayless Shopping Center, Palm
Springs, Levee, Wheeler Wash, Weeks Wash Structure, Release Floodwater, Floodway, Apache Junction Dam, Buckhorn-
Mesa, Salt River, Roosevelt Water Conservation District Canal, Apache Junction-Gilbert, Pinal-Maricopa County Lines,
Vineyard Road, Weeks Wash Dam, Powerline Project, Damage, Major Flood, Survey, Economic Loss, Congressional
Appropriations, Williams-Chandler, SCS, Taxpayer, Bond Issue, Purchase Private Land, Apache Junction Chamber of
Commerce

109

March 16, 1962

Watershed System Designed For Buckhorn-
Mesa Area

X

Flood Control Measures, Protect Residents, Apache Junction-Mesa , U.S. Conservation Department, Establish, Flood Control
Projects, Three Major Watersheds, West Pinal County, Engineering, Design Studies, Three Central Watershed Dams,
Drainage Canals, Drainage Area, Junction-Mesa Region Known as Buckeye-Mesa Watershed, Four Flood Water Structures,
Spook Hill, Signal Butte, Apache Trail, New Bush Highway, Release Floodwaters, Floodway, Salt River, Consolidated Canal,
Piping Off, Irrigation, W. Earl Rhinehart, Chief Watershed Work Plan, Final Geological Investigation, Economics, Hugh Nichols,
East Maricopa Soil District, Pinal County Board of Supervisors, Boundaries, Flood Control Area, Federal Money, Watershed
Protection Act of the 83rd Congress, Rights-of-way Purchases, Administer, Maintain, Recharge Underground Water, Cost-
share, Disastrous Floods, 1954, 1959, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Tempe and Mesa Soil Conservation District

110

March 20, 1962

Central Project Benefits Seen Statewide

Gov. Paul Fannin, Arizona, Colorado River, Central Arizona Project, Central Arizona's Economy, Kingman, Holbrook, Flagstaff,
Yuma, Safford, Phoenix, American Society of Civil Engineers, Williams, Watershed, Retain, Tributary Water, U.S. Supreme
Court, Water Deficiency, Build Dam, Marble Canyon, California

113

March 20, 1962

Mountain Snow Best in Decade

Arizona's Snow Cover, Valley, Farmers, Soaking, Pre-Irrigation, Snow Pack, Irrigation Reservoirs, Mount Lemmon, Tucson,
Maverick Fork, Salt River, U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Salt River Project, Stream Flow, Gila River, San Carlos Project, Little
Colorado River, Lyman Reservoir, salt and Verde Rivers, Tonto Creek, Safford Valley, Horseshoe Dam, SCS, U.S. Forest
Service, U.S. Weather Bureau, Richard W. Enz, Snow Survey Supervisor, Flagstaff, Paul C. Kangeiser, Arizona State
Climatologist, Springerville, Clifton, Grand Canyon, South Rim, Payson Ranger Station, Fort Apache, Baldy, Mormon Mountain,
Arizona Snow Bowl
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111

March 22, 1962

Cooperation Termed Solution to Counties' Flood
Problems

X

Maricopa and Pinal Counties, John C. Lowry, Maricopa County Flood Control Engineer, Apache Chamber of Commerce, Flood
Waters, U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Five Levees, Apache Junction, Remove, Flood Threat, Eastern Maricopa County,
Flood Damage, Mesa, Gilbert, Chandler, Higley, Williams Air Force Base, Weeks Wash Levee, H Junction, Williams Field
Road, Power Line, Vineyard, Rittenhouse Levees, Earthfill, Construction, Studies, Feasibility, Recharging, Water table,
Diverted Flood Waters, Congress, Federal Funds

112

March 22, 1962

Flood Control Bond Vote Planned

Flood Control, Bond Issue, Supervisor Mrs. Ruth A. O'Neil, Maricopa County, Flood Ravages, Federal Government, Building
Dams, Dikes, Levees, Dredging Channels, Clearing Rivers, Indian Bend Wash, Indian Bend Road, Salt River, Channel
Clearance, Gila and Salt Rivers, Granite Reef Dam to Gillespie Dam, White Tank Mountains, Funds, Congress, County Flood
Control Program, Tax

114

March 23, 1962

Supervisors Hear Details of Maricopa Flood
Control Project, Delay Decision (& Picture)

X

Proponents, Opponents, Apache Junction Flood Control District, Hearing, Pinal County Supervisors, Chairman Estill Osborn,
District Boundaries, U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Maricopa County, Federal
Assistance, Build, Dams, Levees, Floodways, Protect, Farmlands, Maricopa County, Flash Floods, Hundred-year Flood,
Apache Trail, Weeks Wash, Divert, Heavy Floodwaters, Col. John C. Lowry, Chief Engineer and General Manager, Cost, Land
Acquisition, Operation, Maintenance, Taxpayers, Bond Issue, Federal Funds, Full Protection, Eastern Auxiliary Canal,
Roosevelt Water Conservation District, RWCD Canal, Salt River, Bond Issue, Land Acquisition, Operation, Lucien Hill, W. Earl
Rhinehart, SCS, Experimental Work, Arizona State University, Silting Problems, Water Recharge, Difficult, Costly, Divert
Floodwaters, Bush Highway, Pinal County, Cost-ration, Damaging Floods, Superstition Mts., Construction Program, Temporary
Detention, Topography, Undulating, Engineering Survey, Maricopa Project, Julian King, Spokesman, Major Objections, Bill
Barkley, Jack Parr, Florence Junction, Queen Creek, Ernest Miller, Flash Flooding, Barney Bernard, Marion Elson, Bryan Akers

115

March 30, 1962

Flood Control Verdict Expected Monday

X

Show-down Session, Apache Junction, Flood Control Problem, Florence, County Supervisors, Hearing, Flood Control District,
Petition, Excluded, Safeguard, Flash Floods, Washes, Superstition Mts., Maricopa County Flood Control District, Federal Soil
Conservation Service, Dams, Levees, Built, Federal Expense, Right-of-way Acquisition, Maintenance, Operations, Costs,
Taxpayers, Pinal County, Queen Creek, King Ranch, Island, Land, Omitted

117

April 4, 1962

Spring Flow May Almost Fill Lakes on Salt River

X

Salt River Lakes, Near-full, Snowwater Runoff, White Mountains, Jake West, Hydrologist, Salt River Project, Reserve Storage
Water, Richard Enz, Snow Survey Supervisor, U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Frozen Highlands, Boggy, Snow Cover, Salt
River, Irrigation Water Management, Water, Spilling Over, Dams, Last Spilled, April 1941, Verde River Watershed, Salt River
Watershed, Heavy Runoff, Moisture, Borden Goodwin, Flagstaff-Mormon Lake, Heber, Mogollon Rim, Sheep Crossing, Big
Lake, Soil, Drains off, Higher Elevations, Salt-Verde-Tonto System

116

April 6, 1962

Flood Control District Set

Compromise Settlement, Creation, Flood Control District, Apache Junction, Pinal County, Hearing, Established Boundaries,
Herb Riley, Superstition Flood Control District, Maricopa County Line, Baseline, King Ranch Area, Apacheland, Government
Owned Land, Julian King, Barney Barnard, Spokesman, Estill Osborn, Federal Soil Conservation Service, Survey, Feasibility,
Flood Control Structures, SCS, Maricopa County, Weeks Wash, Recharge Wells, Superstition-Usery Watershed System,
Roosevelt Water Conservation System, Salt River

118

April 13, 1962

Flood Control Measures Area Being Planned

X

Flood Control Measures, Casandro Wash, Reed's Addition, Sunset and Sunny Cove Washes, Fisher and Maguire Additions,
Maricopa County Flood Control Plan, Board of Supervisors, John C. Lowry, Acting Chief Engineer and General Manager of the
Flood Control District, Cost-ratio Basis, County-wide Plan, Mrs. Ruth O'Neil, Chairman of the County Board of Supervisors,
Vote, Real Property Owners, Sols Wash, Flying E Wash, Property Damage, Floods, Powder House Wash, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Morristown Area, No Corrective Action, Aguila Area, Protective Levees

119

April 13, 1962

Flood Plan Just 1st Step

Creation, Superstition Flood Control District, Master Plan, Conserve Water, Domestic, Recreational, Byron Akers, Pinal County
Board of Supervisors, Water, Flowing, Superstitions, Permanent Lakes, Pipe Additional Supplies, Act of Congress, Watershed
Construction Loans, Flood Control Dams, Federal Funds, Run Off, Superstition-Usery Pass Watershed Association, Sam
Turner, Arizona Expert, Water Technology, Surveys
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122 April 19, 1962 |Farmers, Soil Conservation District, Canal X|Clearing, Five Miles, Channel, Hassayampa River, Prevent Flood Damage, Farms, Irrigation Projects, Buckeye Soil
Firms Cooperate to Clear Hassayampa Channel| [Conservation District, Hassayampa Bridge, U.S. 80, Buckeye-Gila Bend Cutoff, Buckeye Irrigation Company, Arlington Canal
(& Pictures) Company, Murray Johnson, Lyle King, Delmar Johns, Old Buckeye Ranch, Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation
Payments, Soil Conservation Service Engineers, Designed, Channel-clearing, Railroad Bridge, Old Highway 80, BIC, Danger,
Flood, Inverted Siphon, Buckeye Water, Buckeye Canal, Channelization, Gila River, Channel Scoured Out, Minor Floods,
Washed Sand, Driftwood, Pile UP Against Bridge, Water, Over Countryside, Before and After Photos, Dense Growth, Tamarisk
Trees, Brush, Cleared Channel
123 April 19, 1962|Bids for Graveyard Wash Project Called X|Bids, Graveyard Wash Dam, Flood Control Structures, Second Phase, Frye Creek-Stockton Project, Graham County, Graham
County Board of Supervisors, Safford, Vearl A. Lines, First Phase, Frye Creek Dam, Outlet Channel, Thatcher, Gila valley Soil
Conservation District, U.S. Soil Conservation Service, Federal Government, Paying, Slow Down Flood Waters, Flow Out
Slowly, Gila River, Earth Fill Dam, Rock-riprapped Channel, Steel, Concrete Reinforcing, Appurtenant Structures
120 April 24, 1962|U.S. to Pay $8,300 For Flood Chance X|Government, Pay $8,300, Overflow, Painter Rock Dam, Flood Old Mountain View Store, Farm Worker's Cabins, Every 30
Years, Federal Court, Danger, Remote, Flowage Easement, Gila Bend, Trailer Homes, Mrs. Pauline Hill Rigby Miller, Carl
Tenney, Attorney, Assistant Atty Arthur M. Ross, Cotton Machines, Cotton Pickers, Above $18 Million Flood Control Dam, Gila
River, Protect, Developed Land, Downstream
121 April 26, 1962|Checks Watershed Map (Picture) X|L.M. Pace, Southside Soil Conservation District Supervisor, Map, Williams-Chandler, Apache-Junction-Gilbert, Buckhorn-Mesa
Watershed Areas, Soil Conservation Service Technicians, Work Plans, Southside SCS Board
124 April 27, 1962|$30 Million Dam Near Phoenix Being Studied X|U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Salt River Dam, Phoenix, Maxwell Dam, Two Lakes, Boating, Water-skiing, Cliff Pugh,
Reclamation Bureau, Foundation Studies, Investigations, Hydrology, Mapping, Diamond Drilling, Dam, Built, Below Salt and
Verde River Junctions, Mt. McDowell (Red Mountain) Usery Mountains, Originally Conceived, Central Arizona Colorado River
Storage Project, Store Water, Diverted, Central Arizona, Colorado River, Supreme Court, Water Allocations, Arizona, Central
Arizona Project, Congress, Feasibility Report, Interior Department, 1964, Salt River-Verde River System, Roosevelt Dam,
Maxwell Dam Named, Pioneer Arizona Water Expert
125 April 27, 1962|Central Arizona Project Review Presented X|Rich Johnson, President, Central Arizona Project Association, Pinal County Development Board, Stanfield, Ariz., Julian King,
County Farmers, Ranchers, Pinal County, Central Arizona Project Organization Since 1946, Colorado Water, Supplement, Inadequate
Water Supply, Bill Gookin, Consulting Engineer, Secretary of Interior Udall, Water Needs, Finance Program, Washington,
Maricopa, Governor Paul Fannin
126 April 30, 1962|Soil Conservation District Voters to Name X|Arizona, 42 Soil Conservation Districts, Election, Board of Supervisors, Wayne Kessler, Director State Division Soil
Supervisors Conservation, Voters, Owners Agricultural, Grazing lands, Tempe-Mesa District, George Birchett, Olen Sharp, Provisions,
Arizona Law, Soil-saving, Water Conserving Programs, Arizona Association of Soil Conservation Districts
127 May 18, 1962|Supervisors Plan Flood Control & Road X|Extension, Vulture Mine Road, Highway 60-70, Highway 89, Maricopa-Yavapai County Line, Flood Control, Reed and Fisher
Extension for Wickenburg Additions, Powder House Wash, Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, Wickenburg, Mrs. Ruth O'Neil, Chairman of the
Supervisors, Sam Lansford, County Highway Engineer, Col. Lowry, County Flood Control Engineer, Rotary Club, Round-up
Club, Phoenix, Three Flood Control Projects, Await Funds, Bond Issue, Surveyed, Culverts, Built
128 May 18, 1962|Real Estate and Development X|Shopping Center, Hayden and Thomas Roads, Scottsdale, Trust and Development Corp., Phoenix
129 June 18, 1962|Scottsdale Studies New Traffic Plan X|Scottsdale, City Officials, Chamber of Commerce, Comprehensive Traffic Plan, Maricopa County Planning and Zoning
Department, Parking Meters, Mayor Bill Schrader, City Council, Thomas, Indian School, McDowell Roads, Scottsdale Road,
Divided Highway, Osborn to Camelback, Parking Facilities, Chamber of Commerce Manager John Wise
130 June 18, 1962|Flood Unit Tax Levy Cut in Half X|Maricopa County Supervisors, Cut in Half, Tax Levy, County Flood Control District, Supervisor Barney Burns, Mrs. Ruth A.
O'Neil, Surplus Funds, Bond Election, Gila-Salt River Channel, Gila-Salt River Project, Resolution, 1956
131 July 14, 1962|Project Danger In Flood X

Apartment House Development, Indian Bend Wash, Denial, Flood Control District of Maricopa County, Dallan R. Zamrzla,
Scottsdale Planning and Zoning Commission Coordinator, Indian Cove, Braiker Construction Company, Area, Flooding, North
Indian School Road, Rogers Lane, New Proposed Channel, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Make Possible Development,
Without Danger of Flooding, John C. Lowry, Chief Engineer
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132

July 17, 1962

Flood District Overruled by Zoning Group

X

Scottsdale Planning and Zoning Commission, Overruled, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Indian Cove Subdivision,
Indian Bend Wash, Braiker Construction Company, Possible Flooding, Building Up, Flood Threats

134

July 17, 1962

Engineer Gets Post

X

Col. John C. Lowry, Acting Chief Engineer for Maricopa County Flood Control District, Named Permanent Manager, Scottsdale,
Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, Citizens Advisory Board

133

July 25, 1962

Engineer Warns of Flood Menace

Subdividers, Build Homes, Indian Bend Wash, Floating, River Bed, "Like Noah's Ark", Col. John C. Lowry, Chief Engineer for
Maricopa County Flood Control District, Since 1939, Dry River Bed, Flooded 20 Times, Four-foot Level, Indian School Road
and Roger Lane, Site, Indian Cove Subdivision, City Council, Approval, Land Raised, Land Cheaper in Wash, Curbing,
Increase, Flood Danger, Additional Runoff, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Specifications, Underground Channel, Drafting
Plans, Federal Government, Scottsdale

135

July 25, 1962

Council Meeting Tonight

X

Maricopa County Flood Control District, Scottsdale City Council, Indian Cove Subdivision, Rogers Lane, Indian School Road,
Zoning, Not Be, Granted, Floods, Build Up, Ground, Design, Oxidation Ponds, Scottsdale Sewer Plant, Bid Opening, Indian
School Marshall, Arizona Canal, Roosevelt, Hayden, Pierce, Fillmore

136

July 25, 1962

New County Reclamation Plan Cited

Protect Residents, Northwest Maricopa County, Dale Truesdale, Reclaim Land, Farming, Disposing, Refuse, Trash, Garbage,
99th Avenue and Northern, James Bond, City of Glendale, Stanley Vandeputte, Glendale City Manager, Maricopa County,
Glendale, Peoria, Youngtown, Surprise, El Mirage, Town Manager E.B. Tucker, Peoria Dump, Health, Safety Hazard, Ordered
Closed, Sanitary Landfill

137

July 25, 1962

Subdivision Action Waits Flood Report

Rogers Lane, Indian School Road, Postponed, Scottsdale City Council, Final Plans, Proposed Maricopa County Flood-control
Channel, Col. John C. Lowry, Chief Engineer of the County Flood-control District, Subdivision, Floodwaters, Indian Bend Wash,
Army Corps of Engineers, Roosevelt, Hayden, Mereway Manor, Ferguson, Brooks and Kelly, Phoenix, Design, Oxidation Pond,
Sewage Disposal, Tempe, Marshall, Indian School, Arizona Canal, Phoenix-Tempe

138

July 31, 1962

Central Project May Be Answer to Water
Problem, Dominy Says

Floyd E. Dominy, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Valley Residents, More Water, Phoenix Officials, U.S. Budget Bureau, Central
Arizona Project, Greater Arizona Project, Wellton-Mohawk, Colorado River Projects, Levees, Silt Removal, Prevent Flooding,
Arizona, Gov. Fannin, Arizona Legislature, Water Needs, Dam, Power Transmission, Phoenix, Glen Canyon Dam Construction,
Pinnacle Peak, Scottsdale, Reclamation Bureau, Ets, Hokin and Galvin, Inc., San Francisco, Ground Wire, Pinnacle Peak
Power Station, Transmission Line, Gila Project, Salt River Project, Congress, Washington

140

August 14, 1962

USDA Brochure Shows Work at Local Lab

X

Development, Technique, Accurate Measurement, Seepage, Irrigation Water, U.S. Water Conservation Laboratory, Tempe,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Water Conservation... Seepage Control, USDA, Utah, Hawaii, Nevada, Studies, Design,
Mathematical Models, Electrical Analogs, Soil Columns, Sand Tanks, Hydraulic Flumes, Evaluate, Measurement, Rate, Water
Loss, Canal Bottom, Chemical Treatments, Ditch Lining Materials, Plastic Film, Synthetic Rubber Sheeting, Concrete, Hotmix
Asphalt Paving, Asphalt-burlap, Delayed-setting Plastics, Reservoir, Soil, Insoluble Particles, Plug Soil Pores, Conveyance
Channels, John Griggs, Physical Science Technician, Gary Frasier, Agricultural Engineer, Dr. Herman Bouwer, Resistance
Network Analog, Electrical Device, Stimulates, Flow of Water, Robert Rice, Water Passes Through Soil, Unlined Canal, Falling-
head Seepage Meter, Ponded Irrigation Canal, Field Trial

142

August 15, 1962

Lowry Cautions on Wash Homes

Colonel John Lowry, Head of Maricopa County Flood Control District, Construction Activity, Minimum, Indian Bend Wash,
Surveys, U.S. Corps of Engineers, Construction of Channel, Flood Danger, Wash, Drains, Watershed, Flooded, Scottsdale,
85th and 87th Streets, Indian Bend Wash, Natural Drainage System, Recorded Floodways, Council, Indian School Road,
Rogers Lane, Indian Cove, Subdivision Plat

139

August 16, 1962

You Said it - Pludits for City Council

Scottsdale City Council, Indian Bend Wash, Colonel Lowry, Flood Control Plan, Golf Course, Park, Scottsdale, Margaret E.
Warner

141

August 16, 1962

Court Upholds Supervisors in Flood Control
Appeal

X

Collect $2,688 Damage, Maricopa County Supervisor, Flood Control Reservoir, Denied, Superior Court, Judge T.J. Mahoney,
Pinal County, Denied Damages, E.A. Weintraubb, Morris Weintraubb, Black Canyon Highway, Lake Carl Pleasant, Flood
Control Reservoir Site, Damaged, Value, Land, Lake Bottom, Declaratory Judgment, Donald D. Myers, Attorney

143

September 5, 1962

Flood Control Unit Urges North Channel

X

Construction, Channel, Levee, Northern Maricopa County, Flood Control Advisory Board, Union Hills Channel, Black Canyon
Highway, 40th Street, Bell, 12th Avenue, Greenway, Town of Peoria, Greenway Channel, Curtail Flooding, Larger Area,
Northern, Army Corps of Engineers, Maricopa County, Federal Appropriations, Approved, Congress, Cost-benefit Studies,
County Manager Charles W. Miller
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144

September 5, 1962

Flood Plan Move Asked

x

Realignment, Flood Control Channel, Flood Control District Advisory Board, Union Hills Channel, Black Canyon Highway, 40th
Street, Bell, Greenway Channel, Curtail Flooding, Larger Area, Voters, Federal Government, Bulk of Funds, Army Corps of
Engineers, 12th Avenue, North of Peoria, Greenway, Northern

148

September 5, 1962

Lowry Opposes New Plat

x

Colonel John Lowry, Head of Maricopa County Flood Control District, Refuse to Approve, Subdivision Plat, Flood Route, Indian
Bend Wash, Unsafe, Construction, Washway, Golf Courses, Dallan Zamazla, Planning and Zoning Coordinator, Block Water,
Jo Beatty, Collar, Williams and White, Indian Cove Subdivision, Rogers Land and Indian Road

145

September 6, 1962

Heavy Rains Strike Wickenburg Area

x

Wickenburg, Heavy Rain, Wind, Visibility, Zero, Storm, County Road, Peg's Café, Salome, Wintersburg Store, Washed Out,
Barricades, Flares, Tonopah, Buckeye, Shower, Phoenix, Trace, Scattered Showers, Thunderstorms, Forecast

146

September 6, 1962

County Oks Budget Amid Grumblings

x

Maricopa County Supervisors, Budget, County Flood Control District Property Tax, John M. Hazelett, Supervisor, District 3,
Extravagant Expenditures, County Manager Charles W. Miller, Sidney B. Wolf, County Attorney Charles N. Ronan, Felix
Gordon, Donald R. Van Petten, Valley, Phoenix Art Museum, Mrs. Ruth A. O'Neil, Chairman, Board of Supervisors, County
Recorder N.C. Moore, Arizona Public Service, Phoenix Chamber of Commerce

147

September 6, 1962

Wednesday's Downpour is .86 of Inch

x

Storm, Pouring Rain, Downpour, Wickenburg, Washes, Bank to Bank, Rain Gauge,.86 of an Inch, Barricades, Flares, Rushing
Water, Washed Out Dips, Lightning

149

September 21, 1962

Watershed Symposium Attracts Near 160
Tuesday (& Picture)

x

Arizona Watershed Symposium, Salt River Project, East Continental Drive, Arizona Water Resources Committee, Watershed
Management Division, State Land Department, Arizona Governor Paul Fannin, Colorado, Washington, D.C., New Mexico,
Arizona Watershed Program, Watershed Management, Groundwater Movement, Artificial Watershed Recharge, Herbert C.
Fletcher, Lowell Woods, U.S. Forest Service, Bernard Franks, Colorado State University, G.E. Glendenning, Rocky Mountain
Forest and Range Experiment Station, Arizona State University, Controlled Burning of Arizona Chaparral - 1962 Progress
Report

164

September 26, 1962

Clouds Stay in Valley Area Next Few Days

x

Sky Harbor, Weather Bureau, Valley Area, Showers, Arizona Forecast

165

September 26, 1962

Rain Storm Drops More Precipitation

x

Storm Clouds, Valley Area, Rain, Recording Stations, O.L. Barnes Residence, Tempe, University of Arizona, Tempe-Mesa
Highway, U of A Citrus Station, Sky Harbor Airport, Storm, Precipitation, Sprinkles

150

September 28, 1962

Floodwaters Ebb; Loss to Cotton in Millions -
Health Dangers Mount (& Picture)

x

Dirty Floodwaters, Stanfield, Flooded, Dikes, Maricopa, Southern Pacific Railroad, Santa Rosa Wash, Santa Cruz River, Aerial
Viewers, Flooded Area, Drainage, Soil-carrying Floodwaters, Health Dangers, Wells, Contaminated, Typhoid Immunizations,
Papago Indian Reservation, St. John's Indian Mission, Komatke, Southwest of Phoenix, Father Bartholomew Welsh,
Superintendent of the Mission, No Plans to Evacuate, Waters, Pouring Down, Tucson, Sells, 5.75 Inches Rain, Eloy, Avra
Valley, Cotton, Crops, Loss, Guy Croy, Producers Cotton Qil Co., Gin, Escaped Floodwaters, Stanfield-Maricopa Area, Crest,
Dwight Atterbury, Manager, Maricopa Growers Gin, Earl Lane, Ranches, Under Water, Dikes, Pinal County, Gila River, Charles
Powell, Maricopa Superintendent of Schools, Emergency Evacuation, Maricopa County Red Cross, Maricopa-Stanfield-Casa
Grande

151

September 28, 1962

Flood Still Threatens Maricopa - Crop Damage
Heavy

X

Flood Water, Santa Cruz and Santa Rosa Rivers, Threat, Community, Town of Stanfield, Escaped Inundation, Muddy Tide,
Cropland, River Bottoms, Damage, Cotton Fields, Harvest, Roads, Closed, Dikes Broken, Rescue, Pinal Sheriff's Office, Casa
Grande Valley, Maricopa, Max Potter, Stanfield Airport, Washed Away, Concrete Ditches, Cut Top Soil, Crest, Closed,
Maricopa-Casa Grande Highway, Highway 84, Bridges, County Road, Southern Pacific Railroad, Governor Paul Fannin, Civil
Defense Director Ralph Redburn

152

September 28, 1962

Water, Mud Drive 150 from Homes

x

Evacuation, 150 Residents, Chuichu Indian Village, Casa Grande, Health Dangers, Two-foot Mud and Slime Homes, Health,
Housing Problems, Papago Indian Reservation, Stanfield and Maricopa, Flooded, Storm Waters, Typhoid Immunizations,
typhoid Epidemic, Pinal County, Dr. C.F. Beckler, Pinal County Health Department, Primitive Sanitation Facilities,
Contamination of Wells, Floodwaters, Outdoor Areas, Privies, Drinking Water, Pima and Papago Indians, Ed Pederson, Casa
Grande City Manager, Red Cross, St. Clair, Health-saving Measures, U.S. Public Health, Sells

154

September 28, 1962

Air View of Flood Area (Pictures)

Bridge Over Santa Rosa Wash, Stanfield, State Highway 84, Torrent of Waters, Water Broke Retaining Bank of Wash, Santa
Cruz Wash, Cotton Fields, Jackrabbit Wash, Arizona Highway Patrol

Page 17




i

i

Title of Newspaper Article

ey Wards .

153

September 29, 1962

Floodwaters Receding in Arizona (& Pictures)

X

Swirling Muddy Waters, Three-day Flood, Receding, South of Phoenix, Runoff, Water Cresting, 3 to 4 Feet Deep, Gila River,
115th Avenue, Maricopa County Sheriff's Office, Buckeye District, Roadblocks, 51st Street, Williams Field Road, Chandler,
Baseline Road, Laveen-Komatke Area, Gila River Indian Reservation, Father Bartholomew, Superintendent, St. John's Indian
Mission, Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz Wash, Indian Police, Maricopa, Pinal and Pima Counties, Governor Fannin, Casa Grande,
Casa Grande Police Department, Arizona Highway patrol, Phoenix-to-Maricopa Road, Closed, Dangerous Condition, President
Kennedy, U.S. Agriculture Department, Disaster Committee, Papago Indians, National Guard Armory, Evacuated, Chuichu,
Cecil Robson, Pinal County Red Cross Chairman, Crop Damage, Chuck Robertson, Pinal County Agricultural Agent, Wells,
Under water, damaged, Beyond Repair, Redrilling, Southern Pacific Railroad, Phoenix Line, Tucson, Ajo, Torrents of water,
Health Officers, Drinking Dirty Water, Health Department, Anti-typhoid Clinics

155

September 29, 1962

Disaster Declared in Flood

Gov. Paul Fannin, State of Emergency, Maricopa and Stanfield, Floods, Inundated, Cotton Fields, Flood-stricken Central
Arizona, National Disaster Committee, Small Business Administration, Federal Aid, Turbulent Runoff, Record Rains, Flooding,
Evacuate, Prepared, Persons Leaving, Farms, Near Streambeds, Santa Rosa and Santa Cruz Rivers, River's Confluence,
Producers Cotton Oil Company, Destroyed, Farmland, Damaged, Erosion, Costliest Floods, Farm Machinery, Concrete
Ditches, Farm Buildings, Pumps, Wells, Chuck Robertson, Pinal County Agricultural Agent, Pima, Maricopa, Pinal Counties,
266 Wells, Under Water, Ruined, Arizona Flood

156

September 30, 1962

Crop Ravished Farmers Ask Flood Control
Study - Dam Plans in Mill Since 1958

Farmers, Crop-ravaged Areas, Flooded, Arizona, Counties, Flood Control Project, Pinal County, Flood Waters, Receded,
Damage, Pima, Pinal Maricopa Counties, Dam, Santa Rosa Wash, 1958, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Phoenix, William S.
Alldredge, Emergency Rehabilitation, Assistance, Examine Flooded Areas, Gain Previously Unavailable Information,
Backwaters, Farms Roads, Inundated, Buried, Brackish Mud, Santa Cruz River, Gila River, Avondale, Heavy Rain, Tucson,
Papago Indian Reservation, Sells, Muddy Water, Flooded Houses, Gila Indian Reservation, Town of Santa Cruz, Swept Away,
Bridge, Road, Maricopa, Jumped, Banks, Crest, 18-feet, Moved, High Ground, Damage to Crops, Livestock, Wells, Ditches,
Federal Emergency Relief Funds, Sen. Carl Hayden, Rep. Morris K. Udall, Agriculture Secretary Orville Freeman, O.W. Riggs

156

September 30, 1962

Crop Ravished Farmers Ask Flood Control
Study - Dam Plans in Mill Since 1958 -
Continued - Second Page (& Pictures)

Casa Grande, Gov. Paul Fannin, Arizona, Disaster Area, Farmers, Damage, Pinal County, Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Office, Hayden, Federal Aid, FHA Emergency Loans, Agricultural Conservation Programs, Protect, Clean Up,
Lands, Surplus Grain, Pinal County Flood Control Project, Earth-Filled Dam, Santa Rosa Wash, Stanfield, Corps of Engineers,
Papago Indian Reservation, Money, Available, Washington, Approved, Congress, Appropriated, Los Angeles, Loss, Cotton,
E.S. McSweeny, Executive Secretary, Arizona Cotton Growers Association, Washed Out, Soil, Salvaged, Sells, Bureau of
Indian Affairs, U.S. Public Health Service, Typhoid, Chuichu, Four Feet of Mud, Evacuated, Eloy, Red Cross, American Red
Cross, Casa Grande National Guard, Mrs. Damon Mashore, Mrs. William T. Wilson, Father Lambert Fremling, O.F.M., Dina
Poncho, Mrs. Helen Geary, Director, Nursing Service, Cecil Robinson, Mrs. A.E. Vicidomino, Luke Air Force Base, British Red
Cross, World War Il Blitz, London, Mrs. Melissa Norris, Tractor Drivers, Flood Loss, Towed, 100-year Spillway

157

September 30, 1962

Pinal Flood-Control Dam Proposed by
Engineers

Mud, damage, Cotton Lands, South of Phoenix, Dam, Protect, Stanfield, Maricopa, Papago Indian Reservation, Prevented,
Preliminary Surveys, Flood Waters, Gila River, Proposed Plans, Dam and Flood Control Works, U.S. Corps of Engineers, Pinal
County Citizens, Pinal County Board of Supervisors, Three-mile Long Dam, 61-feet High, Earth Fill, Rock Rip-rap Facing,
Proposed, Dam Site, Casa Grande, Irrigation, Flood Control, U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs, Local Right of Way, Local Costs,
Papago Tribal Council, Approved, Dam Construction, Junction Santa Rosa, Jackrabbit, Kohatk Washes, Dam and Lake, Tat
Momolikot, Reservoir Project, Bartlett Dam, Verde in Salt River Project, Viava Vo, Stanfield, R.H. Rupkey, General Engineer,
Investigations, Since 1954, Pumped Water, Wells Below Dam Site, Army Corps Engineers James W. Davidson, John R.
Cullings, Arthur Atkins, Los Angeles District Corps of Engineers, Flooded Areas, William S. Alldredge, Arizona-Nevada District
Engineer, Phoenix Headquarters, Proposed Flood Control and Irrigation Reservoir, Pinal County, Fish and Wildlife, Flood
Waters, Drained Off, River Beds
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162

October 1, 1962

Farmers Urge Building of Flood Control Dam

X

John E. Smith, Chairman, Maricopa County Flood Control District, Drafted Plans, Proposed Flood Control Dam, Stanfield and
Sells, Damage, Heavy Rains, Southern Arizona, Crest, Dam and Spillways, Flooding, Cotton, Newton Cooper, Chairman
Stanfield Flood Control District, Earl Lane, Farmer, Max Potter, Casa Grande Dust and Spray Co., Aerial Photographs,
Widespread Damage, Muddy Bath, New Gullies, Upended Machinery, Flooded Area, 10 Miles Wide, Arizona's Congressional
Delegation, Army Engineers, Survey, Congress, Dam Approved, Control Dam, Impound Waters, Santa Rosa, Jackrabbit
Washes, Indian Village, Vaiva Vo, Santa Cruz Channel, Indian Village of Tat Momolikot, Impounded Flood Waters, Retaining
Wall

163

October 1, 1962

Floodwaters End At Buckeye

Mud, Destruction, Rain-swollen Rivers, Southwest of Phoenix, Crest, Runoff Waters, Rains, Southern Arizona, Buckeye, Water,
Five Feet Deep, Gila River, U.S. 80, Dry Riverbed Channel, Diverted, Buckeye Canal, Farmers, Flood Swath, Surveyed,
Erosion, Floating Cotton, Receding Waters, Flood Control Officials, Stanfield and Maricopa Area, Aerial Photographs, Damage,
Congress, Dam, Floodwaters, Jackrabbit and Santa Rosa Washes, Col. Ralph Redburn, State Civil Defense Director, Danger,
Downriver Areas, Government Agencies, Clean Up, Army Corps of Engineers, Phoenix, Emergency Rehabilitation, Flood
Control Projects, Flood-soaked Plants

166

October 3, 1962

Wasting Time, But Farmers 'Had to Try' Battling
Arizona Flood

X

Frank Whatley, Pinal County Farmer, White Parker Dike, Prevent Flood, Water Coming, Santa Cruz River, Santa Rosa Wash,
Flood Warnings, Maricopa, Hugh Hines, Crop Duster, Dike, Harold Arp, Moving Dirt, Inching Dike Higher, Water Poured, Over,
Top of Dike, Casa Grande, Roads, Washed Out, Cotton, Flooded

167

October 3, 1962

Flood Sufferers Begin to Dig Out and Make
Check of Losses

X

Waters Receded, Devastating Flood, Recorded, Arizona History, Costliest, Cotton Crops, Damaged, Knee Deep Silt, Three-day
Flood, Heavy Rains, Tucson, Papago Reservation, Casa Grande, Eloy, Maricopa, Stanfield, Governor Fannin, Disaster Area,
Senator Barry Goldwater, Washington, D.C., Arizona, Flew Over, Flooded Land, Maricopa-Stanfield Area, Department of
Agriculture, Chandler, High Water, Raced Through Washes, Large Area, Arnold Hill, Chuck Hill, Jack Bogle, Duane Daley,
Wells, Destruction, Irrigation, Drainage Ditches, J.V. Pace, Guy Whitten, Jim Savage, Councilman Andy Kuhles, Donate,
Chamber of Commerce, Armory

168

October 3, 1962

Eloy Launches Two-Pronged Attack on Flood
Problems

X

Eloy-area, Santa Cruz River, Flood Problems, Federal Disaster, Flood Control District, Works on River, David Pretzer, Eloy
Cotton Farmer, Picacho, Greens Reservoir Area, Southwest of Eloy, Maricopa and Stanfield Areas, Papago Indian
Reservation, Santa Cruz Drainage Area, Tucson, Red Rock, Marana, Phoenix, William S. Alldredge, Arizona-Nevada Area
Engineer, Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District, Flood Damaged Areas, Drainage, Flooded Areas, Ralph Burns, Regional
Director of White House Agency, Office of Defense Emergency Planning, U.S. Department of Agriculture, Congress,
Emergency Needs, Rep. Morris Udall, Robbed of Top Soil, Financing, Repair of Damages, Government Agencies, U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Unit, Technical Assistance

169

October 3, 1962

5-Inch Rain in '43 Inundated Valley

Southern Arizona, Flood, Valley, August 1943, 2 Days, Salt River Valley, 5.12 Inches of Rain, Rain, August 2, 1943, Virtual
Flood, Four Hours, Valley of the Sun, Four Hours 2.12 Inches of Rain in Phoenix, Sky Harbor Airport 3.49 Inches, Tempe Date
Orchard 3.96 Inches, Granite Reef Dam 5.12 Inches, Flooded Canals, Arizona Canal, Water, Two Feet Deep, Heaviest
Concentration, Turf Paradise and Bell Road, Cave Creek Dam, Paradise Valley, Agua Fria River, Arizona Canal Smashed by
Flood Waters,, 16th Street, 19th Avenue, Northern Avenue, Central and Seventh Avenue, Rowboats, West Camelback, Salt
River Project Maintenance, Sandbagged, Dug Diversion Ditches, Muddy Waters, Six Points, Santa Fe Tracks, Grand Avenue,
Canal Spillways, Guards, Release Water, Grand Canal, SRP Engineers, Damage, Property, Swollen Canals, Irrigation Ditches,
Floor, Tempe Bridge, Salt River, Topographical Condition

159

October 11, 1962

Conservation Tips - East Maricopa and Queen
Creek Soil Conservation Districts

X

Water, Maricopa, Stanfield, Ken Fooks, Damage, Farmers, Army Corps of Engineers, Eastern Maricopa County, 1954 Flood,
Flood Control District of Maricopa County, Soil Conservation Service, Improvements, Watershed Protection and Flood
Prevention Act (Public Law 566, 83rd Congress, as Amended), Williams-Chandler, Apache Junction-Gilbert, Buckhorn-Mesa,
SCS Watershed Planning, Surveys, Watershed Work Plan, Congress, Approval

160

October 11, 1962

It Does Rain Sometimes in Arizona (Pictures)

X

Arizona, Rains, Pours, Sells-Eloy-Maricopa Area, Downpour, Floods, Damage, Homes, Farms, Roads, Wells, Livestock, Flood
Control Projects, Flood Hazards, Usery Pass-Superstition Mountain Area, Northeast of Mesa, Flood Dangers, Ken Fooks, Soil
Conservation Service, Ravaged by Floods, Equipment, Water, Silt, Bob Shaver Farm, Greene Reservoir, Eloy Conservation
District, Mucking Out, Charles Wright, Eight Inches of Silt, Flood Waters, Receded, Cattle, Stanfield-Casa Grande Highway
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161 October 11, 1962

Recent Flood in Arizona Leaves Destruction in
Its Wake (Pictures)

X|Flood Waters, Pima and Pinal Counties, Irrigation Wells, Farms, Eloy, Casa Grande, Maricopa Areas, Waters Receded,
Charles Wright Ranch, Greene Reservoir, Erosion Well, Silt, Bob Shaver, Eloy Soil Conservation District, Paul Pierce, Mayor of
Eloy, SCD Supervisor, R.S. Swenson, Soil Conservationist, Chandler Area, Damage, Dike, Destroyed, Raging Waters, Losses,
Crops, Buildings, Concrete Ditches, Demolished, Cotton Crops, Chuck of Concrete, Piled Up, Roadways, Cleanup

158 October 12, 1962

Flood-Hit Farmers in Pima, Pinal to Get Federal
Loans

X|Farmers, Flood Stricken, Pima and Pinal Counties, Farmers Home Administration Emergency Loans, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Sen. Carl Hayden, Rep. Morris K. Udall, Arizona State Disaster Committee, Agriculture Conservation Program,
Repair, Ditches, Cleaning Up, Lands, Heavy Rains, Damage, Cotton, Crops, Livestock, Roads, Utilities, Farming Equipment,
Personal Property

170 December 25, 1965

High Waters Bring Crossing Woes - More About
- Rivers Flood Countryside (& Pictures)

X|Safford, Raw Sewage, Running Into Rivers, Tucson, Pima County Sanitary District No. 1, Federal and State Aid, Kenneth
Scharman, Manager of the District, Rillito, Cut Away, Sewer Interceptor Line, 4 to 6 Million Gallons of Sewage, Poured, River,
Gila River, Dr. Moore, Seep Into Wells, Boil Water, Harold Gates, Civil Defense Chief, Graham County, Gila Valley, Thatcher,
Pima, Fort Thomas, Safford, Boil Pump Water, Gila and San Francisco Rivers, Coolidge Dam, San Carlos Reservoir, Weather
Bureau, Upper Gila River, Cliff, N.M., Arizona Boarder, Above Flood Stage, San Francisco River, Clifton, Sandbagging,
Duncan, Dike Building, Little Hollywood, Ready, Evacuate Residents, Gila River Mile Wide, Receding, Gila Empties, Runoff,
Coronado National Forest, San Pedro River, Aravaipa Creek, Winkleman, Kelvin, Kearney, Kearny Airport Under 3 to 4 Feet of
Water, Subdivision Flooded, San Tan Area, Evacuated, Sacaton Community Center, Gila River Reservation, Pima County,
Wrecked, Two Bridges, Trailer Park Development, Eloy Area, Dike Broke, Green Reservoir, Santa Cruz, Flooding, Pinal County
Civil Defense, Chuichu, Casa Grande, Nogales, Maricopa and Stanfield Areas, Road, Maricopa and Kyrene, South of Baseline,
Cut by Floodwaters, State Civil Defense, Mr. and Mrs. John L. Mack, 115th Avenue, James King, Rosemary, Ray Hamilton,
Jackson Hole Wyoming, Tempe Bridge, Arizona State University, Phoenix-Tempe Highway, Bridge, River Bed, Sun Deuvil
Stadium, River Washed Away Gauging Station, Tributary, Tanque Verde Wash, Sabino Creek, Record Flows, USGS, Banks,
Damage
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By L. B. SUTCLIFFE
The U.S. Bureau
will be asked to conduct: studies
lon building a $35-million multi-
purpose dam on Salt River in the
Forks-of-the-River area.

. |cont s
on ?
f Reclamati e

sked to help get
lamation bureau to conduct the
studies, and to build the dam if
|will act Monday on a resolution I&gg}s(}ulbs ul o suryey phaeve fa
to be sent to the Arizona congres- e

tion urging it to in-
the Bureau of Recla-
mation for the stu
James T. O'Neil,
chairman, and Supervisor Barney
Burns, in whose district the dam
|would Hglocated. said today.

: \ . a major step in
Varicopa County flood-control
rogram, was la:unched at the re-

In addition, e Salt River Val-
ater Users Association ha
ibility of a small dam
at the site for silt control.
ONSTRUCTION of the dam i}
d reduce possible flood flows|§
Salt River from an estimated
,000 cubic feet per second to an|j
estimated maximum of 82,000
bic feet per second. "

The dam -would be constructed| ©
across the Salt below the mou
of the Verde River, about 18 mile
sors mortheast of Mesa.

_IN ADDITION to flood ai
control, benefits would include| ™ g rom the flood:
point alone, this is
tance, Cron said in

hancement, lower highway con-
struction costs across the Salt
River, and power features, said |

O D]
ed from Pag

age One)

necessary before work could be
done, A previous attempt to con-
gtruct the levee work in the Gila
Valley had been dropped for lack
‘| of interest by landowners in the
‘| area. :
Questions were mainly asked by
‘| Joe Mansfield, attorney for the
Wellton - Mohawk Irrigation and
Drainage District, and Sen. Har-
old C. Giss. Points brought out
included: 1) it will take two or
more years hefore any money ean |
be appropriated for the project;
2) the costs to he shared locally
were estimated high; 3) for the
- | Corps’ project, the ration of bene-

fit to cost is three to one, excep-
tionally high; 4) Yuma County
| can set up a flood control district
‘| to bear the costs; 5) the Corps
would like an expression of local
| interest by April 30th; 6) the area
l | from Painted Rock Dam to Texas
|| Hill will have no flood controls;
il. 7 the Corps and the Bureau in-}
. tend to get together with local in-
© terests to give more detailed infor-
m::tian_ on the flood control proj-
ect. i

Giss protested that the Corps
‘| should do the maintenance on the
project. He was told that Congress
did not allow money for this to be
done. Mansfield remarked that
there was not much enthusiasm in
the Wellton-Mohawk area for con-
tinuous levees from Texas Hill to
Dome. Frank Leidendecker of the
Gila Valley told the group that he
favored levees in the Gila Valley
but not stretching along the Colo-
rado River from Laguna Dam to
Prison Hill. He said they weren’t
necessary. PN
. The concensus of opinion was
that it would be some time before
Yumans could give an answer to
the two federal ogencies concern-
ing local participation. Col. Newton
pointed out that the report of the
project would get little considera- |!
tion at higher levels unless local|.
interest was firm. : i




Long Leveed ¢
Channel Is
Proposed

:A plan to cost well over $20 mil-
lion for flood control on the Gila

W\yas proposed here yester-

day.

Pres enting the coordinated plan

Smj-;‘vtha Gila, from Painted Rock
. fo the mouth, were Col.. C.

| O
. See Photo Page 15

ﬂmmmmmnuu|unmuummmmmmmmmmuummnnmumlmnnmm
T. Newton, district engineer for
the U.S. Army Engineer District,
L_os';.Angeles, and A. L. Mitchell,
river control engineer, Region 3 of
the Bureau of Reclamation.
Some 35 persons, including a
number of interested Yumans, at-
tendeq the meeting at the City
Council Chambers. A completed
plan was presented by the Corps
of Engineers for the area from
Texas Hill in the extreme east-
ern ‘end of the Wellton - Mohawk
?ro;ept, to the Gila syphon. This
is eight miles from the point
where the Gila empties into the
Colorado. ; i
Preliminary Plan

Fron} that point, the Bureau has
a preln_ninary plan for flood con-
trol. Mitchell said that the final

plan would be completed in the
near future.

The pla of Engi-
?xgefrs pr d chan- THE ; ;
5 > froni.the upper TWO RIVERS—Ver A 1 i ol ¥ 5
'y much "1 Ah /S flow of the CQlo;'adQ;;;towards Yuma. New plan would

L . ‘the threat of flood he Gila R

Hill, to the siphon, a dist 1 e e L Sont‘eGI.]a ivel sto shows the : i
ahouti 6 dnfles. K lfpartxge : (;)f (Iilil‘itefgefr (wlgﬁe arrow) as it B o Loiordo E{l}a;lc;e” :idlgvoeg tsgstgnl along the Gila and also on the Ari-
?1wa°ubti°ﬂfe"t per second, meas- ew miles above Yuma. Black arrows indicate Hill et b Lagun% Dy e et
red a e 5 . : > : . . S"—"

Dome, womdgg%’l‘nc%ﬁw#?f at| -~ —. ! e N (Sun 'f Photo)

The channel would be trapezoid-
al in shave, with 2 base width of
750 feet. Levees, ranging in height
from 16 to 22 feet, would be con-
structed on each side of the chan-
nel. The 550-foot-wide center por-
tion would be maintained as 2
cleared floodway, but a fringe of
river-bottom growth, such as salt-
cedar and mesquite, about 100 feet
wide, would be permitted to grow
on the river side of the levees on
each side of the channel.

Rights-of-way would be required
for a 1,000-foot-wide area. The to-
tal costs of the Corps’ plan is es-
timated at nearly §20 million, of
which a little over $19 mill ion
would be the cost to the United
States and about $700,000 would be
the cost to local interests for
rights-of-way and for relocations.

$100,000 A Year
Col. Newton told the group that
some such Jocal body, such as the
Board of Supervisors, would have
to agree to and guarantee the
maintenance work. This is expect-
ed to cost around $100,000 a year.

There was no estimate given ©
the Bureau’s plan to levee the
Gila from the siphon to the Colo-
rado and also provide a levee 4Jp
the Colorado to Laguna Dam and
downstream to Prison Hill. Miteh-
lell acknowledged that ‘the Secre-
tary of Interior would make the
decision as to. whether the Inter- |
ior Department or Jocal interests
would have the maintenance costs.

The Bureau's section of the levee

has already been authorized but

appropriation of funds would be

etiea la

(Continued on Page 14, 901. 3)
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IS VISCUSSE

A conference to discuss a pro-
posal to construct a multipurpose
dam at the junction of the Salt|

‘and Verde ri
Mesa was bein

County flood™ istrict engi-

- Invited to attmd were repre-
seutatxves of the U.S. Department
of Interior, Tonto National For-
est, Army Engineering Corps,
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Salt|
River Valley Water Users Asso-
ciation, Arizona Highway Depart-
ment, Arizona Fish and Game
Department, U.S. Bureau of In-
dian Affairs, Soil Conservation
Service, qusevelt and Buckeye
water . conservation distriéts, U.S.
Bureau of Sport, Fisheries and
Wildlife, Plan For Progress Inc.,
Maricopa County Planning De-
partment, Phoenix City Engineer-
ing Department, and the County

—A proposal for a new
,500-acre lake, primarily
d flood control was to
d this afternoon to the
CO} ‘mlttee of the Mari-
ty flood control dxstmct

commendatmn of Col.
E. Cron Jr., district engi-
accepted, the proposal will

_', sers, Walso serve as the district

nitiate action for fmancing
ject, to cost $30-35 mil-

Proposal for the ciam was first
oi‘fered by the:Salt River PrOJeet
which two years ago started inves- |
tigations for a silt. and flood con-
trol dam near Granite Reef north
east of Mesa. 7 ABE

The proposal spread to include
power generation, recreation in
the form of fishing, hunting, and
bodting, and éonservatlon as well
as’ irngatlon 4

THE DAM would be located
about 3 miles upstream from Gran-
ite Reef dam on the Salt River,

|just below the junction of the Salt

and Verde nvers.
re w‘vely gl holdlhg

_|though nogae insurmo table,
cording to Cron.

way," he said.

“It would probably
to relocate the water:
City of Phoenix
plant, but all of t
relatively small.”




As Flood Control Aid

. WICKENBURG ( ; hich would create a 750- to
1,000-acre lake east - ‘  recommended as part of a
“three-pronged fl rogram for Wickenburg.

i « ef engineer and general managér of the
_Maricopa County Flood Control District, has asked the U.S. Corps
of Engineers to study the feasi- 3
bility of building 2 dam on Powder |of Engineers, Cron said the wash,

“House Wash for both flood conwhich drains the foothill country
“trol and recreational purposes. ealslt of xickenl‘siurg, offers an ex-

o .:’IETI‘EV R cellent dam and reservoir site at
| ,A‘_‘ i _to the Los An-|i, remarkably small construction
geles district office of the Corps|cost.” © :

i __

" Robert H. Cron Jr

He said he was also asking the
Arizona Game and Fish Depart-
ment to make a detailed analysis
of recreational benefits which
would be derived from the project.
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The recently organized Mari-
copa County flood control district
will use existing county facilities
as much as possible to keep oper-
ating costs down, it was revealed
yesterday.

The board of supervisors ap-
proved appointment of Phil A.
Isley, county treasurer, as treas-
urer of the district and also au-
thorized use of space and equip-
ment at the county highway de-
partment.

Robert E. Cron Jr., district
manager, advised the supervisors
he would need a half-time attor-
ney, to be paid for out of district
funds. A full-time attorney will be
appointed by Charles C ~Stidham,
county attorney, but half of his
time will be spent assisting Art
Van Haren deputy co attor-
ney assigned. to hxghways

By gﬁlﬁzmg dﬁce equipment at
the hi; rtment, the dis-
trict mi‘vmd a large capital
outlay ai ﬂﬁs ‘time, Cron pomtedl
out.

The supervisors also authorized
the district to ask the assistance
of the U, S. secretary of agricul-
ture in planning watershed pro-
tection and flood prevention in the
Usery and Superstition Mountain
areas.

Although most of the area lies

County, the flood waters
he watershed affect Mari-
pa County: The rains of 1954
looded Apache Junction, accord-
g to Cron. The Roosevelt Water
Conservation District f;aml was

nleazette

Maricopa County Flood Control
District will- ask the U.S. secre-

planning watershed protection and
flood preventior in the Usery and
Superstition mountains areas,

- The board of supervisors autho-
ized the district chief engineer to
Imake the necessary applications.
The Usery Mountains are north-
east of Phoenix and the Super-
stitions east.

Floods originating from rains in
the Usery and Superstitions in
the past have caused severe dam-
lage to urban and farm areas,
Robert E. Cron Jr., the district’s
chief engineer, said.

THE RAINS of 1954 flooded U.S.
Highway 60-70-80-89 over a dis-
tance extending .from 6 miles

& jo 2 miles east of Apache

 Most busmess estabhshments,

Eas well as homes located on
streets and roads away from

Aid For Wate

tary of agriculture to assist in|

were mundated Corn adwsed the
supervisors.

The Roosevelt Water Conserva-
tion District canal was breached

and a part of the town of Gilbert
was flooded.

WHILE THE flood waters ‘orig-

inate primarily in Pinal County,
the greater part of the damage
occurs in Maricopa County, the
chief engineer said.

He said the revised statutes of
Arizona specifically authorize the
flood control district to operate

outside its normal boundaries un-
der such circumstances.

highway, were affected, and many ;
acres of farm land to thé south

(Phereins

Flood Con+ro| Group To Sk
ed Protection

1963 the chxef engmee
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To Relieve Flood

Conditions Here

Town Council has long been |

'concerned over flood control
conditions within the town—a
problem hard to meet because
the causes and sources actually
‘are outside the town limits.

| Recently Mayor Herb Cam-
‘eron started inquiries with the
Army Engineers and Maricopa

County’s New Flood Control |

District officials and it now ap-
pears that perhaps “the ball has
started rolling,” Mthe mayor
put it Monday mgﬁt

Robert E. Cron,. Jr., chief en-
|gineer and general manager of
the county’s Floo éontrol Dis-
trict, conducted qun-the-spot
survey of Wickeﬁﬁﬁ‘gs prob-
lem and made an en couragmg
report to the dlstn  engineer
of the Los A.ng'eles Army En-
gineer District. ‘Mr Cron’s re-
port follows:-

“Enclosed is a .copy of letter |

from the town manager of Wick-
enburg presenting data as to
the flood control problems
which face that municipality.
Mr Hollenbeck of your office
and the undersigned made a re-
connaissance on May 5, visiting
the problem areas in company
with officials and citizens of
Wickenburg. Actually, there
are three such areas, each inde-
pendent of the others. It is be-
lieved that all three meet the
criteria for small flood control
projects within the Chief  of
Engineers approval authority,
although I realize that determin-
ation of economic feasibility re-
quires further study. However,
it is my impression that the
two pro;ects “Reed’s Addition

and in- the‘s unny ‘Cove and
Fisher Ad ns»Wﬂl'be found |
feasible on') the %ms of flood

control beﬁeﬁjs alon‘é On the
east side of Wickenburg, flood
damages from Powder House
Wash are consxderably smaller
than iiﬁ.ct@e‘other areas. How-
ever, an excellent dam and res-
ervoir s site’ is available. For
what appears to be a remark-
ably sma.;l construction cost, a
‘Teservoir 1w1th ea« of approx-

plement the ﬂabél control bene-
fits. y
“I have requested the Game
and Fish Department of Ari-
zona to furnish an estimate of
the recreational benefits from a
‘reservoir at the site mentioned.
As soon as it 1s available a
copy will be furnished your of-
fice. ' . -
“If you feel that it would Pe |
helpful I will arrange a pubhc

_—-E-‘—
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hearing in Wickenburg
vide you with “tra
same. N

“Your help in th
these problems-
action proposed
ated very much.” -
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SCOTTSDALE
ROAD

CHANDLER

CAVE CREEK
BARTLETT DAM

FOR PROTECTION — This map shows proposals
being studied to provide flood protection for the ex-
panding Phpenix metropolitan area, and other Val-
ley communities. New exterior channels to be built
to gather floodwaters, numbered (1) on the map,

will carry water to existing clear channels (3), and
existing channels to be cleared (2) on the map. The

Flood Control Pro jects Take Shape

By BEN AVERY
Flood control plans for Salt

River Valley communities are -

gradually taking shape under
guidance of the Maricopa Coun-
ty Flood Control District.

‘At a meeting in Chandler yes-
co - operative projects
ewed on three small
ds with interested agen-
Soil Conserva-
pm ervice. Applications for
small watershed projects al-
ready have been filed on them.

Attending the meeting were
_.officials of Roosevelt Water
Conservation District, East Mar-
icopa, Southside, Tempe, Queen
Creek, and Mesa Soil Conserva-
tion Districts, the towns of Gil-
bert, Mesa, and Chandler, and
the Salt River Project.

The three small watersheds
involved would tie into one
phase of the overall project to
dispose of floodwaters from the
Superstition and Usery Moun-
tain foothills, by carrying them
north into Salt River below
Granite Reef Dam,

Most other phases of the over-
all flood control plan are being
studied by crews from the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, and
would tie into completed plans
for the main Salt and Gila riv-
ers channelization project.

This project calls for a cleared

‘| and widened channel through
| the Valley from Granite Reef,
‘| 20 miles east of Phoenix, to Gil-

lespie Dam, 50 miles west on

;| the Gila.

A request is before congress

‘| to obtain funds to complete en-

n

facilities will utilize the existing Cave Creé!s:..‘ 3
tion basin, and a new detention basin to be buill

<4
-

New River. In addition, a flood channel would
parallel the north side of the Arizona Canal, now
unable to handle floodwaters from the Sunnyslope,
Squaw Peak, and Camelback mountains, and another
small channel would pick up floodwaters along the
foot of South Mountains (4).

gineering specifications for this
work so construction can be
started within one or two years,
depending on availability of
funds. '

The new studies are aimed at
expansion of this project to dis-
pose of floodwaters that now
threaten portions of Paradise
and Deer valleys, plus both
north and south Phoenix.

In the planning stage are flood
channels to gether floodwaters
along the east side of Paradise
Valley, and from the vicinity
of 32nd Street and Bell Road,
and dispose of them in Salt Riv-
er near the Beeline Highway

" crossing of the Arizona Canal

to the eastward, and through
Indian Bend Wasteway above
Scottsdale.

Floodwaters from 32nd Street

eastward would be gathered and |

channeled to the west into New
River, with part being detained
behind Cave Creek Dam. Water
west of that point, including
Skunk Creek, would be chan-
neled into New River just above
the extension of Happy Valley
Road.

A detention reservoir would
be built on New River at that
point to hold back the flood
flows to prevent overtaxing the
New River and Agua Fria River
channels downstream.

Other works would gather
floodwaters out of the hills just
north of the Arizona Canal, and
carry them along that canal to
New River, while a similar
channel along the base of South
Mountains would carry flood-
waters into Salt River at 67th
Avenue. i

Two other projects are being
studied to relieve main channel
flood peaks. One involves di-
verting ~»=* -7 ™ »w River’s flow

‘2 for stor-

age behind Carl Pleasant Dam
at a point about 45 miles north
of Phoenix, and the other in-
volves a dam across Salt River
at the mouth of the Verde River
to catch and hold floods from
such desert washes as Sycamore
Creek below the existing dams.

R
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Kennedy's,
Says Udall

TUCSON (AP) — Rep. Stewart
. Udall (D-Ariz) said today the
‘trizona delegation to the Demo-
ratic National Convention is still
Aledged to cast 17 votes for Sen.

ile.

Just back from the recessed
_pngressional session in Washing-
on, Udall said Kennedy probably
-l'as 24 or 25 of the 34 delegates in
is' pocket. Each delegate has
ne-half vote.

WHILE UDALL has been in
Vashington, Sen. Lyndon B. John-
“on backers, led by former Gov.
rnest W. McFarland, have ac-
~nowledged that a majority favors
‘lennedy. They have asked, how-

er, that when and if the Ken-
iedy move fails, the delegates
“ote for Johnson.

./ Speaking on the McFarland ef-
orts, Udall said, “A close check
f the delegation might show that
lere is some change in my 24
= 25-yote estimate for Kennedy.
ut I don’t anticipate a big
nange.

l"I think that McFarland has
;ought Johnson into a better po-
tion as a strong second choice.
| Kennedy doesn’t make it, I
ink that it is logical to say that
ost of the delegation will go for
»hnson.”

UDALL, WHO IN the past has
en a strong supporter of Adlai|
svenson, was asked if he would|
/ to swing the delegation to

OLD GUNS DISPLAYED

Displaying a French military pistol at the Arizona Gun Col-
lectors Show is Louis Kaar, 2508 E. Indian School. The French
revolutionary era weapon is one of hundreds now on display
in the Ramada Inn ballroom. The show, attracting more than
70 exhibits from nine states, will be open today until 9 p.m.
and tomorrow from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m. Traders, collectors, and
dealers are displaying the weapons.

avenson should Kennedy fail.

If Kennedy can’t make it, I
1 not going to try to throw my
ight around,” Udall said. “We
ve good, strong-minded, and
ind delegates. We'll caucus and
the way the majority wants to
—if there is a majority. If there
not a majority, we’ll cast our

State May Lease
Recreation Area

tes for individual canqidatgs.

! Familiar names, many !/
* schools, and many y
| this map showing early

i R

orneﬁy

The state game and fish commission is expected to decide next

> Saturday whether to lease 30,000 acres of federal land east of
. J|Painted Rock Dam, 96 miles southwest of Phoenix in Gila Bend

istrict, for a wild life preserve and hunting-fishing area.
T le Sait wiver vaikys anv ==
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Denies St ﬁe

Lee Ackerman, Delocratic
candidate for governor, aid to-

or indirectly any state lnd. His
statement was in reply t 0. M.
Lessen, state land commsioner,
who in a letter to Goverpr Fan-
nin replied to claims stateland in

low.

Lassen said that the Bam In-
vestment Corporation, heded by
Albert A, Horwitch of Scttsdale,
was the purchaser of lad held
under lease by G. R. Heberger
of Scottsdale.

LASSEN STATED in hi letter
to Mr. Fannin that the Heberger
tract was purchased b Hor-
witch, who, he said, he under-
stood “has been promineitly as-
sociated with Mr. Lee Acerman
of Phoenix in various Ind in-
vestment corporations, arl was,
until fairly recently, listel with
Mr. Ackerman as an oficer of
three separate firms.”

Ackerman told The rhoenix
Gazette that he had never bought
directly or indirectly an icre of
any state land and does no intend
to do so.

“I have instructed my attorney
to make an investigation of the
advisability of filing suit against
Lessen for inferences abeut me
in his letter to Fannin,” Acker-
man said.

MR. FANNIN referred ‘to Las-
sen letters by Attorney General
Wade Church and Richard D.
Searles asserting that appraisals
placed on the land were too low
and questioning their constitution-
ality. Searles described Herberger
as ‘“‘a successful Republican fund
raiser.”

Lassen pointed out that Her-
berger was not the purchaser of
the two parcels which he had

quested be put up for sale. He

then pointed out that Horwitch,

day he has never boughtdirectly

controversy was appraied too|

under lease and which he had re-|.
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Survey Now Starting

Part of Quarter-Million-Dollar County Plan

By Don Marshall

A survey cf flood control nesds in the|to be made of flood control needs in Mari-
Hassayampa Basin from Box Canyon dam- |copa County.
site near Wickenburg to Gillespie Dam is Col. Robert E. Cron, chief engineer and
now beginning. * manager of the Maricopa County Flood
The survey is part of a $250 000 study.l 1 Dlsftnct told a Buckeye Chamber

= of Commerce meeting Wednes-

‘day of district plans to com-
plete a comprehensive survey for
the entire county by 1963.

Of interest to Buckeye resi-
dents was a plan, which has been
approved for construction by con-
gressional public works commit-
‘1 tees, for the ‘“Salt River Flood-
‘| way.” The floodway, beginning
the other side of Tempe and run-
ning to the Gillespie Dam, would
enable water to flow through
that area at a rate of about 80,-
000 . acre-feet a second without
causing damage to the structures
in the area.

Peak estimated flood level is
in the neighborhood of 160,000
acre-feet per second, but the sur-
plus would be controlled by a
proposed dam on the Salt River
just below the conflux with the
Verde. The flcodway project in-
cludes levees for low-lying areas
near Tempe and in South Phoe-
nix, but construction will not
begin until the fall of 1962.

Another part of the project
would be clearing a swath 2,000
feet wide through the under-
brush along the path of the Gila
Rivet as it passes near Buckeye.

Still another project under
study is a Western watercourse
around Phoenix to divert water
from Cave Creek, Skunk Creek
and New River into the Agua
Fria River bottom. Possible flood-
waters from those areas would
join" the Salt River Floodway
South of Avondale and flow a-
long the Gila River path to Gil-
lespie Dam.

A problem which will have to
be studied is what to do with
all the possible floodwaters which
will come along the floodway as
well as. down the Hassayampa
Basin and join above Gillespie
Dam posing a threat to residents
of Gila Bend.




Fill Gains
46 Acres
For ASU

|| By HENRY FULLER
%\ Real Estate Editor

lieal estate problems facmg
an iinstitution growing as is Ar-
izona State University tend to
be as complicated as developing
a winner foot-
ball team.

That com-
ment must not
be taken as
disparaging the
univer-
sity’s  scholas-
tic goals. They,
of course, are
paramount.

The compari-
son comes

f Fuller
namrally because the story we

have to relate concerns the foot-
ball* field site. It came up the
other day while visiting in the
. office of Gilbert Cady, veteran
university vice president in
charge of business.

iS YOU may know, ASU, in
attempting to meet the demand
for land on which to build facil-
ities, purchased approximately
120 acres north of Eighth Street,
between the stadium ' site and
Scettsdale Road in Tempe.

Some of this land — possibly
40 acres — is river bottom. It
would be unsafe to put a perma-
nent investment at that level be-
cause the Salt River, on occa-
sion; covers it with several feet
of racing, muddy water.

But with proper land fill, a
very valuable area can be ac-
quired for school use. University

had this in mind when
the purchase was authorized.

- Placing this fill has been un-
derway this ssummer north of
the football field, Some of it is
25 feet thick. Thousands of cars
can he;parked there some day
at playing field ;evel 3
eliminate the long climb
the present east parkify

NOW THE work has come to
a halt. Old surveys show the
fill has reached the edge of the
river channel. The Salt, in the
few times it has a flow of any
consequence, swings to the south
edge of its more than one-mile*
wide course at Tempe. Then it
turns ‘northwest to the bridges
of the state and the Southern
Pacifie.

Sand and gravel firms have

w

LAND FILL PROBLEM—This aerial view of Ari-
zona State University’s football stadium, with the
women’s dormitories in the background, was taken
from north, and shows the land fill that has been
started to develop a 30-acre parking lot on that side

at playing field level. However, the fill has reached .

what old surveys indicate is the charnel of the Salt
River. The development must be halted until a new

channel, much farther north, is installed by the
responsible authorities. Such a channel was sur-
veyed more than 10 years ago and recommended
by the U.S. Corps of Engineers as a flood control
project. The river bed makes a half-mile turn to
the south at this one point from the line of its old
and what should be normal course of flow. The fill
some day will provide stadium parking.

acquired land where the stream
bed should be located. They see
financial damage if the route is
changed.

We use the “should be locat-
ed” advisedly. More than 10
years ago the U.S. Corps of
Engineers laid out a flood con-
trol channel, 2,000 feet wide,
from above Mesa to below Phoe-
nix, This channel is far north
of the course shown on the old
surveys.

U.S. Rep. John J. Rhodes (R-
Ariz) obtained congressional au-

thorization for this preject only.

a few weeks ago. But develop-
ment of this channel, that would
move the river away from the
ASU property, must await funds

and considerable negotiation
with privately owned land hold-
ers along the river bed.

SHOULD ASU continue the fill
in the bed where the Salt once
flowed, land owners down
stream might claim damages if
the next flood hit them.

Actua]ly the University’s situa-
tion is but a small part of the
overall picture. Authorities know
damage running into millions of
dollars will be done to property
at Mesa, Tempe, and Phoenix
if the flood control channel is
not developed before then.

Col. Robert E. Cron, engineer
for the Maricopa County Flood
Control District, is working

steadily toward such a goal.

Lawyers are looking into river
bed property titles to learn just
whose rights are what.

Flood control plans call for a
low flow channel tc be. gut
straight along the north side of
the river bottom from above
Mesa to below the Southern
Pacific bridge at Tempe. This
would care for moderately high
water, such as was experienced
last winter.

THE FLOOD control work is |

imperative, Colonel Cron says.
Only those who witnessed the
floods of 1941 or 1952 can realize
what damage can be done by the
unguided stream when it goes on
a rampage.

Today the reservoirs contain

almost exactly 1 million acre
feet more than the same time
last year. There is just that
much less storage space left
behind the dams to hold back
floods ‘if the next should prove
to be a “wet winter.”

Look back over the flood rec-
ord since 1889 and you will see
that we are due for another,
Maybe it will come this winter,
or the next.



Flood Rrea

The lower part of South Phoenix
could suffer considerable flood
damage if considerable moisture
falls in the upper levels. This
was the verdict .of joint Maricopa
County and City of Phoenix Civil
Defense officials.

- |'coordinator for the Civil Defense
attended

ave only 36 to

weather head said _that

in reservoir fill
{warning tl

a flood” in ? 'loods have
hit on an ave gg? one in 20

years. & .

|is defined this way:

After the spill over ﬂow reaches
80,000 acr%«-‘ feet per second, the
flood threat

, serious, and at
t per second it is
out of control
If 200,000 acre feet per second
spilled over, the Salt River would
overflow and cover north to Jef-
ferson, and south to halftway be-
en Broadway and Southern Ave
’?:; most recent flood of any
severity occurred in 1941 when,
625,000 acre feet of water spilled
gr the dams between January

May of that year. The surg-
s waters caused considerable ad

age. Old timers recall a very
~ [severe and damaging flood in 1891.

mission supervisor, who is prod

er levels in the dams, warned
that the Salt River bed is in bad
shape from Seventh St. to 19th
Avenue, a factor in control of
spillover waters. cs
That the river bed is in such
bad shape is of considerable con-
5 any residents of the
ix area. A newly form-
_Actlve Democra-

Mr. Leonard Duerson, Zone 6|

48 hou e warning of a
flood di e U.S. weather-
man sai iis Jurwitz, Phoenix |’

The crucial lpgmtlof flood threat|'

rm but comparatively little dam- |

N. F. Bakern Salt River Pro-|
ject transmission Project trans-|

bably closest to the varying wat-|
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It will include reports of the ex-
cavated areas from which sand
and gravel are being dug and the
hazards created; the existing
structures within or adjoining the
river bed, designs for correcting
the hazards, and rec endati

and estimated










A report is to be made ne
month to the county supervisor.
on the feasibility of constructing
earth dams between three hills
south of the present Cave Creek
dam.

Frank Maddock and Associates
Aerial Surveys, Inc., was given a
contract by the supervisors in De-
cember to make the study for the
Maricopa County Flood Control
District, which would undertake
the project in conjunction with the
U.S. Corps of Engineers, if it is

Monday Jan.30, Phoenix Gazette

Aerial photo made by Bob LeMarr of Frank Maddock and Associates Aerial area around Cave Creek dam (mid foreground). Camera faces northerly.
‘Surveys, Inc., from about 2,000 feet above terrain north of Phoenix shows Sketch shows possible location of -earth barriers to further impound runoff.

e B
) BSential. About ' 1,200

cres around the present dam
have been aerially photographed
and are in the process of being

mapped.

Cave Creek frequently menaces
life and property during periods of
heavy rdin. Although there is an
opening in the dam which present-
ly allows water to flow through,
one of the severe storms of last
year put enough runoff in the area
so that a depth of 27 feet was
reached behind the dam, noted

Sam Lanford, county engineer.

)




Profested

A taxpayer’s objection to giving
authority to the Maricopa County
flood control engineer for hiring
an aerial photography firm with-
out going through a bid procedure
has resulted ostponement of

otographs

rainfall to depict flood
damage areas and width of drain-
age channels carrying flood flows.
The supervisors agreed and de-
layed making a decision until next
Monday. g >

Robert E. Cron Jr., chief en-
gineer and general manager of
the Maricopa County Flood Control
District, estimated the cost per
flight, including a dozen or more
contact prints, would be $150 to
$200. (Contact prints are those
‘made the exact size of the photo-
graphic negative.)

Sam Lanford, county engineer,
said the authority was sought
ough bid pro-

of heavy

- wuriootn’ e Aawlau enm.



SOUTH PHOENIX ROUNDUP

South Central Ave. Bridge To Get
Expenditure For Flood Protection,
Is Decision Of Phoenix Council

Project To Get
Worlk Immediately

Excavations in the Salt River
‘has been a topic of concern for
many South Phoenix residents for
a long time. It is a topic of con-
cern for the City of Phoenix also.

South Phoenix residents are con-
cerned at the congested channel,
while the City is concerned with a
plan to protect South Central Ave-
nue bridge from dangers of flood-
ing.

No action is anticipated that
would provide a proper channel
for flooding waters. The city is
taking action, however, that would
protect the bridge. A recent report
prepared by Hoffman-Miller En-
gineers, Inc. recommends the con
struction of three flumes to carry
off water that could do serious
damage to the bridge’s foundations.
Cost is esStimated at $100,000.

At present, the report said, the
bridge in some sections is setting
on a dam of sand and gravel
across the main channel of the
river. S

The “engineering firm said the
problem is to fill the lower pits

on the downstream side of thel-

bridge to as high an elevation as
possible before the flow overtops
the “dam”. This would reduce the
velocity, they said, which would
not cut out or wash away the
material under the footings.
According to past tests, veloci-
ties of 6 to 10 feet per second will
move sand and gravel, and 10 to
25 feet per second will move gravel
and large boulders that are .not
securely anchored.
Hoffman-Miller recommends the
construction of three V-shaped
flumes or spillways that would be

about 20 feet below the present

river channel, and the excavation
of 66,600 cubic yards for the chan-
nel.

Because of the urgency of taking
such protective measures, the firm
recommended that the project get
under way soon. The council ac-
cepted the report and was expect-
ed to authorize a $4,500 contract
today with Hoffman-Miller for de-
sigling the flumes and other per-
tinent structures.

The small flood of January, last
year, estimated at 7,500 cubic
feet per second, topped the ‘“‘dam”
at the north end of the bridge.
only quick work by maintenance
crews and the short duration of
waters were factors in limiting
damage. .

At a recent meeting of Civil
Defense officials, it was brought
out that the area from Jefferson
on the north to beyond Broadway
on the South would be in danger
if as much as 100,000 acre feet

per second of water spilled over

reservoirs.

VOL. 10 — NO. 19 o
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BRIDGE IN DANGER—Huge excavations such as shown in the
photo, on either side of South Central Avenue bridge, made by
extensive sand and gravel operations, has created a dangerous
situation. The bridge is sitting on ‘“‘islands’” which during floods

could cut to the bottom of the"bridge and damage hridge founda-
tions. The City of Phoenix was told that it woud take $100,000, to
build protection spillways.
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Ten Mile Long Lake May Be Developed
Within 15 Miles of Town of Scottsdale

A ten-mile long, 5.800 acre lake

less than 15 miles northeast of
Scottsdale may be constructed in
the next decade.

The project, known as the Me-
Dowell reservoir plan, was origi-

nally conceived as a portion of the
Central Arizona Project as a ter-
minal holding basin for water from
the lower Colorado. Located one
mile southwest of the confluence
of the Verde and Salt Rivers, the
area lies within the McDowell and
Salt River Indian Reservations
and is between the Granite Reef
and Upper Salt dams of the Salt
River Project.

Application has been made to
the current Congress for Bureau
of Reclamation funds to conduct
additional surveys on the project,
not as a part of the Central Ari-
zona project, but as a separate
unit served by a watershed of
12,900 square miles.

Originally surveyed by both the
U. S. Army Engineers and the
Bureau of Reclamation, the dam
would be of earth fill design
stretching across both the Salt and
Verde rivers between solid rock
abutments. It would rise 169 feet
above streambed level and he 234
feet in height from foundation to
crest.

Because of the hilly topography
of the section, the water impound-
ed would form two lakes shaped
somewhat like wings along each ol
the river channels. !

Initially proposed a decade ago,
the first report was submitted in

1956 and an amended report made
in 1957 showing substantial bene-
fits from the dam in power, irri-
gation water storage and flood
control. In connection with this
latter phase, the Salt River would
be channeled, as proposed by the
Maricopa County Flood Control
Commission, from a point west of
Phoenix to Granite Reef Dam, a
total distance of 43 miles.

Within the past 10 years, thous-
ands of homes Lave been built ad-
jacent to and some of them within
the flood channel of the Salt
River.

Robert E. Cron, chief engineer
and general manager of the flood
control district of Maricopa coun-
ty said that since the details of the
project, including financing, re-
main to be worked out, it would he
some years before it could bhe as-
sured. :

He pointed out that recreation
bhenefit from the project would be
tremendous to the Town of Scotfs-
dale, even overshadowing the eco-
nomic benefits of river channeli-

| zation.

1



Keeping Houses Out of Rivers

TuE RECENT sPECTACLE of houses and residential streets
standing in several feet of water in some areas of the
Scutheast heavily underlined one aspect of President
Kennedy's water-resources message to Congress. The
President said federal flood data should be made avail-
able to states for flood-plain zoning purposes.

One can easily maintain a degree of philosophic de-
tachment when high water washes out a highway, floods
a bridge or even damages a factory. Bridges by their
nature are subject to the peril. Highways must cross
rivers, and elsewhere may be economically feasible only
in flood plains. Factories are built for profit, and if
hardheaded appraisal indicates the advantages of a flood-
plain location are worth the risk, then a damaging flood
is merely a lost gamble.

Building or buying a house in an area of known flood
recurrence, however, is not a risk the average homeowner
would be willing to take. But often he gambles un-
knowingly. The risk is taken for him when a developer
acquires a low-lying tract and builds houses on it. To-
day’s easy mobility, characterized by almost casual relo-
cations of people into unfamiliar regions, exposes in-
creasing numbers of families to the chance of buying
unknowingly into a flood-prone area. Some kind of a
warning is obviously needed.

In other fields, foods and drugs for example, identi-
fying and edifying labels are required. Why not some-
thing like this for a homesite?

A statement on the flood history of a homesite might
be made a prerequisite for issuance of a building permit,
and then registered permanently in the public records.
Given such a warning, prospective buyers could then
decide for themselves whether to risk flood-plain sites.

It would not be necessary to wait for formal flood-
plain zoning to make something like this practicable.
Although there are no official flood records of long
standing for most localities, there is much useful infor-
mation that can be turned up by a little research—in
local newspaper files, waterside industrial plants, muni-
cipal utility offices and the like.

The warning label wouldn’t be a cure-all for flood
problems, but it might scare off enough potential buyers
to reduce the pressure to develop flood-prone land.
This would ease the problem of finding and instituting
a more comprehensive answer, including full-scale flood-
plain zoning.

March 30, 1961 o ENGINEERING NEWS-RECORD
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1 Flood Work

~ Study Given
~ County Okay

-

4% 4 The second phase of a three-
7" part engineering study aimed at

“" readying Maricopa County
5w against the peril of rampaging
4= «~.floods was approved yesterday

by the county supervisors)

el The supervisors okayed a $44,-
%7600 contract to Yost and Gardner
.~ - “Engineers to survey flood con-
trol measures in the northeast-
ern part of the county bounded
“# by Salt River on the south and
lﬁ Agua Fria Basin on the west.
% Officials of the flood control
district here said the tremendous
subdivision boom has doubled the
threat of floods in recent years.

Roaring floods similar to the
ones the county suffered in 1939
;4 and 1943 could cause milliohs of
7. dollars of damage and| imperil
! hundreds of lives unless flood
prevention measures are under-
taken, they said.

Subdivisions increase the flood
danger because they double the
runoff water during a flood per-
jod, the officials declareid.

The area south of the Salt Rjv-
er toward Superstition Mountains
is the only remaining part of the
& county for which a flood control
. survey contract has not been let.

" Once the surveys are {complet:

e
s g,

P

ed the county flood control dis-
trict plans to submit a bond issue|
" ito the voters to undertake the|
7 o necessary projects needed to
“minimize the flood threat here,
County Manager Charles W, Mill-

er declared.

However, it was estimated that
the bond election is at least a
year away due to the time it
takes to complete the engineering
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Phoenix Receives

Land Donation

PHOENIX (UPI)—The govern-
n}ent has donated 78.9 acres of
river bottom land to Phoenix for
airport use.

The city applied two years ago.

Airport Superintendent William
J. Ralston said the land will be
used for extension of the south
runway to accommodate jet liners
and also as a clear zone area
and for other airport expansion.

Ralston said a $689,000 extension
of the runway will be started in
the fall. The runway is 10,000 feet
long and will be lengthened by
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Dreamy Draw Is Waiting
For Gully-Washer Rain

Last week’s wasn’t much of a rain. Not
a gully-washer, by any means. Dreamy
Draw cradled a couple of little puddles
in its gravel bed beside our house, but
even its swift drop from Squaw Peak
couldn’t encourage a trickle down the
wash. It just wasn’t much of a rain.

Still, there will be a grandfather of a
r.in one of these days. It will be a brush-
bending, boulder-grinding kind of rain that
will make Dreamy Draw as much of a
river as the Colorado is on dry days. It
will teach the dudes that Arizona can
‘make a pond out of a sand pile faster
than any other state that ever was.

But even then, it won’t be what it used
to be. -

We've just finished hoorawing about the

Teddy Roosevelt Dam, and I'm as pleased
as anybody that it's there, and that all
the other dams and lakes that came after
it are where they are. I'm all for progress,
y'understand.

But there are things that probably no-
body will ever see again in Arizona that
I'm mighty glad I've seen. Wild things.
Wild rivers.

L ]

YOU TAKE that rain last week, and it
left things so that driving across the Salt
River Bridge on South Central wasn’t any
different than on any other day. But it
reminded me.

It reminded me of seeinf the Salt roar-
ing from bank to bank—and it had banks
then—across the whole width and under
every span of the old bridge. Cottonwood
trees came tumbling down the torrent,
end over end, and you could feel the
whole bridge tremble when they hit, and
crews stood by to see they didn’t pile up
and put the bridge out. That was the Salt
in flood.

Quite a few of us can remember it, Jack
Williams does, I'll bet. But I'll have to
ask him if he ever saw the Gila—the old
Gila, that is—when it sent its stair-stepped .
walls of flood thundering down over sand
that had been dry a minute before, yelling
for Central Arizona to get out of the way -
or get pushed into the gulf.

The Gila was a he-"coon of floods before
so many dams came. They used to have
an old whaleboat at Winkleman, with a-
heavy mine cable tied to its nose and
attached by a ring to another overhead
cable stretched across the, river bed. It
looked funny when there wasn’t any water
around. But from Clfristmas to Kelvin,
it was the only way to get across when
the river riz up and walked on its hind
legs.

L

WHEN YOU GOT the San Pedro flood-
ing into the Gila, and the Salt roaring into
it farther down, and then the Gila rolling-
roaring-pounding into the old Colorado
there by Yuma—brother, it was something
to see!

Especially when the Colorado was feel-
ing a little morning-afterish itself. (That
doesn’t happen any more, either.)

I saw it only once—that panorama of
many floods—and it was spread out over
15, maybe 20, maybe 30 miles of Mexico

‘south of Yuma. There were houses bobbing

in lagoons, and burros hunting trees to
climb..

We don’t have floods like that any more.

" And, believe you me, it’s a good thing.
Only—well, I'm glad I saw ’em.




$5 Million Flood Control

Project For Apache Trail
Area Is Qutlined

A comprehensive program to
eliminate disastrous floods along
the Apache Trail was outlined
last week to the Apache Cham-
ber of Commerce.

Robert E. Cron, chief engineer
and general manager of the
Maricopa County FKFlood Control
District, and officials from the
U.S. Soil * Conservation Service,
told how survey work is now in
progress that ultimately can re-
sult in a major network of dams
to control flood waters from the
Superstition and Usury moun-
tains.

Though the program is still
in its early stages and specific
costs cannot yet be determined,
rough estimates by the experts
indicated the projects would
cost as much as $5 million.

Though literally a program to
control flooding in Maricopa
county through joint efforts of
the county flood control district
and the federal soil conservation
service, actually much of the
work, and some of the benefits,
will be seen in Pinal county.

Cron emphasized that crossing
county lines is authorized by the
law under which his group is
working. 5

According to the plans now
being surveyed, there would be
a series of earth-fill dams north
of Highway 60-70 extending east-
ward almost from the Salt Riv-
er to Spook Hill, to Signal Butte
and then almost to State High-
way 88 (Apache Trail).

Also, there would be another
series of dams to the south pro-

‘ s o - /’ /)
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tecting the Gilbert-Chandler area.

As presently planned by the
county group and the SCS, the
extreme western portions of Pi-
nal county would benefit direct-
ly from the dam and would be
protected even from the so-call-
ed “100 year floods” that unpre-
dictably can inundate large areas
with flood waters a foot or two
deep.

However, Lucien Hill, SCS area
conservationist, who shared the
discussion with Cron, said pre-
liminary plans of his group indi-
cate little if any flood control
would be achieved for the area
east of Apache Junction proper.

In other words, the dam to the
north of the Junction would pro-
tect to the west, but no plans
are presently in the works for
any dams to protect against flood
waters from the Superstition
pouring down onto the area east-
ward from the Junction.

However, following intensive
questioning from some chambe
members concerning this lack of
protection . the flood control and
soil cons rvation officials said
that new consideration would he
given to widening the area to be
protected.

At their suggestion, chamber
president Dr. C. G. Newland ap-
pointed a local representative to
work and consult with the coun-
ty-federal officials as the survey
work and planning continue.
Named as the liaison man is Bill
Haus, local attorney.

It was emphasized by Cron and
Hill that the program is still in

e

{

its formative stages, and that if
need can be shown by local resi-
dents for additional protectiv
dams, then these quite possiiuly
could be included in the p-oject.

One major draw back, how-
ever, igs that much of the survey
work is being predicated on the
disastrous flood in the area in
1954. Much of the data used in
determininy flood control needs
concerns the total amount of
damage done. In 1954, much ef
the property then existing in the
ipache Junction area was heav-
ily damaged, but compared to to-
day, there wasn’'t much property.

Thus, in order to show a need
for protective dams between the
Junction homes and businesses
and the mountain, the soil conser-
vation district must be shown
that considerable valuation has
been added in vulnerable areas
since 1954.

According to Hill, about a
year will be needed to work out
all details of the plans. Then, a
request will be made of Congress
for an appropriation to do the
job. Maricopa county will be re-
sponsible only for the adminis-
tration and maintenance of the
dams with the federal govern-
ment footing the bill for the con-
struction.

This proposed project, bhasic-
ally under the direction of the
Maricopa County Flood Control
District, is not related to another
flood control and soil conservia-
tion program being encouraged
by the recently incorporated Su-
perstition - Usery Pass Water-
sheds Associations, Inc.

Moo 2226/
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ReSiJents Forward Flood Control
Petitions To Senator Carl Hayden

Petitions bearing the names of

several hundred persons interest-
ed in a flood control program in
Apache Junction were sent to
Arizona Senator Carl Hayden
this week.

The petitions bring to the sen-
ator’'s attention the fact that
the "Superstition - Usury Pass
Watershed association has been
formed in the interests of achiev-
ing a federally sponsored flood
control and watershed system in
the Superstition Mountains.

The association Wednesday
night sponsored a meeting at
which the interested persons
present agreed the time
right to forward the lists of sig-
natures to Washington.

According to Barney Barnard,
chairman of the board of the
association, Senator Hayden and
Representative Morris Udall will
be contacted upon their return
to Arizona following congres-
sional adjournment this sum-
mer. At that time the plans and
needs of the group will be fully
explained to the congressman.

Meanwhile, some conflict ap-

pears to have arisen between the |

non-profit association headed by
Barnard and the Maricopa coun-
ty Flood Control District. In its
work to control flooding of land

in the eastern end of Maricopa !
county, this group, working with

the federal Soil Conservation
Service, has been surveying
washes, water run-off routes and
flood control problems in Pinal
county.

County representatives have

recently stated that their plan
would control flood waters start-
ing at the Junction and west-
ward from there.

Barnard has pointed out that
his group’s efforts would be con-
fined to Pinal county and would
emphasize flood control east of

Apache Junction, A
Az VJ/\
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As the conflict between the
Maricopa Flood Control Dis-
trict and the Superstition Us-
ery Pass Watershed associa-
tion comes to a head the
Apache Junction Chamber of
Coracrce board of directors
took direct action Thursday on
the subject.

At a regular board meet'ng
at the Hotel Superstition Ho,
members unanimously voted
to re-confirm eariier chamber
action supporting the objec-
tives and purposes of the Sup-
erstition-Usery Pass group.

The issue is the question of
which group would or could
most logically be responsible
for flood control efforts in con-
junction with the federal gov-
ernment, in the Apache Junc-
tion area.
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County To Change Tack

In Buying New River

[
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Purchase
Resolution

Rescinded

A RESOLUTION declar-
ing Maricopa County might
buy thousands of acres of
land northeast of Glendale
was rescinded yesterday by

|the county supervisors
Iwhen property owners
|charged it devalued their
Jland.

The resolution was re-
scinded unanimously after certain

[|owners of land along New River
|8 miles northeast of Glendale
|threatened to sue the county for

damages, officials said,

One properly owner com-
plained that his land, which he
said was valued at $300 an acre
before the resolution was
passed, became nearly worth-
less aiter May 23 of last year
when it was adopted.

The landowners contended that
the potential county purchase
eliminated possibility of sub-~
dwxdmg their property

Tentative plans call for the

|county to purchase land in the
area to build a giant reservoir on

the New River as a flood preven-
tion measure.

| However, construction of the
;dam, depends upon an investiga-
.|tion being conducted by the Army

Corps‘of Engineers which will not
be completed until the spring of
1963.

If the  engineers approve the
project the federal government
will build the reservoir, but the
county must buy the land, accord-
ing to county flood control offi-
cials.

THE PROJECT would protect
the Peoria-Glendale area from ex-
tensive flood damage from New
River, they said.

The resolution adopted by the
board yestérday denied that the
earlier resolution affected the
land values in the area. 1

The county now will seek a dec- |
laratory judgment through a ;|
court test on what procedure to
use to notify landowners that the |
county intends to purchase their |
land, according to the resolution.

In other action yesterday the b
supervisors agreed to pay the |
supervisor of Tonto National |
Forest $18,500 to assist in the |
development of recreational fa- -
cilities in the reserve,

The board also approved an
auction July 17 for B5%-years
lease on 189 acres of land at the
west end of Estrella Mountain
Park.

The person acquiring.the lease

-imust agree to complete an 18-

hole golf course begun in the area
and to operate and maintain it
for public use.

The supervisors, in other ac-
tion, denied a petition seeking an
incorporation election for Desert
Star, an area bounded by Bell
and Northern between Tatum and
46th Street.

The board ruled that less than
10 per cent of the resident prop-
erty owners in the area had
signed the petition, thus failing to
meet a requirement set forth in
state statutes.







RIBUNE, Wednesday, July 5,

Big Flood Control

gﬁrvey |

Project Underway in Area

A team of watershed planning | by the projects has long been en-
specialists are at work on an es- dangered by periodic floods fed by

timated year of fact-finding
veys of the sites of three

sur- | runoff in a half-million acre area
new |of the Usery and Superstition

multi-million dollar flood protec- | Mountains.
tion projects in eastern Maricopa| Flooding in 1954 caused more

and western Pinal counties.
Authorization of funds to

than $2 million damage to farm-
pro- {lands, businesses, homes, roads

vide for surveys of the projects|and utilities within most of the
was approved by the Soil Conser-|same “area included in present
vation Service early in March of plans. County flood officials esti-
this year. Sponsoring organiza- mate that business and housing
tions had filed applications for as-|has shown a heavy increase in this
sistance under the Small Water- |area the last seven years.
shed Act with the U. S. Depart-| Commenting on the proposed new
ment of Agriculture in July, 1960.|flood projects, Hugh Nichols,
In event the projects meet cost- member of the Citizens’ Flood Con-
sharing and cost-benefit require- trol Advisory Board and newly-ap--
ments under the Act, the projects pointed chairman of the Watershed

would require an estimated

five | Steering Committee for the proj-

years fo complete after allocation | ects, described them as a progres-

of funds. .

sive new step in a program fo

The crew, fielded by SCS, is work out the county’s flood prob-
gathering technical data needed in lems.
preparation of final work plans for He said, “The large flood plain
construction of flood detention |area proposed for protection under
dams and channel works needed |the projects is one of the fast-
to protect some 50,000 residents of | est growing areas in the West.
the Apache Junction, Mesa, Chand- The area is one of several seg-

000 acres in irrigated citrus, cot-

ler, Gilbert, and a stretch of busi-
nesses and housing along the
Apache Trail.
. Three Projecis Set

The trio of projects known as
Buckhorn-Mesa, Apache Junction-
Gilbert, and Williams-Chandler
would also provide protection for
500 farms with a total area of 118,-

ton, and specialized crops; con-
solidated canals of the Salt River
irrigation system, and around 19
miles of canals operated by the
Roosevelt Water Conservation Dis-
trict. 2

U.S. Highways 60, 70, 89, and
80, — main east-west route — a
large network of county roads, Wil-
liams Air Force Base and the Gen-
eral Motors Proving Grounds are
included in the proposed flood pro-
gram. : g

The flood-plain area embraced
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ments of the county flood program
that we have under survey.

In addition to the new flood proj-
ect activity, three Phoenix private
engineering  firms, Johannessen
and Girand, Yost and Gardner,
and Benham Engineering Com-
pany, Inc., are conducting county-
wide surveys of flood problems |
and needs, which are aimed at
further accelerating the District’s
flood plans,” Nichols said.

Nichols described the part en-
gineering firms are playing in
flood control, plus the assistance
of Federal agencies as a good ex-
ample of the kind of teamwork
that is helping get tough flood jobs
done.

“Arizona law,” he explained,
“requires flood control districts to
survey county flood problems, Our
Flood Control Districts prepared
standard specifications and proce-
dures for the county, then engaged
engineering firms to make the,
studies.” )
“Agencies with flood control
functions, such as the U.S. Weath-
er Bureau, U. S. Geological Sur-

vey, Bureau of Reclamation, Corps
(Cogtinued, an Dasa 82\ A

Flood Control |
Survey Starts

(Continued from Page 1.)
of Engineers, and Soil Conse.rya-
tion Service, are contributing 1m 2
very large way to solving flood
problems and those of many areas
of the country.

“In Maricopa County, Federal
agencies, charged with flood con-
trol responsibilities, are working
closely with the county and the en-
gineering firms it has enggged to
do flood surveys and studies. We
think our program has been great-
ly benefitted through & clo§e inter-
change of ideas and techpxcal data
between engineering firms and
Federal agencies.” :

Nichols listed the projects and
their co-sponsors and endorsers as
follows: AT, ¢

ache Junction-Gilbe roj-
ec?p—— Co-spons\ors Flood Conf:rol
District of Maricopa Cm}nty, ngl
County Board of Supervisors, East
Maricopa and Southside Soil Con-
servation Districts; — Endorsers:
Town of Gilbert, Roosevelt Wa-
ter Conservation District, Salt R}v- 3
er Valley Water Users’ Associa-
tion.

Williams -Chandler Project -:Co-
trict of Maricopa County, P}nal
trict of Maricopa fchrtén’cy, _PmaS\l

nty Board © Upervisors,
(gueZn Creek and Southsid?‘ Soil
Conservation Districts; — Endors-
ers: City of Chandler, Roosevelt|
Water Conservation District, Sa_llt-
River Valley Water Users’ Associa-
fion.

Buckhorn-Mesa Project — ('fo-
Sponsors: Flood Contt:ol District
of Maricopa County, Pinal County
Board of Supervisors, East Mari-
* | copa, Tempe, and Mesa Soil Con-
" | servation Districts; — Endorsers:
City of Mesa, Roosevelt Water (;on- ‘
servation District, and Salt River
Valley Water Users’ Association. h
hlb ey
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Flood Preventwn, Control
Studied By Advisory Group

By BEN AVERY

FLOODS are a long way from
the thoughts of most Arizonans
during this drought period, but
a small crew of -watershed
planning specialists is working
to learn what a disasterous
flood would do and how to pre-
vent its damage.

The work covers the eastern
perimeter of the Valley, and is
divided into three proposed
flood control projects — Buck-
horn-Mesa Project, Apache
Junction - Gilbert Project, and
Williams Field-Chandler Project.

Behind these three projects is
a group of men with long mem-
ories. They constitute the Citi-
zens Flood Control Advisory
Board headed by Hugh Nichols
of Chandler. The board advises
the. Maricopa County  Flood
Control District.

But they only have to remem-
ber back seven years., In 1954
$2 million damage was done by
one storm. The waters poured
down out of the Usery Pass
area, Superstition, and the
Queen Creek areas. Whitlow
Ranch Dam now controls the

waters of Queen Creek, but

there are dozens of other un-
controlled washes that some-
times overflow their banks with
water rushing down on this
once open desert area.

TODAY some 50,000 persons
live in the Buckhorn, Apache
Junction, Mesa, Chandler, Gil-
bert, Williams Field areas.
There are hundreds of busi-
nesses, including the General
Motors Proving Grounds, Wil-

liams Air Force Base, and large
motels, hotels, and resorts.

In addition, the area is
traversed by U.S. Highways 60,
70, 89 and 80 and a network of

.county - roads, and irrigation

canals, .

“‘Business and housing in the
area has increased tremendous-
ly since the last bad flood in
1954,” Nichols' says. ‘“‘The large
flood plain area proposed for
protection is one of the fastest
growing areas in the West.”

He said it is one :of several
segments of the county mnow
under study, but the crew at
work on the faci-finding phase
is under the direction of the
U.S. Soil Conservation Service,
and hopes to complete the in-
vestigation in a year.

ELSEWHERE in the county
other studies are being made.
Countywide surveys are being
made by three private firms,
Johannessen and Girand, Yost
and Gardner, and Benham En-
gineering Co., Inc. And complete
cooperation is coming from the
federal and state agencies who

have a hand in controlling
floods.

Pinal County Board of Super-
visors and the Maricopa County
ood Control District are spon-
sors of all of the eastside proj-
ects, and other co-sponsors are:

Buckhorn-Mesa, East Mari-
copa, Tempe and Mesa Soil Con-
servation Districts, and en-
dorsers are the City of Mesa,
Roosevelt Water Conservation
District, and Salt River Project.

Williams Field-Chandler — co-
sponsors, Queen Creek and
Southside Soil Conservation Dis-
tricts, and endorsers are City
of Chandler RWCD and Salt
River Project.

Apache J’uncuon-lebert Proj-
ect — co-sponsors, East Mari-
copa and Southside Soil Conser-
vation Districts, and endorsers,
Town of Gilbert, RWCD and
Salt River Project.

“We think our program has
been greatly benefitted through
a close interchange of ideas and
technical data between engineer-
ing firms and federal agencies,”
Nichols said.
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{1y conducting surveys of the sites

‘|danger of collapsing in the event

|veys was appro

‘|the Soil Conserva i
sponsoring  organizations have
Ifiled applications for assistance|!

*| require five years’ work after allo-

Plans

For ¢

Of Valley Floods

Several

Projects |

- Planned

By JIM WERNER

Flood control is moving
gh'ead in the Valley of the
un.

A number of current
projects, in the planning
and construction stages,
are aimed at curtailing
some of the Valley’s major
flood hazards in Phoenix

and other parts of the
Valley.

Planning specialists are current-

for three multimillion-dollar flood
protection projects in Eastern
Maricopa and Western Pinal coun-
ties.

THESE WOULD BE flood deten-
tion dams and channel works to
protect some 50,000 residents of
Apache Junction, Mesa, Chand-
ler, Gilbert and a stretch of busi-
nesses and residences along the
Apache Trail.

In addition, the City of Phoe-
nix has anounced that construc-
tion will begin shortly at the Cen-
tral Avenue Bridge over the Salt
River to protect piers now in

of high flood waters.

And a number of private gravel
companies working the Salt River
bed thfough Phoenix have pro-
posed arranging their diggings to
form a channel through the usal-
ly dry bed. Work on a low-flow
channel from Central Avenue to|,
16th Street will begin Nov. 1.

AUTHORIZATION OF funds for
the Eastern Maricopa County sur-|.

March by
Service, and|:

under the Small ‘Watershed Act|:
with the U.S. Department of Agri-|:
cuture. If the projects meet re-
quirements of the act, they will |-

cation of funds.

The three projects, known as

Buckhorn-Mesa, Apache ‘Junction-| -
<|Gilbert, and Williams-Chandler,
-|also would provide protection for
7lsome 50 farms with a total area
.lof 118,000 acres in irrigated citrus,
s|cotton and specialized crops; con-
] solidated canals of the Salt River
_lirrigation system, and about 19

miles of canals operated by the
Roosevelt Water Conservation|
District.

U.S. Highways 60, 70, 89 and 80,/
a large network of county roads,
Williams Air Force Base, and the
General Motors Proving Grounds
are included in the proposed flood
control program.

THE FLOOD PLAIN area em-
braced by the projects has long
been hit by periodic floods fed by
runoff from a half-million-acre
area in the Usury and Supersti-
tion mountains.

Flooding in 1954, according to
the Maricopa County Flood Con-
trol District, caused more than
$2 million damage to farmlands,
businesses, homes, roads and utili-|s
ties within this area. And, say|i
officials, business ~and housing
have shown a heavy increase in
|the area since that time.

For -this reason, planning for
the three projects is being pushed.

But these are mnot the only
areas where new flood projects
activity is going on.
THREE PRIVATE Phoenix en-
ginering firms—Johannessen and
Girand, Yost and Gardner and
Benham Enginering Co., Inc.—
are conducting countywide .sur-
J|veys of flood problems and needs
|aimed  at accelerating the flood|!
control district’s flood control !
plans. : : <
«Teamwork is helping beat the
flood problem in the Valley,” says|.
Hugh - Nichols, - member of the
Citizens’ Flood Control Advisory
Board and chairman of the Water-
shed Steering Committee for the -
three east-county projects.
«“Agencies “with flood control
functions — the U.S. - Weather
|Bureau, U.S. Geological Survey,
'|Bureau of Reclamation, Corps of
Engineers and: Soil Conservation
Service—are contributing in a very
large way to solving flood prob-
lems in many areas of the county.

T e~
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«Arizona law requires flood con-
trol districts to survey county
.|flood problems.: Our flood control
district prepared specifications
and procedures for the county, and
engaged these engineering firms
to make the studies,” Nichols
noted.
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Eugene C. Pulliam, Publisher

“"Where The Spirit Of The Lord Is, There Is Liberty"

II Corinthians 3: 17
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Arizona Stream
Flow Deficient

TUCSON (UPI)—Streamflow in
Arizona continued deficient
throughout most of the state dur-
ing June.

The San Pedro River af Charles-
ton, however, was slightly above
normal as result of showers at
the end of the month.

San Carlos Reservoir on the
|Gila River contained no usable
storage.

The U.S. Geological Survey of-

| fice here said the Colorado River
discharge was 60 per cent of
normal. The Little Colorado River
near Cameron was dry throughout
the month. Streamflow of the
Virgin River at Littlefield was 87
per cent of normal. The storage
in Lakes Mead and Mohave have
increased 680,000 acre feef, some
300,000 acre feet less than the
average June storage.

N = 2 5ol — i Do o

O moe

o0

m o

SO T e

-



Scottsdale /' Progress

ARIZONA'S NEW DAILY NEWSPAPER

20c Per Week — 10c Per Copy 9 SCOTTSDALE, ARIZONA, FRIDAY, JULY 14, 1961

o

FLOOD ROUTE—White line shows path of Indian McDowell Mountains to the north could send flood
Bend Wash as it winds southward through Scotts- waters racing through areas between Hayden and
dale toward the Salt River. Heavy rains in the Miller roads, say army engineers.

xperts Warn Of Flood

Danger In Scottsdale
Say Indian Bend
Wash Is H azafd I

A continuing flood danger exists in Scottsdale
along Indian Bend Wash, according to a consensus of|
expert opinion,

A storm of cloudburst proportions in the McDowell
Mountains could send cascading through Indian,Bend
five times as much water as car-
ried in the Arizona Canal. says a| feet wide could develop.
survey by army engineers. William S. Alldredge of Phoenix,

Where Indian Bend flattens out |20d area engir‘l‘ee.r for the army,
between Miller and Hayden said it is of ‘‘vital importance
roads in East Scottsdale, the |that encroachments into Indian
water would spread over a mile- |Bend be kept at a minimum.
wide area to a depth of an inch | At leasi three subdivisions now’
or so, the survey said. project to the edge of the flooc,

plain and one extends into it. P
In areas where the wash is re-

stricted to a narrow passage a |  Alldredge warned that proper-1
torrent 3 to 4 feet deep and 50 | ¥ 1ying within areas flooded in*
the past remains endangered®
unless the wash is channeled tol’=
carry a maximum flow.

-t
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He said it may be from four tfi
six years before plans can be corrif
pleted for fivod control along Inf
dian Bend. i

y

At least twice in the last 501
years land along Indian Bend”!
has been flooded severely. In
1939 and again in 1943, rains’
flooded the wash along its route
through Scottsdale to the Salt .
River. k

The outlook for further flood®
danger is contained in a survey t(
be presented to members of thc,e
Maricopa County Flood Contra,
Committee August 7. The repoxe

(See FLOODS, page 2) o
a




DAM SITE — The desert is green and lush where
the Verde and Salt rivers converge northeast of
Fort McDowell some 18 miles as the crow flies
from Scottsdale. Here — if plans for the Central
Arizona Project are completed — will rise a dam
that will hold back a twin-pronged lake in canyons
of both rivers. Information received from Sen. Carl
Hayden by the Maricopa County Flood Control
Advisory Board states that construction of the
MecDowell Dam may not be far off. Completion of

F;‘id 2v, July 7, .1951

the dam within the next 10 years was slated at first
but now it is possible for work to be authorized
sooner than anticipated. Thus Scottsdale may be

“next door to a major lake within five or six years.

Designed primarily for domestic water storage and
flood control, Lake McDowell will also constitute a
major recreation area. A large portion of the land
which will be inundated when the lake is full is on
the present Fort McDowell Indian Reservation.

(Progress Photo by Ed Nixon)
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next decade it is probable that

/| Conn.,escaped with their lives

‘| ago, but six families lost their
| signer and builder of a dam is no|.
| proof against disaster, Sherard|'

‘| watched throughout its life for|'

*| perhaps 1,000 large dams in the

e,
Engineer Fears
Dam Breakings

Will Kill Many

NEW YORK (UPI) — “In the

{

several hundred people will be|
killed in the United States as a
result of dam failures,” said
James L. Sherard, an engineer
who specializes in their founda-
tions.

“It could happen in half a doz-
en places tomorrow.”

Sherard wants a law—49 state
laws, to be precise — to protect
the uncounted hundreds of thou-
sands of persons who live and
work downstream of thousands of
potentially dangerous dams.

Only California, he said, has
and effectively enforces police
powers to make regular inspec-
tions and condemn water-holding
structures at a sign of danger.
It was a dearly bought law, en-
acted after an estimated 450 per-
sons were killed in the 1928 col-
lapse of the St. Francis Dam,
north of Los Angeles.

The huge federal dams through-
out the country are also as safe
as engineering know-how can as-
sure. ‘“They have constant atten-
tion, people wandering all over
them,” Sherard said.

But higher and more radically
designed dams ‘are being built
daily by private persons for pri-
vate purposes sometimes without
adequate supervision of the orig-
inal design and, more frequently
and more nnportantly, without |
any provision for inspection,
Sherard said.

In the last three years, more
than 400 persons have died in
dam failures in France, Spain
and Brazil. Residents below Crys-
tal Lake Dam at Middletown,

when it gave way a few months

homes. .
Competence of the original de-|!

said. A dam structure must be

signs of weakening, unusual
stresses and earth movements.
And it takes an expert to know
them.

Sherard estimated there are

country today without that expert
surveillance.
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Survey Of Flood
Control In Wash
To Be Presented -

»n..htaﬁl.l-n’nmht-hpm.

The first comprehensive survey of flood control in
Indian Bend Wash that winds through Scottsdale and

portions of Paradise Valley

will be presented at a méet-

ing of U.S. Army District Engineers and Maricopa

County officials August 7.

The meeting will include members of the county

flood control advisory committee
of which Scottsdale city council-
man Schrader is a member.

An early day resident of Scotts-
dale wrote in the 1900s to relatives
in the east that terrible floods re-
sulted when the Indian Bend chan-
nel was swollen with rains.

Earthen dams built by early set-
tlers to back up rain water for
use as irrigation, were erumbled
and water flooded over the des-
ert.

Since Scottsdale began its rec-
ord growth some five years ago,
subdivisions have encroached even
into the basin of the wash in some
places.

Elsewhere, from the bend in the
canal at Indian Bend Road to the
Salt River, the wash cuts a sand-
strewn gash through the heart of

W/&&
rmy

ngineers

Set Flood Study

the community between Miller
and Hayden Roads.

Army engineers will present
plans for channelizing the wash
and providing an escape way _for
drainage from the McDowell
Mountains. Efforts will be made to
protect lands along Indian Bend
and eliminating danger to areas
already developed. i

PHOENIX (UPI) — Army engi-
neers plan flood-plain studies of
much of Maricopa County, Gov.
Paul Fannin said today.

The studies would be used to
' aid state and local agencies plan
and regulate ‘use of areas subject
to inundation.
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Conferring on Maricopa County flood contrdl plans are (from left) Col. Wil

Gazette. Staff Photo
liam T. Bradley,
U.S. Army district engineer in Los Angeles; Jack Williams, chairman of Gov. Paul Fannin's
special water resources committee; Robert C. Cron Jr., manager and chief engineer of
the Maricopa County flood control unit, and Governor Fannin. :

Study Slated Of State's

Potential Flood Areas

Areas of potential flood damage
n Arizona are scheduled for
study by the U.S. Army Corps of
_ Ingineers under terms of a 1960

congressional act.

Among locations to be consid-
ered for study are the New River
area, Indian Bend Wash, Santa
Rosa Wash in Pinal County, and
the Winslow area.

Preliminary ‘studies have just
been completed of the Pinal Wash
near Globe. Authority has been
granted for necessary construc-
tion in the Alamo Reservoir on
the Bill Williams River north of
Wenden and in the Tucson area
near Davis-Monthan Air Force
Base.

THIS WAS explained yesterday
afternoon by Col. William T.
Bradley, U.S. Army district en-
gineer in Los Angeles, at a meet-
ing in Gov. Fannin’s office.

Col. Bradley said the Corps of
Engineers will make studies and
provide necessary data to the
state, municipalities, counties, or
flood control districts. It will then
be up to these bodies to formu-
late their own flood zoning or
other regulations for areas in

ent at the meeting, representing
the state and Maricopa County.

GOV. FANNIN said he would
name someone at a later date to
serve as the official coordinator
between the state and the Corps
of Engineers. ;

Robert E. Cron Jr., manager
and chief engineer of the Mari-
copa County flood control unit,

said that a prolonged storm could

cause a 10,000 ta 12,000 cubic-foot-
per-second flow of floodwaters
through an area between Hayden
and Miller roads in Scottsdale.
This area is mow mostly open
and studies by the Corps of En-
gineers would serve as guide

posts for local government in
zoning the area for safety to
the public.

potential danger zones.
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Watershed Specialists Make §
Muli-Million Dollar Flood Profection Proj

A team of watershed plan-
ning specialists are at work on
an estimated year of fact-find-
ing surveys of the sites of
three new multi-million dollar
flood protection projects in
eastern Maricopa and western
Pinal counties.

Authorization of funds to
provide for surveys of the pro-
jects was approved by the Soil
Conservation Service early in
March of this year. Sponsoring
organizations had filed appli-
cations for assistance under
the Small Watershed Act with
the U.S. Department of Agri-
culture in July, 1960. '

In event the projects meet
cost-sharing and cost-benefit
requirements under the Aect;
the projects would require an
estimated five years to com-
plete after allocation of funds.

The crew, fielded by SCS, is
gathering technical data need-
ed in preparation of final work
plans for construction of flood
detention dams and channel
works needed to protect some
50,000 residents of the Apache
Junction, Mesa, Chandler, Gil-
bert, and a stretch of business-
es and housing along the
Apache Trail.

The trio of projects known
as Buckhorn-Mesa, Apache
Junction-Gilbert and Williams-

Chandler, would also provide
protection for 500 farms with
a total area of 118,000 acres in
irrigated citrus, cotton, and
specialized crops; consolidated
canals of the Salt River irriga-
tion system, and around 19
miles of canals operated by the
Roosevelt Water Conservation
District.

U. S. Highways 60, 70, 89, and
80, — main east-west route —
a large mnetwork of county
roads, Williams Air Force Base
and the General Motors Prov-
ing Grounds are included in
the proposed flood program.

The flood-plain area embrac-
ed by the projects has long
been endangered by periodic
floods fed by runoff in a half-
million acre area of the Usury

and Superstition Mountains.
Flooding in 1954 caused more
than $2 million damage to|
farmlands, businesses, homes, |
roads and utilities within most
of the same area included in
present flood plans. County
flood officials estimate that
business and housing has
shown a heavy increase in this
area the last seven years.

Commenting on the proposed |
new flood projects, Hugh
Nichols, member of the Citi-
zens’ Flood Control Advisory
Board and newly-appointed
chairman of the Watershed
Steering Committee for the
projects, described them as a
progressive new step in a pro-
gram to work out the county’s
flood problems.

He said, “The large flood
area proposed for protection
under the projects is one of the
fastest growing areas in the
West. The area is one of sever-
al segments of the county flood
program that we have under
survey.

“In addition to the new flood
project activity, three Phoenix
private engineering firms,
Johannessen and Girand, Yost

and Gardner, and Benham En-

gineering Company, Inc., are
conducting county-wide sur-
veys of flood problems and
needs, which are aimed at fur-
ther accelerating the District’s
flood plans,” Nichols said.
Nichols described the part
engineering firms are playing
in flood control, plus the assist-
ance of Federal agencies as a
good example of the kind of
teamwork that is helping get
tough flood jobs done.
“Arizona law”, he explained,
“requires flood control dis-
tricts to survey county flood
problems. Our Flood Control
District prepared standard
specifications and procedures

for the County, then engaged
engineering firms to make the
studies.”

“Agencies with flood control
functions, such as the U.S.
Weather Bureau, U. S. Geologi
cal Survey, Bureau of Reclama-
tion, Corps of Engineers, and
Soil Conservation Service, are
contributing in a very large
way to solving flood problems
and those of many areas of the
country.

“Ipn Maricopa County, Feder-
al agencies, charged with flood
control responsibilities, are
working closely with the coun-
ty and the engineering firms
it has engaged to do flood sur-
veys and studies. We think our
neinoram has been greatly bene-

s|Y through a close inter-

Se of ideas and technical

»|{phetween engineering

h| and Federal agencies.”

% | hols listed the projects

.| their co-sponsors and en-

o (s as follows:
he J unction-Gilbert Pro-
d

~t -x--------------n-------

Chandler, Arizona, Thursday

ey Of Sites For

TR

ecls

trol District of Maricopa Coun-
ty, Pinal County Board of Sup-
ervisors, Bast Maricopa and
Southside Soil Conservation
Districts; — Endorsers: Town
of Gilbert, Roosevelt Water
Conservation District, Salt Riv-
er Valley Water Users’ Assocl-
ation;

Williams-Chandler Project —
Sponsors: Flood Control D1s-
trict of Mariocpa County, Pinal
County Board of Superviso_rs,
Queen Creek and Southside
Spil Conservation Districts; —
Endorsers: City of Chandl‘er,
Roosevelt Water Conservation
District, Salt River Valley Wa-
ter Users’ Association.

Buckhorn-Mesa Project, -
Sponsors: Flood Control Dls—
trict of Maricopa County, Pmal
County Board of Supervisors,
East Maricopa, Tempe, ar}d
Mesa Soil Conservation Dis-
(Gl @t

tricts; — Endorsers:
Mesa, Roosevelt Water Con-
servation District, and Salt

_ Sponsors: TFlood Con-,

River Valley Water Users’ As-
sociation.




ME AND MPS FRANK LEWIS were takmg a qpin arannd the countryside when
~ Swoosh — they weie stopped cold in their tracks by a fast running wash. Which proves again, -
" ﬂiﬁ desert can be a killer one hour with the un merciftﬂ sun and the next with ﬂooding wams’ 2




AC

SENTINEL

 ~  Second-class postage paid at Apache Junction, Arizona. Return Postage Guarantecd

~ Friday July 7, 1961 APACHE JUNCTION, ARIZONA

~ Flood Confrol Plans Include
Superstition-Usery Watershed

Definite plans for protecting
the east side of Apache Junction
from flooding are being made,
according to Lucien Hill of the
U. 8. Soil Conservation Semice.

The Maricopa County Flood
Control District has petitibned
the Department of Agricuture
for assistance under the Small
Watershed Act, and doubts had
been expressed in some quarters
that sufficient thought woud be
given to the threat of foods
from the Superstition and Usery
Mountains watershed.

Basis for this concern was
partly on having the projeg¢ un-
der the sponsorship of the Mari-
copa County Flood Control Dis-
trict and partly that surveys
would be based on 1954 fiood
damage, which would ignore
building developments ¢ the
past seéven years. 4

Hill pointed out that the Pinal
County board of supervisors is
co-sponsoring the Apache Junc-
tion-Gilbert project as a mutual
effort, and that most of the con-
struction work would be done in
western Pinal County although
eastern Maricopa County would
also benefit greatly.

Hill added that the final decis-
ions for construction sit:s would
be based on whether tie cost-
benefit' ratio would equal the
amount spent for the dams and
whether cost-sharing require-
ments would be met.

Definite areas under consider-
ation for damsites by survey
parties, he added, indude Weeks
Wash and the area above Apache
Junction on the sbpes of the
Superstition-Usery Nountains.

Survey parties are at work
throughout the watershed area,
including aerial photographers,
geologists and topographic car-
tographers, according to Hill. In
a year’s time they will have com-
piled sufficient dats to make a3
report to the people of the area
and present their plans for a
vote of approval

Since the planning cannot be
done until the facts are gathered,
Hill explained, very little def-

inite information can be provid-
ed at this time. As soon ag it
is available, he added, announece-
ments will be made by Bill Haus, |
local attorney, who -has heen
named the chamber of commerce
liaison man with county and fed-

eral officials. Ongce the plans
are approved and funds are al- '
located, the $5 million project”
will probably require five years
tc complete. ¢

Public Law 566, more com-
monly known as the :Small Wa-
tershed Act, has been establish-
ed to aid any group of responsi-
ble citizens which is interested
in protecting itself from flood
damage.

Stipulations of the law include
such qualifications as limiting
the amount spent for flood con-
trol to a ratio of the value of
the property benefited; limiting
the size of a project to 250,000
acres of drainage, and requiring
sponscrs to accept the responsi-
bility of maintaining the flood
control structures after they are
built.

Limiting the size of the drain-
age area resulted in three differ-
ent projeets instituted by the
flood control district: the Apache
Junction-Gilbert project, the
William/-Chandler project; and
the Buckhorn-Mesa project. All
three are co-sponsored by the
Maricopa County Flood Control
District and the Pinal County
Supervisors as well as soil con-
servation districts in each area.

Holding the sponsoring group
responsible for maintenance once |
the dams are built, Hill explain-
ed, seemed to be the reason for
Washington’s refusal to accept
the application of the Supersti-
tion-Usery Watershed group,
since only a group backed by
tax money could logically main-
tain such structures. Hill ex-
plained that he had no direct
knowledge of official communi-
cation with the group but had
gathered this impression from
reports coming to his office from
Washington. |

ed to protect some 50,000 resi-
dents of the area and 500 farms
| covering 118,000 acres as well
as utilities, Icanals, highwayQ,
Williams Air Force Base and the
General Motors Proving
Grounds.

The 1954 flood caused more
than $2 million damage in the
area, “ard county flood officials
agree that business and housing
have shown a heavy increase in
the area in the past seven years.
. According to Hugh Nichols of
Gilbert, newly appointed chair-
man of the Watershed Steering
Committee, three Phoenix private
engineering firms are conduct-
ing county-wide surveys of fiood
problems and needs in an effort
to accelerate the district’s flood
plans. The firms are Johannes-
sen and Girand, Yost and Gard-
ner and Benham Engineering.

J The trio of projébts is expect-
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A team of watershed planning
Specialists are at work on an
estimated year of fact-finding
surveys of the sites of three new
multi-meillion doliar flood pro-
tection projects in eastern Mari-
2opa and western Pinal counties.

Authorization of funds to pro-
vide for surveys of" the projects
Was approved by the Soil Con-
servation Service early in March
of this year. Sponsoring organ-
izations had filed applications
for assistance under the Small
Watershed Act with the U. S.
Department of Agricultuye in
July, 1960.

In the event the projects meet
cost-sharing and cost-benefit re-
quirements under the Act, the
projects would require an esti-
mated five years to complete af-
ter allocation of funds.

The crew, fielded by SCS, is
gathering technical data needed
in preparation of final work
Plans for construction of flood
detention dams and channel
works needed to protect some
50,000 residents of Apache Junc-
tion, Mesa, Chandler, Gilbert,
and a stretch of businesses and
housing along the Apache Trail.

r

pecialists S

The trio of projects known as
Apache Junction-Gilbert, Buck-
horn-Mesa, and William-Chand-
ler, would also provide protec-
ion for 500 farms with a total
area of 118,000 acres in irrigated
citrus, cotton, and Specialized
Crops; consolidated canals of the
Salt River irrigation system, and
around 19 miles of canals oper-
ated by the Roosevelt Water
Conservation District,

U. S. Highways 60, 70, 80, and
89—main east-west route—a,
large network of county roads,
Williams Air Force Base and the

.| General Motors Proving Grounds

are included
flood program.

The flood-plain area embraced
by the projects has long been en-
dangered by periodic floods fed
by runoff in a half-million acre
area of the Usery and Supersti-
tition Mountains.

Flooding in 1954 caused more
than $2 million damage to farm-
lands, businesses, homes, roads
and utilities within most of the
Same area included in present
floor plans. County flood offic-
ials estimate that business and
housing have shown a heavy in-
crease in this area the last sey-
en years.

Commenting on the proposed
new flood projects, Hugh Nich-
ols of Gilbert, member of the
Citizens’ Flood Control Advis-
ory Board and newly-appointed
chairman of the = Watershed
Steering Committee for the pro-
jects, described them as a pro-
gressive new step in a program
to work out the county’s flood
problems.

He said, “The large flood piain
area proposed for protection un-
der the projects is one of the
fastest growing areas in the
West. The area is one of several
segments of the county flood pro-
gram that we have under survey.

In addition to the new flood
project  activity,. three Phoenix
private engineering firms, Johan-
nessen and Girand, Yost and
Gardner, and Benham Engineer-
ing Company, Inc., are conduct-
ing county-wide surveys of flood
problems and needs, which are
aimed at further accelerating
the District’s flood plans,” Nich-
ols said.

Nichols described the part en-

in the proposed

| gineering firms are playing in

flood control, plus the assistance

orvey

hree Flood Control Projects

of Federal agencies as a good
example of the kind of team-
work that is helping get tough
flcod jobs done.

“Arizong law’ he explained,
“requires flood control districts
to survey cotinty flood problems.
Our Flood Control District pre-
Pared standard specifications and
procedures for the County, then
engaged engineering Mirms to
make the studies.”

“Agencies with flood control
functions, such asg the U. 8.
Weather Bureau, U. S. Geologi-
cal Survey, Bureau of Reclama-
tion, Corps of Engineers, and
Soil Congervation Searvice, are
centributing in a very large way
to solving flood problems  and
those of many areas of the coun-
try.

“In Maricopa County, Federal
agencies, charged with flood con-
trol responsibilities, are working
closely with the county and the
engineering firms it has en-
gaged to do flood surveys and
studies. We think our program
has been greatly benefited
through a close interchange of
ideas and technical data between
engineering firms and Federal
agencies.” .

Nichols listed the projects and
their co-sponsors and endorsers
as follows: :

Apache Junction Gilbert - pro-
ject—co-sponsors: Flood Control
District of Maricopa County, Pi-
nal County Board of Supervisors,
East Maricopa and Southside Soil
Conservation Districts; Endors-
ers: Town of Gilbert, Roosevelt
Water Conservation District,
Salt River Valley Water Users’
Association.

William-Chandier Project—co-
Sponsors: Flood Control District
of Maricopa County, Pinal Coun-
ty Board of Supervisors, Queen
Creek and Southside Soil Con-
servation Districts; Endorsers:

'City of Chandler, Roosevelt Wa-

ter Conservation Distriet, Sait
River Valley Water Users’ As-
sociation. :

Buckhorn-Mesa Project—Co-
sponsors: Flood Control District
of Maricopa County, Pinal Coun-
ty Board of Supervisors, East
Maricopa, Tempe, and Mesa Soil
Conservation Districts; Endor-
sers: City of Mesa, Rooseveit
Water Conservation District, and
Salt River Valley Water Users’
Association.

= e
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Park Golt

Rejection

A BID by a Scottsdale
golf pro to lease the unfin-
ished golf course at Es-
trella Mountain Regional
Park from the county is ex-
pected to be turned down|.
by the county Board of Su-
pervisors today.

The county attorney said
in an opinion that the bid
by Gene D. Timmons, the pro,
should be rejected because it
failed to meet bid specifications.

Part of the proposed lease
called for the lessee to spend at]
least $100,000 to develop the
course and build a clubhouse,
shop and other facilities.

Timmons® hid was contingent
upon the ' county dropping re-
quirements that he post $150,000
in bonds assuring the comple-
tion of the work on the golf |
course.

The county attorney said “the
bid must he rejected by the
Board of Supervisors as not
meeting the requirements of the |
advertised notice calling for
bids.” - 1

In other action today the super-
visors are expected to approve
two agreements the county flood|
control district and other flood|
fighting agencies.

ONE IS WITH the U. S. Depalt—
ment of Agriculture for assistance
in planning and cairrying out flond |
control orojects in Centenmal
Wash Valley.

Robert E. Cron Jr., county flood|
control engineer, said under the
agreement the soil conservation
service, a branch of the Agricul-
ture Department, would plan,
design and construet flood control|
projects here.

Bid Faces

‘|vey. The county’s share of the]

Areas in the agreement will be
Eagle Tail Mountain, Harquahala
Valley and Tonopah watersheds.

Cron said if the soil conserv-
ation service found the projects
| were needed ‘it would provide |
funds to build dams and other |
facilities. ;

The~ county would have to |
acquire rights-of-way, relocate |

i ’ utilities and roads and maintain |

the projects after completion. ;
Cron said the federal govern-

ment can establish such projects
under the Watershed Protection
and Flood Prevention Act in areas
of less than 250,000 acres and it
can build individual flood-fighting'
structures if the cost is under $5
million.

t THE THREE projects are de-
s1gned to protect more than 50,000
acres of cultivated land and to
make ‘the area safe for subdivi-
sions, Cron said.

Similar projects in Maricopa
County have been undertaken by
the federal government, he said.

The second agreement is with
the Flood Control Geographical
Survey for ‘“a cooperative
stream gauging and precipita-
tion data collection program.”

“There is a great shortage of
information concerning rainfall
and the resulting stream flows
in many parts of the county,”
Cron said.

“Thig information is essential
for flood control projects.”
This will be the second year|

the county has made the agree-|,
ment with the geographical sur-

|

cost is $16,000.
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Flood Plan:
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Pump ater
Into Earth

By ROBERT J. EARLY"

WELLS which will be
used fo pump water inte the
earth instead of out of it

next few years to combat
the growing flood menace
here, it was disclosed yes-
terday.

Rabert E..Cron.Jr.;
county flood control engineer, said
the county is studying the feasi-
bxhty of developing these wells
in an 150-square-mile area sur-
rounding Tempe, Mesa, Gilbert,
and Chandler.

THE STUDY is included in a
three-part survey of the county
aimed at revealing ways in which
Maricopa County can fortify
against rampaging flood damage.

'The danger of devastating
losses due to floods has increased
measurably in the last 10 years
because of the tremendous build-
ing boom in the county, Cron as-

+ [serted.

— e

In developed areas, rain waters
remain above the ground because
there is little chance for absorp-
tion - into the earth, Cron said.

In addition, as construction

* |spreads, more targets are avail-

able for swirling flood waters to

. |strike, he said.

CRON SAID Sol Reznick, a hy-
drology- professor at the Univer-
sity of Arizona, is working with
Benham Engineering Company
Inc.
wells would solve flood control
problems in the southeastern sec-
tion of the county.

Another possibility under con-
sideration for that section is the
construction of levees by means
of which flood waters could be
diverted, Cron said.

These waters would then drain
into the earth providing limited
irrigation in the area, he said.
The flood peril in the southeast
section comes mainly from the

(Continued on Page 2B, Col. 1)

to determine whether the|

may be dug in some parts|.
|of the county within the
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More About

Flood

(Continued From Page 1B)

Usery and Superstition mountains.
Water runs down these mountains

and fans out over the level tracts|

below.

“ALTHOUGH most of the water
comes from Pinal County,” Cron
said, “about 90 per cent of the
damage is caused in Maricopa
County.”

Channels dug to divert the wa-
ter to the Gila River, a third
possiblity to control flooding in the
area, may be impractical because
of the distance a channel would
have to cover, he said.

The second .part of the survey
covers the northeastern portion of
the county from the Salt River
channel to the northern county
border.

In this section flood sources like
the Indian Bend wash threaten
the metropolitan Phoenix area.

Cron also said the Cave Creek
dam and reservoir do not control
flooding adequately from Cave
Creek.

SEVERE ﬂoodmg from Cave
Creek ‘poured 2 feet of water
around the state capitol in 1921
and again in 1941, Cron related.

The third portion of the survey
is concerned with the western sec-
tion of the county where Wicken-
burg and Buckeye are threatened
by flooding from the White Tank
Mountains, the Hassayampa River
basin and other flood sources, he
said.

Cron said application has been
made to federal agencies to fi-
nance much of the flood fighting
construction work in the western
section of the county.

The survey, which was begun
last December, should be com-

pleted by the end of the year, he|

said.

When the information is collect-
ed officials will determine whether
flood control measures will cost
less than the damage caused by
floods.

If the control measures will
save the county residents money,
he said, the projects will be rec-
ommended to the supervisors for
construction.

The flood control district is fi-
nanced by a 5-cent county-wide
property tax levy which is in ex-
cess of the county tax rate.

——
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Flood Danger
Renort Slated

The army engineers’ report on
flood danger to Scottsdale from
Indian Ben¢ Wash will be pre-
sented to county supervisors at
2:30 p.m. Monday.

Robert E. Cron Jr., county flood
control director, said he didn’t
have a copy of the report and
had seen one only briefly.

Earlier, William S. Alldredge,
the army’s area engineer, told
the Daily Progress that local
areas flooded in the past remain
endangered unless the wash is
channeled to carry maximum
flow.

The wash runs through Scotts-
dale’s near-eastside. It drains a
large part of Paradise Valley.

Flood Danqer
Talks Slated

The danger to Scottsdale from
flooding in Indian Bend Wash
was slated to be presented to
county supervisors this after-
noon by U.S. Army Engineers.

The engineers have made a
study of the wash that runs
‘(through the city’s near-eastside
|and its drainage of much of
Paradise Valley to the north.

Since the whole county has been
declared a flood control district,
supervisors have jurisdiction of
such programs.
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Council Delays

OK On Flood
Control Plan

Endorsement of a local flood
control plan for Indian Bend
Wash was postponed by the
Scottsdale city council last night,

The recommended plan for an
11-mile earthen levee and 2,400
foot wide floodway across the top
of the wash in upper Paradise
Valley was explained by City
Manager Bob McNutt and Coun-
cilman Bill Schrader.

The alternative and more costly
plan of creating an 850 foot wide
channel down the wash through
Scottsdale was also outlined.

Council members asked for a
week’s time to study the proposals
before endorsing either plan, Ma-
jor share of the cost would be
paid by the federal governmeni
and Maricopa County.

~g-6/
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DICK LEE'S ARIZONA ~AFIELD

Proposed activities of
the Army Corps of Engi-
! neers in Arizona could
—produce a 500-acre lake in an arid area of the
. ‘'state, and give us a large new wildlife area.
-~ These are beneficial devefopments and just

~ about everybody will be happy if and when -

they materialize.
- ' This same Corps of Engineers, however, also

* has a plan for clearing the Salt and Gila river

. beds and cutting a new channel from Phoenix
to Gillespie Dam, In the extent to which this

sents a disaster to the finest dove-nesting area
in the United States.

— at.a three-way conference in the Los Angeles
~ office of the Corps last week. Robert J. Smith,
- director of the Arizona Game and Fish Depart-
- ment, and O. N. Arrington, head of the depart-
~ ment’s lands division, and two officials from the
- U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s regional office

' in Albuquerque participated in: the palaver.
. The new lake is to be backed up by a dam at
- Alamo Crossing on Bill Williams River., That’s
= a short distance southwest of the junction of
. Santa Maria and Big Sandy rivers where the
. Bill Williams forms. It's some 15 miles south
= of Signal as the crow flies, and approximately
= .‘midway between Wenden on Highway 60-70 and

W“!kleup on Highway 93. :

Although it’s a flood-control project, the Corps
p“fa.ns to construct the dam in such a way—with
gates whick ¢an be closed—that a lake of 500
“surface acres will be impounded and made
J.vmlable for recreational and wildlife use. It
vould provide fish and waterfowl habitat, with

Eh e delta above the lake. Control of the flow of
" .water from the lake would assure a dependable
_ stream from the dam to Lake Havasu.

" “THE WILDLIFE area would be established in
j ‘gmvmmty of the Painted Rock flood-control
: near Gila Bend. The department already
?«has 400 acres immediately below the dam
r*«lgased from the Corps of Engineers. This in-
_cludes the 200-acre lake created by the excava-
= tion for material for the earth{fill dam, and
ﬂe area is being developed for recreation and
. “Tishing.

- “When the flood-control project was set up,
\owever, a total of 20,000 acres of federal land

agement to transfer this big segment ‘of
\+ “ildlife management unit.

; ast week’s meeting the department could lease

clearing and channelization is planned, it repre-

THESE PROPOSALS were discussed at length

dditional fish and wildlife benefits accruing in '

was withdrawn in the Painted Rock area. The
%’ me department has asked Bureau of Land !

e
% desert landscape to it for development into a

«Under terms of an agreement negotiated at

Corps Would Create
Lake, Destroy Doves

some 3,000 acres of this land to a farmer or
farmers on a share-crop basis. The farmer
wowld ke permitted to plant only nonsubsidized
crops, would be required to leave a portion
for game and birds, to plant wildlife ¢over, and
to build specified ponds for wildlife use.

THE RIVER-CLEARING project, intended to
control floods and conserve water, would clear
all brushy growth from a 2-000-foot strip along
the Salt and Gila rivers, This swath would be
cut. right through the best dove-nesting area in

this country. It would destroy at least half of

the habitat which, without quesnon, produces

_ the finest whitewing and mourning dove shoot-

ing in America, and would greatly depreciate
a $250,000 investment the department has made
in wildlife management operations at Arlington
and Robbins Butte on the Gila River.

Smith and Arrington, naturally, object to this
proposal. They are sure to be backed up by
the state game and fish commission. The Corps
of Engineers also can expect vigorous and
vociferous opposition from thousands of Ari-
zona sportsmen. They will be augmented by
hundreds of hunters from many other states
who come here every September to enjoy the
fabulous wing-shooting sport,

* KK

THE WILDERNESS Bill may finally get out
on the floot of the -Senate for discussion any

' day now. It may already have been discussed,

but if so it has not been reported by the news
services, I received a notice yesterday from
National Wildlife Federation that it likely would
be scheduled for consideration between major
issues and appropriations bills, The measure—
S. 174—would provide for the preservation in
their natural state of comparatively small aréas
of federal lands, largely forests and scenic
sections.

The Senate Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs reported the bill out with a do-pass
recommendation on July 27. The bill as it now
stands is far from what conservationists and
other foresighted citizens had hoped for, but
it is better than nothing. It is difficult to under- ‘
stand how any senator with a desire to act for !
the greatest good for the greatest number of

people could vote against this bill, but the com-
mercial interests—mining, grazing, oil, lumber—
are powerful and rich.

They will be especially active now, workmg‘

. through then‘ senator friends to further cripple

and delay the legislation with amendments. So

" all who agree with the committee’s majority

report that “it is clearly in the greatest public
good to establish a wilderness preservation sys-
tem’” had better write or wire our senators
immediately. -




LETTERS TO THE EDITOR lseniy B o

Flood Damage Vs 5%
Damage Is The Question

To the Editor of The Gazette:

Dick Lee’s outstanding sports column
in The Gazette on August 15 brings into
focus a fundamental issue between flood
control needs and the matural desire of
sportsmen not to destroy white wing dove
habitat in the Gila River. The issue, how-
ever, needs to be properly joined. Funda-
mentally, it is not a problem to be settled
between Arizona sportsmen and the Army
Engineers, It is an issu¢ between sports-
men and the people of Maricopa County
who will be damaged by flooding. The
Army Engineers are negotiating with the
Arizona Game and Fish Department be-
cause federal land is involved. They are
conducting those negotiations on behalf of
the people of Maricopa County. Let us
not, therefore, make the Army Engineers
the targets of brickbats.,

IT IS A regrettable fact that a large
area of excellent white wing dove habitat
must be cleared of salt cedars if we are

to have flood control along the Gila River, I

from its confluence with the Salt down-
stream to Gillespie Dam. Approximately
9,000 acres of river bed must be cleared
of salt cedars in order to permit flood
waters to flow unimpeded downstream.
In the vicinity of Phoenix, capacity of
the Salt River bed is approximately 80,-
000 cubic feet per second. Downstream,
in the choked up portion of the Gila River,
capacity is approximately 20,000 cubic
feet per second. Unless an opening is
cleared through the salt cedars, severe
flood damage along the Gila is inevitable.

The Arizona Game and Fish Department
serves the sportsmen of ‘Arizona most
creditably, Personnel of the department
have expressed the viewpoint that the in-
terests of those sportsmen should be
placed above the interests of the farmers
and other property holders along the Gila
River. They have gone so far as to sug-
gest that the Gila be relocated in a new
channel. Unfortunately, the cost of dig-
ging this new channel would be prohib-
itive, It would have to be on higher ground
than the present channel and water from
side tributaries, such as the Hassayampa
River, could not flow naturally into it.
I know that the Army Engineers in draw-
ing up final plans for the clearing of the
river bed would do everything practicable
to ameliorate the effects of the necessary

clearing,
HOWEVER, the amelioration could only

be minor. Some 9,000 acres of salt cedars .

need to be cleared for floor control pur-
poses. Ten thousand acres “of white wing

|
!

dove habitat would remain in the river
bed. Additional wildlife areas in the
Painted Rock Reservoir area can also ke
made available by the Army Engineers.
The Flood Control District of Maricopa
County, in its survey of flood controi
needs, is making every effort to cooper-
ate in the development of recreational
areas.

I hope very much that the clearing of
salt cedars from the Gila River bed does
not become a name-calling political issue.
However, if that be inevitable let the
issue be properly drawn. It is between
those who demand the preservation of
every existing acre of white wing dove
habitat and the people of Maricopa County
whose livelihood is found along the Gila

River. ¢

ROBERT E. CRON JR,,
Editor’s Note: Mr. Cron was chief engineer
and general manager of the Maricopa
County Flood Control District when this
letter was written last week. See editorial.
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Whi’rewing's And Engineers

* “Before he resigned the other day

to take a job in California, Robert
E. Cron Jr., as chief engineer and
general manager of the Flood Con-
trol District of Maricopa County,
‘wrote the letter to the editor which
appears in an adjoining column.
As one of Maricopa County’s earli-

est advocates of sensible flood con-

trol, we hope the local district is
not to be so irrevocably aligned
with an extremist position,

We cannot accept the statement
that the Army Corps of Engineers
is’ negotiating ‘““on behalf of the
people of Maricopa County” with
state officials who, presumably,
must then be negotiating against
the people. Nor do we believe it is
either wise or correct to picture
the controversy as one of ‘‘sports-
men’’ against “‘people.” We find it
hard to believe, and have been able
to find no instance in which any
state officials have ever “‘expressed
the viewpoint that the interests of
those sportsmen should be placed
above the interests of farmers and
other property holders along the
Gila River.”

Nor is it fair to leave the impres-

; sion that the state agency is sternly

-<vm. .

opposing any flood control along
the Gila River west of where it is
joined by the Salt at a point south
of Tolleson. The Arizona Game and

Fish Department has, in fact, co--

operated considerably with the
-Army Engineers in flood control
work, both here and-elsewhere in
the state. (¥

‘The question on the Gila in the
Buckeye area is not the open-and-
shut one Cron makes it seem. The
Army Engineers have based their
computations ‘on the possibility at
some future time of a flood far
greater than any in Arizona’s re-
corded hi'story, spread over more
territory and timed to catch all
exXisting reservoirs full and over-

flowing. Furthermore their plans
do not recognize at all planned ad-
ditional water catchments on the
Gila and Salt rivers.

Under some circumstances this
would be wise procedure—but not
under the actual circumstances in
this case. For what the Army Engi-
neers propose is to destroy a rev-
enue-producing economic factor in
Maricopa County — the world-fa-
mous whitewing season — in order
to prevent a possible economic loss
at some future date which would
not total nearly as much as the
value which would be destroyed
(assuming cumulative revenue
from hunting as against one-time
damage from a minor flood).

We say “minor flood” because it
is possible to channelize the Gila
for flood control in the Buckeye

area and save most of the white-
wing (and waterfowl) habitat
there, as well. The whole question
is whether it is necessary to clear
a channel almost a mile wide of all
growth. We think it is not. Many
competent engineers think a nar-
rower channel would serve. At
least it would take the big pressure
off in even the granddaddy of a
flood the Army Engineers envision,
and still leave Arizona’s historic,
major whitewing breeding grounds
in business.

In Texas right now, the state is
buying back land at $300 an acre in
a desperate effort to resfore a
whitewing area that never was as
good as Arizona’s.

Considering that the Army Engi-
neers propose to spend several mil-
lions of dollars in tax money and
create an annual obligation for
maintenance to be met directly by
the people of Maricopa County, we
suggest that reasonable objections
to grandiose projects are worth
listening to.



_ _|some 300 applications for 160-|

| INTERIOR Secretary Stewart L.

Udall Decrees 5-Point
Conservation Policy-

By BEN AVERY

Udall yesterday laid dm a five-|
point water conservation policy to guide the administration of the
pubhc lands under his department. \

The new policy is based on protection of the existing user under
the Desert Land Act of 1877, and amounts to upholding the doctrine

of “first in time, first in ngh
or prior appropriation, which
always has been the law of Ari-
zona governing surface water.

Simultaneously, Udall rejected

acre homesteads in the Rain-

zona, Rainbow Valley is ab(mt 30
miles west of Phoenix, south of
the Gila River.

In rejecting the applications,
|Udall pointed out that there
already was a serious overdraft
on groundwater in the area, He

the farmers who already were in
business.

The desert homestead entries
first were held up by the Interior

request of former Gov.

fallacy of continued depletion of
Arizona’s underground water sup-
ply, and tried unsuccessfully to
strengthen the state s groundwateq
Taws. ol ek M

Secratary Udall’s new ~policy

said that he was acting to protect!

(Continued on Page 10-A, Col. 1)
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Udall Decrees Conservation Plan

(Continued From Page 1)

announcement set forth these five
points: S
. 1. Wise conservation of water

resources of the arid and semi-

arid lands of the United States

must now be the paramount ob-

jective of resource management.

. 2. In many areas of the West,
existing water supplies are being
used to capacity. In some places
water is being ‘“mined” from un-
lerground reserves far beyond an-
wal replenishment. In the long
run, disregard Tor the conserva-
tion of this vital national resource
can only jeopardize existing water
ﬁsers and limit future growth.

' 3. The Department of the Inte-
:ior recognizes the important im-
pact which its land management
programs have on the nation’s

' water resources. Such recognition
- in no way\mfnnges on the obliga-
1;10n of respective states and the
tizens themselves to manage and
conserve water resources.

§ ! 4. In all its programs, the De-
3 ent of the Interior will adopt
policies ‘which encourage the man-
agement of water as-a renewable
gatural resource,

]. ‘5. HENCEFORTH, wherever
‘possible, the Department of the
terior will conduct its land man-
ment activities on federal land
n a manner to promote the eon-
. servation of water supplies. In its
*ands disposition programs the de-
ent will avoid actions which
would endanger the supply of
‘adequate’ water for existing users,
or encourage the unwise dissipa-
ﬁon of water reserves.

{ Udall’s water conservation pol-
fey for federal lands is in direct

\

«¢ontrast to the present Arizona -

state policy, which resulted sev-
L years ago when the state
fSupreme Court reversed itself,
and the legislature refused a plea|;
m then Governor Pyle to adopt
‘a strong groundwater code based
én prior appropriation. Influential|,
farmers gained contrel of the
muon through a 24-man. com-
ittee with the result that this
te is one of the few places in
 nation that has a policy of
gmmmg” groundwater.

floodwaters more slowly so they could be carried off by the existing flood-
way just east of the Roosevelt Water Conservation District Canal, and divert-
ed into Salt River to protect the highly developed area along nghways 60-70-

. “ PROTECTIVE DIKES—Map shows how dikes would retard, hold and release
g

. 80-89, plus Wlll;am Field, Gilbert, Mesa and Chandler. Design of dikes and
channels is in tentatlve stage.

Republic Photo by Ben Avery

GEOLOGICAL TESTS — Test holes are dug by
backhoe across the flood plain of dozens of
washes that drain from the Usery and Supersti-
tion mountains to send periodic destruction down
on the eastern perimeter of the Salt River Valley.
Watching, left to right, are Dick Swenson, soil
conservationist of the Chandler district; Don Law-
son, assistant geologist, and Bill Mildner, geolo-

that was reversed on a 3-2 vote

Stanford changed his mind . be-
cause of the hardship it would
invoke on some farmers. ;

- However, in dissenting to the
reversal, Udall’s father and Judge
Phelps held to their view that the

the doctrine of prior appropriation|

in the early 1950s. Former Justice|
M. T¢ Phelps and Former Justice|
R. C. Stanford joined in the opin-|
ion. It was reversed when Judge|

na's groundwater basins are be-
depleted at rates of four to
times natural recharge with
e intention of pumping out all
of the available water, then get-
tmg out. 3

+ Secretary Udall’s father former
Supreme Court Justice Levi .
Udall, was the author of the Su-

Es"'

2ES

heart of the Desert Land Act
under which much of the land in
Arizona has passed into private
ownership, is the law of prior
appropriation of water.

ruling be taken to the U.S. Su-
preme Court, that court could de-
clare Arizona’s present policy un-

preme Court’s decision upholding

constitutional,

Should Secretary Udall’s present|'

gist, assigned by the state SCS office to project.
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Engineers, Geologists |
Study Flood Diversion | Larth ¥ill

y Flood Diversion b

3y e v Also Aids

ENGINEERING and geological investigations have been started .
gx;l ﬂg)ld protection and control works for the eastern perimeter of l §og o "3
t River Valley. : t )
Completion of project planning on the involved threé watersheds | rrlga lon* f
by the Soil Conservation Service is expected within a year. : e
The investigations cover three i3 _ By WADE CAVANAUGH
separate watersheds which once|buildings in the area, which in - )
emptied into Salt Rivex:. One is|cluded Queen Creek. ithfsT GRAN,E; m
cring. the $100acre ata non g AT, Poron of Qe \cCaomal looiwaters. hore
of U.S. Highways 60-70-89 and ex-|y" the construction of Wil |at the Arizona State Indus-
tending to Usery Pass. .The other|Ranch Dam near Florence Junc trial thoo" with a result-
_|is the Apache Junction-Gilbert|ijon ant savings of thousands of

Project, covering the . drainages i *
from the Goldfield-Apache Junc- ddlare. 38 8 S L

~ v o=y

- e g

| |tion area, and the third is the Payes

| [220,000-acre Williams Field-Chand- | The ingenuity was sup-
ler Project, which covers other v kcevi
drainages that come down from plled Dy S N (B

superintendent of the old, yet
modern, institution on the south
slopes of the towering Graham

the Superstition Mountains all the
way to Queen Creek.

TENTATIVE plans call for a Mountains, 30 miles south of Saf-
series of ;eten}tli’on dikes or dams ford. T
up to 30 feet high, a total of 18 & hi &
miles long, that would hold back e .’“mw:t::ﬂ}ﬂ

| [the flood crests, and release flood- A ot p“’,."dems, will help

waters more slowly so existing &getrol 0. dry o that righ
channels can carry them away. confros. IaEIng WA L e

‘ down from the mountains during

The Buckhorn-Mesa Project meraiqueasonsandw'illaqi;ﬂ,y
would gather the floodwaters be- irrigation water for the sdloql_s
fore they reach the busy double 160-acre farm and cattle opera-
land highway, and channel them tions. : "
into Salt River just above Granite
Reef diversion dam, so they may The dam, 200 yards long, “
be utilized for irrigation feet high and 4 feet thick 2
: T the base, was constructed by

The Roosevelt Water Conserva- young volunteer inmates under
tion District, which provides the supervision of school per-
water for the Gilbert-Chandler sonnel. For the inmates, it was
area, constructed a flood channel a golden chance to learn the
to help protect its Eastern Canal, operation of the heavy construc~
and carries what flood water it tion equipment owned by the
can to the south. However, when institution and used in various
floods from these washes, and projects at the school.

from those in the Williams Field-

o T Y — w0 e 30 ey =

Chandler Project area and Queen : Forofthe stla'te, igz ?ﬁt tt;l;: ::z:

Creek are too great, they spill mg:ed ;)tsteatst e

over the canal onto the farmland 108 tod: I: g:lliﬁ a ‘I/"utgleevich
in the Gilbert-Chandler areas. contrac adces :

2 reported future savings are as-

CONTROL  structures in this sured when the dam will provide

area will gather and hold back a source of gravity-fed irrigation

-1 the peak flows, releasing them water for the farm. e
over .a period of several days.

4 |The same procedure wil be fol- AT PRESENT, ‘eg:ch-ical fe
lowed on the Williams Field- ered pumps supply e bef"‘““ f‘,-m_”
Chandler area. a deep well which wil

- a reserve supply when the dam is

The dams will not retain any |completed. 2 O
water, however, and no fish and ion started early i
wildlife benefits will be considered s ich made'w: ,
: 2 . spring after Vukcevi
in the project because of objec- study of the area. Dirt not used
tions to storing any of the waters. in the dam itself was trucked to

The last damaging flood was in the ‘school and used for the con-
1954, when an estimated $2 mil- struction of a new footbail field
lion worth of damage was done as well as fill for the buildings
to crops, farmland, roads and at the school, including the state-

& owned homes of the employes.

s

WATER always has been a ma-
or problem at the institution and
is recently as three years ago it
vas trucked in 14 miles from
viountain Springs. =

The farm itself was started
ly 25 years ago after the first
Jeep water well was successful. |
Previously the main supply was
gravity - fed mountain run - off
stored in two, million-gallon tanks'
which invariably ran dry during
the hot season. A%

/
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. Two Youths Who Worked On Dam At Fort Grant Point With Pride :
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rArizona Gets
Flood Study

Allocations

WASHINGTON (AP)—The Army
Corps of Engineers has allocated
$52,000 to its division and district
engineer offices to begin flood-
flow studies in Arizona.
The project allocations:

Phoenix, Ariz. — Indian Bend
Wash. $8,000; Cave Creek, $15,500;
Skunk Creek, $13,000; New River,
$6,000; Agua Fria River, $8,000;
Wickenburg, Ariz.—Small streains
in the area, $2,000.

Arkansas was admitted to the
Confederacy May 18, 1861.

' stition

i~ o

Flood Confrol

Funds To Be
Appropriated

The Superstition-Usery Pass
Watershed association appear-
ed a major step closer to be-
ginning its flood control pro-

nard announced receipt of a
letter from Senator Carl Hay-
den.

Barnard reported that the
senator’s letter, dated Novem-
ber 20, indicated that federal
funds will be spent in the next
fiscal year on initial survey

~ and planning work looking to-

wards eventual construction of
a series of dams to control
the water pouring from Super-
Mountain during the
heavy rains,
' The letter read in part;
“You will be glad to know
that the Administrator, Soil
Conservation Service, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Washing-
ton, D.C,, has made an addi-
tional $10,000 available for use

&
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Flood Control

Plans Coming

A report will be given Dee. 19
in Phoenix on plans for flood con-

‘|trol along Indian Bend Wash in
‘I the Scottsdale area.

gram as Chairman Barney Bar- |

U.S. Army Engineers have com-

.| pleted a plan for a flood control

channel along the wash, which
drains runoff from Paradise Val-
ley through Scottsdale into the
Salt River.

Representatives of the army

‘| engineer district from Los Ange-
‘|les will present the report, accord-
'|ing to John C. Lowry, acting chief
| engineer of the Maricopa County

Flood Control District.

The meeting will be at 2 p.m.,
Dec. 19, in the hearing room of
the county board of supervisors.

in Arizona. Mr. Boyle’s office
assures me that priority will
be given to the Usery and Su-
perstition Mountain area for
watershed planning.’’

As chairman of the Senate

5 ood Control
8- -6/

Survey OK’d
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PHOENIX—The Maricopa Coun-
ty board of supervisors today au-
thorized the first complete survey
of the Salt River flood plain for
flood control purposes.

Including 20 miles of riverbed,
the survey will start at the N.
Country Club Dr. crossing in Me-
sa and go downstream to 59th Ave.
on the westside of Phoenix. Th.e
survey. is expgcted to cost a maxi-
mum of $35,000.

Purpose of the survey, request_ed
by John C. Lowry, acting chief
engineer of the countywide flood
control district and a citizens ad-
visory committee, is to develop a
detailed topographical map for use
in future flood control projects.

About 25,000 acres are in the
area to be surveyed. The area
is a priority for flood control stud-
ies, it was explained, because it is
surrounded by the densest popula-
tion in the state and is the area
where the greatest amount of dam-
age would result if there is a
major flood.
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appropriatior\;:ommittee, Sen-
ator Hayden is in a position
to work closely with various
government agencies as they
plan their budgets: ;
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| Rainfall In Past

10 Months Totals
Only 4.90 Inches

With .80 of an inch of rain
falling here Monday of this
week, the total precipitation
from January 1 to and includ-
ing October 31 amounted to
4.90 inches.

Tuesday morning local resi-
dents awoke to see snow on the
Bradshaw Mountains to the
north — the first time this win-
ter that the white stuff has
been noted.

High temperature for Oecto-
ber was 97 degrees on the 14th.
There were 14 days during the
month with temperatures of 90
degrees or more. Lowest tem-
pgrature was 33 degrees record-
ed during the nights of the;28th
and 29th. L(/A'é%@ Zw/
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On Water Suit

WASHINGTON (UPI)—The Su-
preme Court today set Jan. 8 for
arguments in Arizona’s suit
against California over Colorado
River water. ’

Proposals to divide the water
have been nade by a court-
appointed master, Simon H. Rif-
kind of New York. The high court
has formally accepted his report.

The arguments will deal with
the criticisms and comments of

.|the states involved. Besides the
{|two main litigants, they inclhide

Nevada, Utah and New Mexico.
The United States is also giving

-|its views.

Today’s order allotted the time

‘|among the litigants. The total is

16 hours.

Court Sefs Date”“*
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_May Propose
Indian Bend
Flood Channel

The manager of the eounty
flood control district today specu- \
lated that a concrete lined chan- \9
nel will be proposed for Seotts- )
dale’s Indian Bend Wash. t
John C. Lowry was comment- %
ing on a proposal U.S.
Engineers will present later this \
month for control of the Indian

Bend flood waters.

Lowry said he has not seen the

| proposal but expects it will ree-

ommend channeling of the wash
which knifes through east Scotts-
dale.
The wash, although normally
dry is considered a potentially
dangerous flood threat to Scotts-
11 @ale. It drains runoff from the '
McDowell and Mummy Moun-
tain areas.
“Ending the Indian Bend flood
threat is our No. 1 priority item,”
‘hg
NN
»

said Lowry, who is acting chief
engineer and general manager of
the flood control district of Mari-
copa County. i

A few subdivisions \now ex-
tend precariously close to the
wash. In 1939 and again in 1943,
rains flooded land along the
wash on its route through
Scottsdale to the Salt River.

An earlier proposal that an 11-
mile long levee be built to divert
water from Indian Bend Wash
was rejected by the tribal coun-

cil of the Salt River Indian Res-
ﬁ'e 16-foot. high Tevee would

have been built north of Indian
Bend Rd. and would have chan-
neled water eastward across the
Indian Reservation into the Salt

River. oy ¢§
The levee project would have - °

cost $4,600,000. :
Channeling of Indian Bend Wash

‘|was offered as an alternate plan
|when the level proposal was

made last summer. Cost of the
alternate plan was estimated at
$10,200,000.

County and federal funds would
be used for either project.
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MQricopa County Board of Su-
pervisors will be asked Monday
to approve a flood control district
proposal to make a 25,000-acre
engineering survey of the Salt
River flood plain from Country
iIClub Drive in Mesa to 59th Av-
‘|enue.

John C. Lowry, acting chief en-
gineer for the district, said he
would ask the supervisors for
$35,000 for the study. An engineer-
ing firm to do the work will be
selected and recommended by
‘|him, he said.

e

would be to develop a detailed
topographical contour map of the
20-mile long area covering ap-

said. The map would be used in

reclamation projects, he added.

A request for a detailed topo-
graphical map covering the Salt
River from Hayden Road to 35th
Avenue was made by the U.S.
Corps of Army Engineers. Fi-
nanced by federal funds, the en-
gineers are making a complex
study of the Salt River area pre-
paratory to a channel clearance
project.

Lowry said the expanded sur-
[vey is being recommended be-
|cause both the Bureau of Rec-
|lamation and the Phoenix city
.|engineer have offered to do part
of the field work in areas within
their jurisdiction.

The bureau would survey the
area east of 40th Street, in con-
nection with itg study of the Mc-
Dowell or Maxwell dam pro-
posal, and the city would cover
acreage within the city limits.

LOWRY SAID THE surveying—
involving field work, aerial pho-
tographs, and final plotting —
would not be put on a bid basis
“because it's professional service

F iood Heaﬁng

Set at Willecox

WILLCOX (UPI)—A flood con-
trol public hearing will be held at

the Woman's Club here at 1:30

p.m. Jan. 31

Members of the Los Angeles
District of the Army Engineers
have planned with city officials for |
the meeting. To be discussed are |
past flood damage reports and|
recommendations for controls. |

NS |

like a doctor or lawyer performs.
Construction work is put to com-
petitive bidding.”

In 1959, an interim city-county
flood control agency financed a
$60,000 aerial survey of the Indian
Bend Wash area, covering some
4,800 acres between the Salt River
and Bell Road along that water-
way. Falcon Air Maps and Gen-
eral Electric Computer Depart-

PURPOSE OF THE survey

proximately 25,000 atcres, Lowry

planning future flood control and

e e

County Funds To Be Sought
For Salt River Flood Survey

ment were given the contracts for
this work.

The Maricopa County Flood
Control District was created in
the summer of 1959, and taxpay-
ers in the county now are levied
5 cents per $100 valuation an-
nually to maintain it.

McDOWELL OR Maxwell Dam
—both names have been proposed
by Salt River and reclamation
authorities—would be located 3 to
4 river miles above Granite Reef

Dam and would be designed to
further contain some of the flood
waters normal in periods of heavy
runoff. If it were constructed,
bureau engineers say the proposed
flood control channel for the Salt
River south of Phoenix could be
of much smaller size than would
be otherwise necessary.

The plan for a flood control
channel along Indian Bend Wash
(which empties into the Salt River
between Miller and Hayden
roads), will be presented in a
public hearing at 2 p.m. Dec. 19
at the supervisor’s board room,

First Avenue and Madison. The|

plan was prepared by the Los An-
geles district of the Corps of

|
|

Engineers.

oy e AN e
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Assiirance ’For Tempe

The Maricopa County Flood

| Control Advisory Board yester-
| day recommended the inclusion
.| of the $8.5 million flood control

channel along Indian Bend Wash
be included in the over-all coun-
ty flood control program and
at the same time recommended
an amendment assuring Tempe
residents adequate flood pro-
tection will be incorporated into
the channel proposal. :
Opposed by Tempe city offic-
ials on the basis that it would

.| send such a surge of water into

the Salt River during flood per-
iods that it could cvause the riv-
er to flood in the Tempe area,
thg Indian Bend Wash channel
from Indian Bend road to the
Salt River was proposed last

‘Added To Flood Plan

week by the Army Corps of
Engineers.

The amendment recommended
as an assurance to Tempeans
would call for the Army En-
gineers to perfect studits of the
Salt River near Tempe and de-

commend flood centrol projects | |

which would eliminate the pos-
sibility of floods in this area.’

Approval of the project by
the Maricopa County Board of
Supervisors is expected within
a couple of weeks but the 11-
mile long channel probably will
not be started for at least three
years since U.S. Congressional
approval must also be obtained
before federal funds are made
available for the project.
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On Flood Control

A

posed by the U. S. Army Engi-
:neer District, Los Angeles, will
|be presented at a meeting in

the

ner
nue

- | day.

The proposed project for the
Maricopa County Flood Control |
District is for a flood control
channel

Survey
On Flood

A survey team from the Soil
conservation District of the
U.S, Department of Agriculture
will shortly be in the Apache
Junction area in an effort to
learn what might happen if the

gzm Sadi . -

A

oG-
red

Also, they’ll be conducting some
land surveys.

According to an agriculture
department  spokesman, the
survey is part of a joint pro-
gram being conducted by the

area has another large-scale Maricopa County Flood Control

flood like that of 1954,

The men will be asking ques-
tions of residents to learn the
exact extent of the ‘54 flood.

(R-/5-¢ |

flood control project pro-

Maricopa County Board of |

Supervisors’ hearing room, cor- |

of Madison and First ave-l
in Phoenix, at 2 p.m. Tues-

along Indian Bend‘

District and the SCS of the
agriculture dept.

_ Actually, three separate pro-
jects are planned, with the ul-
timate purpose of preventing
flooding of eastern Maricopa
county. However, county and
federal officials have both in-
dicated that some of the dams
would be constructed in Pinal
county to do the job effect-
ively.

Purpose of the present sur-
vey is to determine what ef-
fect the 1954 flood had in Apache
Junction, and by projection,
what effect a repetition of such
a flood would have.

James Mitchell, in charge
of the survey, has already met
with Byron Akers, arepresent-
ative of the Superstition~Usery
Pass Watershed association, a
group that has been developing
similar type flood control pro-

Wash which drains runoff from
Paradise Valley through Scotts-
dale into the Salt River here.

gram for the area.

GoodRunof’
Forecast

M

By C. M. Mnbm;";ﬁ”
Gazeite Staff Wi

Spring runoff prospects look
fairI;y bright, especially on the
Upper Salt and Gila river water-
sheds, Louis R. Jurwitz of u.s.
Weather Bureau said today.

The January-June forecast o
runoff on the Salt River above
Roosevelt is for 470,000 acre-feei
of water, for the Verde River
925,000 acrefeet. (An acre-foot
covers one acre one-foot deep.)

Runoff forecast for the Salt
is 162 per cent of normal for the‘
period, for the Verde 113 per cent
of the 15-year averages.

ON THE Gila River at Solomon
the November-June runoff fore-
cast is for 320,000 acre-feet or 254
per cent of the 15-year average. |,

Runoff already has brightened|:
the outlook on the San Carlos:
r|Project, which today had 74,5001,

acre-feet of stored water i
Coolidge Dam in Lake San Carlos, ||
according to Marvin D. Young,|:
project engineer. ]
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"Public Fle
On Flood

deen set for 10 a.m. Jan. 22,
The hearing on the $8.5 million

, project was set at a meeting of
i the Maricopa. County Board of

! Supervisors today.

The Maricopa County Flood Con-

! trol Advisory Board has recom-
. mended that the proposed channel
be adopted into the over-all pro-
gram. The recommendation fol-
lowed a proposai from the Army
Corps of Engineers Dec. 27,

COUNTY Manager Charles
Miller read into the iriginal pro-
posal this morning an amendment
assuring Tempe residents adequate
flood protection. Tempe city

WU ] - - b ol - - |
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A public hearing on the inclusion
1 of the Indian Bend Wash flood con-
trol channel into the over-all
county flood contro] program has

“|the district, The schools are Lo-

‘| Valley High School, The bids will
- be opened at 2 p.m. Feb. 26.

|Desert Sage Improvement Dis-

/- 3:£L

aring Set
Channel

on grounds it would send such a

during flood periods that it would
cause the river to flood near
Tempe.

Miller said the change in chan-
nel plans would protect all areas
along the “11-mile course.

If approved by all parties, the
channel will be built along Indian
Bend Wash from Indian Bend
Road to the Salt River.

Supervisors today also approved
the following:

1. An application filed by Care-
free Water Company, Inc., for a
public service franchise to operate
and maintain a sewage collection
and disposal system to serve the
residents of lots 1 through 75 in
Carefree. A public hearing on the
application brought no protests.

2. AN APPLICATION from Ver-
meersch Water Co. for a public
service franchise to serve resi-
dents of portions of the Avondale
and Goodyear areas. There were
no protests.

3. A $7,040 contract with Aztec
Engineering Company, Inc., for
preliminary engineering work on
the paving of Reams Road from
Waddell to Grand. The estimated
cost of the 4.4-mile project is
$150,000.

4, A Scottsdale elementary
schpol district recommendation
that a $17,100 contract be given
to Johannessen and Girand Con-
sulting® Engineers, Inc., for en-
gineering services involved in the
air conditioning of six schools in

loma, Tavan, Kachina, Ingleside,
Tonto and Kiva.

5. AN $8,800 contract with the
some firm for engineering services
in the air conditjoning of several
buildings in the Scottsdale High
School District.

6. A call for bids for the con-
structing of classroom additions
and a gymnasium at Paradise

7. County participation in the

officials had protested the channel

surge of water into the Salt River

-
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_|trict in the amount of $21,400.
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Storage was low on the San
Carlos last season because of lack|
of rain and snow on the water-|
shed. A

Storage gains came first in|’
November from rains, and_ mod-|
erate gains have been continuing
in December and January.

While the present storage is
small compared with the 1,200,000
‘| acrefeet that Coolidge Dam
-|could store, it has changed. the
outlook in the Florence-Coolidge-
Casa Grande area, and grain
crops ngw hold promise.

PRECIPITATION for the July-
December period at Maverick on
Upper Salt drainage was 23.11

-~

inches, according to the Weather
Bureau report.

McNary’s moisture for the same
period was 18.60 inches, Alpine
18.27, Springerville 13.40 and
White River 16.01. 1

On San Francisco-Gila drain-'
age, Clifton and Eagle Creek
each had around 15.5 inches. of
precipitation for the same period:

The runoff forecast for the San
Francisco River, Gila tributary,
near Clifton is for 176,000 acre-
feet, or 320 per cent of the 15-year
average.
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Indian Bend Flood Curb
Hearing Set For Jan. 29

The l\'llarioopa County supervisors yesterday set Jan. 29 as the
date for a public hearing to determine whether proposals for a
flood control channel along Indian Bend Wash. should be in the
county flood control program.

The U.S. Corps of Army Engineers and the county flood control
advisory committee have both rec-
ommended the $8.5 millio:. project

F7EZ < /rvél/ﬂ&

South Can
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To Be Empty
Next 30 Days

Salt River Project will dry up its
entire canal system on the south
side of the river for a period of
30 days, beginning today, to permit

—
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Mes a %‘/0’42/5
May »

|ties in western Maricopa County

age in the Scottsdale area.
The 1l-mile concrete

y

County

Avoid Jump
PHOENIX (UPI) — Unexpected

County 'could. head off any in-
crease in the county’s property
tax rate next year.

A spokesman in the county
comptrollers office said Tuesday
the midyear revenue totals indi-
cate the 1963 property tax rate
can be decreased if the second
part of the fiscal year equals the
first.

For the 1960-61 fiscal year, esti-
mates for miscellaneous revenues
exceeded the ‘actual intake by
$773,000.

Flood Cont;'ol
Hearing Slated

PHOENIX (UPI),— Supervisors
of Maricopa County will hold a

to stem the danger of flood dam-

lined

NIX |gional Park.
revenues collected by Maricopa |

ijat the ‘course.

|private firm bid on the lease to

channel would run along Indian
Bend Wash, which generally par-
allels Hayden Road, from Indian
Bend Road to the Salt River.

Also yesterday, the supervisors
granted approval for Kenneth
Smithee, county parks director,
to negotiate with four communi-

— e - -

for a co-operative lease arrange-
ment to develop an 18-hole golf
course at Estrella Mountain Re-

—_—t

The action was taken when no

B e} 05

the course. According to the pro-
posed lease, the lessee would have
to put $184,000 into improvements

Smithee will contact officials
from Goodyear, Avondale, Litch-
field Park and Buckeye to try
to work out a plan for develop-

—

ment of the course, officials said.
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Runoff” Outlook
Reported Good

PHOENIX (UPI) — Salt River
i Project runoff - prospects appear
| fairly good, U.S. Weather Bureau-
man Louis R. Jurwitz said Mon-

plify

g
]

At

Perly Frogres

.| Total cost of
be approximately $80,000.

During the dryup,
midnight, Feb. 11,

use pumps to - e
where such water 1§ available, or

.| where it does mot’ i.nt.erfere with

any construction activity.

| In addition to work :
the Project, the county highway
department

across the Tempe Canal at West

Fourth street.

construction and necessary repair
work on a number of canals.
Construction will include new

structures :
ed to conserve water and to sim-

and canal-lining design-

_handling operations.

water g
the improvements will

which will end
the Project will
fill water orders

scheduled by

will widen the bridge

5
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Land Rejection

Ruling Slafed

PHOENIX (UPI) — Falling

groundwater levels probably will |,
cause rejections of homestead |

applications in Rainbow Valley
and Waterman Wash areas, ac-

¢ cording to the Bureau of Land
. Management. 1

Fred J. Weiler, BLM director
here, said a recent U.S. Geologi-
cal Survey report shows water

blic heari day. ' levels in the areas “have declined
public hearing Jan. 29 on whether The January-June Salt River . fairly rapidly in response to the
a flood control channel to protect | |runoff is expected to reach 470,000 . withdrawal of 'groundwater in ex-

Scottsdale should be included in
the county flood control program.’

The $8.5 million, 1l-mile, con-
crete-line channel would run along
Indian Bend Wash.

Both the U.S. Corps of Army |
Engineers and the Maricopa Coun-
ty Flood Control Advisory "‘Com-
mittee have recommended the

project be included in the county
program. \

1 ‘acre-feet. The Verde Rive runoff

is expected to be about 225,000
acre-feet.

The forecasts were based on
15-year total runoff averages of
62 per cent for the Salt River
and 13 per cent for the Verde.

The November-June Gila River
runoff at Solomon was forecast at
320,000 acre-feet — 154 per cent
over the average.

The Weather Bureau reported
precipitation for the July-Decem-
ber period at 23.11 inches on Up-
per Salt drainage; McNary, 18.60
inches: Aline, 18.27; Springerville,
13.40; White River, 16.01; and Gila
and Cliffon, on San Francisco-Gila
drainage, about 15.50 inches.

Storage at the San Carlos Proj-
ect was reported at 74,500 acre-
feet Monday by Project Engineer
Marvin D. Young.

5@077‘9'6/41 /( :
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. eess of replenishment.”

More than 400 applications for|'
160 acre homesteads are pending.
““The area is southwest of Phoenix

near Gila Bend.

Weiler said before a homestead
can be owned it must be culti-
vated and a home built, which
would mean heavy investments in
acquiring water., At one time,
there were more than 1,700 appli-
cations ‘for homesteads in the
area.

The report said water ‘that
accumulated for a long period of
time is being progressively de-
pleted.”

Weiler said reachable water in
Rainbow Valley’'s central area is
100 feet farther down than it was
nine years ago and in the central
area of Waterman wash is 80 feet
below the 1952 level.

P
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U.S. Rules Delay Indian
Bend Flood Curb Plans

Adoption of a channel along Indian Bend Wash into the county flood
control program was delayed yesterday by the county supervisors
after officials said the proposal did not meet federal specifications.

Federal officials said an amendment to the channel proposa_l was
restrictive and would prohibit the U.S, Army Corps of Engineers
from participating in the $8.5 mil-

lion project.

Seldon F. Cramer, civil engi-
neer in charge of the corps’ Los
Angeles District, offered a coun-
ter proposal to the amendment,.
which was made at the insistance

of the City of Tempe.
THE AMENDMENT

ate an additional
there.

But Cramer said the amend-

Ke po b T, o, -

Flood Conirol
'Meet Continues

The _Maricopa County Board of
Supgrvxsors vesterday continued
public hearing on the Indian Bend
Wash Flood Control project
through Scottsdale until Monday
after U.S. Army corps of engi-
neers asked that a ‘restrictive
\clause,” be stricken from the pro-
| posal.

| A controversial amendment was
‘added to meet the request of
Tempe residents for adequate
safgguard to protect property in
their community bordering the
Salt River channel.

The amendment was termed
“‘restrictive” by Seldon F. Cram-
er, civil engineer in charge of
flood control for the Los Angeles
county army engineers.

Cramer festified that “restric-|
tive assurances cannot be insert-
ed in flood control property.”

The Maricopa County Flood
Control District Citizens Advis-
ory Committee is scheduled to
meet Friday at 2 p.m. The pro-
posal will be the chief topic of
discussion. :

'The proposal calls for an 11-
mile channel along Indian Bend
Wash from Indian Bend Road
along Hayden Road to the Salt
River. [

L~2 563

assured
residents of Tempe they would
have adequate flood control after
they complained that the Indian
Bend Wash. channel would cre-
flood hazard

ment was restrictive and conflict-
ed with another project the Army
engineers are working on along
the Salt River near Tempe.

His alternate amendment would
be to modify the channel’s outlet
at Salt River near Tempe “and
to install an energy dissipator so
thai waters would flow more slow-
ly into the natural channel of the
Salt River.”

THE SUPERVISORS deferred
final action on the channel until
Monday so the county Flood Con-
trol Advisory Board can review
_|the alternate proposal.

The 11-mile concrete-lined chan-
nel would run along Indian Bend
Wash, which generally parallels
Hayden Road from Indian Bend
to the Salt River.

Most of the cost of the project
is expected to be borne by the
federal government through rec-
ommendations by the Army en-

gineers.
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Salome Gegin

Flood Confr(;f %

PHOENIX (UPI)— Work begins
today on a 3,750-foot detention
dam and water spreader system
on Cunningham Wash in Butler
Valley, northwest of Salome,

Bureau of Land Management of-
ficials in Phoenix said the earth-
fill dam and dikes are to be com-
pleted by late April. A Williams
firm, TDS Construction Co., was
given the $69,393 bid.

The project will control serious
problems of erosion and summer
flash floods in the valley. It also
will reduce damage  to agricul-
tural lands along Cunningham
Wash and Lower Bouse Wash as
far west as the Colorado River,
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Tucson
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Channel
Backed

WASHINGTON (UPI)—Presiden
Kennedy today asked congress to
appropriate $400,000 to begin con-
struction on the Tucson Diversion
Channel in Arizona.

The flood control project was in-
cluded in the 1963 fiscal year
budget of the Army Engineers.

The Bureau of Reclamation
budgeted $3 million to continue
construction of the Gila Project.

The budget for the Army Engi-
neers also included $90,000 for ad-
vance engineering and design of
the Gila and Salt Rivers Flood
Control Project.

It also carried $76,600 for a
general investigation of Gila
River-New River and Phoenix
flood control and $55,000 for Gila
River-Willcox flood control.

The Bureau of Reclamation pro-

gram called for an expenditure of |
$250,000 for Colorado River front|:

work in Arizona.

Under the Colorado River Stor-|*

age Project, the bureau earmark-
ed $45,133,000 for continuing the
pouring of concrete and other
work at the Glen Canyon Dam.
A $39,484,000 program for con-
struction of the CRSP transmis-
sion system called for expendi-
tures of $12,944,000 in Arizona.

- The Arizona program would in-

clude continuation of work on the |.
" Pinnacle Peak substation, the Glen i

Canyon-Pinnacle Peak-Mesa' line

Glen Canyon-Curecanti line.

The Bureau of Reclamation also
asked for $830,825 for project de-
velopment activities in Arizona.

Among new studies for which
the bureau asked for funds was
$25,000 for a reconnaissance of the
San Pedro Project.

Other studies wholly within the
state would include:

Colorado River diversion proj-
ects, $20,000; cooperative water
resource inventory, $51,218, with
Arizona contributing $32,218;
Bridge Canyon Project, $167,000;

B I,

~and the Arizona portion of the|"

Central Arizona Project, $75,000;
Marble Canyon Project, $84,000;
Maxwell Dam and reservoir, $150,-
000, and Winslow Project, $4,300.
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the past weekend.
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Storms I ncrease

Runoff Prospects

PROSPECTS for a good spring runoff into Salt River Project
reservoirs have been brightened by general storms over Arizona

Flood Contirol
District For Jct

Proposed

A plan to create a flood con-
trol district in the Apache junc-
tion area was tentatively ap-
proved Monday by the Pinal
county board of supervisors.

Byron Akers, heading up tne
proposed project, outlined his
plans to the supervisors.

The county officials and their
counsel, Irving Vincent, in turn
detailed to Akers legal steps
necessary to setting up such
a district,

In the event such a district

were established through voter

action, it would be possible
for dams to be constructed in
the Superstition Mt. foothills
to prevent damaging floods from

ii-escending on the Junctionarea
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The Weather Bureau reported that rainfall over a greater portion
of the Valley from Sunday through yesterday was the heaviest

@
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recorded since the period of Dec.
24-25, 1959. Phoenix Sky Harbor
Airport measured .82 of an inch
|of precipitation for the three-day
‘| period.

Several weather reporting sta-
‘| tions received more moisture dur-
ing the first 22 days of this month
than’ was normal for the entire
month. Among them were:

Flagstaff Airport, 2.08 inches;
Gila Bend, 1.73; Globe, 1.71; Phoe-
nix Sky Harbor, .97; Winslow, .59;
Mesa Experimental Farm, 1.04;
and Roosevelt Dam, 2.05.

Precipitation totals ranged from
.01 of an inch at Yuma to 2.08 at
Flagstaff Airport and Superior.

The Weather Bureau said the
following amounts of snow (in
inches) remained on the ground
yesterday:

Snow Bowl, 60; Maverick and
McNary, 23; Christopher Creek,
20; Flagstaff Airport, 17; Camp

Geronimo and Strawberry, 16;
Pine, 14; Grand Canyon, 11; Snow-

flake and Chama Lake, 5; and
Payson, 1.

Range prospects also looked
good, according to cattlemen. Soil
moisture was excellent and this,
combined with sizable snow pack
in the mountains, enhanced run-
off prospects.

Slight gains were reported in
major rivers, although the main
runoff must wait for warming
temperatures and melting snow
now held in the mountain areas
above the 6,000-foot levels.

The Weather Bureau forecast
scattered rain showers in lower
elevations and intermittent snow
above 5,000 feet today, North and
west portions will be colder,

Phoenix and the Valley will be
partly cloudy with the chance of
scattered showers.and patches of
fog in the early morning hours.

Scattered showers- also. are ex-
pected in Kingman, Douglas and
the Sulphur Springs Valley, No-|
gales, Safford, Clifton and Globe-

r.J7€ 1

)
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in times of heavy downpours,

If such projects proved econ-
omically feasible, the dams
would be constructed under the
direction of the Soil Conser-
vation Service of the U,S, De-
partment of Agriculture.

Cost of operation and main-
tainance of the structures would
be borne by the property owners
living within the district.

Akers is also a leading fig-
ure in the Superstition Mrt.
Usery Pass Watershed assn.,
which has been endeavoring to
get dams constructed near the
Junction but under a different
set of laws,

Meanwhile, the Maricopa

‘county flood control district is

proceeding with a survey
(through the Soil Conservation
Service) to determine the *
effect of proposed dams north
and south of the Junction., At
least one of these would be in
Pinal county, but exactly what

‘areas it would protect will only

be determined by the survey,
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Low Water
Level Stops

Homesteaders

The title of

MORE than 460 pending appli-
cations for homesteads in the
Rainbow Valley and Waterman
Wash areas likely will be rejected
because of the falling under-
ground water table, according to
Fred J. Weiler, state director of
the federal Bureau of Land Man-

agement.

THE AREA, extending from
southwest of Phoenix to Gila
Bend, has had a rash of filings
[for 160-acre homesteads in recent
years. Most applications have
been rejected, and the rejections
were upheld on appeal,

Now Weiler is armed with a
b_rand new report of an investiga-
tion by the U.S. Geological Sur-

vey confirming what the bureau
has contended right along. The
report says:

“Water levels i the Rainbow
Valley and Waterman Wash areas
have " declined fairly rapidly in
response to the withdrawal of
grgundwater in ‘excess of replen-
ishment.

'

“Groundwater is being mined

By Deidre Ke
my compo

ranriate 1 _don

CONSTRUCTION of two flood-
water retarding structures up-
stream from the Buckeye water-
shed area with channels to carry
the floodwaters to the Hassayam-
pa River is recommended in a
preliminary report made public
this week by the U. S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture’s Soil Con-
servation Service,

The SCS was assisted in pre-
paration of the report by the
Roosevelt and Buckeye SCDs, the
U, S, Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, State Land Department,
Maricopa County Flood Control
District, the county highway de-
partment, and the R. I, D. and B,
L e,

COST OF THE work is esti-
mated in the report at $4,200,000
with $3,500,000 of this amount to
be borne by federal public lands
funds and the other $700,000 by
“other funds.”

in both areas; that is, water that
Eccumulal}t)eed for a long period of
time is being progressively de-
_pleted.” A

Some 1,700 applications for farm
hom(?steads in the area were
pending at one time, Many ‘were
fxled‘ by a land locator for people
(seeking government land at the
$16 filing fee.

. BUT, WEILER explained, the
filing fee is only the start. Before
a homestead can be owned it has
to be cultivated and a home built.
This means thousands of dollars
must be spent to get water.

Aqd even in 1954, when the first
applications were rejected, the
level of water under the ground
was dropping.

Now, says the geological sur-
vey, reachable water in the cen-|
tral area of Rainbow Valley is 100,
feet farther down than it was|
nine years ago. ;

And in the center of the irri-‘
gated area of Waterman Wash
the water level is 80 feet below
what it was in 1952.

The report estimated average
annual benefits resulting from
the construction would exceed
$217,520 annually and that the
average annual costs would
amount to some $167,200.

MORE THAN 50 per cent of
the land area above the proposed
floodwater retarding structures
is federally owned and is admin-
istered by the Bureau of Land
Management, the report noted.
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preliminary investigation, it said,
there are some 36,600 acres of
land under cultivation, constitu-
ting about 28 per cent of the
watershed area, owned by some
75 farmers.

Of this amount, it continued,
2,840 acres are located north of
the Roosevelt Irrigation Canal,
21,935 acres between it and the
Buckeye Canal, with the remain-
ing 18,250 acres located south of
the latter.

FLOODS of varying magnitude
have inunderated and caused
damage to crop and pasture
lands, roads, residential and com-
mercial facilities within the area
in past years, the report pointed
out.

GofC Industrial
Commitiee To
Meet Tonight

The industrial development
committee of the Buckeye Cham-
ber of Commerce will hold its
first meeting of the new year to-
night (Thursday) at 7:30, it was
announced last week by Leonard
Dankowski, chairman,

The meeting will be held in the
auditorium of the Arizona Pub-

In the area surveyed during the

lic Service Company building.

1 DU VIEL Ui LT and. investiga
o know this, we, the| Lo (lasses

e to
in the sixth grade, one but we d
o min Saide, whose R £ America, are free, and| gopeing,  tr
i : rdin, and | people of A : the people g
er is Sherman Hardin, ow- | in the Soviet Union, i 43 safety.
the other to Laura Da Mirs. \ are practically slaves © The schoo
ski, whose teacher 1S government. it the Arizona
Allan Johnston.) | In this country, freedom tective Ager
\liberty are inaliena'biemngl':;sé Howard An
t 7 unist rule, : £ the
WHY COMMUNISM Under the commt r view of the ¢
gl ' Soviet Usion knowy personmne

it was decit



v TAAIILES 3

10 Cents Per Copy

BUCKEYE. MARICOPA COUNTY. ARIZONA

$4,200,000 Flood Control Wor

MORE than 460 pending appli-
cations for homesteads in the
Rainbow Valley and Waterman
Wash areas likely will be rejected
because of the falling under-
ground water table, according to
Fred J. Weiler, state director of

Now Weiler is armed with a
b_rand new report of an investiga-
tion by the U.S. Geological Sur-
vey confirming what the bureau
has contended right along. The
report says:

groundwater in ‘excess of replen-
ishment.

_ “Groundwater is being mined
in both areas; that is, water that
accumulated for a long period of
time is being progressively de-
pleted.”

Some 1,700 applications for farm
homesteads in the area were
p.ending at one time. Many ‘were
fded‘ by a land locator for people
seeking government land at the
$16 filing fee.

y _BUT, WEILER explained, the
filing fee is only the start. Before
a homestead can be owned it has
to be cultivated and a home built.
This means thousands of dollars,
must be spent to get water.

A:{d even in 1954, when the first
applications were rejected, the
level of water under the ground
was dropping. !

Now, says the geological sur-|
vey, reachable water in the cen.|

-|tral area of Rainbow Valley is 100/

fget farther down than it was/
nine years ago.

And in the center of the irri-
gated area of Waterman Wash
the water level is 80 feet below
what it was in 1952,

————
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CONSTRUCTION of two flood-
water retarding structures up-
stream from the Buckeye water-
shed area with channels to carry
the floodwaters to the Hassayam-
pa River is recommended in a
preliminary report made public
this week by the U. S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture’s Soil Con-
servation Service,

The SCS was assisted in pre-
paration of the report by the
Roosevelt and Buckeye SCDs, the
U. S. Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, State Land Department,
Maricopa County Flood Control
District, the county highway de-
partment, and the R. I, D. and B,
Le

COST OF THE work is esti-
mated in the report at $4,200,000
with $3,500,000 of this amount to
be borne by federal public lands
funds and the other $700,000 by
“other funds.”

The report estimated average
annual benefits resulting from
the construction would exceed
$217,520 annually and that the
average annual costs would
amount to some $167,200.

MORE THAN 50 per cent of
the land area above the proposed
floodwater retarding structures
is federally owned and is admin-
| istered by the Bureau of Land
! Management, the report noted,

o SRS

| Two Flood Refarding Structures
Above Buckeye Watershed Advised

preliminary investigation, it said,
there are some 36,600 acres of
land under cultivation, constitu-
ting about 28 per cent of the
watershed area, owned by some
75 farmers.

Of this amount, it continued,
2,840 acres are located north of
the Roosevelt Irrigation Canal,
21,935 acres between it and the
Buckeye Canal, with the remain-
ing 18,250 acres located south of
the latter.

FLOODS of varying magnitude
have inunderated and caused
damage to crop and pasture
lands, roads, residential and com-
mercial facilities within the area
in past years, the report pointed
out.

GofG Industrial
Commitiee To
Meet Tonight

The industrial development
committee of the Buckeye Cham-
ber of Commerce will hold its
first meeting of the new year to-
night (Thursday) at 7:30, it was
announced last week by Leonard
Dankowski, chairman,

The meeting will be held in the
auditorium of the Arizona Pub-

| In the area surveyed during the

lic Service Company building.
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Indian Bend
Flood Move

A resolution incorporating the
11-mile-long Indian Bend Wash
channel into the over-all county
flood control program was adopted
by the Maricopa County Board of
Supervisors today.

The adoption passed over the
continued protests of the City of
Tempe, which still feels that the
resolution does not provide ade-
quate assurance of flood protec-
tion for the area.

THE RESOLUTION asks the
U.S. Corps of Engineers to make
a study of the economic feasibility

channel in the program.

Tempe City Atty. William
Barnes delivered a city council
protest to the board.

“We still do not feel the plan
provides complete and adequate
protection for Tempe,” he said.

He asked the board to delay
any action until a definite time
schedule could be worked out.
This schedule, he said, would
guarantee that Tempe’s protection
would be one of the first items
of construction.

: “THE CITY OF Tempe will ob-
ject to ‘the resolution and the
flood control program until this
j|can be assured,” he said.

'| Barnes contended the county
‘|could be held e}ally liable if its
'|program resulted in flood waters
‘lin Tempe.

County Engineer Sam Lanford
_|said the county must approve the
_|resolution before the Corps of En-
gineers can participate in the
flood control study. He said fail-
ure to approve would throw the
entire financial burden of the
study on the county.

“Until the study is made, no
‘|one can actually say for certain
‘|there is a danger to Tempe or
siany other area,” Lanford said.

COUNTY MANAGER Charles
‘|W. Miller assured Barnes that
every proper safeguard would be
pr?vided all areas along the chan-
nel.

|phasizing the need for that at-
tention,” Barnes said.

Tempe city officials have long
contended that the present tenta-
tive plan would reroute flood
waters into Tempe

of including the Indian Bend Wash|;

“Yes, but we want to keep em-|

| Council, voiced by City Attor-
‘nev William Barnes, failed to|
dctm Maricopa County Board
of Supervisors from adopting a

‘ 1esolution
| ating the Indian Bend Wash
channe] into the over-all county
flood control program.

|
|

at the Maverick Fork snow course.

Lake. This is the most snow
measured in early February in the
12 years of record at this location.
es
SNOW PACK in the Heber area
along the Mogollon Rim is about
twice the average for this date.
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Snow for spring runoff from the
Gila River watershed is about two
times average, but on the Verde
River is 143 per cent of average

-

Tempe Profesis,
Supervisors 0K
Indian Bend Item

plan as it now stands does not
provide adequate protection for
Tempe,
brunt of the re-routed flood
waters.

pe Council, yesterday asked the

action on

cluding the Indian Bend Wash

TempeNew: 2-(-C2

Protests from Tempe City

yesterday incorpor-

City officials here contend the
which would bear the

Barnes, on behalf of the Tem=

County Supervisors to delay any
the resolution —
which asks the U.S. Corps of

Engineers to make a study of||

the economic feasibility of in-|

channel in the flood -control
program — until a definite time
schedule for the project c01ud|
be worked out, guaranteeing |
Tempe’s protection to be one\
of the first items of construction.
County Engineer Sam Lan-
ford said the resolution had|
to be approved before the En-
gineers could participate in the
flood control study or other-
wise the county would have to
bear the cost of the study.

Wa’rer Ouﬂook
"Called Excellent

i The water supply outlook for Arizona, with snow cover in many
-lareas the heaviest in years, is very good, according to federal-state-
private forecasts completed today.

of
O Deepest snow measured on the White Mountain watersheds of
hjthe Upper Salt River was 56 mches, contajning 15.8 mches of water

This is in the general area of Big

i —-éx‘z__

and on North Rim of Grand Can-
yon snow pack is below normal.

The runoff forecasts consider
the moisture in the soil and the
runoff that has occurred in the
last month or two to come up
with expected spring runoff,
which projects the on-hand mois-
ture in snow and soil and antici-
pates average additional spring
precipitation.

The Salt River stream flow
forecast for January-May is 199
per cent of the 15-year average,
but on the Verde the forecast is
99 per cent since the western half
of the Verde watershed below
5,000 feet is moderately dry. Gila

River stream flow is forecast 195
per cent and San Francisco River

i |at Clifton 232. The Salt and Verde

feed Salt River Project reser-
Turn to WATER on Page 8

WuLIU.

WATER

Concluded From Page One

{vonrs and the Gila pours into San
(Carlos Reservoir.

j SALT RIVER Project reser-
voirs hold 125 per cent of average
storage for this period and about
45 per cent of capacity, with San
‘Carlos Reservoir 114 per cent of
average, but only 9 per cent of
capacity.

| On the Coronado Trail snow
|course on Gila drainage, the 25-
inch snow cover has 5.2 inches of
(\water content, at Beaver Head 32

2 <-6¢

|linches has 8.3 inches of water.

On Workman Creek on Salt wa-
tershed, the 43-inch snow cover
has 13.8 inches of water, close to
‘three times average for this
course.

| Flow .of the Salt ‘is forecast
550,000 acre-feet for the January-
*Mav period, the Verde 190,000
lacre-feet. Salt-Verde reservoirs
\today held 948,831 acre-feet of
‘stored water.

| Gila River is-expected to flow
‘95 000 acre-feet at Virden for the
‘spring runoff period, the San
.| Francisco River at Clifton 105,000
\acre-feet.
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Way Cleared For Flood Plan [ =

a proposed $8.5 million flood con-
trol channel along Indian Bend
Wash into the county flood con-
trol program.

The board voted to strike from
the channel proposal an amend-'

ment which officials said would

block federal participation in the
project.

| The stricken amendment simply
-assured residents of Tempe that
steps would be taken to make
sure the proposal channel project
would not increase the possibility
of the Salt River flooding Tempe.

. However, officials from the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers said the
amendment was not necessary be-

The Maricopa County Flood|cause adequate 'protection- was
Control Advisory Board yesterday|provided for Tempe in the origi-
cleared the way for adoption of|nal channel proposal.

the Salt River and would bar. fed-
eral participation in building the
channel.

They also said the amendment| The federal government will pay ed, will serve to protect Tempe

nel to slow the rush of flood-
waters pouring from the channel|
into the river. |

These measures, Lowry assert-

was restrictive and conflicted with|more than $7 million of the $8.5
other flood control programs along|million channel project if Con-

gress approves the project. The

@oette
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private forecasts completed today.

at the Maverick Fork snow course.

Army Engineers must originate
the recommendation that Congress
appropriate funds for the project,
officials said. :

Despite anticipated objections
from Tempe, the county super-
visors are expected to adopt the
andian Bend Wash proposal Mon-
ay. )

The 11-mile, concrete-lined chan-
nel would run along Indian Bend
Wash, which generally parallels
'Hayden from Indian Bend to the
(Salt River. g

John C. Lowry, acting county

from an additional flood threat
caused by the proposed Indian
Bend Wash channel.

W ater Outlook
|Called Excellent|

The water supply outlook for Arizona, with snow cover in many|
areas the heaviest in years, is very good, according to federal-state-|

Deepest snow measured on the White Mountain watersheds of},
the Upper Salt River was 56 inches, contajning 15.8 inches of water |;

e 0

This is in the general area of Big
Lake. This is the most snow
measured in early February in the
12 years of record at this location.

| SNOW PACK in the Heber area
7,|along the Mogollon Rim is about

: twice the awerage for this date.
Ip| Snow for spring runoff from the
|Gila River watershed is about two
times average, but on the Verde
gRiver is 143 per cent of average
and on North Rim of Grand Can-
yon snow pack is below normal.

th| The runoff forecasts consider
the moisture in the soil and the
rirunoff that has occurred in the
':t‘iast month or two to come up

with expected spring runoff,
which projects the on-hand mois-
=|ture in snow and soil and antici-
pates average additional spring
precipitation.

The Salt River stream flow
forecast for January-May is 199
per cent of the 15-year average,
but on the Verde the forecast is
99 per cent since the western
of the Verde watershed below
, 15,000 feet is moderately dry. Gila
“IRiver stream flow is forecast 195
per cent and San Fragcisco River
at Clifton 232. The Salt and Verde
feed Salt River Project reser-
voirs and the Gila pours into San
Carlos Reservoir.

SALT RIVER Project reser-
voirs hold 125 per cent of average
storage for this period and about
‘|45 per cent of capacity, with San
Carlos Reservoir 114 per cent of

o %

average, hut only 9 per cent of'l
capacity.

On the Coronado Trail snow
course on Gila drainage, the 25-
inch snow cover has 5.2 inches of
water content, at Beaver Head 32
inches has 8.3 inches of water.

On Workman Creek on Salt wa-
tershed, the 43-inch snow cover
has 13.8 inches of water, close to
three times average for this|
course.

Flow of the Salt is forecast|t
550,000 acre-feet for the January-|:
May period, the Verde 190,000
acre-feet. Salt-Verde reservoirs
today held 948,831 acre-feet of
stored water.

Gila River is expected to flow
95,000 acre-feet at Virden for the
spring runoff period, the San
Francisco River at Clifton 105,000
acre-feet.
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Maxwell Dam lake site above these two mountain anchor points, just below
the joining of Salt and Verde rivers, is one of the five recreational and fish
and wildlife areas that would be additional benefit of revised Central Arizona

FACTS, FIGURES UPDATED

Revised Colorado River Wafer
Plans Would Benefit Anzonans

Revised plans to bring Colorado
River water to meet the needs
of Arizona irrigation, cities, towns
and industry set up direct cost-
paying income of about $215 billion
to pay off the estimated $1 billion
cost and interest.

These figures do not attempt to
measure the ever-flowing stream
of benefits to come to people of
Arizona in shoring up its water
supplies for farming, domes-
tic and manufacturing plant us-
age and the recreational side-ben-
efits of lakes. All of these have
been amply demonstrated by the
booming population and economic
gains made in the last few years,

‘based upon existing water proj-

ects.

MORE PEOPLE in Arizona, in-
cluding the fastest growing metr
politan areas in the nation, have

- made the Central Arizona Proj-

ect much more practical even

. than it was when the project or-

iginally was planned in 1947, ac-

. cording to the revised report in

the hands of the Arizona Inter-

. state Stream Commission.

e e T L

The revised report, updating
facts and figures and making a
few changes to meet present and

future conditions was prepared

by the U.S. Bureau of Reclama-
tion for the state of Arizona upon
a $100,000 appropriation by the
state legislature and a $30,000 ap-
propriation by New Mexico to pay
the updating costs.

The up-to-date appraisal and re-
evaluation of the Central Arizona
Project recognizes that water
shortages exist throughout' Ari-
zona and that many nonproject
areas in the state hope to benefit
~—through exchange agreements—
from the importation of water in-
to central Arizona.

Arizona paid for the new study
because the Bureau of Reclama-
tion could not spend federal money
for it before the U.S. Supreme
Court reaches its decision on
water rights.

THE.REPORT assumes that 1,-
200,000 acre-feet of mainstream
Colorado River water will be
available to Arizona as was the
finding of the special master ap-
pointed by the court to hear evi-
dence in the long draw-out suit
brought by 'Arizona to establish
its water rights when the original
1947 plan was shelved in 1951 in
the U.S. House of Representatives,
under California pressure, after
bills authorizing the project twice:
had been passed by the U.S. Sen-
ate. The Supreme Court ruling is

pending.

The federal investment in the
project now would be handily re-it
paid whin the 50-year terms for

‘|reclamation projects, where orig-

inally a 75-year repayment period
had been figured. Reclamation ex-
perts can justify a 100-year re-
payment program for many proj-
ects, but the 50-year provision is
the existing law.. ;

Sale of water and electrical en-
ergy would repay the reimburs-
able costs to the government. The
payout is figured on irrigation
water' to supplement that needed
by existing irrigation projects,
supplies now being overpumped
from the underground., This pay-|
out is figured on irrigation water
to be sold at about $10 per acre-
foot at canalside, and canalside
delivery to municipalities at
around $33.50 an acre-foot.

BRIDGE Canyon Dam on Colo-
rado River above Lake Mead re-
mains the key feature of the
project, since it would generate
electric power for the necessary
pump lifts of aqueduct water and
for commercia] sale.

Wayne M. Akin, chairman of
the Interstate Stream Commission,
said the revised project opens the
way for new planning for the
state’s future needs on a factual
basis.

i

'siphons and tunnels would be

O  The Phoenix Gazette

Project. Useless river bottom above the ley of Phoenix water treatment,
shown in picture at left, and anchor mountain on the east bank of the river,
in p'l'her picture, would become a recreation lake about 25 miles from Phoenix.
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the project will be prepared for
infroduction in Congress as soon
as settlement of the suit with Cali-
fornia is reached.

A physical picture of the proj-
ect, superimposed upon a map of
Arizona, is this:

At Bridge Canyon damsite on
the Colorado River, a high dam
and electric power generating
plant.

STARTING FROM Lake Havasu
on the Colorado River, an aque-
duct about 340 miles long, includ-
ing a 219-mile segment from the
river to the Granite Reef  area
in Maricopa County. This would
include a pump lift at Lake Hav-
asu to start the water to Central
Arizona, a pump lift at the Hassa-
yampa River to boost the water
so it could flow through lower-
cost right-of-way areas. Canals,

constructed.
Flow would be from the Granite

voir. -

water through a pipeline to Tuc-

Charleston damsite on San Pedro
River would push water to Tuc-
son,

Buttes Dam on the Gila would
provide additional storage and
controls as would the Hooker
damsite in the Cliff-Gila area in

border.

FLOCD control features would
be additional benefits.

Project costs are now estimated
at $971,329,000, with $26,385,000 of
this non-reimbursable. The non-
reimbursable portion is the project
cost items to be charged flood
control, fish and wildlife and recre-
ation. These amounts are: Flood
control—3$9,788,000; fish and wild-
life $8,334,000 and recreatlon

‘Reef area to the Picacho vReser-

A pumb lift would send the

son, and another pipeline from the|

New Mexico near the Arizona

A new bill for authorization of

$8,263,000.
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CENTRAL PROJECT AQUEDUCT MAP — How Colorado River
water would be brought to central and southern portions of the

state is

Friday, February 9, 1962

Lake Havasu and deliver water for the Salt River Valley near
Granite Reef, northeast of Mesa, going south and east from that

point for southern portions of the state.

PHOENIX — The Central Ari-
zona Project plan to bring Colora-
do River water to farm lands and
cities in the economic heartland of
the state is completely practical

and it should be done as quickly
as possible, according to a new
study and report just issued by the
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation.

The new report, made possible
by a legislative appropriation of
$100,000 last March, is an up-to-
date appraisal and re-evaluation of
the Bureau's original planning re-
port of 1947. It assumes that
1,200,000 acre-feet of mainstream
Colorado River water will be avail-
able for the project as a result
of the final decision of the U. S.
Supreme Court in the Arizona vs.
California lawsuit. Arizona paid
for the new study because the
bureau could not spend federal
money for it before the supreme
court reaches its decision on wa-
ter rights.

The new report finds that the
multiple purpose Central Arizona
Project will pay out all of its
reimbursable costs in a period of
50 years, with water for irrigation
priced at about $10 per acre-foot
canalside, and water for municipal
and industrial uses at $33.50. All

shown in the map aboye_.{Th_e aqueduet would begin at

Lcosts of the Project allocated to

New Study Finds Central Arizona Project
‘Completely Practical’; Speed Urged

power generation could be repaid
if the commercial power is sold at
six mills per kilowatt hour.

No new lands would be brought
under irrigation through construc-
tion of the Project. All the water
diverted would be used to supple-
ment existing but inadequate wa-
ter supplies for lands already de-
veloped, and for cities and towns
in the project area. ‘

The project area is divided into
two zones: the Central Service
Zone, which includes Maricopa,
Pinal and Pima counties, to which
Colorado River water would be
delivered directly; and The Upper
Tributaries Zone, which includes
all those watershed areas in which
project facilities were included in
the 1947 report, and to which addi-
tional water could be made
available through Colorado River
water exchange arrangements.

Bridge Canyon Dam on the Col-
orado River above Lake Mead re-
mains the key feature of the
Project, since it would provide gen-
eration of electric energy for the
necessary pump lift and for com-
mercial sale. It would turn out
5,800,000,000 kilowatt hours annual-
ly, of which about 1,850,000,000 kilo-
watt hours would be required to
pump water for diversion.

Colorado River water would be

diverted at Lake Havasu, with a
lift of 995 feet. The total length
of the aqueduét would be about
340 miles, including a 219-mile
segment from the river to Granite
Reef in Maricopa County, a 66-
mile segment from Granite Reef
of Picacho Reservoir in Pinal
County, and a 56-mile pipeline
from there to the City of Tucson.
There would also be an aqueduct
from the proposed Charleston Dam
on the San Pedro River to Tucson.

Cash benefits of the Project to
Arizona and the Nation are esti-
mated to be $2,460,000,000 over a pe-
riod of 50 years, as compared with
construction costs of $967,220,000.
This is a very favorable benefit-
cost ratio for reclamation proj-
ects. 5

In determining the need for
the Project the Bureau Report
finds that the total surface water
supply available to the project
area averages 1,460,000 acre-feet
annually, and that current ground-
water withdrawals amount to 4,300,-
000 acre-feet. Pumping from the
groundwater so far exceeds annual
recharge that the need for supple-
mental water is estimated at 2,190,-
000 acre-feet per year.

While the major portion of the
1,200,000 acre-feet of water brought

in by the Central Arizona Project
would be used to supplement
presently inadequate supplies for
agricultural irrigation on develop-
ed lands, it is anticipated that
about 300,000 acre-feet annually
ultimately will be required to meet
growing municipal and industrial
needs in the project area.

' The Bureau Report sees the Cen-
tral Arizona Project as the only
immediate possibility of prevent-
ing a gradual deterioration of the
state’s economy through continuing
forced abandonment of irrigated
farms and a less favorable situa-
tion for continued urban and in-
dustrial development.

The new report is the foundation
upon which Arizona will build its
case of need when a bill to author-
ize the Central Arizona Project is
| presented.
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Study Plea

|for the countywide flood  control
plan. |

no extra cost to the county, pro-
vide traffic-free connecting links
between almost all of the county’s
regional and urban parks and
desert ranges.

' THE PROPOSAL was made to
the Maricopa County Board of
Supervisors by John Peattie, land
acquisition agent for the Mar-
icopa County Parks and Recrea-
tion Department. It has the firm
support of horse owners who have
long complained that the expand-
ing metropolitan area is engulfing
them and then barring their way
to the wide open spaces.

Peattie’s proposal would pro-
vide an easement alongside flood-
control channels on right-of-way

the control program. |

of expense.

By following the channels, the
trails would naturally skirt or go
under streets and highways.

-

.|flood control plans, when it can

be done at no cost to the county,”

"| Peattie said, “we will soon have

‘|safe access to the desert areas
for horsemen and hikers.”

‘| County Manager Charles W.
Miller said the proposal is under
study. 9

Peattie’s is the second plan
| providing relief for horsemen and
| hikers.

The first is being sponsored by
the Arizona State Horsemen’s As-
sociation, which envisages a trail
completely circling the city.

position as chairman of the as-
!sociation’s Region I trail com-
mittee. .

Trail, would follow 150 miles of
natural terrain around the city.
It would follow rivers, creeks and
drainage features around the met-
ropolitan area.

| From its outer rim, other trails
would radiate out to regional

parks, desert ranges and Indian !
‘reservations. .

‘But this group has already met|’
one serious bottleneck. When the|’

Black Canyon Freeway is ex-
tended it would intersect the trail,
forcing riders to cross a heavily
traveled highway. 4

Attempts to reroute the trail
under highway bridges fail, be-
cause the highway department will
leave no room under the bridges
for an equestrian trail.

MRS. GILBERT emphasized the
need for an equestrian trail. She
'said many of the subdivisions in
Phoenix provide lots large enough
to allow accommodations for
horses, and many areas have per-
missive zoning.
| But as the city encircles
these subdivision, riders must
l‘either truck their animals to the
open ranges or ride them across
paved, busy thoroughfares. She
:|said the danger of this to-both
'man and animal is obvious.

At present there is only one
equestrian trail in the area,
running along North Central from
Glendale Avenue northward.

For hikers the trail would offer
a walk over natural terrain with-
out traffic hindrance.

ing an equestrian trail alon

For Trail

By CLIFF RUSSELL
Gazette Staff Writer

Lovers of horseback riding and hiking may soon have
an answer to the increasing problem of being barred
from the open country by traffic arteries.

* A study is being made of the possibility of establiSh-
g channels to be developed

~If approved, the trails would, at ';

R T

the county will obtain anyway for|,

 He suggested the trail be 10|
feet wide. There would be no|
question of paving or other items|

“IF WE INCLUDE this in the

Mesgs [ribeng '
New Equestrian
il Studi
Trails Studied
PHOENIX (UPI) — A proposal
to create equestrian trails along
channels to be developed for the
county wide flood control plan was
under study today by the Mari-
copa County Board of Supervisors.
Under the proposal, the trails
would provide traffic-free connect-
ing links between most of the
county’s regional parks and desert
ranges. Such trails could be estab-
lished at little expense to the\1
county, backers said. The plan was |
submitted to the supervisors by
John Peattie, land acquisition
agent for the Maricopa County
parks and recreation department.
Peattie suggested the trail be 10
feet wide, By following the chan-
nels, the trails would skirt or go
under streets and highways.
Another plan for horse trails was
submitted earlier to the supervis-
ors.. It would establish a trail

Mrs. Elbert R. Gilbert, 480 E.|
Ocotillo, explained the plan to |
the board of supervisors from her |

SHE SAID THE trail, to be|;
called the Valley of the Sun Circle

——

—t et Pt b N N e ek bt bt b s

completely circling the city.

o s e

‘jof Buckeye Irrigation Co., will be
‘|appointed to the Maricopa County

Sboﬂcda fe Projncsc
(0~ 6"

Flood” Control
Bids Are Due

SAFFORD (UPI)—Bids will be
received until March 5 on the
Graveyard Wash dam and related
flood control structures, the sec-
ond stage of the Frye Creek-
Stockton project.

The Graham County Board of
Supervisors said Vearl Lines, con-
tracting officer, will receive the
bids. The Frye Creek Dam and a
.|3% mile outlet channel is the first
phase of the $5 million project
and is now under construction.
| * The Graveyard Dam will chan-

\nel flood waters into the Gila

River, -

R4 »,
Buckeye Man To Get |
Flood Control Post

Wilbur Weigold, superintendent

Flood Control Advisory - Board
Monday, supervisor Mrs. Ruth A.
O’Neill announced yesterday.

Weigold will serve out the term
of W. Othel Narramore, who has
resigned from the board for
health reasons.

Weigold’s term on the board
will expire in November, 1963.
Both men are from Buckeye.




FLOOD-CONTROL SURVEYS
Y- B ST

Planning Begins
In Buckeye Area

Planning for a proposed $4.2 million flood control program for the
Buckeye area will get under way soon, it was announced today by
Mrs. Ruth A. O’Neil, a member of the Maricopa County Board of
Supervisors.

The planning, which will consist of field surveys, will begin March
12 and will be completed in about
a year, and will be carried out by
|a team of U.S. Soil Conservation
‘|specialists.

local agencies and Congress, it
will be financed mostly by the fed-
SEEY. WilE:- deterainet eral government under the Small
ermin e
Watershed Act, Lowry stated.
|location and type of flood control il

|projects which will be constructed,| FLOOD CONTROL structures,
Mrs. O’Neil said. such as dams, would be financed
A flood control project is needed|Py the federal government with
in the Buckeye area to confine the|the state and county sharing the
run-off from the White Tank|rest of the cost.
|Mountains, according to John e
Lowry, county flood control engi- Farmers and ranchers in the af-
|neer. ) fected area would carry out the
In the past, floodwaters have in-|12nd treatment phases of the pro-
flicted heavy damage on agricul-|gram, Lowry said. Involved in the
tural lands, roads, homes and|project will be the Buckeye,
businesses in the Buckeye district.|Roosevelt, Agua Fria and Wicken-
If the project is approved by|burg soil conservation distriets.




Field Study Ready
On Buckeye Flood Control

One Year
Given For
Survey
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Supervisors Rescind
Public Notice Policy |

jwova Kepoblie

Should a governmental agency inform the public of the location of
flood-prone lands and of lands on which flood control projects may

be built? ‘
The answer to that question could cost Maricopa County Supervi- FIELD WORK on a pro-
sors and the taxpayers $2.6 million. sl posed $4.2 million flood con-

trol program in the Buck-

clared:

triohiciast

O’Neil said the resolution was re-
scinded because the issue is now
pending in Superior Court.

These are the developments
which brought the legal question
before the courts:

On May 23, 1960, the supervi-
sors initiated a study of the feas-
ibility of constructing a flood con-
trol reservoir on a 4,500-acre tract

Yesterday the board of super-
visors rescinded a resolution it
adopted last June 12 which de-

The supervisors “feel it is in
the best interest of the inhabitants
of the county and deem it their] Meyers estimated the Superior,
legal obligation and duty as di-|Court would rule in the case with-'
rectors of the flood control dis-|in the month, However, it is
trict that public notice be given of expect::’&a
all contemplated and proposed|submitted to the state Supreme
flood control areas within the dis-|Court for final decision.

BOARD Chairman Mrs. Ruth A.

idestroyed the value of their land
by passing the original resolution.

Jones has the property owners’
request for damages from the su-
Ipervisors under advisement.

t the case will then be|

7 miles southeast of Lake Pleas-
ant.

The study was based on a pre-

liminary report by the U.S. Corps
of Army Engineers which indi-
cated the land was prone to flood-
ing and would be a logical site
of a flood control reservoir, Mrs.
O’Neil said.
At the same time the super-
visors passed a resoultion giving
public notice that the study was
being made.

Last February two property
owners in the proposed flood con-
trol area protested the super-
visors’ resolution charging it had
blocked sale of the land under
study.

THEIR argument was that no
one would buy land that in the
near future might be the bottom
of g_lake, Mrs. O’Neil said.

“To appease the protesting own-
ars, the supervisors in June 1961
-escinded the earlier resolution
ipplying to this specific project.
But at that time, the supervisors
adopted another resolution stating
their belief that they have a legal
obligation to inform the public of
such actions in general. That was
the resolution they rescinded yes-

terday.

At the same time they ordered

determine their exact legal obli-
gation.

THE PROPERTY owners, in the
meantime, asked Judge Ross
Jones to permit them to enter the
lawsuit and ask $2.6 million dam-
ages from the supervisors, both as
county officials and as individuals,
Attorney Donald D. Meyers said.

Meyers, who represents the
supervisors in the suit, said the
'property owners claim the county
T S S T SR
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a lawsuit filed so the courts could,

eye watershed of west cen-
tral Maricopa County will
begin March 12, Supervisor
Ruth A. O’Neil said yester-
day. 5
The planning work;
which is expected to be
completed in about one year, will
be conducted by specialists from
the U.S. Soil Conservation Service‘.'

The survey team will be com-
posed of an engineer, geologist,
hydrologist and an economist.
They will determine the location
and type of flood control projects

wa T AW
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which should be constructed. -

The Buckeye project is need-
ed to confine the runoff flood--
waters from the White Tank‘
Mountains, John Lowry, county
flood control engineer, declared.

“The watershed specialists
will be responsible for selecting’
sites for floodwater retarding
basins, planning of stream chan-
nel improvements and preparing
the over-all work plan to control
floods in the area,” he asserted.

In the past, floodwaters from
the Buckeye watershed have in-
flicted heavy damages to agricul-
tural lands, roads, homes and
businesses in the area, he said.

THE PROJECT, if approved by
local agencies and by Congress,
will be financed largely by the
federal government under the
Small Watershed Act, Lowry ex-
plained.

All flood control structures, such
as dams, would be financed by
the federal government with the
state and county sharing the rest
of the cost, he said.

Land treatment phases of the
program would be conducted by
the farmers and ranchers in the
watershed area, Lowry exe
plained.

The project was initiated by
the county flood control advis
ory board at the request of the
Buckeye, Roosevelt, Agua Fria
and Wickenburg soil conserva-
tion districts, Mrs. O’Neil said.

The project is endorsed by the
town of Buckeye, Arlington Canal
Co., Roosevelt and Buckeye irri-
gation districts.

Lowry said he will meet next
week with Odel Narramore, coun-
ty flood control board member
from Buckeye, Buckeye officials,
and representatives from the con-
servation and irrigation districts
involved in the project to work

out details of the field study.

-

Buckeye Council
Race Draws 12

BUCKEYE — Twelve persons
have filed petitions to run for the
seven-man Buckeye Town Coun-
cil in the April 15 election.

Incumbents running for re-elec-
tion are Mayor John Beloat, Vice
Mayor Earl Herring, Gary Strand-
er, Gentry Arnold and Joe Luquez.

Others filing include James C.

Tilruar Carmon (¢ Yanez. Har-
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Should a governmental agency inform the public of the location of
goqg;pﬁigne lands and of lands on which flood control projects may
be ?

The answer to that question could cost Maricopa County Supervi-
sors and the taxpayers $2.6 million. ‘

Yesterday the board of super-!

visors rescinded a resolution it
adopted last June 12 which de-
clared:

T perrs el s o s st
of the county and deem it their| Meyers estimated the. Superior
legal obligation and duty as di-|Court would rule in the case with-
rectors of the flood control dis-|in the ne?hamonth. However, it is|
trict that public notice be given of [expected that the case will then be|
all contemplated and proposed|submitted to the state Supreme|
floo'c:l control areas within the dis-|Court for final decision.
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BOARD Chairman Mrs. Ruth A.
O’Neil said the resolution was re-
scinded because the issue is now
pending in Superior Court.

These are the developments
which brought the legal question
before the courts:

On May 23, 1960, the supervi-
sors initiated a study of the feas-
ibility of constructing a flood con-
trol reservoir on a 4,500-acre tract
7 miles southeast of Lake Pleas-
ant.

The study was based on a pre-

liminary report by the U.S. Corps
of Army Engineers which indi-
cated the land was prone to flood-
ing and would be a logical site
of a flood control reservoir, Mrs.
O’Neil said.
At the same time the super-
visors passed a resoultion giving
public notice that the study was
being made.

Last February two property
owners in the proposed flood con-
trol area protested the super-
visors’ resolution charging it had
blocked sale of the land under
study.

THEIR argument was that no
one would buy land that in the
near future might be the bottom
‘of a lake, Mrs. O’Neil said.

“To appease the protesting own-
ars, the supervisors in June 1961
-escinded the earlier resolution
wpplying to this specific project.
But at that time, the supervisors
adopted another resolution stating
their belief that they have a legal
obligation to inform the public of
such actions in general. That was
the resolution they rescinded yes-
terday.

At the same time they ordered!
a lawsuit filed so the courts could
determine their exact legal obli-
gation.

THE PROPERTY owners, in the
meantime, asked Judge Ross
Jones to permit them to enter the
Jlawsuit and ask $2.6 million dam-
ages from the supervisors, both as
county officials and as individuals,
Attorney Donald D. Meyers said.

Meyers, who represents the
supervisors in the suit, said the
property owners claim the county
| T AT T R TR
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destroyed the value of their land
by passing the original resolution.

Jones has the property owners’
request for damages from the su-

|
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One Year
Given For:
Survey

FIELD WORK on a pro-
posed $4.2 million flood con-
trol program in the Buck-
eye watershed of west cen-
tral Maricopa County will
begin March 12, Supervisor
Ruth A. O’Neil said yester-
day. ’
The planning work;
which is expected to be
completed in about one year, will
be conducted by specialists from
the U.S. Soil Conservation Service‘,
The survey team will be com-
posed of an engineer, geologist,
hydrologist and an economist.
They will determine the location
and type of flood control projects
which should be constructed. -

The Buckeye project is need-
ed to confine the runoff flood-
waters from the White Tank
Mountains, John Lowry, county
flood control engineer, declared.

“The watershed specialists
will be responsible for selecting-
sites for floodwater retarding
basins, planning of stream chan-
nel improvements and preparing
 the over-all work plan to control

"| floods in the area,” he asserted.

In the past, floodwaters from
the Buckeye watershed have in-
flicted heavy damages to agricul-
tural lands, roads, homes and
businesses in the area, he said.

THE PROJECT, if approved by
3|local agencies and by Congress,
t{will be financed largely by the
;|federal government under the
Small Watershed Act, Lowry ex-
,| plained.

-| All flood control structures, such
tlas dams, would be financed by
the federal government with the
state and county sharing the rest
: of the cost, he said.

Land treatment phases of the
program would be conducted by
the farmers and ranchers in the
watershed area, Lowry ex-
plained.

The project was initiated by
the county flood control advis-
ory board at the request of the
Buckeye, Roosevelt, Agua Fria
‘| and Wickenburg soil conserva-
!| tion districts, Mrs. O’Neil said.

,| The project is endorsed by the

town of Buckeye, Arlington Canal
Co., Roosevelt and Buckeye irri-
gation districts.

Lowry said he will meet next
week with Odel Narramore, coun-
ty flood control board member
from Buckeye, Buckeye officials,
and representatives from the con-
servation and irrigation districts
involved in the project to work
out details of the field study.

- O

Buckeye Council
Race Draws 12

BUCKEYE — Twelve persons
have filed petitions to run for the
seven-man Buckeye Town Coun-
cil in the April 15 election.

Incumbents running for re-elec-
tion are Mayor John Beloat, Vice
Mayor Earl Herring, Gary Strand-
er, Gentry Arnold and Joe Luquez.

Others filing include James C.
Eikner, Carmen C. Yanez, Har-
lan Rains, Fred B. Paselk, Gil-
bert L. Calvert, Charles W. God-
frey and Morris S. Saba.
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Details of the proposed $4,200,-
000 flood control program for the
Buckeye area were explained to
| members of the Buckeye Cham-
( ber of Commerce at its luncheon
meeting yesterday (Wednesday)
by county officials.

In the county group attending
the luncheon were Mrs. James T.
O’Neil, chairman of the Marico-

pa County Board of Supervisors;
Col. (ret.) John C, Lowry, county
flood control engineer; Sam Lan-
ford, county engineer, and Dave
Davenport foreman of the county
highway department’s district 2,

Othel Narramore of Palo Ver-
de and Charles Davis of Buck-
eye, this area’s representatives on
the county’s flood control advis-

y { E}/ & V/; /[;

| stream

Flood Control Planning
Starts Here Next Week

ory board, attended the luncheon
meeting and conferred with the
county officials after the meeting
closed.

Colonel Lowry said <he intends
to get together with Narramore
and Davis again within the next
few weeks,

The project, he explained, en-
visions a flood water retention
dam some 20 feet high and 14%
miles long. In the vicinity of
Buckeye it would be 4% miles
north of Highway 80 and about
a mile north of the route of the
proposed Brenda cutoff,

FIELD WORK on the program
which will be carried out in the
Buckeye watershed, is expected
to begin by March 12,

The planning work, which is
expected to be completed within
a year, will be conducted by
specalists from the U, S, Soil
Conservation Service,

THE SURVEY team will be
composed of an engineer, geolo-
gist, hydrologist, and an econo-
mist.

A flood control project is need-
ed in the Buckeye area to confine
the run-off from the White Tank
Mountains according to Colonel
Lowry.

IN THE PAST, floodwaters
have inflicted heavy damage on
agricultural lands, roads, and
homes and businesses in the

| Buckeye area, he pointed out.

“The watershed specialists will
be responsible for selecting sites
for retarding basins, planning of
channel improvements
and preparing the over-all work
plan to control floods in the area,”
Colonel Lowry said,

THE PROJECT, if approved by
local agencies and Congress, will
be financed largely by the federal
government under the Small Wa-
tersheds Act. All flood control
structures such as dams would be
built with federal funds, with the
state and county sharing other
costs,




Flreworks Expected At Ni:lood\
Monday
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‘Control

A heated session is expected
Monday when the Pinal county
board of supervisors convenes
to hear a petition to form a
flood control district in the
Apache Junction area.

With required legal pub-
lication completed this week,
the heari has been set to
determine the exact boundaries
of the proposed flood control
district.

According to reliable re-
ports, at least one group of lo=-
cal citizens plans to ask the
supervisors to be excluded from
the district, This can present
complications, however, since
these people--from King's
Ranch area--are located more
or less in the middle of the
proposed district, Excluding
them would split the area plan=

Wiegold Named
To (ounly Flood
Conirol Board

Wilbur Wiegold superintendent
of the Buckeye Irrigation Com-
pany, has been appointed Buck-
eye representative on the Mari-
copa County Flood Control Ad-
visory Board, it was announced
Monday by Mrs. James T. O'Neil,
chairman of the county Board of
Suervisors,

He

Othel Narramore of Palo Verde,
who has resigned the ‘post for
health reasons,

€inel 52 €L

Hearing

ned for flood control.

But the state law providing
for establishment of flood con-
trol districts calls for them

to be all in one piece.

The King’s Ranch area pro-
testers are expected to claim
there is no need for flood con-
trol for their property.

Another protest may come
from the Magma Copper Co.
of Superior, whose Magma Ari=-
zona RR line goes through part
of the proposed district.

In general, the proposeddist=
rict encompasses an areaeast-
ward from the northeast cor-
ner of Pinal county for about
18 miles, then south for two
miles and then in an irregular
line westward and somewhat
south to the county line.

According to Irving Vincent,
counsel for the supervisors, the
law requires that on the basis
of the petition, (if all is legally
in order), the board will es-
tablish the boundaries and then
set the date for an election
that will determine if the flood
control district would actually
be formed,

In this same election, there
would be a vote on the three
directors-at-large who would
operate the district,

Real property owners livin:
withing the proposed district,
and who in all other respects
are qualified voters, would be
eligible to cast ballots for or
against the district as well as

 Buckeye News
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will serve out the term of

for the directors,

The proposed Superstition
Flood Control District, as it
would be called, is an outgrowth
of a long-term effort by Byron
Akers of Phoenix to establish
some type of watershed--flood
control-=-soil conservation sys-
tem in the Superstition Mt. area,

Once the district is es-
tablished, it would be eligible
to request federal aid under
certain congressional acts to
construct dams and flood con=
trol facilities in the Superstition
Mt. area or anywhere else with=
in the district. Cost of oper=
ating and maintaining these
facilities would be met through
taxes on property within the
district.

Akers, along with Barney
Barnard and other Junction
and Eastern Maricopa county
residents, was instrumental in
the formation of the Superstition
Usery Pass Watershed assn.
This organization has an ob-
jective generally parallel to
the proposed flood control dis-
trict.

Some commentators on the
problems of controlling poten-
tial floods in the Apache Junc-
tion area cite aconflict between
the efforts of the Akers-led
group and the Maricopa county
flood control district.

This organization, already
functioning, has announced

plans to build a series of flood
control dams both north and
south of Apache Junction. At
least one of them would be in
Pinal county, probably justeast
of Apache Trail north of the
~Junction.

As viewed by some who have
studied the situation, itappears
the need for dams to control
flooding of Apache Junction
would be considerably lessened
--but not eliminated--once the
Maricopa project goes through
with_the aid of federal funds.
However, no details of the
Maricopa district plan have yet
been announced.

Representatives of the Mari-
copa flood control district and
ithe federal Soil Conservation
Service, (which agency provides

the construction funds) have

een invited to attend the hear-

ing in Florence Monday.

The hearing is scheduled to

begin at 11 a.m,

S




ridge Now
rofected
y Flumes

The City of Phoenix is complet-
ing the construction of three
flumes, or spillways, designed to
minimize flood damage to the

South Central Avenue bridge over
the Salt River.

“We’ll breathe a lot easier
now,” said Fred Glendening, pub-
lic works director. “There was a
very real danger that heavy rains
and flooding would undermine the
foundations of the bridge.”

AS UNLIKELY ag it may seem
in dry Phoenix, waters have
lapped at the bridge undergird-
ings on numerous occasions. The
situation is further aggravated by
gravel pit excavations above and
below the bridge, said Glendening.

When heavy rains occur, ex-
cess waters from the canals and
dams pour into the excavation
above the bridge. That fills and
‘|the water rushes to the lower ex-
cavation. En route, the stream
pounds away at the bridge sup-
ports, he explained.

The flumes will divert the
stream from the bridge founda-
tion, =3

The bridge was in trouble in
1922, 1938, and in 1960.

A NEWS STORY on March 20,
1922, reports that ‘‘weakened by
hlg!i"’ water, the result of recent
rains, the first section of the Cen-
tral Avenue bridge spanning the
Salt River settled about three
inches yesterday morning, Traffic
hag not been stopped. Change in
the main channel of the stream
is blamed by engineers for the
damage. When it was built, the
main channel was on the north
side; now it is on the extreme
south end.”

In 1938, a flood filled the bridge
to the bottom of the girders at the
jends, and in 1960 waters topped
ground under the north end.

The flumes are being con-
structed by Tanner Brothers Con-
struction Co. at a cost to the citv
of $100,000.

The Phoenix Gazette
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Three spillways have been erected under South Central bridae.
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Sald To Protect Junction

Pinal county property owners
this week were debating the
size and shape of a proposed
flood control district in the
Apache Junction area. At the
same time, Maricopa county of-
ficials were proceeding at an
‘‘accelerated pace’’ with apro=
ject that could accomplish some
of the goals.

This conflict of effort aimed
at achieving the same much-
sought benefits was revealed to
The Apache Sentinel this week'
by John Lowry, acting chief
engineer of theMaricopa county
flood control district.

Lowry did not, however,calar-
ify one problem that is strongly

stressed by proponents of an
all=Pinal county flood control
plan.

The Maricopa county officials
said that engineering studies to
date have resulted in tentative
location of a series of earth-
fill dams, or more accurately
‘‘levees’’ starting at a point
about three miles east and a
mile or so north of Apache
Junction and proceeding west=
ward and northward for some
15-16 miles.

The eastern portion of this
project, which is partof a major
project of the Soil Conserva-
tion Service, would, said Low-~
ry, ‘‘fully protect the Apache

available for similar use by
the proposed Superstition Flood
Control District which would
be located in Pinal county.

The conflict between the
Maricopa flood control district
and the proposed Pinal county
district appears in these areass;

(1) Creation of the levees
north and east of Apache Junc-
tion by Maricopa county would
pretty much preclude the need
for another flood control
district that would encompass
the Junction proper.

(2) Yet, long-range popu-
lation forecasts, as well as
already announced real estate
development-plans, indicate the
area to the eastof Apache Junc-

/

tion will eventually see consid-
erable construction.Creation of
a flood control district for this
area would be difficult to a-
chieve, especially from an en-
gineering standpoint, if the
western portion (Apache Junc-
tion proper) was not included.

(3) There appears consid-
erable sentiment in favor of Pi=-
nal county doint its flood con-
trol work and Maricopa doing
its own project. This way the
control would be local and
quite probably more effective.

Junction area as far as three
miles east of the Junction pro-:
per and a mile or more to the
northof jt,"

He declined, for policy rea-
sons to pinpoint the exact lo=
cation of the diversion dams
or levees.

Under the federally spon-
sored program, the flood pro-
tection system would be con-
structed by the Soil Conserva=
tion Service, using specific con-
gressional appropriations yet
to be obtained. Operation and
maintainance, however, would
be the responsibility of the Mar=-
icopa flood control district, and
in turn Maricopa taxpayers.

Also, in the event privately
owned land was needed for the

" location of the levees, the local

flood control district would
stand that cost,

Lowry said that some of the
land for the proposed dikes
was state or federally owned
and some of it privately held.

He did not, however, indicate
if the proposed dams would
divert (to irrigation canals or
to the Salt River) most of the
water during flash flood or if
some or much of it would be
retained to improve the water
table in the area.

This is an important point
raised by the Pinal county flood
control district advocates. They
point out that under their plan.
dams would be so constructed
to hold rather thandivert water.
Thus, such a project would
serve a dual purpose:; safe-
guarding the build-up areas
from damaging floods and ade
ding up to the reserve in wells
---the Junction area’s only
source of water,

Lowry said that most of the
work on the project is com-
pleted and that the only ‘‘mis~
sing part'’ is aneconomic study
being made by the Soil Con-
servation Service. This ‘‘cost~
ratio” study would determine
the potential economic damage
to presently unprotected areas.

A spokesman for the SCS
said that as a result of ad=-
ditional funds ($10,000 re-
quested last fall by the local
SCS office), this survey isnear-
ing completion. He indicated
that preliminary results indi-
cated it would be extremely fav-
orable (in terms of showing
the need for flood control here)
and would undoubtedly prove an
effective aid when the request
is made to Congress for the
funds to construct the Maricopa
county-sponsored project.

Though actually made for the
Maricopa county project, this
study would presumably be
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Ask Out Of Flood Control Area

A group of local citizens,
headed by Julian King, of
the King’s ranch area, this week
asked to be ‘‘included out’’ of
a proposed Pinal county flood
control district.

They are opposing efforts
of the group headed by Bryon
Akers of Phoenix and Barney
Barnard of Apache Junction to
establish the district in anarea
about 18 miles eastward and
two to three miles south of the
Maricopa-Pinal county line.

The issue came to a head §

Monday when the Pinal county
board of supervisors held the
legally required hearing to de=-
termine the boundries of the
proposed district,

King, as spokesman for 34
persons, all of them living in
or near the King's Ranch area,
adked that the boundaries be
set to exclude their portion
(about half a section) of the
proposed district.

Emphasizing that neither he
nor his neighbors had any op=-
position to the plan for flood
control in Apache Junction pro-
per, King cited these points in
his argument to the super=
visorss

(1) The area concerned has
never been affected by any pre=
vious floods (it’s too high).

(2) As indicated on a map
presented by Akers, a series
of earth dams would be con=
structed north and eastofKing'’s
Ranch, large ones in Randolph
Frazier, and Bark canyons, and
smaller ones in Hieroglyphic,
Hog and Monument canyons.
King cited the danger that though
construction much of the beauty
and appeal of the Superstition
Mt. would be defaced. He fur-
ther questioned whether the
typography of the proposed
dam=-site was such as to per=-
mit sufficient water storage
to make the project practical.

(3) King said it is a “‘fric=
tion’’ that maintenance and op=
eration of dams by the pro=
posed flood control district
would cost nothing, and he in=
dicated his group did not wish
to pay taxes on a project they
would not directly benefit from.

(4) Apache Junction proper
would not be benefited by flood
control dams in canyons above
or east of the King's ranch
area since the washes cross
Highway 60-70 and flow on south
before turning west.

Expressing ‘‘surprise and
astonishment that Julian King
would take a position in oppoe
sition to flood control,”’ Akers
told the supervisors that engin=
eering and economic survey re-
ports in the process of prep-
aration would show the need
for a flood control project with=

STUDYING A MAP of fhe area after adjourment of fhe hearing Monday

in Florence on the proposed flood control district are four of those asking

to be excluded. All from the King's Ranch area,

der, F. Q. Wilson, Herb Reilly and Julian King.

in the entire proposed district.

He said that a representative
of the Soil Conservation Ser-
vice, acting on an ‘‘appropri-
ation’’ requested by Sen. Carl
Hayden had surveyed the area.
Akers predicted this report
would show a ‘‘surprising ae=
mount of potential economic
damage because of new con-
struction, homes, etc., since
the last major flood in 1954.”

Akers cited the case of a
series of flood control dams
in western Maricopa county
where a maintainance totaled
some $1500 per year. He
stressed that spread over the
entere assessed valuation of the
land affected this amounted to
but ‘‘pennies a year.’’

Akers also cited the fact that
his efforts were a ‘‘labor of
love.’”” He said he had been
interested in flood control for
many years, particularly in the
Superstition Mt. area and that
the work he has done to date
has cost him over $3,000.’’

In answer to a specific ques=
tion from King, Akers said that
at this. time he, did not know

what exactly would be needed
in the way of dams to accomp=
lish the proposed flood control
project,

The hearing was attended by
over 30 persons, about equally
divided between those speaking
in favor of flood control and
those specifically asking to be
excluded from the proposed dis=-
trict.

Among those speaking in fav=
or of the project were: Bar=
ney Barnard, owner of the Su=-
perstition Development Co, Wa=
ter utility; Marion Elson of
Apache Building Supply; Dean
Steffey, Steffey and Lawther
Real Estate; and Jack Hare,
Superstition Mt. Enterprises.

Each of these speakers ef-
fectively cited examples, some
recent, for the need for flood
control in Apache Junction pro=
per.

Most of those asking to be
excluded from the district told
the supervisors that King would
speak for them. However, one
additional voice asking ex=
clusion was that of J.W, Parr
of Florence Junction. He cited

left to right:

J. H. Bor-

the fact that while his property
is included in the proposed dis=
trict, he is eastof QueenCreek,
which in turn is protected from
flooding by the huge Whitlow

Ranch Dam constructed by the
army engineers. He thus pointed
out that such a district would
in no way benefit him or his

property.

The hearing was adjourned
by Chairman Estill Osborn un=

« til 11 a.m. Monday, March 19,

.During the hearing, Osborn
stressed that the purpose of the
session was to determine the
boundries of the proposed flood
control district.

He added that any other prop-
erty owners wishing to be ex-
cluded from the district should
so notify the supervisors, either
through letter or by appear-
ance at the March 19 session.

Once the boundries are set,
the supervisors will appoint
commissioners to hold an elec=

“tion at which property owners

will vote ‘‘yes” or
the district.

unon on
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Federal Flood Control, Watershed
‘System Study Nears Finish;
Preliminary Cost Estimate Soon

%&brdnrg’ To.“a report re=
leased this week, the Maricopa
plan, developed with federal
funds by the Soil Conservation
Service, would fully protect
the Junction area, the Bayless
shopping center and eastward
for almost three miles to in-
clude Palm Springs.

This protection would be a-
chieved mainly from a dam or
levee across Wheeler Wash, at
the northeast corner of section
15, about two miles east and
a mile and a half north of
the Junction.

Most of the land involved
is unimproved but is privately
owned. Only the eastern-most
portion of the U-shaped deten~-
tion dam extend$ o federal
land in section 14.

The Weekes Wash structure
will release floodwater into a
floodway to anotherdam labeled
the ‘‘Apache Junction dam’’,
extending in a northwesterly
direction from a point direct=
ly north of the Junction. This
dam, cutting diagonally across
section 17, will release flood=
waters to other structures to the
west in the Buckhorn-Mesa

- portion of the project and even-
tually into the Salt River or

into the Roosevelt Water Con=

servation District canal.

The second major portion of
the Apache Junction portion of
the Apache Junction-Gilbert
watershed is to be located

“tection 1Or  ApAcCile  JuliCtiUil.

Preliminary plans divulged
by the Soil Conservation Ser-
vice officials at that session
showed the project would have
little effect on the Junction, and
as a result of suggestions made
by chamber members at the
session, the plan was re-drawn
to effect full watershed con=
trol for the Junction.

While the March 5 Florence
hearing heard only from flood
control district sponsors and'
those asking exclusion, the
Monday session is expected to
be of a broader scope because
top officials from both Mari-
copa county and the Soil Con=
servation Service will be on/
hand. . i

WEATHER

} by Carl Erickson

High Low
Mar.7 64 52
| Mar.8 65 42
[ Mar.9 65 44
Mar, 10 56 38
Mar, 11 59 34
Mar., 12 64 36

| Mar, 13 63 33
! Precipitation by ‘
| Lloyd L. Clevenger |
‘ Mar, 7 ol i
Mar. 8 .0 \
\ Mar. 9 .0 |
Mar. 10 20 |
Mar. 11 0 |
Mar, 12 0 '1

Plans for the development

* ol an cxtensive watershed in

West Pinal County to inhibit
flooding of Gilbert and Chand-
ler farm land and arcas around
Apache Junction were progres—
sing on schedule, according to
a comprehensive roundup of
Mood control activity rcleased
this weck by the state soil con=
servation burcau.

Preliminary engincering and
design studics have now bcen
completed for location of three
central watershed dams and
drainage canals and dozcns of
arca civic groups and muni-
cipal authoritics have cndorsed
the project.

Public mcetings arc under=
way by the Pinal County Board
of Supervisors to hear endorse-
ments and opposition arguments
with another conferencc slated
during the regular meeting of
the board next Monday.

According to W, Earl Rhine=-
hart, chief of the watershed
works plan and a member of the
U.S, Soil Conservation Depart-
ment, neanly all field infor-
mation is in with final geo-
logical investigation underway,

Rhinehart said thebureau’s
economic branch is preparing
a benefit and cost determin=-
ation report for submission in
about six wecks.

Hugh Nichols of Apache Junc-
tion, is a member of the steer-
ing committee which helped
prepare the summary.

Contingent on decisions made
subsequent to the meetings,ac-
tual boundaries of the flood
control area will be determined
and residents of the area in-
volved will vote in a special
election to legally establish a
watershed district. Federal
money authorized inthe Water=
shed Protection Act of the 83rd
Congress, would be used.

Opposition to the project has
already gathered around that
watershed affecting  Apache
Junction and Gilbert but only
residents along the Apache
Trail have so far, voiced any
formal objections.

As outlined by the state con=
servation authority, the three
watersheds will handle adrain=
age area of 204 miles and store

a total of 16,700 acre feet
of water in a 22-mile long
system of dams.

All three watersheds will be
directly related to the Gilbert-
Apache region and two specific-

ally will serve the farm land on
the perimeter extending from
the Junction south and west to
Gilbert and into the Chandler-
Williams zone.

Retarding structures for the
Gilbert-Apache system would
be built atWeekes Wash, east
of the Apache Trail; Apache
Junction, above the town; and
Powerline, about six miles
above the Roosevelt Water Con~-
servation District Canal.

For the Chandler-Williams
area, structures would be
erected at Rittenhouse north of
Queen Creek and east of the
Rittenhouse Auxiliary Air Field
and another east of Vineyard
Road and north of Rittenhouse.
These two would be constructed
in series to release floodwat-
ers through a lined floodway to
the Roosevelt District primary
floodway.

According to the report,im-.
plemenation of the flood con=
trol plan would positively avoid
recurrance of the disastrous
floods which washed across the
land in 1954 and again in 1959.

Endorsements of the water=-
shed plan according to
geographic interest, include the
following;

Maricopa County FloodCon-
trol District, Pinal Supervis-
ors, East Maricopa Soil Con-
servation District, Southside
Soil Conservation District,
Town of Gilbert, Roosevelt Wa-
ter Conservation District, Salt
River Valley Water Users As=
sociation, Queen Creek Soil
Conservation District, City of
Chandler.

Supporting the third phase
of the system, that covering the
Buckhorn-Mesa  Watershed,

. i
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‘System Study Nears Finish;

Preliminary Cost Estimate Soon

m M-qng 0™ a report re=
leased this week, the Maricopa
plan, developed with federal
funds by the Soil Conservation
Service, would fully protect
the Junction area, the Bayless
shopping center and eastward
for almost three miles to in-
clude Palm Springs.

This protection would be a-
chieved mainly from a dam or
levee across Wheeler Wash, at
the northeast corner of section
15, about two miles east and
a mile and a half north of
the Junction.

Most of the land involved
is unimproved but is privately
owned., Only the eastern-most
portion of the U=-shaped deten-
tion dam extenas mto federal
land in section 14.

The Weekes Wash structure
will release floodwater into a
floodway to another/dam labeled
the ‘‘Apache Junction dam'’,
extending in a northwesterly
direction from a point direct=-
ly north of the Junction. This
dam, cutting diagonally across
section 17, will release flood=
waters to other structures to the
west in the Buckhorn-Mesa

- portion of the project and even-

tually into the Salt River or

into the Roosevelt Water Con=

servation District canal.

The second major portion of
the Apache Junction portion of
the Apache Junction-Gilbert
watershed is to be located

“fection or Apdcie  JullCiivii.

Preliminary plans divulged
by the Soil Conservation Ser=
vice officials at that session
showed the project would have
little effect on the Junction, and
as a result of suggestions made
by chamber members at the
session, the plan was re-drawn
to effect full watershed con=
trol for the Junction.

While the March 5 Florence
hearing heard only from flood
control district sponsors and
those asking exclusion, the
Monday session is expected to
be of a broader scope because
top officials from both‘ Mari-
copa county and the Soil Con=

servation Service will be on
hand. i
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Plans for the devclopment

* ol an cxtensive watershed in

West Pinal County to inhibit
flooding of Gilbert and Chand-
ler (arm land and arcas around
Apache Junction were progres—
sing on schedule, according to
a comprehensive roundup of
flood control activity rcleased
this weck by the state soil con=
servation burcau.

Preliminary enginccring and
design studies have now been
completed for location of three
central watershed dams and
drainage canals and dozcns of
area civic groups and muni-
cipal authoritics have endorsed
the project.

Public mecetings arc under=
way by the Pinal County Board
of Supervisors to hear endorse=
ments and opposition arguments
with another conferencc slated
during the regular meeting of
the board next Monday.

According to W. Earl Rhine-
hart, chief of the watershed
works plan and a member of the
U.S. Soil Conservation Depart-
ment, nearly all field infor-
mation is in with final geo-
logical investigation underway.

Rhinehart said thebureau’s
economic branch is preparing
a benefit and cost determin=-
ation report for submission in
about six wecks.

Hugh Nichols of Apache Junc-
tion, is a member of the steer-
ing committee which helped
prepare the summary.

Contingent on decisions made
subsequent to the mectings,ac-
tual boundaries of the flood
control area will be determined
and residents of the area in-
volved will vote in a special
election to legally establish a
watershed district. Federal
money authorized in the Water=
shed Protection Act of the 83rd
Congress, would be used.

Opposition to the project has
already gathered around that
watershed affecting  Apache
Junction and Gilbert but only
residents along the Apache
Trail have so far, voiced any
formal objections.

As outlined by the state con=-
servation authority, -the three
watersheds will handle adrain-
age area of 204 miles and store

a total of 16,700 acre feet
of water in a 22-mile long
system of dams.

All three watersheds will be
directly related to the Gilbert-
Apache region and two specific-

ally will serve the farm land on
the perimeter extending from
the Junction south and west to
Gilbert and into the Chandler-
Williams zone.

Retarding structures for the
Gilbert-Apache system would
be built atWeekes Wash, east
of the Apache Trail; Apache
Junction, above the town; and
Powerline, about six miles
above the RooseveltWater Con-
servation District Canal.

For the Chandler-Williams
area, structures would be
erected at Rittenhouse north of
Queen Creek and east of the
Rittenhouse Auxiliary Air Field
and another east of Vineyard
Road and north of Rittenhouse.
These two would be constructed
in series to release floodwat-
ers through a lined floodway to
the Roosevelt District primary
floodway.

According to the report, im-
plemenation of the flood con-
trol plan would positively avoid
recurrance of the disastrous
floods which washed across the
land in 1954 and again in 1959.

Endorsements of the water=-
shed  plan according to
geographic interest, include the
following;

Maricopa County FloodCon=-
trol District, Pinal Supervis-
ors, East Maricopa Soil Con-
servation District, Southside
Soil Conservation District,
Town of Gilbert, RooseveltWa-
ter Conservation District, Salt
River Valley Water Users As=
sociation, Queen Creek Soil
Conservation District, City of
Chandler.

Supporting the third phase
of the system, that covering the
Buckhorn-Mesa  Watershed,
are, in addition to several of
the above, the Tempe and Mesa
soil conservation districts and
the City of Mesa.
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Apache

Maricopa May

AffectLocalPlans

The show-down session on the question of flood con~
trol in the Apache Junction area is set for 11 a.m. next
Monday at the Court House in Florence. At that time,

the Pinal county board of su=
pervisors  will reconvene a
hearing to determine the boun-
dariesand perhaps the feasi-

bility, of tax supported, feder-
ally-aided district to control

flash flood waters from the
Superstition Mountains.

The initial session of the
hearing was adjourned onMarch
5 before it was possible- for
all interested parties involved
to be heard.

Though the basic issue in-
volves some 40-50 residents in
the King’s ranch area and their
desire to be excluded from the
district, a larger question may
be answered at this same hear-
ing.

That question is: will the
supervisors veto the entire idea
of a flood control district for
the Junction area, with or
without the King’'s Ranch por-
tion being included?

An answer to this question is
anticipated as aresult of mount-
ing information that the Mari=-
copa county flood control dis-
trict plans to construct facil-
ities to provide full flood pro-
tection for the main Apache
Junction business and residen=
tial area.

In this case, the chances for
creation of Pinal county flood
control district hinge on two
““iffy"’ questionss

(1) If the King’s ranch area
residents succeed in having
their portion of the proposed
district withdrawn, the district

would thus be cut more than
in half, leaving, in effect, only

COMPROMISE?

A meeting was sched=
uled for late Thursday in
an effort to effect a
compromise solution in
the Apache Junction area
flood control dispute. Ex-
pected to attend were
spokesmen for the pro=-
posed flood control dis-
trict and leaders of the
King’s Ranch area group
asking to be excluded
from the project. Lead-
ers of both sides expres=-
sed keen interest in
avoiding further dispute
at the open hearing Mon=
day in Florence.

the main business-residential
area at the Junction proper.

(2) If in the process of cre~
ating its extensive, three-part
watershed program,Maricopa
county builds dams east and
north of the Junction, then the
need for another major project
is eliminated.

According to a reportre=
leased this week, the Maricopa
plan, developed with federal
funds by the Soil Conservation
Service, would fully protect
the Junction area, the Bayless
shopping center and eastward
for almost three miles to in-
clude Palm Springs.

This protection would be a=-
chieved mainly from a dam or

across the Pinal-Maricopa
county line, running northwest-
erly from a point about five
miles south on Vineyard rd.
These two dams are ‘‘in tan=-
dem’’, the report states, and
thus in total will provide flood
control for a 71 square mile
area,

The Weekes Washdam will
store 1250 acre feet of water,
the Apache Junction Dam, 1025
acre feet and the Powerline
project 3755 acre feet,

The Weekes Wash dam will be
1.2 miles long, Apache Junction
2 and Powerline 3.9 miles,

According to the report, re-
sults of a special economic
survey on the project--aimed
at determining potential dollar
damage in the event of a major
flood=-will be forthcoming
shortly. However, it has been
reliably learned this survey
will show a high damage po-
tential--and possible economic
loss-~for the Apache Junction
area,

Ultimate purpose of the re=-
port is to provide a basis on
which the Maricopa flood con-
trol district and the Soil Con-
servation Service can apply for
congressional appropriations to
build the dams--not_only the
Apache Junction-Gilbert phase,
but also the Buckhorn-Mesa and
Williams-Chandler  portions.
Though separately defined in
terms of sponsorship and pur-~
poses, all three are lumped as
one master project :both by
the SCS and Maricopa county.

In the event federal fundsare
appropriated (and cost es-
timates for the project have
been as high as $5 million)
Maricopa county taxpayers
would be asked to approve a
bond issue to obtain funds to
purchase the private land need-
ed. Operating and maintenance
costs would be met from a
tax levy.

Though the Pinal county board
of supervisors is jointly spon=
soring the project along with
two soil conservation districts
in the area and the Maricopa
flood control district, all costs,
even for the dams in Pinal
county, would be met by Mari-
copa residents.

However, it is not expected
that much would be added to
the Maricopa tax bill since the
entire county has been es=
tablished as one flood control
district., Thus any local area
costs would be shared with all
property owners throughout the
county.

The report credits a meet-
ing sponsored by the Apache
Junction Chamber of Commerce
about a year ago with effect=
ing the changes in the plan
in order to achieve flood pro=-
tection for Apache Junction,

Preliminary plans divulged
by the Soil Conservation Ser-
vice officials at that session
showed the project would have
little effect on the Junction, and
as a result of suggestions made
by chamber members at the
session, the plan was re-drawn
to effect full watershed con-
trol for the Junction,

Flood Control Hearin

g Mon

cipal authoritics have tnuur oce—
the project.

Public mecetings arc under=
way by the Pinal County Board
of Supervisors to hear endorse=
ments and opposition arguments
with another conferencc slated
during the regular meeting of
the board next Monday.

According to W. Earl Rhine-
hart, chief of the watershed
works plan and a member of the
U.S. Soil Conservation Depart-
ment, nearly all field infor-
mation is in with final geo-
logical investigation underway.

Rhinehart said thebureau’s
economic branch is preparing
a benefit and cost determin-

ation report for submission in
about six wecks.

Hugh Nichols of Apache Junc-
tion, is a member of the steer-
ing committee Which helped:
prepare the summary.

Contingent on decisions made
subsequent to the meetings, ac-
tual boundaries of the flood
control area will be determined
and residents of the area in-
volved will vote in a special
election to legally establish a
watershed district. Federal
money authorized in the Water-
shed Protection Act of the 83rd
Congress, would be used.

Opposition to the project has
already gathered around that
watershed affecting  Apache
Junction and Gilbert but only
residents along the Apache
Trail have so far, voiced any
formal objections.

As outlined by the state con=
servation authority, the three
watersheds will handle adrain-
age area of 204 miles and store

“a total of 16,700 acre feet
of water in a 22-mile long
system of dams.

All three watersheds will be
directly related to the Gilbert-
Apache region and two specific-
ally will serve the farm landon
the perimeter extending from
the Junction south and west to
Gilbert and into the Chandler-
Williams zone,

Retarding structures for the
bert-Apache system would
t atWeekes Wash, east
Apache Trail; Apache

Gi

be

Powerline, about six miles
above the Roosevelt Water Con-
servation District Canal.

For the Chandler-Williams
area, structures would be
erected at Rittenhouse north of
Queen Creek and east of the
Rittenhouse Auxiliary Air Field
and another east of Vineyard
Road and north of Rittenhouse,
These two would be constructe=d
in series to release floodwat-
ers through a lined floodway to
the Roosevelt District primary
floodway.

According to the report, im-.
plemenation of the flood con-
trol plan would positively avoid
recurrance of the disastrous
floods which washed across the
land in 1954 and again in 1959.

Endorsements of the water-
shed plan according to
geographic interest, include the
followings

Maricopa County Flood Con-
trol District, Pinal Supervis-
ors, East Maricopa Soil Con-
servation District, Southside
Soil Conservation District,
Town of Gilbert, Roosevelt Wa-
ter Conservation District, Salt
River Valley Water Users As-
sociation, Queen Creek Soil
Conservation District, City of
Chandler,

Supporting  the third phase
of the system, that covering the
Buckhorn -Mesa Watershed,
are, in addition to several of
the above, the Tempe and Mesa

Q011 AAncartatinn Aictwiatra Aavd
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The show-down session on the question of flood con-
trol in the Apache Junction area is set for 11 a.m. next
Monday at the Court House in Florence. At that time,

the Pinal county board of su=
pervisors  will reconvene a
hearing to determine the boun=-
dariesand perhaps the feasi-

bility, of tax supported, feder-
ally-aided district to control
flash flood waters from the
Superstition Mountains. |

The initial session of the
hearing was adjourned onMarch
5 before it was possible for
all interested parties involved
to be heard.

Though the basic issue in=
volves some 40-50 residents in
the King’s ranch area and their
desire to be excluded from the
district, a larger question may
be answered at this same hear=
ing.

That question is; will the
supervisors veto the entire idea
of a flood control district for
the Junction area, with or
without the King’s Ranch por=
tion being included?

An answer to this question is
anticipated as aresult of mount-
ing information that the Mari-
copa county flood control dis-
trict plans to construct facil-
ities to provide full flood pro-
tection for the main Apache
Junction business and residen=
tial area. s

In this case, the chances for
creation of Pinal county flood
control district hinge on two
‘‘iffy"’ questionss

(1) If the King’s ranch area
residents succeed in having
their portion of the proposed
district withdrawn, the district

would thus be cut more than
in half, leaving, in effect, only

COMPROMISE?

A meeting was sched=-
uled for late Thursday in
an effort to effect a
compromise solution in
the Apache Junction area
flood control dispute, Ex-
pected to attend were
spokesmen for the pro=
posed flood control dis-
trict and leaders of the
King’s Ranch area group
asking to be excluded
from the project. Lead=-
ers of both sides expres-
sed keen interest in
avoiding further dispute
at the open hearing Mon=
day in Florence.

the main business-residential
area at the Junction proper.

(2) If in the process of cre=~
ating its extensive, three-part
watershed program,Maricopa
county builds dams east and
north of the Junction, then the
need for another major project
is eliminated.

According to a reportre=
leased this week, the Maricopa
plan, developed with federal
funds by the Soil Conservation
Service, would fully protect
the Junction area, the Bayless
shopping center and eastward
for almost three miles to in-
clude Palm Springs.

This protection would be a-
chieved mainly from a dam or
levee across Wheeler Wash, at
the northeast corner of section
15, about two miles east and
a mile and a half north of
the Junction.

Most of the land involved
is unimproved but is privately
owned, Only the eastern-most
portion of the U=-shaped deten-
tion dam extend$ Mmto federal
land in section 14.

The Weekes Wash structure
will release floodwater into a
floodway to another dam labeled
the ‘‘Apache Junction dam’’,
extending in a northwesterly
direction from a point direct=
ly north of the Junction., This
dam, cutting diagonally across
section 17, will release flood=
waters to other structures to the
west in the Buckhorn-Mesa
- portion of the project and even-
tually into the Salt River or
into the Roosevelt Water Con=
servation District canal. :

The second major portion of
the Apache Junction portion of
the Apache Junction-Gilbert
watershed is to be located

across the Pinal=-Maricopa
county line, running northwest=
erly from a point about five
miles south on Vineyard rd.
These two dams are ‘‘in tan-
dem’’, the report states, and
thus in total will provide flood
control for a 71 square mile
area.

The Weekes Washdam will
store 1250 acre feet of water,
the Apache Junction Dam, 1025
acre feet and the Powerline
project 3755 acre feet,

The Weekes Wash dam will be
1.2 miles long, Apache Junction
2 and Powerline 3.9 miles,

According to the report, re-
sults of a special economic
survey on the project--aimed
at determining potential dollar
damage in the event of a major
flood=-will be forthcoming
shortly. However, it has been
reliably learned this survey
will show a high damage po-
tential--and possible economic
loss--for the Apache Junction
area,

Ultimate purpose of the re=-
port is to provide a basis on
which the Maricopa flood con-
trol district and the Soil Con-
servation Service can apply for
congressional appropriations to
build the dams--not only the
Apache Junction-Gilbert phase,
but also the Buckhorn-Mesa and
Williams-Chandler  portions.
Though separately defined in
terms of sponsorship and pur~
poses, all three are lumped as
one master project both by
the SCS and Maricopa county.

In the event federal funds are
appropriated (and cost ese
timates for the project have
been as high as $5 million)
Maricopa county taxpayers
would be asked to approve a
bond issue to obtain funds to
purchase the private land need-
ed. Operating and maintenance
costs would be met from a
tax levy.

Though the Pinal county board
of supervisors is jointly spon=
soring the project along with
two soil conservation districts
in the area and the Maricopa
flood control district, all costs,
even for the dams in Pinal
county, would be met by Mari-
copa residents.

However, it is not expected
that much would be added to
the Maricopa tax bill since the
entire county has been es=
tablished as one flood control
district. Thus any local area
costs would be shared with all
property owners throughout the
county.

The report credits a meet-
ing sponsored by the Apache
Junction Chamber of Commerce
about a year ago with effect=
ing the changes in the plan
in order to achieve flood pro=-
tection for Apache Junction.,

Preliminary plans divulged
by the Soil Conservation Ser-
vice officials at that session
showed the project would have
little effect on the Junction, and
as a result of suggestions made
by chamber members at the
session, the plan was re-drawn
to effect full watershed con=
trol for the Junction.

While the March 5 Florence
hearing heard only from flood,
control district sponsors and'
those asking exclusion, the
Monday session is expected to
be of a broader scope because
top officials from both Mari-
copa county and the Soil Con-
servation Service will be on/
hand. - |

- WEATHER |
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the project.

Public mecetings arc under=
way by the Pinal County Board
of Supervisors to hear endorse=
ments and opposition arguments
with another conferencc slated
during the regular meeting of
the board next Monday.

According to W. Earl Rhine-
hart, chief of the watershed
works plan and a member of the
U.S. Soil Conservation Depart-
ment, nearly all field infor-
mation is in with final geo-
logical investigation underway.

Rhinehart said the bureau’s
economic branch is preparing
a benefit and cost determin-
ation report for submission in
about six wecks.

Hugh Nichols of Apache Junc-
tion, is a member of the steer-
ing committee which helped:
prepare the summary.

Contingent on decisions made
subsequent to the meetings,ac=
tual boundaries of the flood
control area will be determined
and residents of the area in-
volved will vote in a special
election to legally establish a
watershed district. Federal
money authorized in the Water=-
shed Protection Act of the 83rd
Congress, would be used.

Opposition to the project has
already gathered around that
watershed affecting  Apache
Junction and Gilbert but only
residents along the Apache
Trail have so far, voiced any
formal objections.

As outlined by the state con=
servation authority, the three
watersheds will handle adrain-
age area of 204 miles and store

a total of 16,700 acre feet
of water in a 22-mile long
system of dams.

All three watersheds will be
directly related to the Gilbert-
Apache region and two specific—

ally will serve the farm land on
the perimeter extending from
the Junction south and west to
Gilbert and into the Chandler-
Williams zone.

Retarding structures for the
Gilbert-Apache system would
be built atWeekes Wash, east
of the Apache Trail; Apache
Junction, above the town; and
Powerline, about six miles
above the Roosevelt Water Con-
servation District Canal.

For the Chandler-Williams
area, structures would be
erected at Rittenhouse north of
Queen Creek and east of the
Rittenhouse Auxiliary Air Field
and another east of Vineyard
Road and north of Rittenhouse.
These two would be constructed
in series to release floodwat-
ers through a lined floodway to
the Roosevelt District primary
floodway.

According to the report, im-
plemenation of the flood con-
trol plan would positively avoid
recurrance of the disastrous
floods which washed across the
land in 1954 and again in 1959.

Endorsements of the water-
shed plan according to
geographic interest, include the
followings

Maricopa County FloodCon=-
trol District, Pinal Supervis-
ors, East Maricopa Soil Con=-
servation District, Southside
Soil Conservation District,
Town of Gilbert, Roosevelt Wa-
ter Conservation District, Salt
River Valley Water Users As=
sociation, Queen Creek Soil
Conservation District, City of
Chandler.

Supporting the third phase
of the system, that covering the
Buckhorn-Mesa  Watershed,

are, in addition to several of
the above, the Tempe and Mesa
soil conservation districts and
the City of Mesa.
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Apache Junction, Arizona

Flood Control Hearin

Maricopa May

AffectLocal Plans

The show-down session on the question of flood con~

trol in the Apache Junction

area is set for 11 a.m. next

Monday at the Court House in Florence. At that time,

the Pinal county board of sue
pervisors  will reconvene a
hearing to determine the boun-
dariesand perhaps the feasi-

bility, of tax supported, feder-
ally-aided district to control

flash flood waters from the
Superstition Mountains.

The initial session of the
hearing was adjourned onMarch
5 before it was possible for
all interested parties involved
to be heard.

Though the basic issue in-
volves some 40-50 residents in
the King’s ranch area and their
desire to be excluded from the
district, a larger question may
be answered at this same hear=
ing.

That question is: will the
supervisors veto the entire idea
of a flood control district for
the Junction area, with or
without the King's Ranch por-
tion being included?

An answer to this question is
anticipated as aresult of mount-
ing information that the Mari-
copa county flood control dis-
trict plans to construct facil-
ities to provide full flood pro-

tectinon far tha main Anache

across the Pinal=-Maricopa
county line, running northwest=
erly from a point about five
miles south on Vineyard rd.
These two dams are ‘‘in tan-
dem’, the report states, and
thus in total will provide flood
control for a 71 square mile
area.

The WeekesWash dam will
store 1250 acre feet of water,
the Apache Junction Dam, 1025
acre feet and the Powerline
project 3755 acre feet.

The Weekes Wash dam will be
1.2 miles long, Apache Junction
2 and Powerline 3.9 miles.

According to the report, re-
sults of a special economic
survey on the project--aimed
at determining potential dollar
damage in the event of a major
flood=-will be forthcoming
shortly. However, it has been
reliably learned this survey
will show a high damage po-
tential--and possible economic
loss=~for the Apache Junction
area,

Ultimate purpose of the re-
port is to provide a basis on
which the Maricopa flood con-
trol di.strict and the Soil Con~-

cipal authoritics have cnuvr scw

g Monday

the project.

Public mcetings arc under=
way by the Pinal County Board
of Supervisors to hear endorse=
ments and opposition arguments
with another conferencc slated
during the regular meeting of
the board next Monday.

According to W. Earl Rhine=-
hart, chief of the watershed
works plan and a member of the
U.S. Soil Conservation Depart-
ment, nearly all field infor-
mation is in with final geo-
logical investigation underway.

Rhinehart said thebureau’s
economic branch is preparing
a benefit and cost determin=-
ation report for submission in
about six wecks.

Hugh Nichols of Apache Junc-
tion, is a member of the steer-
ing committee Wwhich helped
prepare the summary.

Contingent on decisions made
subsequent to the meetings,ac=
tual boundaries of the flood
control area will be determined
and residents of the area in-
volved will vote in a special
election to legally establish a
watershed district. Federal
money authorized in the Water-
shed Protection Act of the 83rd
Congress, would be used.

Opposition to the project has
already gathered around that
watershed affecting  Apache
Junction and Gilbert but only
residents along the Apache
Trail have so far, voiced any
formal objections.

As outlined by the state con=
servation authority, the three
watersheds will handle adrain-

. aPUNINA e RV m At N e




Watershed Systemeesigned

| @ ﬁ’
| Flood control measures to

protect residents in the Apache
Junction-Mesa northern per-
imeter were nearing a point
of acceleration this week, ac=
cording to a general summary
ireleased by the U,S, Conser=-
‘vation Department.
Currently, the bureau is
| conducting extensive investiga=
tion into a program which would
establish flood control projects
in three major watershed areas
in West Pinal County.

Engineering and design stud=
ies have been completed for
location of all three central
watershed dams and drainage
canals and dozens of area cive
ic groups and municipal author-
ities have endorsed the project.

Affected by the proposed sys=
tem would be a total of over
300,000 acres with a drainage
area of 204 miles and a rtotal
of 16,700 acre feet of water
held by a 22-mile long system
of dams.

.Protecting the Junction=Mesa
region and known as the Buck=-
horn~-Mesa watershed, will be
four floodwater structures e-
rected near Spook Hill and Sig-

nal Butte above the Apache
Trail and the new Bush High-
way to release floodwaters into

a floodway leading to the Salt
River and also in the Consoli=
dated Canal for piping off for
irrigational use.

Some 74,000 acres will be
involved in this watershed.

According to W, Earl Rhine-
hart, chief of the watershed
works plan and a member of
the federal bureau,nearly all
field information is in with a
final geologic investigation un=
derway.

Rhinehart said the bureau’s
economics branch is prepar=
ing a benefit Yand cost deter=-
mination report for submission
in about six weeks. HughNichols
of Apache Junction and the east
Maricopa Soil District, is
chairman of the steering com-
mittee which helped draft the
bureau’s summary.

Public meetings are under-
way by the Pinal County Board
of Supervisors to hear endorse=
ments and opposition arguments
with another conference slated
juring the regular meeting of
the board next Monday.

Contingent on decisions made

3-

Buckhorn-Mesa Area

eho St

(66l

subsequent to the meetings, ac=

‘tual boundaries of the flood con=

trol area will be determined and
residents of the area involved
will vote in a special elec-
tion to legally establish a wate
ershed district. Federal money
authorized in the Watershed

Protection Act of the 83rdCon-

gress would be used.

Locally, residents would pay
for easements and rights-of=
way purchases and administer
and maintain the completed fa=
cilities.

A further program to re-
charge underground water
would be cost-shared locally
with the government,

According to the report, ime
plementation of the flood con=
trol plan would positively avoid
recurrence of the disastrous
floods which struck in 1954 and
again in 1959. Endorsers of the

Buckhorn-Mesa watershed ine
clude the Flood Control District
of Maricopa County, Pinal
County Board of Supervisors.l
East Maricopa SoilConservaw~
tion District, and the Tempe
and Mesa soil conservation
districts.

——
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PHOENIX (UPI) — Gov. Paul
Fannin told professional engineers
Wednesday night that Arizona
i| must be ready to utilize additional
water from the Colorado River

that the Central Arizona
0| Project would vastly benefit the
/| entire state.

¢| He said the constant expansion

of Central Arizona’s economy “‘in-
evitably must kindle and support
greater growth in Kingman, Hol-
brook, Flagstaff, Yuma, Safford
and all points in between.”
Addressing the Phoenix branch

of the American Society of Civil |

Engineers, the governor said
bringing more Colorado River
water to Central Arizona would

/a’pub//d,

Central Project Benefits Seen Statewide

permit “cities such as Flagstaff,
Williams and others located on
the watershed ... to retain more
tributary water to supply their
municipal and industrial needs.”
Fannin said pending a U.S.
Supreme Court decision on the
Arizona - California’ water suit,
Arizona was assuming that 1.2
million acre feet of water annual-

- Y

ly w‘:)uld be diverted for the
Central Arizona Project.

Of this, he said, average annual
deliveries for municipal and in-
dustrial uses over a period of 50
years would be 265,000 acre feet
and for farm irrigation 814,000
acre feet.

The governor warned that Ari-
zona's water deficiency is esti-
mated to be more than 2 million
acre feet a year, making it
“obvious that the amount of water
to be brought in from the Colo-
rado through the Central Arizona
Project will only partially relieve
the present deficiency.”

He told the engineers that Ari-
zona must increase its power
supplies by an average of 10 per
cent year, which was the reason
for seeking authority to build a
dam at Marble Canyon on the
Colorado. “The profits from
Marble Canyon can go to support

3’20 &

the Central Arizona Project, if
needed,” he said, “just as could
a federal job. But under state
sponsorship, Marble Canyon pow-
er could be exclusively Arizona's.”

Fannin said that with Arizona's
water needs continuing to grow,
and considering the interrelation-
ship of its economy with Califor-
nia’s, it might be possible for the
two states to make some ex-
change agreements which would
give Arizona some surplus water
from northern California.

“But,” he added, “let me em-
phasize that full = utilization of
Arizona’s share of the Colorado
River is the most urgent need of
the present. All of our effort must
be concentrated on that until it
is accomplished. The Central Ari-
zona Project is an all Arizona
project and it is the first order
of business for every citizen of
Arizona.”

(—;a'Ze/}z(f,

shared by Maricopa and Pinal
counties along their common bor-
ders, John C. Lowry, Maricopa
County flood control engineer, said
today.

Lowry urged close coordination
in a talk prepared for delivery to
the Apache Junction Chamber of
Commerce later today.

“Flood waters have no respect

he said.

A FIELD situdy by the U.S. Soil
Conservation Service indicates the
need for five levees in the vicinity

for county or even state lines,”|

of Apache Junction to remove the

copa County, Lowry said.

He estimated an annual savings
of $200,000 in flood damages in
and around Mesa, Gilbert, Chan-
dler, Higley and Williams Air
Force Base. This does not take
into account savings to the
Apache Junction area in Pinal
County.

PROPOSED FOR location north
and northeast of the junction are
Apache Junction and Weeks Wash
levees. Three south of the H junc-
tion and east of Williams Field
near the county line are identi-
fied ‘as Power Line, Vineyard
Road and Rittenhouse levees.

THURSDAY, MARCH 22, 1962

Cooperation Termed Solution
To Counties' Flood Problems

Mutual cooperation will speed|flood threat from urban and agri-
the solution to flood problems’cultural areas in Eastern Mari-

Lowry said the Soil Conserva-

tion Service is making a cost ratio

study now to determine if bene- '
fits of the earthfill would exceed:
construction and maintenance
costs. >

He said the soil conservation
studies are cosponsored by the
Maricopa and Pinal County boards ,
of supervisors.

-

ALSO UNDER study is the cost™
and feasibility of recharging the
Apache Junction area water table
with diverted flood watérs,

If approved by Congress, con-:*
struction of the levees and associa-7
ted structures would be financed>
with federal funds. ak
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announced.

THURSDAY, MARCH 22, 1962

A multimillioﬁ-dollar flood con-in the plan are an $8.5 million|the White Tank Mountains. .
trol bond issue will be presented|channel along Indian Bend Wash| Funds already have been allo-|Pected to be several million, will

to the voters in the spring of 1963,|from Indian Bend Road to the{cated by Congress gair oun
Supervisod Mrs. Ruth A. O’Neil Salt River; channel clearance of|phases of the county flood control|flood control district. The district

Flood Control Bond VofePIanne’d’

THE COST to the county, ex-

for some|be assessed against the county

hrznewersy rannal

the Gila and Salt rivers from(program. Other proposals will bejnow has a tax rfate of 5 cents'
Granite Reef to Gillespie dams;|submitted to Congress for ap-|for each $100 of assessed valua-

The exact amount of the issue|and a l4-mile levee just south of|proval this year.

is not determined. The complete
program, designed to protect
Maricopa County from flood rav-
ages, will cost in excess of $20
million, but a major portion will
be borne by the federal govern-
ment.

THE PROGRAM, under study
for more than a year, consists
of building dams, dikes and
levees, dredging channels and

Major proj

clearing rivers.

ects to be included
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Best In Decade

Because Arizona’s snow cover

farmers are soaking their fields with as much as 5,000 acre-feet of

water daily in pre-irrigation for
preparation.

Snow pack on the higher mountains, which is the source for most

of the water that runs into irri-

n Snow

is the best in 10 years, Valley

cotton planting and other ground

gation reservoirs, is about 214
times average for this time of
year, and in some locations all
records have been exceeded.

Mdunt Lemmon, near Tucson, the assessment, gave the Valley

has 10 times its -average snow

pack, and three times the pre-|N€avily. \

vious high of 1952. ;

THERE ARE ‘more than 20|SPring runoff, March through May,
inches of water content in the bet-|now are twice the average on the

ter than 5 feet of snow measured
at Maverick Fork on Salt River
by U.S. Soil Conservation Service

state and private agencies.

With Salt River Project reser-
voirs holding plentiful supplies of
irrigation water—and much more

where that came from—growers|down runoff and diversions for ir-
are rumning as much as 5,000 rige.ztion have been large in antici-
acre-feet of water on. fields each [Pation of the heavy spring runoff
day. The recent additional allot-|SC 82ins in reservoir storage in

ment, making another one-half

age on the Gila River, which sup-
and other cooperating federal |Plies the San Carlos Project, and

"131, times average flow on Little
Colorado River above Lyman
Reservoir.

acre-foot of water available to
each acre of land, beyond the
basic 2 acre-feet that comes with

farmers incentive to water

STREAM FLOW forecasts for

Salt River Project, 24 times aver-

Cool temperatures have slowed

Turn to SNOW on Page 4

tion. ' e

-

[|Valley produced 18,530 acre-feet in
.|the same period.

:|River at intake during the March-

‘land U.S. Weather Bureau and
‘|some private agencies and individ-
‘luals and other federal and state
‘lagencies. Richard W. Enz is snow

[|compiles the survey information.

‘|staff’s precipitation totals 13.27
‘linches or 7.64 inches greater than

;|ber-February totals in analysis by
|Paul C. Kangeiser, Arizona state
;|climatologist of the U.S. Weather

SNOW
Concluded From Page One

'March so far have not been spec-
tacular,

SALT RIVER Project reser-
voirs, however, were holding 143
per cent of average storage for

54 per cent of capacity. The San

cent of average storage, but only
14 per cent of capacity. Salt and
Verde rivers and Tonto Creek pro-
duced 85,400 acre-feet during the
first half of March, while the Gila
River at the head of the Safford

Stream flow forecast for the Salt

May period is 505,000 acre-feet,
Tonto 40,000, and the Verde River
above Horseshoe Dam 152,000.

COOPERATING in the SCS snow
survey compilations are the Salt
River Project, U.S. Forest Service

survey supervisor for SCS and

In the current water year, Flag-

the long-term mean for the Octo-

Bureau.

Springerville’s current water-
year total (October-February) is 5
inches above the long-term mean,

mid-March and storage is around|

Carlos Reservoir holds 165 per|.

with 7.85 inches recorded.

CLIFTON’S 8.88-inch total for
the same period is 4.81 above the
average, Grand Canyon head
quarters on the South Rim has
6.38, which is but 0.30 above aver
age.

Payson Ranger Station’s total ¢
9.98 inches is a plus 1.25 ove
average. |

Water content in the almost 5
feet of snow at the Fort Apache|
and Baldy snow courses is slightly
more than 17 -inches by on-the-
ground measurements made at
mid - March. Mormon Mountain
snow holds 12 inches of water and
there is 17 inches of snow-water
at the Arizona Snow Bowl.
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Supervisors HeurDeiaiIs OfaMuricopu

Flood Control Project, Delay Decision

Proponents and opponents of an Apache Junction flood
control district went another round Monday in Chapter
Two of a hearing before the Pinal county supervisors.

Nothing was resolved as Chairman Estill Osborn ad-
.journed the lengthy session after nearly 2-1/2 hours of
discussion and debate, However, a change in the proposed
district boundaries was suggested that would seem to
eliminate most opposition.

Considerable information was made public that should
aidimmeasurably as the supervisors move toward a final
decision, scheduled to follow another hearing session set
for Monday, April 2.

While those for and against the proposed flood control
district managed to make several important statements,
the bulk of the session was occupied by representatives
of the U,S, Soil Conservation Service (SCS) and the Mari-
copa county Flood Control district, who were appearing
at the invitation of the Pinal supervisors.

These gentlemen told the story, as originally and ex=
clusively reported in The Apache Sentinel last week, of
how Maricopa county, with federal assistance, plans tc
build a series of dams, levees and floodways, mostly ir
Pinal county.

Primary purpose of these planned projects will be to
protect urban areas and farmland in Maricopa county.
A major side effect will be the total protection of the
Apache Junction area from even the most severe flash
floods, including the so-called ‘‘hundred-year’’ flood.

Though several flood control facilities are planned,
most important to the Apache Junction and Apache Trail
area residents are the Weekes Wash and Apache Junction
units, which will divert heavy floodwaters westward from
a point starting about three miles north and east of Apache
Junction proper.

As emphasized by Col. John Lowry, chief engineer and
-general manager of the Maricopa County Flood Control
district, the cost of land acquisition, operation and main-
tenance of the flood control works will be borne by Mari-
copa county taxpayers, presumeably through a bond issue.
Construction costs, once congressional appropriations are
obtained, will be from federal funds.

In net, this would be the situation according to the
joint Soil Conservation Service--Maricopa county plans:

(1) Pinal county residents and businessmen in the Apache
Junction area would receive full flood protection without
setting up a separate flood control district, and thus
without additional taxation; :

(2) Maricopa county residents living to the west--as
far as the Eastern Auxiliary canal of the Roosevelt Water
Conservation district, will have equally effective flood
protection from a series of dams and levees in an un-
broken line running from east of the Junction ultimatly to
the RWCD canal to the Salt River,

Property owners here, of course, would be assessed
for the project, but since all of Maricopa county makes
up the single flood control district, the burden would
probably be spread to the point there would be little
effect on any single property owner in the area.

But there is one slight hitch: the bond issue necessary
to raise funds for the land acquisition, operation, etc.,
must be approved by the entire district--the whole county.
It is expected that several other flood control projects
in other parts of Maricopa county will be submitted at the
same time, to gain universal approval of a bond issue.

One point discussed by Lucien Hill and W, Earl Rhine-
hart of the SCS was the amount of water presently flow-
ing through washes in the Junction area that would be
diverted by the Weekes Wash and Apache Junction dams.

As expressed by several Junction people in the audience
through questioning of the SCS officials, of chief concern
is the recharging of the ground water table in the Junction
area.

No clear-cut answer was forthcoming, though there
were several references to experimental work being done
by Arizona State university experts. To date, it was
reported, silting problems appear to make specific ef-
forts at water recharge difficult or impossible, and if
nothing else, extremely costly.

The Weekes Wash structute would be built in sections

14 and 15 of Township 1 North, Range 8 East, northeast.

of the Junction. A flood way connects with the Apache
Junction dam which runs northwesterly from a point near
the Junction proper.

From here, a series of levees would hold and if neces-

sarv divert floodwaters westward and northward past Bush
highway to the Salt River,

According to Rhinehart, cost estimates on the project
will be available in five or six weeks and by July a rough
draft of the total plan will be completed. He said the en-
gineers expect to have a final work plan ready to submit
to Congress next year,

Of key importance in any flood control planning, and
this would be true of any similar project in Pinal county,
was the ‘‘costeratio’’ factor=-comparison of the cost of
the project with the potential economic damage in the event
the dams were not built,

As explained by Col, Lowry, many of the dams are
planned for Pinal county though mainly designed to aid
Maricopa county since ‘‘the waters that can cause the
damaging floods are generated in Pinal county ( the
Superstition Mts.)"’

Since the Pinal supervisors are listed as sponsors of
the project, there will be no problem in construction of
the dams and levees in Pinal county, but such sponsor-
ship does not permit taxing for them in Pinal county--
unless a separate flood control district is established.

Lowry said that as part of the construction program,
any privately owned land above the dams that would be
affected by even temporary detention of the floodwaters
would be purchased by the county.

Rhinehart said these studies have not been completed
for the project that would cover Apache Junction, but he
indicated they would meet the requirements by a narrow
margin,

On the other hand, he stated his opinion that there would
be no economic justification for federal assistance on a
flood control project that would cover the area to the east
of Apache Junction. Further he said there appeared little
need for a flood control project east of the Junction since
the topography of the area was ‘‘undulating’ in nature.
He admitted an engineering survey of the land in ques=-
tion--to the east--had not been made.

Following departure of the group that discussed the
Maricopa project, the hearing returned to the specific
request of certain property owners--mainly those in the
eastern portion of the proposed district, to be excluded
from its boundries.

Julian King, as spokesman for a group of 40-50 citizens
from the King Ranch area--read a statement detailing the
group’s major objections to being included in the pro-
ject: there would be no benefit to their area.

Bill Barkley, long-time cattle raiser in the Superstition
Mt, area, spoke briefly:

“I'm interested in getting the water back in the ground.
If you leave it as it is, it'll be better for everybody."

Jack Parr, of Florence Junction, reiterated his state-
ment made two weeks previous that he was protected
by the dam on Queen Creek. He asked that his property
be excluded.

Ernest Miller presented a petition to the supervisors
that he said carried the names: of 28 persons in sections
19 and 20 (the Junction proper and along the Apache
Trail westward) who ‘‘are opposed to the flood control
district.”” Th®sé people live in the area that would bel
most directly affected by any flash flooding from the
Suerstitions.

Barney Barnard, one of the leaders of the effort to es=
tablish the Pinal county flood control district, stated that,

““In view of the opposition by certain areas, we pro-
pose to change the boundries of the district to exclude
those not wishing to be in,"’

He then presented the supervisors a revised map of
the proposed district. This revised version would cut
off a 36-square mile area around Florence Junction as
well as the isolated south half of section 33 (TIN, 9E)--
the King Ranch area.

Barnard again emphasized to the supervisors the need
to conserve the water in the soil.

Marion Elson, who said he was ‘‘speaking on behalf
of several owners of land totaling 4000-5000 acres east
of Apache Junction,” said that these land owners fully
approved the plan for a flood control district,”

Shortly before supervisor Osborn called for adjournment,
Bryan Akers, another of the leaders promoting the flooc
control district, urged the supervisors to ‘‘allow the peopl
to vote ‘yes’ or ‘no’ on whether or not they want to creat
the flood control district.
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Supervisors Hear Details OfdMuricopu

Flood Control Project, Delay Decision

Proponents and opponents of an Apache Junction flood
control district went another round Monday in Chapter
Two of a hearing before the Pinal county supervisors.,

Nothing was resolved as Chairman Estill Osborn ad-
.journed the lengthy session after nearly 2-1/2 hours of
discussion and debate. However, a change in the proposed
district boundaries was suggested that would seem to
eliminate most opposition.

Considerable information was made public that should
aidimmeasurably as the supervisors move toward a final
decision, scheduled to follow another hearing session set
for Monday, April 2,

While those for and against the proposed flood control
district managed to make several important statements,
the bulk of the session was occupied by representatives
of the U.S, Soil Conservation Service (SCS) and the Mari-
copa county Flood Control district, who were appearing
at the invitation of the Pinal supervisors.

These gentlemen told the story, as originally and ex=
clusively reported in The Apache Sentinel last week, of
how Maricopa county, with federal assistance, plans tc
build a series of dams, levees and floodways, mostly ir
Pinal county.

Primary purpose of these planned projects will be to
protect urban areas and farmland in Maricopa county.
A major side effect will be the total protection of the
Apache Junction area from even the most severe flash
floods, including the so-called ‘‘hundred-year’’ flood.

Though several flood control facilities are planned,
most important to the Apache Junction and Apache Trail
area residents are the Weekes Wash and Apache Junction
units, which will divert heavy floodwaters westward from
a point starting about three miles north and east of Apache
Junction proper.

As emphasized by Col. John Lowry, chief engineer and
-general manager of the Maricopa County Flood Control
district, the cost of land acquisition, operation and main-
tenance of the flood control works will be borne by Mari=-
copa county taxpayers, presumeably through a bond issue.
Construction costs, once congressional appropriations are
obtained, will be from federal funds.

In' net, this would be the situation according to the
joint Soil Conservation Service--Maricopa county plans:

(1) Pinal county residents and businessmen in the Apache
Junction area would receive full flood protection without
setting up a separate flood control district, and thus
without additional taxation; ;

(2) Maricopa county residents living to the west--as
far as the Eastern Auxiliary canal of the Roosevelt Water
Conservation district, will have equally effective flood
protection from a series of dams and levees in an un-
broken line running from east of the Junction ultimatly to
the RWCD canal to the Salt River,

Property owners here, of course, would be assessed
for the project, but since all of Maricopa county makes
up the single flood control district, the burden would
probably be spread to the point there would be little
effect on any single property owner in the area.

But there is one slight hitch: the bond issue necessary
to raise funds for the land acquisition, operation, etc.,
must be approved by the entire district--the whole county.
It is expected that several other flood control projects
in other parts of Maricopa county will be submitted at the
same time, to gain universal approval of a bond issue.

One point discussed by Lucien Hill and W. Earl Rhine-
hart of the SCS was the amount of water presently flow-
ing through washes in the Junction area that would be
diverted by the Weekes Wash and Apache Junction dams.

As expressed by several Junction people in the audience
through questioning of the SCS officials, of chief concern
is the recharging of the ground water table in the Junction
area.

No clear-cut answer was forthcoming, though there
were several references to experimental work being done
by Arizona State university experts. To date, it was
reported, silting problems appear to make specific ef-
forts at water recharge difficult or impossible, and if
nothing else, extremely costly.

The Weekes Wash structufe would be built in sections

14 and 15 of Township 1 North, Range 8 East, northeast.

of the Junction. A flood way connects with the Apache
Junction dam which runs northwesterly from a point near
the Junction proper.

From here, a series of levees would hold and if neces-

sarv divert floodwaters westward and northward past Bush
highway to the Salt River,

According to Rhinehart, cost estimates on the project
will be available in five or six weeks and by July a rough
draft of the total plan will be completed. He said the en-
gineers expect to have a final work plan ready to submit
to Congress next year,

Of key importance in any flood control planning, and
this would be true of any similar project in Pinal county,
was the ‘‘costeratio’’ factor=-comparison of the cost of
the project with the potential economic damage in the event
the dams were not built,

As explained by Col, Lowry, many of the dams are
planned for Pinal county though mainly designed to aid
Maricopa county since ‘‘the waters that can cause the
damaging floods are generated in Pinal county ( the
Superstition Mts.)"’

Since the Pinal supervisors are listed as sponsors of
the project, there will be no problem in construction of
the dams and levees in Pinal county, but such sponsor-
ship does not permit taxing for them in Pinal county--
unless a separate flood control district is established.

Lowry said that as part of the construction program,
any privately owned land above the dams that would be
affected by even temporary detention of the floodwaters
would be purchased by the county.

Rhinehart said these studies have not been completed
for the project that would cover Apache Junction, but he
indicated they would meet the requirements by a narrow
margin,

On the other hand, he stated his opinion that there would
be no economic justification for federal assistance on a
flood control project that would cover the area to the east
of Apache Junction. Further he said there appeared little
need for a flood control project east of the Junction since
the topography of the area was ‘‘undulating’’ in nature.
He admitted an engineering survey of the land in ques=-
tion--to the east--had not been made.

Following departure of the group that discussed the
Maricopa project, the hearing returned to the specific
request of certain property owners--mainly those in the
eastern portion of the proposed district, to be excluded
from its boundries.

Julian King, as spokesman for a group of 40=50 citizens
from the King Ranch area--read a statement detailing the
group’s major objections to being included in the pro=-
ject: there would be no benefit to their area,

Bill Barkley, long-time cattle raiser in the Superstition
Mt, area, spoke briefly:

“‘I'm interested in getting the water back in the ground.
If you leave it as it is, it'll be better for everybody."

Jack Parr, of Florence Junction, reiterated his state-
ment made two weeks previous that he was protected
by the dam on Queen Creek. He asked that his property
be excluded.

Ernest Miller presented a petition to the supervisors
that he said carried the names- of 28 persons in sections
19 and 20 (the Junction proper and along the Apache
Trail westward) who ‘‘are opposed to the flood control
district.”” Th®sé people live in the area that would be}
most directly affected by any flash flooding from the
Suerstitions.

Barney Barnard, one of the leaders of the effort to es-
tablish the Pinal county flood control district, stated that,

““In view of the opposition by certain areas, we pro=
pose to change the boundries of the district to exclude
those not wishing to be in."’

He then presented the supervisors a revised map of
the proposed district, This revised version would cut
off a 36-square mile area around Florence Junction as
well as the isolated south half of section 33 (TN, 9E)=--
the King Ranch area.

Barnard again emphasized to the supervisors the need
to conserve the water in the soil.

Marion Elson, who said he was ‘‘speaking on behalf
of several owners of land totaling 4000-5000 acres east
of Apache Junction,’”’” said that these land owners fully
approved the plan for a flood control district.”

Shortly before supervisor Osborn called for adjournment,
Bryan Akers, another of the leaders promoting the flooc
control district, urged the supervisors to ‘‘allow the peopl
to vote ‘yes’ or ‘no’ on whether or not they want to creat
the flood control district.




decision, scheduled to follow another hearing session set
for Monday, April 2,

While those for and against the proposed flood control
district managed to make several important statements,
the bulk of the session was occupied by representatives
of the U,S, Soil Conservation Service (SCS) and the Mari-
copa county Flood Control district, who were appearing
at the invitation of the Pinal supervisors.

These gentlemen told the story, as originally and ex=
clusively reported in The Apache Sentinel last week, of
how Maricopa county, with federal assistance, plans tc
build a series of dams, levees and floodways, mostly ir
Pinal county.

Primary purpose of these planned projects will be to
protect urban areas and farmland in Maricopa county.
A major side effect will be the total protection of the
Apache Junction area from even the most severe flash
floods, including the so-called ‘‘hundred-year’’ flood.

Though several flood control facilities are planned,
most important to the Apache Junction and Apache Trail
area residents are the Weekes Wash and Apache Junction
units, which will divert heavy floodwaters westward from
a point starting about three miles north and east of Apache
Junction proper.

As emphasized by Col. John Lowry, chief engineer and
-general manager of the Maricopa County Flood Control
district, the cost of land acquisition, operation and main-
tenance of the flood control works will be borne by Mari-
copa county taxpayers, presumeably through a bond issue.
Construction costs, once congressional appropriations are
obtained, will be from federal funds.

In net, this would be the situation according to the
joint Soil Conservation Service--Maricopa county plans:

(1) Pinal county residents and businessmen in the Apache
Junction area would receive full flood protection without
setting up a separate flood control district, and thus
without additional taxation; :

(2) Maricopa county residents living to the west--as
far as the Eastern Auxiliary canal of the Roosevelt Water
Conservation district, will have equally effective flood
protection from a series of dams and levees in an un-
broken line running from east of the Junction ultimatly to
the RWCD canal to the Salt River,

Property owners here, of course, would be assessed
for the project, but since all of Maricopa county makes
up the single flood control district, the burden would
probably be spread to the point there would be little
effect on any single property owner in the area.

But there is one slight hitch: the bond issue necessary
to raise funds for the land acquisition, operation, etc.,
must be approved by the entire district--the whole county.
It is expected that several other flood control projects
in other parts of Maricopa county will be submitted at the
same time, to gain universal approval of a bond issue.

One point discussed by Lucien Hill and W, Earl Rhine-
hart of the SCS was the amount of water presently flow-
ing through washes in the Junction area that would be
diverted by the Weekes Wash and Apache Junction dams.

As expressed by several Junction people in the audience
through questioning of the SCS officials, of chief concern
is the recharging of the ground water table in the Junction
area.

No clear-cut answer was forthcoming, though there
were several references to experimental work being done
by Arizona State university experts. To date, it was
reported, silting problems appear to make specific ef-
forts at water recharge difficult or impossible, and if
nothing else, extremely costly.

The Weekes Wash structufe would be built in sections
14 and 15 of Township 1 North, Range 8 East, northeast.
of the Junction. A flood way connects with the Apache
Junction dam which runs northwesterly from a point near
the Junction proper.

From here, a series of levees would hold and if neces-

the project with the potential economic damage in the event
the dams were not built,

As explained by Col. Lowry, many of the dams are
planned for Pinal county though mainly designed to aid
Maricopa county since ‘‘the waters that can cause the
damaging floods are generated in Pinal county ( the
Superstition Mts.)"’

Since the Pinal supervisors are listed as sponsors of
the project, there will be no problem in construction of
the dams and levees in Pinal county, but such sponsor-
ship does not permit taxing for them in Pinal county--
unless a separate flood control district is established.

Lowry said that as part of the construction program,
any privately owned land above the dams that would be
affected by even temporary detention of the floodwaters
would be purchased by the county.

Rhinehart said these studies have not been completed
for the project that would cover Apache Junction, but he
indicated they would meet the requirements by a narrow
margin,

On the.other hand, he stated his opinion that there would
be no economic justification for federal assistance on a
flood control project that would cover the area to the east
of Apache Junction. Further he said there appeared little
need for a flood control project east of the Junction since
the topography of the area was ‘‘undulating’”’ in nature.
He admitted an engineering survey of the land in ques=-
tion--to the east--had not been made.

Following departure of the group that discussed the
Maricopa project, the hearing returned to the specific
request of certain property owners--mainly those in the
eastern portion of the proposed district, to be excluded
from its boundries.

Julian King, as spokesman for a group of 40=50 citizens
from the King Ranch area--read a statement detailing the
group’s major objections to being included in the pro=-
ject: there would be no benefit to their area,

Bill Barkley, long-time cattle raiser in the Superstition
Mt. area, spoke briefly:

“I'm interested in getting the water back in the ground.
If you leave it as it is, it’ll be better for everybody."

Jack Parr, of Florence Junction, reiterated his state-
ment made two weeks previous that he was protected
by the dam on Queen Creek. He asked that his property
be excluded.

Ernest Miller presented a petition to the supervisors
that he said carried the names- of 28 persons in sections
19 and 20 (the Junction proper and along the Apache
Trail westward) who ‘‘are opposed to the flood control
district.”” Th®sé people live in the area that would be}
most directly affected by any flash flooding from the
Suerstitions.

Barney Barnard, one of the leaders of the effort to es-
tablish the Pinal county flood control district, stated that,

‘“‘In view of the opposition by certain areas, we pro-
pose to change the boundries of the district to exclude
those not wishing to be in,’’

He then presented the supervisors a revised map of
the proposed district. This revised version would cut
off a 36-square mile area around Florence Junction as
well as the isolated south half of section 33 (TIN, 9E)--
the King Ranch area.

Barnard again emphasized to the supervisors the need
to conserve the water in the soil.

Marion Elson, who said he was ‘‘speaking on behalf
of several owners of land totaling 4000-5000 acres east
of Apache Junction,’”” said that these land owners fully
approved the plan for a flood control district,”

Shortly before supervisor Osborn called for adjournment,
Bryan Akers, another of the leaders promoting the flooc
control district, urged the supervisors to ‘‘allow the peopl
to vote ‘yes’ or ‘no’ on whether or not they want to creat
the flood control district. p=H

leader for the SCS.,

DISCUSSING the proposed flood control project in and near Apache
Junction at the hearing Monday before the Pinal county board of
supervisors were top officials of the groups planning the project. Left to
rightz Col. John Lowry, chief engineer and general manager of the
Maricopa County Flood Control District; Lucien Hill, area conservationist
for the federal Soil Conservation Service; and W. Earl Rhinehart, project




'ﬁ;;»d Control Verﬁ

Expe;ted ﬂbmfuy

-~ S0 -62r

A show=down session on A=
pache Junction s flood control
problem is scheduled for 11
a.m. next Monday in Florence.
At that time, the county super=
visors will re-convene a twice
adjourned hearing on a petition
to establish a flood control
|district in Apache Junction and
'eastward for about 12 miles.

The supervisors have heard
all the arguments pro and con,
as well as a petition from a
group of property owners wish=
ing to be excluded. Also, they’ve
personally investigated the
claims of need and benefit made
by some of those involved, and
‘it appears a final decision will
be forthcoming at the Monday
, session.
| The need is apparent to most
persons for a flood control
project to safeguard the Junce
|tion proper against the flash
'floods that on occasion swirl
down the washes from the Su=
perstition Mts.,, but com-
plicating the picture is a pro-
gram now in progress spon-
sored by the Maricopa county
flood control district and un-
derwritten by the federal soil
conservation service,

On the basis of preliminary
plans of the Maricopa county
group, a series of dams and
levees would be built north
and east of Apache Junction that
would appear to adequately pro~
tect the main business and res=
idential area. Other dams would

be constructed westward to pro=
tect all of Apache Junction.

These would be built at fed=
eral expense but right-of-way
acquisition, maintenance and
operations costs would be borne
by the Maricopa county taxpay=
ers.,

As one of the co-sponsors
of the project, the Pinal su=
pervisors in effect have en=-
dorsed this effort.

According to soil conserva=
tion officials, the only need
for flood protection in this por=
tion of Pinal county is in the
area of Apache Junction pro=
per.

Yet, the local flood control
district advocates contemplate
a district extending eastalmost
to Queen Creek.

This in turn has caused most
of the residents of the King
Ranch area to petiton the su=
pervisors to be excluded from
proposed district, This effort
has been agreed to by the dis=
trict proponents, but their re-
vised map of the district show
an ‘‘island’’ inthe middle where
the half section of land would
be omitted.

It is not expected this effort
will set well with the King
ranch area people, nor, per-
haps, with the supervisors.

Major task of the supervisors
is to set the boundries of the
district and to call an election®
at which property owners will
vote yes or no on the proposal,

However, if they find that
because of the Maricopa pro-
ject and the efforts on the/
part of some to be exclud [
there is no need for a dis
trict, they can veto the en
tire proposal.

\
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Flood Control District Set

A compromise sectil¢ment, acceptable to all partics
concerned, was reached Monday on the creation of a
flood control district in the Apache Junction arca’ of
Pinal county.

In the third and final hearing on the proposal to set
up a district, the county supervisors cstablished boundrics
for a district slightly less than 36 miles in arca.

Save for the cast half of scction 24, which was omitted

at the specific request of Ilerb Riley, a property owner
there, the Supcerstition Flood Control District comprises
all of the 36 scctions in the township 1 north and 8 cast.

This includes all of the Junction arca castward six miles
from the county line, north to the Maricopa county linc
and south to the Baseline.

Thus excluded is the King Ranch arca, Apachcland
and the government owned land to the south.

Major force in achieveing the cutting down of the district,
which was as originally proposed includad some 120
square miles, was Julian King, acting as spokcsman for
some 40 residents in the King Ranch arca.

In the hearing that continucd well past the noon hour,
King continually pointed to the statc statute mandate
that such districts should only be established in arcas
subject to flood damage. .

This line of reasoning eventually prevailed on the district
advocates and they agreced to the essentially township-sized
boundries. The supervisors, not intent on vctoing crc-
ation of a district if that were the wish of the pcople in-
volved, willingly went along on the boundries as agreced.

The session ended amicable as King and Barney Barnari,
leading spokesman for the flood control advocates, genially
shook hands with supervisor Estill Osborn happily looking
on,

Technically, the next step is for the supervisors to set
a date for an election whercin property owners would
vote ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no’ on establishing the district.

However, it appears this step will be delayed somcwhat
as the district sponsors endeavor to have the f[ederal
Soil  Conservation Service survey the arca in and
around the district boundries to determine feasibility of
flood control structures.,

The SCS has already made some extensive surveys in
the area in order to draw up the previously published
plan under which Maricopa county will develop flood
control dams east of the county line. However, it is the
hope of the district sponsors that this additional survey
can be broadened to include land subject to flooding
but not now included for benefit under the plan for Mari-
copa county flood protection as drawn up by the SCS
engineers, Pinal supervisors are sponsors of the Mari=
copa project.

A major agreement put forth by the proponents of a
flood district in Pinal county was the need for water
conservation as well as flood control.

Under the plan already announced, there would be no
water released under any type of control in the washes
below the projected dam sites (one in-Weeks Wash north-
east of the Junction and another northwest of the Junction).

One of the prime purposes of the Pinal county group
will be to achieve flood control similar to that already
planned by Maricopa county but also a degree of recharge
of the ground water table--either through rated flow of
impounded flood waters or throug'. specially constructed
recharge wells.

As presently planned, the Maricopa sponsored system
would deliver all water in the Superstition=Usery water-
shed system into a series of damsand levees and eventually
into the canal of the Roosevelt Water Conservation Dis=
trict (or even into the Salt River.)

In any event, local area residents, living either in
Maricopa or Pinal county and getting their water from
private wells or public utilities would gain no benefits
(other than full flood protection) from the already an-
nounced plan.

One way or another, those sponsoring the new flood
control district would change this pattern to achieve greater
local benefit.
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Deep snow cover in the White Mountatins—the best in 10 years—is increasing stream flow

info the Salt River reservoirs that help supply Phoenix and the Valley of the Sun with water. ,

Packed snow in the highlands is still 3 to 4 feet in depth. This pi
by Richard W. Enz of U.S. Soil Conservation Selrnvic:? SR MCNQW

Spring Flow May Almost
Fill Lakes On Salt Ri

| f
‘The Salt River Jakes may.
. clear full, but they are goi g'l RS e

Salt River lakes are going to|!0 De near full this spring. It is| .. i or
be near-full this spring troi‘; sﬁow— going to be pleasant to look out|,. snde Coftee g beiter iHan four
water runoff now coming down|°Ve" that mucl serve storage pee Siernee fof Apn}’ o e
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that would come with just a few| RICHARD W. ENZ, snow surve el el 4 0 Sig
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Salt River Pm;ect,igmd mm: ~ |hicle tours over the snow-covered ;111;1;11 w:.ter l:xaﬁagemeht,oihgnsﬁ;

-IRiver Project officials are not
always whooping it up for the
drama that comes from water
spilling over the dams. They
manage if they can to keep water
from spilling. All of the dams
last spilled in April 1941.

WITH A BIG runoff potential on

from the lakes on the Verde to
make a hole there to hold the
j|runoff that usually is expected
earlier from rains or warmer
temperatures on Verde water-
“|sheds. They are at lower eleva-
- |tions than much of the Salt River
watershed.

w

-

water out of the Verde side of
the system to have capacity to
handle heavy runoff at the ex-
pected time, the Verde’s moisture

the Verde River watershed too,|
project officials in February|
started drawing water heavily|

After taking the big load of|

_|came in as snow, for more order-
“|ly runoff there. The Verde side
is expected to yield more than
2l times normal runoff in April
‘land May.

Enz and Borden Goodwin of the
project’s hydrology division make
ar snow surveys about every
deeks during the months

en the highlands are snow-
1packed_ They travel by snowcat
vehicle, or snow weasel, moving
the units by truck for three cir-
cuits one around Flagstaff-Mor-
mon Lake, anof from Heber,

Turn to RUNOF¥ on Page 4
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RUNQFF

along Mogollon Rim and in the
White Mountains.

SNOW IS SO packed around
Sheep Crossing, en route to Big|
Lake, that the heavy snowcat
hardly left a track,” said Enz.

“There are more than 18 inches
of water in better than four feet
of snow at elevations of 9,000
feet.”

Direct snow course measure-|
ments are made by the snow sur-|-
vey crew. They also have per-
manent pipes buried on the 38
courses they measure to take
electrical measurements that
show moisture in the soil.

Almost all of the highland snow
courses now show that the soil
is filled to field capacity with
water. With more melting it be-
comes saturated and some water
drains off at the bottom.”

AT HIGHER elevations there
still is little bare ground in the
White Mountains. At around 7,000
feet to 8,500 there is a lot of bog-
gy soil, and ordinary vehicle
transportation is out of the ques-
tion off main highways.

" The Salt-Verde-Tonto ~systert
gave 538,000 acre-feet of runoff in
January-February-March.

April-May runoff is now esti-
mated at 439,000 acre - feet with

normal temperatures and pre- St
cipitation. ak
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Flood Control
Measures Are
Being Planned

Flood control measures for
‘| Casandro Wash near Reed’s
Addition and Sunset and Sunny
Cove Washes near the Fisher
and Maguire Additions will be
included in an over-all Maricopa
County flood control plan to be
submitted to the Board of
Supervisors early this fall, says
John C. Lowry, acting -chief
engineer and general manager
of the Flood Control District.
These projects can be justified
‘on a cost-ratio basis, he says.

When the county-wide plan is

finally adopted, says Mrs Ruth

O’Neil, Chairman of the Board

of Supervisors, a bond issue to

finance it will be put to a vote|

of real property owners of the
county.

Corrective action for flood
control in Sols Wash and the
Flying E Wash cannot be justi-
fied in the light of past financial
losses from floods, says Mr
Lowry.

While the Flood Control Dis-
| trict is aware of property dam-
age from floods coming from
Powder House Wash, this project
has been assigned to the U.S.
Army Corps of Enginéers for
study, added Mr Lowry.

“The Morristown area was
studied and it is the opinion of
the reporting engineers that no
| corrective action is necessary or

Mr Lowry. In the Aguila area,
he says, private interests have
completed certain

necessary.

N
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‘| could be justified there,” says|

protective
levees making work there un-

Flood Plan Just 1st Step

‘‘Creation of the Superstition
Flood Control District is only

the first step in a master plan *

designed to conserve water both
for domestic and recreational
purposes, "’

These are the words of Byron
Akers, a major spokesman for
the sponsors of the Pinal county
board of supervisors.

In lauding the action taken to
establish the boundries of the
proposed district, Akers said
that establishment of the
district would be only a pre-
liminary (but important) step
towards setting up a water con-
servation project that could tap
much of the ‘‘now wasted'’ water
flowing from the Superstitions
and create permanent lakes for

recreational purposes and also |
pipe additional suppliesof water

for use by local area con-
sumers,

Akers said such a project is
feasible at small local cost
through use of federal funds.

He said one act of Congress
provided for watershed con=
struction loans for up to SO
years at no interest rate.

Akers pointed out that once

flood control dams were con-

structed under federal auspices
R

(and with federal funds),awateq':
conservation districtcouldbe
formed to use the waters so
confined rather than let the
run off into other areas. n\
Akers also said that the first
step to be taken by the pro=-
ject sponsors (theSuperstition-
Usery PassWatersheds associ- |
ation) would be the employmeai
of Samn Turner, noted Arizona
expert on water technology,
to make a survey of the district.

Such a federally sponsored
survey would be necessary be-
fore a request for flood contraol
construction funds could be
made to Congress.
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BEFORE and after aspects of
Hassayampa River channel
clearing work are graphically
illustr&ted in photos above. One

at left shows dense growth of
tamarisk trees and brush that
choked channel before work
was undertaken; that at right

A

work was completed,

Farmers, Soil Conservation Distrid, Canal
Firms Cooperate fo Clear Hassayampa Channel

CLEARING OF the lower five
miles of the channel of the Has-
sayampa River to prevent flood
damage to adjacent farms recent-
ly was completed as a joint pro-
ject of three valley farmers, lo-
cal irrigation projects, and the
Buckeye Soil Conservation Dis-
trict.

The project also assured pro-
tection of the Hassayampa bridge
on what was U.S. 80 before the
Buckeye-Gila® Bend cutoff was
built. G i

IRRIGATION companles par-
ticipating in the work were the
Buckeye Irrigation Company and
the Arlington Canal Company.
The farmers were Murray John-
son, who owns the property on
the north side of the road just

east of he Hassiyampa, and Lyle
King and Delmar Johns, whe own
the “old Buckeye ranch” on the
south side.

Johnson, King, and Johns pool-
ed their Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation payments
to help pay the cost of the work,
furnished equipment, and did the
work. Soil Conservation Service
engineers designed and laid out
the channel-clearing job,

THE AREA between the rail-
road bridge and the bridge on old
Highway 80 was done by the BIC
and Johnson while that below the
highway bridge was carried out
by .the Arlington Canal Co. and
the three farmers.

Greatest danger from a future

flood was to an inverted siphon

that carries Buckeye water to the
west side of the Hassayampa and
to part of the main Buckeye can-
al as well as to a bit of the Ar-
lington canal.

The channelization, which is
200 feet wide, extends above the
siphon, about three-quarters of
a mile north of the highway
bridge, to the Gila River, about
four miles below the bridge.

In recent years there have been
no big floods down the Hassayam-
pt to keep its channel scoured out
and reasonably clear, Instead

re¢ have been a number of mi-

or floods that washed sand into

what little channel there was

leaving more than a foot of clear-
ance unde rthe bridge.

IT WAS FEARED that, in any
big freshet, driftwood would pile
up against the bridge and the
water would spread all over the

f rcountryside.

TR T

shows cleared channel Mﬁqr'
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Near Phoenix

Bemg Studied

By BOB WILLIAMS ‘
The U.S. Bureau of Reclamation begins more
studies Monday on construction of a $30 million

Salt River dam near Pheenix.

If buil xwell Dam will provide two lakes for boating
and wa kiing 25 miles from downtown Phoenix.

Cliff Pugh, of Interior's Reclamation Bureau in Phoenix,
said the imreau will conduct foundation studies and investi-
gations of the hydrology in the proposed dam area.

Mapping is completed and this week, diamond drilling
for foundation studies began.

THE DAM IS to be built just below the Salt and Verde
Rivers junction, near Mt. McDowell (Red Mountain) and
north of the Usery Mountains.

Originally conceived as a part of the Central Arizona-
Colorado River Storage Project, the dam was to store
water diverted into Central Arizona from the Colorado
River.

However, recent Reclamation Bureau thinking has been
that the gamshould bebuiltregardless of what the Supreme
Court g is on water allocation to Arizona, Pugh said.

WITH AN ADVERSEruling, many projects scheduled to |
be built for the Central Arizona Projectwould be scrapped.

Pugh said his office has asked for $150,000 from Congress
to continue investigations after current funds run out in
Jul

"feasibility report” will be turned over to the Interior
Department in 1964, Pugh said. Theearliestdam construc-
tion could begin would be early in 1965, he said.

Preliminary studies set the dam cost at $30 million. It
would be the second largest dam in the Salt River-Verde
River system, smaller than Roosevelt Dam only.

The lakes formed, would extend up the Verde and Salt
some 10 miles. They would be possibly two to three miles
wide in places, with depths up to 50 feet.

MA LL DAM named after a pioneer Arizona water
expert, would be “multiple-use.”
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More About

(Continued from Page 1)

son and Safford because of raw
sewage running into rivers.

In Tucson, Pima County Sani-
tary District No. 1 asked for
federal and state aid. Kenneth
Scharman, manager of the dis-
trict, said the Rillito cut away
a mile of sewer interceptor
line, and 4 to 6 million gal-
lons of sewage had poured into
the river the past 24 hours.

Sewage was flowing into the
'Gila River at Safford, and Dr.
{Moore warned that some of it
could seep into wells used by
families down river. He advis-
ed them fo boil water once
they begin using the wells
again.

Harold Gates, Civil Defense
chief in Graham County, said
water supplied by public utili-
ties in the Gila Valley is safe.
He advised residents of That-
cher, Pima, Fort Thomas and
Safford to boil pump water.

ALONG THE Gila and San
Francisco rivers above Cool-
idge Dam and the San Carlos
Reservoir, the situation was
this:

The Weather Bureau said the
upper Gila River at Cliff, N.M.,
about 25 miles east of the Ari-
zona border, peaked at 12.5
feet Wednesday night, 4% feet
above flood stage, but had
dropped to 10.5 feet last night.

The San Francisco River
‘through Clifton was dropping.
Sandbagging took place during

W alers Dril’lg LIross

TOO MUCH WATER — Mr. and Mrs. John L.
Mack, left, were stranded yesterday in their sta-
tion wagon in this flooded section of 115th Avenue

the night at critical areas. The
Gila River at Duncan was be-
lieved to have crested and no
problems were anticipated.

IN THE Safford area, about
35 or 40 miles downstream from
where the Gila and San Fran-
cisco rivers join, dike bulding
took place in Little Hollywood,
a mile east of Safford. Water
was creeping into the commu-
nity of about 500 last night and
Civil Defense authorities were
ready to evacuate residents if
necessary.

“The Gila "River ‘wasva“mile
wide in the Safford area and
the Weather Bureau said high
water would continue to pro-
duce flooding through the night,
with receding coming today.

San Carlos Reservoir, into
which the Gila empties, has a
1.2 million acre-foot capacity and
had 103,745 acre-feet in it yes-
terday. District officials said
they do not anticipate the wa-
ter coming from the Gila will
fill the reservoir.

BELOW Coolidge Dam, run-
off from the desert and moun-
tain ranges in the Coronado
National Forest was filling the
San Pedro River and Aravaipa
Creek.

The San Pedro and Gila
River join at Winkelman, but
no damage was reported there.
However, at Kelvin and Kearny
northeast of Winkelman, the
situation was different.

A dozen families were forced

Lops $1 Million Toll

record of how the Rillito flowed, for the river washed away a
gauging station where it joins the Santa Cruz. But tributary
Tanque Verde Wash and Sabino Creek ran record flows of
10,000 second-feet and 6,000 second-feet, respectively.

er of
\obile

- last
wing
y an

A USGS spokesman said the

Rillito probably did not have a

record high flow, but many hours of flooding wore away the

banks and caused the damage.

e "

Kenneth Scharman, manager of Sanitary District 1, said the

at the Salt River, but James King and his daugh-
ter, Rosemary, pulled them through the foot-deep
water with a pickup truck. Ray Hamilton, of

Rivers Flood Countryside

to flee their homes at Kelvin,
a town of about 200. At Kear-
ny, the airport was said to be
3 to 4 feet under water and a
small subdivision was flooded.

FURTHER east along the
Gila, 50 families living in the
San Tan area 20 miles northwest
of Coolidse were evacuated and
were being sheltered in the Sac-
aton Community Center on the
Gila River Indian Reservation.

The situation in Pima County
was this:
= The Rillito, in addition - to
damaging a good part of the™
Tucson sewage system, wrecked
two river bridges and flowed in-
to a trailer park developm:ent.
Residents fled, and the waters
swept away several trailers.

THE RILLITO and the Santa
Cruz were reported to be cutting
a wide swath north of Tucson,
and in the Eloy area the dike
broke at Green Reservoir, near
Friendly Corner, 9 miles south
of Eloy.

Water from the Santa Cruz
was flooding east into the desert
in Pinal County and Civil De-
fense last night evacuated
about 150 Indians at Chuichu
and took them to Casa Grande,
9 miles north.

Thousands of acres of farm-
land along the Gila, San Pedro
and Santa Cruz rivers were un-
der ‘water, and some flooding
was reported south of Tucson
between there and Nogales.

OFFICIALS were worrie
about potential flooding in the
Maricopa and Stanfield areas of
Pinal County. The road between
Maricopa and Kyrene, 3 miles
south of Baseline, was cut oy
floodwaters.

State Civil Defense officials,
with headquarters in the base-
ment of the state capitol, were
in touch by radio with CD of-
ficials at 30 points throughout
the state.

They made arrangemenis
throughout the day to make cer-
tain sufficient housing, food and
clothing would be available
wherever required.
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Republic Photo by Ludwig Keaton
Jackson Hole, Wyo., who was stranded with the
Macks, then drove through in his camper.” Man
with back to camera is unidentified.

—

Republic Photo by Nyle Leatham
—This was the view looking over the west-side
yesterday. Had it not been for thg 5- "‘co 6-foot
deep Salt River you would have seen the Arizona State University ‘‘football
road” that leaves the Phoenix-Tempe highway at the north g:nd of the
bridge, and runs down into river bed where it turns to Sun Devil Stadium.

Families on the Flobding Santa Cruz

ONE WAY (FOR DUCKS)
railing of the Tempe Bridge



« Rich Johnson, president of the

Central Arizona Project As=-
sociation, was the principle
speaker at a meeting of the
Pinal County Development
Board held in Stanfield, Ariz,
April 19,

R?\ilewPesented ounty
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At the request of JulianKing,
president of the board, a group
of more than 50 farmers,
ranchers, industrialists and
business men from Pinal county
attended the all day session.

Johnson reviewed the ac-
tivities of the Central Arizona
Project Association since its
organization in 1946, He said
the purpose of the project was
to bring Colorado River water
into the economic heart-land of
Arizona to supplement existing
but inadequate water supply for
agricultural, mumc1pal in=
dustrial uses. -

Johnson and his as mte.
Bill Gookin, a P
sulting engineer, expl
the group the impor
forming a district
pose of negotiating wi
tary Of The Interior
water from the Cent
zona Project Association. g
son praised the program of the
Pinal County Development
Board and suggested the adop-
tion of a three point program
1 ustr1al and agriculture
ents in Pmal county.

FES)

y's water needs,; C
n of a fmance

He stated that the Central
Arizona Project Association’s
position in Washington could be

tr@gthened through an edu-
jonal, polmcal and financial

that the board
would be held
Arizona on May
ernor Paul Fannin will address
the group.

zona's 42 soil consefvation
cts will hold their biennial
eetions or moara Supatvisors |
on Baturday, Wayne Xessler, ||
u‘gctgr,‘State Diyision, of Soil
CorySerVa’don announced today :
| Polling places will be Iocated i

' within each District in about 60 | !
.communltles Voters eligible to |
vote are the owners of agricul-
tural or grazing lands within the |
' boundaries of each district.”

Ily, members of the Tem- |

| district will vote at|
the Ly e E. Trimble Companv'
est Main street in Mesa. ‘
Nommaffd and set to appear on
the bal t are the names of
George Blrchett Tempe, and
Olen Sharp, Mesa.

B1rchett will be running forl
a term which expires in 1964
while Sharp is up for a 31x year
spot. If voters so desire, they
ma, gasg write-in votes.

|
42 state soil conservation

are state corporate bod- |
anized under provisions |
ona law, which now le- |
g%my\ 'include 55.7 millions of |
acres of agricultural and graz-
ing lands of the state.
‘The District Supervisors serve
a. yg‘y important..-purpose m’
‘todus democratic, locally ad-
red soil-saving and wat-
rving programs, Kess-

districts to tu:m out on May 5
and vote.
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;TS’uperViSOrs Plan Flood Control

& Road Extension For Wickenburg

Extension of the Vulture Mine
Road from its junction with
Highway 60-70 to a point on
Highway 89 near the Maricopa-

control for the Reed and Fisher
Additions and the Powder
House Wash are projects which
the Maricopa County Board of
Supervisors have under consid-
eration for Wickenburg. This
was confirmed by Mrs Ruth
O’Neil, chairman of the Super-
visors, Sam Lansford, county
highway engineer, and Col.
Lowry, county flood control en-
gineer, on a visit here Tuesday.
They were guests of the Rotary
Club at noon and met with the
Round-Up Club roads committee
in the afternoon. They also
went on a tour of the town be-
fore returning to Phoenix. )

All engineering on the three
flood control projects has been

W’—_‘ 'I": Nberg
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done, said Col. Lowry, and they
are considered necessary and
feasible. Actual work, how-
ever, must await funds. It is

the plan of the Supervisors to

submit a bond issue to the
county voters this fall to pro-

vide the funds for flood con-|:
trol projects throughout the|"

county, including the three
Wickenburg projects.

Extension of the Vulture Mine
Road has been surveyed and
roughed out and a portion of
the road is now open. It will

not be until after the 1962-63 |,
 fiscal year budget is adopted, |

however, that any more work

can be done on this project, |
said Mr Lansford. Then culverts |

can be built and cut and fill
work done. While it is the in-
tent of the county to eventual-

. |1y pave this road, this will not

be done during the next fiscal
year, he said.
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fieal Estate and Development

SHOPPING CENTER TO BE STARTED
Artist's sketch shows the new shopping center to be built at southeast corner of Hayden and

Thomas.roads in Scottsdale. Construction is expected to start in October on the $1.25 mil-
fion project which is being developed by Investors Trust and Development Corp. of Phoenix.
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prepared by the Maricopa County

Scottsdale Studies 8
Trafhc Plan

SCO'ITSDALE-—Clty officials and the chamber of commerce yes-
terday shied away from discussion of a compréhensive traffic plan

Planning and Zoning Department.

The plan, submitted to the city last Fnday, includes a recommen-
dation that parKing meters be installed in the central business dis-

trict of Scottsdale.

| Mayor Bill Schrader said the|
|City Council has not had a chance|
ito study the -plan in detail. He
|declined to predict how the council
imight react to the many recom-
imendations for solving Scotts-
wdale s trafflc probiems,

THE PLAN notes that Scotts-

dale, Thomas, Indian School and

McDowell roads are the major
traffic arteries, and suggests that

other routes be developed to
handle an incredsing load.

The report recommends 4that
Scottsdale Road be made a
divided highway from Osborn to
Camelback to handle an average
of 19,000 cars a day. Parking
should be prohibited on Scottsdale
and Indian School within the cen-
tral business district, according to
the plan.

Additional parking facilities
should then be developed to com-
pensate for loss of space resulting
from the new pattern of traffic
flow.

The report says installation of
400 parking meters in the down-
town area would bring in about
$30,000 in revenue annually, -and
create a faster turnover of park-
ing spaces.

Most merchants oppose meters
on grounds they would detract
from the town’s atmosphere.

BUSINESSMEN are divided,
however, on whether meters would
be a practical solution to parking
problems.

Chamber of Commerce Manager
John Wise said the parking meter
recommendations contained in the
report were “a difficult situa-
tion.”

He said the chamber had not
had time to assess the value of
the county study, but he said
some other portions of the plan
verified studies already made by
the chamber.
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Tax Lvy&
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Cut In Halt

By ROBERT J EARLY

THE MARICOPA County
Supervisors have tentative-
ly agreed to cut in half the
1962-63 property tax levy of
the county flood control dis-
trict.

Now the tax is 5 cents for
each $100 of assessed real
property valuation. The
proposed levy for next year
is 215 cents, according to Super-
visors Barney Burns and Mrs.
Ruth A. O’Neil.

The levy this year raised $278,-
500. The proposed new tax will re-
duce the property taxes collected
to about $132,000.

The supervisors yesterday also
reaffirmed their intention not to
raise the county property tax
rate desplte an expected slow-
down in the increase of assessed
valuation in the county this
year.

The present county tax rate
is $1.45 per $100 of assessed
valuation.

Burns said the tax cut in the
flood control district is possible
because the supervisors, who act
as directors of the flood control
district, have decided the district
should not contmue to bulld up
surplus funds.

In the past, the district has not
spenf all the money it collected
each year in the tax levy, enabl~
ing it to build up a surplus of
$306,757.02 as of May 31.

projects needed in the county will
cost about $10 million, a sum
which cannot be attained by build-
ing up surpluses.

The funds needed for these proj-
ects will have to come from a
bond issue he said. A bond elec-
tion is scheduled for next spring.

Since the surplus is not necess
sary, the supervisors agreed to
cut the levy to cover only the
operating expenses of the district
during the 1962-63 fiscal year. He
said.

The flood control district has
imposed the 5-cent tax levy
since the district was created
two -years ago. The 5-cent levy
is the maximum levy that can
be made under the law unless
the district has a bonded in-
debtedness.

A flood control district budget
of $407,000 has also been tenta-
tively approved by the supervis-
ors. This includes $214,250 for
clearing the Gila-Salt River
Channel for flood control pur-
poses.

The Gila-Salt River Project must
be handled out of the general tax
levy of the district,” Mrs. O’Neal
said, because the Board of Super-
visors passed a resolution in 1956
approving the project.

The project will cost more than
$1 million and will be paid off
over a 40-year period, according
to the resolution.

The flood control district levy is
assessed only against real prop-
erty. It is not assessed against
personal property.

BURNS SAID the flood control|




.Pro;ect
Danger
In Flood

| A proposed apartment
.house development in In-
dian Bend Wash has been
recommended for denial by
the Flood Control District

of Maricopa County, according to
‘Dallan R. Zamrzla, Scottsdale
Planning and Zoning Commission
{coordinator.

The entire proposed division
known as Indian Cove, to be built
by Braiker Construction Com-
pany, is in an area subject to
flooding, the district maintains.

The flood district have ree-
ommended to the planning and
zoning commission that the re-
quest for residential zoning he
denied.

The proposed subdivision would
be located north of Indian School
Road and east of Rogers Lane
onalo-aa'eswe compnswgzs
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F lood District
Overruled By
' Zoning Group

Scoﬂ:sdale Planning and Zon-
ing Commission last night over-
ruled a recommendation of the
Maricopa County Flood Control
District and granted residential
zoning to Indian Cove subdivision
in Indian Bend Wash.

It took the action, a spokesman
said, when the developers, Braik-
er Construction Co., presented a
tempotary plat showmg a pos-
sible flooding of the land would
be prevented by building up the
ten acre site an additional 14
inches.

The district opposed the sub-
division because of flood threats.

Also granted was a use permit
to build a motor court across the
street from the Motorola Plant on
East McDowell.

| /’royre;s 7-/7-¢.2
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Gets Post

n.Tohn C. Lowry, acting chief
engineer of the Maricopa County
Flood Control District since last
Sept. 1, has been named per-
manent general manager of the
~district at a salary of $818.a
_month.

. Lowry, who resides at 107 W.
Latham in Scottsdale, was ap-
‘pointed by the Maricopa County
“Board of Supervisors on recom-
—.mendation of the district’s citi-
,zens advisory board.

. Earlier this month Lowry was
‘registered by the state board of
reglsttatlons as a professional
‘¢ivil engineer. His permanent ap-
‘pointment as chief engineer and
_general manager of the flood con-
rol district had been awaiting
.acceptance of his application for
lan engineer’s license by the state
“board.

Engineér

cil'last night.

FLIc gy

Of Flood Menace|

Subdividers who build homes in Indian Bend Was

egﬁ ql em floating down the river bed “Jike|.
Noalegp k”, Colonel John C. Lowery, chief enginee
for the Mancopa County Flood District, told city coun

Lowery gave statistics showmg that since 1939 the |

arns

dry river bed has been flooded at
least 20 times with the waters at
one time reaching the four-foot
level in the middle of Indian
School Road at Rogers Lane, site
of the proposed Indian Cove sub-
division.

City Council last week gave
tentative approval to plans to de-
velop a subdivision here after
subdividers presented a plan
showing the level of the land
could be raised 18 inches. Lowery
appeared to oppose the approval,
he said.

“The hanks have overflowed,”
he said. ‘“And there has been
nothing done to prevent it hap- |
pening again. The only reason |
subdividers buy there is because |-
land is cheaper in the wash,” |

He said installation of curbing
‘at residences above the proposed
site would only increase the flood
danger through additional runoff.

He said that a proposed chan-
el of which plans are being pre-
yared by the U.S. Army Corps of
Ingineers, could solve the prob-
lem.

Lowery said he would {ry to
have exact specifications of
the underground channel ready
in three weeks. He said engi-

neers in the cenfral office in
San Francisco are drafting plans
for the massive tunnel.

He said construction would be-
gin soon.

It will be built at a cost of $8
million with Maricopa County pro-
viding $1 million and the federal
government the balance.

Lowery, a Scottsdale resident,
said the channel will be 25-feet
deep, 14-feet wide at the bottom
and 140-feet across at the top. It
will be covered, he added.

Council tabled the issue for
three weeks.
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Meeting
Tonight

A representative of the
Maricopa County Flood
Control District is expected
to address Scottsdale City
Council on a controversial

subdivision here tonight. Meeting
time in 8 p.m.

A tentative plat of Indian Cove
subdivision located at the north-
east corner of Rogers Lane and
Indian School Road will come be-
fore the council for approval.

The flood district recommended
to the council earlier that zoning
not be granted for the subdivision
because it is in an area that oc-
casionzlly floods.

The subdividers have agreed
to build up the level of ground
% foot to prevent flooding.

An engineer to assist in the de-
sign of oxidation ponds at Scotts-
dale Sewer Plant has been select-
ed and will be named tonight at
the meeting.

.Also on the agenda tonight are
bid openings on two projects.

A bid opening for improvement
district P6009, a triangle area with-
in Indian School, Marshall and the
Arizona Canal, is set for tonight.

A bid opening for five police
car radios will also be conduct-
ed. They are expected to cost
$2,500.

In zoning cases to come before
the council tonight the following
will be considered: Z

A request to zone the southeast
corner of Roosevelt and Hayden
from county zoning to commercial
A, a request to zone the northwest
+|corner of Hayden and Pierce and
the southweset corner of Hayden
and Pierce and the southwest cor-
ner of Hayden and Fillmore from
county to residential. A request
to zone the west side of Orange
Ave., from residential B to com-
mercial A zoning is also on the
agenda. “

The Phoer

New County
Reclamafion

Plan Cited

Special to The Gazette

GLENDALE — A tremendous
amount of work has gone into a
project designed to protect and
safeguard the health and well-
being of residents living in the
Northwest Maricopa County area,
said Dale Truesdale, county chief
of public health and sanitation.

Truesdale was referring to a
method instigated to restore and
reclaim land for farming while
disposing of refuse, trash and
garbage.

A PARCEL of land at 99th Ave-
nue and Northern, owned by
James Bond, has been leased to
the. City of Glendale at no cost.

The method of operation, ac-
cording to Stanley Vandeputte,
Glendale city manager, involves
depositing one layer of refuse and
trash, followed by another layer
of fertile soil until the area is
leveled off and made ready for
farming.

According to a proposed c€oop-
erative agreement involving Mar-
icopa County, Glendale, Peoria,
Youngtown, Surprise and El Mir-
age, the participating communities
will meet the cost of operation
on a population basis.

THE ENTIRE COST of opera-
tion is $3,000 per month. Individu-|,
al community cost is as follows:
Glendale, $1,650; Youngtown, $100;
El Mirage, $180; Surprise, $100,
and Maricopa County, $300.

Peoria has yet to agree to the
operation. Town Manager E. B.|:
Tucker said, “We will ultimately
participate, but not at this date.”
When the decision is reached,
Peoria’s share in the enterprise
will be $200. ! 3

The Peoria dump, which has|’
been called a health and.safety|
\lhazard, has been ordered closed
as of July 13. According to Trues-
dale, the sanitary landfill opera-
»tion will be then ready and in use.

—
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Subdivision
Action Whaits

Flood Report

Gazette’s Scottsdale Bureau

SCOTTSDALE—Action on a peti-
tion to build a 100-acre apartment
‘“project at Rogers Lane and Indian
School Road has been postponed
by the Scottsdale City Council,
pending word on final plans for
the proposed - Maricopa County
flood-control channel,

Council touk this position last
night after Col. John Loury, chief
engineer of the county flood-con-
trol district, said the subdivision
would be in peril of floodwaters
coming down the Indian Bend
‘wash. He said word from the
Army Corps of Engineers on the
flood-control channel route is ex-
pected within three weeks.

Meanwhile, a request for rezon-
ing at Roosevelt and Hayden to
permit construction of Mereway
Manor, which would include a
$144,000 shopping center and an
$82,000 medical center, was de-
nied. Council said there was no
need for such a project “at:this
time.”

HOW EV ER, permission was
given for construction of a single-
unit apartment project in that
area by Mereway.

In other action, council:

@® Appointed the engineering
firm of Ferguson, Brooks and
Kelly, of Phoenix, to design the
proposed oxidation pond as an
addition to the city’s present sew-
age disposal plant in Tempe.

@® Delayed awarding of a con-
tract for a triangular improve-
ment district bounded by Mar-
shall, Indian School and the Ari-
zona Canal, until a study of prices

is made. Apparent low bidder|
($269.809) was the Phoenix-Tempe

Stone Co.

@ AUTHORIZED Ken Williams,
city manager, to buy or lease five
police car radios. Low bidder was

Motorola, Inc., with $3,882 for|

outright purchase, and $3,850 for
3-year lease.

@ Appointed 11 persons to city|

boards. They were:

Library, Mrs. Guy Dosher and
Warren Austin; parks & recrea-
tion, John Overton, Gale Shaules
and Wayne Marietta; architects,
Robert Kahl, Gerald Glenn and
Don Holman; adjustments, For-
rest Cohan and Harold Kennedy;
and Planning & Zoning, Yhomas
_Felke. P \

N
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Floyd E. Dominy, U.S. Bureau
of Reclamation commissioner,
warned here yesterday that Val-
ley residents are annually using
2 million acre feet more water
than natural resources can re-
plenish.

The commissioner and 44 top
bureau management and techni-
cal officials are meeting in Phoe-
nix to plan tentative 1964 budget
needs for presentation to the U.S.
Budget Bureau.

The Central Arizona Project
may be the answer to this long-
range problem, Dominy said. He
said he believes the proposal
should be named the Greater Ari-
zona Project because it would
benefit most of the state.

THIS AND special studies on
the Wellton-Mohawk and other
Colorado River projects, which in-
clude levees and silt removal to
prevent flooding, would provide
more water for Arizona, the com-
missioner reminded,

Gov. Fannin, in welcoming the
officials, spoke of the need for
the Central Arizona Project’s
broadened scope ‘‘to bring real
benefit to most of the state as
possible in light of the limited
amount of water available.”

Fannin pointed out that Arizona
through the years has consistently
supported the reclamation pro-
gram whether in Arizona or any-
where else in the West. He noted

Legislature appropriated $150,000
for advancing the study of po-|®
tential new uses of Colorado Ri-
ver water in the state.

The group also' is studying
increased Arizona water needs
and dam and power transmission

construction in the 17 Western

“{’//Q.
Ceniral Prolect May Be Answer

To Water Problem, Dominy Says

that the last session of the Arizona|

Gozeffe. 731"

states. Dominy said Phoenix was
chosen for the meeting because
of the magnitude of the Glen Can-
yon Dam construction and relat-
ed power transmission facilities.

Dominy said construction will
begin Aug. 6 on the 345-kilovolt
transmission line from Glen Can-

4
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ernment departments with 230 of
the staff in Washington and the
balance staffing regional and field
offices, Dominy related.

The annual meeting of the bu-
reau, in conference at Hotel West-
ward Ho, started yesterday and
will end Friday,

yon to Pinnacle Peak, north of
Scottsdale, The $12,930,000 con-
tract is the largest single trans-

iny said.

Ets, Hokin and Galvin, Inc. of
San Francisco, will have 650 days
to complete the line requiring 13,-
000 tons of steel, 728 miles of
‘conductor line and 480 miles of
ground wire,

Dominy said the Pinnacle Peak
power station contract will be
awarded soon to coincide with
completion of the transmission
line.

Planned expenditure of $44,924,-
000 at Glen Canyon Dam during
the current fiscal year makes it
the largest single project of the
bureau at present, Dominy point-
ed out. He said $32 million has
been allotted for Colorado River
basin transmission line construc-
tion during the same period.

OTHER Arizona projects in-
clude $3 million for study and
some work on the Gila Project
and some on the Salt River Pro-
ject.

The Buttes Dam Project, de-
signed to increase water supplies
in the San Carlos area, is being
considered and the program may
be presented to the next session
of Congress, Dominy said.

The 86.3 per cent expenditure
versus accomplishment record set
by the bureau during 1962 is the
h[lghest in the history of reclama-
tion and was accomplished with

ightly less than 11,000 employes,

e smallest in hlstory, according
to Dominy,

The Bureau ot Reclamatlon is
the most decentralized of all gov-

mission line job ever awarded|
by the Reclamation Bureau, Dom- |

City Council
Dear Editor:

Council!

Control Plan.

ident to enjoy.
Sincerely yours,

y
& 0 Iy’
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YOU SAID IT

Plaudiis For

Plaudits to the Scottsdale City

1 should like to congratulate the
Council for its constructive stand
on the Indian Bend Wash hous-
.ing development, and for the re-
spectful attention to Colonel Low-
ery’s presentation of the Flood

Since the idea of a golf coursa
or park for this area was men-
tioned at the same council meet-
ing Tuesday night, may I empha-
size Scottsdale’s need for an at-
tractive park for the passing trav-
eler to admire and for the winter
visitor as well as permanent res-

Margaret E. Warner
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‘as one of the recent major ac-

| culture.

| ilities in Tempe, Utah, Hawaii

Tempe lab, the-brochure adds,

.'rz‘t’.e measurement of seepage
developed at the Water Conser-

| face.”

USDA Brochure Shows
Work At Local Lab

The development of a tech-
nique for more accurate meas-
urement of seepage 1n connection
with “irrigation water is cited

complishments of the U.S. Water
Conservation  Laboratory  in
Tempe in a “picture story” pub-
lication recently published by
the U.S. Department of Agri-

Er(itled “Water Conservation
by .°. . Seepage Control,” the
six-page brochure tells the sto-
ry of research in that phase of
conservation through pictures of
work being done by USDA fac-

and Nevada.

In the accompanying text, the
brochure points out that USDA
“Research on seepage is based
at the new U.S. Water Conser-
vation Laboratory at Tempe,
Ariz.” '

Studies in progress at the,

include the design and usge of
mathematical models,  electri-
cal analogs, soil columns, sand|
tanks and hydraulic flumes to
discover principles and devel-
op improved methods for eval-
uating seepage.

The technique for more accu-

vation Laboralory ‘here, and
known as the variable head me-
ter technique “permits the mea-
surement of the rate of water|
loss and aids in the determina-
tion ,of canal bottom materials
that need sealing against seep-|
age,” the publication states.

“New low-cost chemical |
treatments under test.at Tempe, ”\
it continues, “may provide &0
percent control of seepage at a
cost of about 10 cents per square
yard. This compareé with a
minimum cost of $1 per square
vard for efficient conventional
canal and ditch lining materials,
such as plastic film, synthetic
rubber sheeting, concrete, hot-
mix asphalt paving, asphalt-
burlap and delayed-setting plas-
tics. g

“The new treatments offer a
radically new approach to the
seepage problem. Some of the
materials do not provide a lin-
ing in the usual sense of the
word. They are placed in a ca-
nal or reservoir and move into
the soil with the water to form
insoluble particles that plug the
soil pores below the spll sur-

Seepage is a major cause of
loss of ' irrigation water — in
the 17 western states where
some 29 million acres are under
irrigation, the loss from con-
veyance channels alone is near-
ly 16 million acre feet of water
a year or more than 14 billion

gallens a day.

Among pidtures included in
the publication are ones show-
ing John Griggs, physical sci-
ence technician, and Gary Fra-
sier, agricultural engineer, con-
ducting tests of soil sealants at
{he local laboratory; Dr. Her-
man Bouwer at work on a re-
sistance network analog, an e-
lectrical device that stimulates
the flow of water in the soil;
USDA Engineer Robert Rice de-
monsirating equipment which
measures (the rate at which wa-
ter passes through a soil col-
umn; Rice measuring seepage
from an unlined canal with the
falling-head seepage meter de-
veloped at the laboratory here;
and a photo showing a seepage-
reduding chemical being ap-
plied o a ponded irrigation ca-
nal in a full-scale field frial.
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Court Upholds bupermsol's
In Flood Conirol Appea !

A move to collect $2,688,000 damages from each Maricopa County
‘supervisor over the proposed location of a flood control reservoir
was denied in Superior Court yesterday.

" Visiting Judge T. J. Mahoney of Pinal County denied the damage

claim of E. A. Weintraub,
Weintraub of Newport, Ky.

The Weintraubs own 2,250 acres
of a 4,500-acre tract adjacent to
the Black Canyon Highway 7
miles southeast of Lake Carl
Pleasant proposed as a floed con-

trol reservoir site,

' The Weintraubs claimed the su-
pervisors as directors of the coun-
ty flood control district damaged
the value of their land by declar-
ing it is destined to Tecome . a)

}ake bottom.

““On Now., 15; 1951

320 W. Pasadena, Apt. 15, and Morris

They also asked the court to
decide whether such information
could damage the value of prop-
erty concerned, and if so, could
the property owner collect dam-
ages from the district.

This suit is pending, but the
Weintraubs asked that the super-
visors be made defendants in the
suit so the Weintraubs could
cross-claim against them - individ-
‘ually for damages.

Donald D. Myers, attorney for
the super-'the flood control district, argued

visors asked the court in a de-|the supervisors could not he sued
claratory judgment suit whether|individually for an action they

the flood control district conld in-
form the public of pronesed flood

control projects.

made as public officers, and
Judge Mahoney denied the Wein-
traubs’ request,

-
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Lowry Cautions

On Wash Homes

Colonel John Lowry, head of the Maricopa County |
Flood Control District, last night told a meeting of city|
council it should do everything in its power to keep
construction activity to 2 minimum in the Indian Bend

‘Wash.

Lowry pinpointed the general location of a pro-!

posed channel in the wash as out-
lined in recent surveys made by
(gheU.S._ Corps of Engineers.

He said he did not know when
go-ahead would be given to con-
struction of the channel which he
claims would stop flood danger
in the channel. The wash, which
drains 183 square miles of water-
shed has flooded over 20 times in
the last 20 years.

It runs north and south the
length of Scottsdale between
85th and 87th Streets.

“Indian Bend Wash is a wash
built by nature to take care of
this area. It is the only natural
drainage system in the city,”
Lowry told the council.

“Nature has given you the
system and so let us keep it and

improve upon it with the recom-,

mended channel. Permits for con-
struction or development within
the recorded floodways should
not be granted,” he said.

Council table for two weeks an
application to build homes at In-
dian School Road and Rogers
Lane in a subdivision known as
Indian Cove. 3

The builders said they will re-
submit their Subdivision plat to
confine it to an area outside the
recorded floodways.

R ~I15-¢2
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Lowry Cautions
On Wash Homes

Colonel John Lowry, head of the Maricopa County
Flood Control District, last night told a meeting of city
council it should do everything in its power to keep
construction activity to a minimum in the Indian Bend
Wash.

Lowry pinpointed the general location of a pro-

channel in the wash as out-
lined in recent surveys made by
the U.S. Corps of Engineers.

He said he did not know when
would be given to con-
gtruction of the channel which he
claims would stop flood danger
in the channel. The wash, which
drains 183 square miles of water-
shed has flooded over 20 times in
the last 20 years. :

It runs north and south the |
of Scottsdale between
85th and 87th Streets.

“Indian Bend Wash is a wash
built by nature to take care of
this area. If is the only natural
drainage system in the . city,”
Lowry told the council.

“Nature has given you the
system and so let us keep it and
improve upon it with the recom-
mended channel. Permits for con-
struction or development within
the recorded floodways should
not be granted,” he said.

Council table for two weeks an
epplication to build homes at In-
dian School Road and Rogers
Lane in a subdivision known as
Indian Cove.

The builders said they will re-
submit their subdivision plat to
confine it to an area outside the
recorded floodways.
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Engineer f
Of Flood Menace|

Subdividers who build homes in Indian Bend Wash |
can expect to see them floating down the river bed “like
. Lowery, chief engineer|:
for the Maricopa County Flood District, told city coun

Noah’s Ark™”, Colonel John
cil last night.

Lowery gave statistics showing that since 1939 the

dry river bed has been flooded at
least 20 times with the waters at
one time reaching the four-foot
level in the middle of Indian
School Road at Rogers Lane, site
of the proposed Indian Cove sub-
division.

City Council last week gave
tentative approval to plans to de-
velop a subdivision here after
subdividers presented a plan
showing the level of the land
could be raised 18 inches. Lowery
appeared to oppose the approval,
he said.

“The banks have overflowed,”
he said. “And there has heen
nothing done to prevent it hap-
pening again. The only reason
subdividers buy there is because
land is cheaper in the wash.”

He said installation of curbing
at residences above the proposed
site would only increase the flood|:
danger through additional runoff. |-

He said that a proposed chan-|
nel of which plans are being pre-|'
pared by the U.S. Army Corps of
{Engineers, could solve the prob-
em.

Lowery said he would try to
have exact specifications of
the underground channel ready
in three weeks. He said engi-
neers in the central office in
San Francisco are drafting plans

| for the massive tunnel.

He said construction would be-
gin soon.

It will be built at a cost of $8
million with Maricopa County pro-
viding $1 million and the federal
government the balance.

Lowery, a Scottsdale resident,
said the channel will be 25-feet
deep, 14-feet wide at the bottom
and 140-feet across at the top. It
will be covered, he added.

Council tabled the issue for
three weeks.
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Court Upholds Supervisors
In Flood Conirol Appeal

A move to collect $2,688,000 damages from each Maricopa Count_y‘:
‘supervisor over the proposed location of a flood control reservoir
~was denied in Superior Court yesterday.

' Visiting Judge T. J. Mahoney of Pinal County denied the damage
claim of E. A. Weintraub, 32(i W. Pasadena, Apt. 15, and Morris

‘Weintraub of Newport, Ky.

The Weintraubs own 2,250 acres
of a 4,500-acre tract adjacent to
the Black Canyon Highway 7
miles southeast of Lake Carl
Pleasant proposed as a flocd con-
‘trol reservoir site,

The Weintraubs claimed the ‘su-
pervisors as directors of the coun-
ty flood control district damaged
the value of their land by declar-
ing it is destined to recome a
lake bottom.

On Nov. 15, 1981, the super-
visors asked the ccurt in a2 de-
claratory judgment sunit whether
the flood control district conld. in-

form the public of propoced flood
control proiects.

8—/.6-42_

They also asked the court to
decide whether such information
could damage the value of prop-
erty concerned, and if so, could
the property owner collect dam-
ages from the district.

This suit is pending, but the
Weintraubs asked that the super-
visors be made defendants in the
suit so the Weintraubs could
cross-claim against them individ-
ually for damages.

Donald D. Myers, attorney for
the flood control district, argued
the supervisors could not be sued
individually for an action they|
made as public officers, 2nd
Judge Mahoney denied the Wein-
traubs’ request,
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F lood Control Unit

P-542

Urges North Channel

By ROBERT J. EARLY

Construction of a $15.1 million channel and levee across northern
Maricopa County was recommended yesterday by the Flood Control

Advisory Board.

_ Called the Union Hills Channel, the project \Would extend from 1%
!mles west of Black Canyon Highway to 40th Street on a},hne 114

miles north of Bell.

. Yesterday’s recommendation is|

an alternate proposal to an earlier
study which recommended a chan-

- nel from about 12th Avenue along
Greenway to just north of the
town of Peoria.

The Union Hills Channel was
recommended over the Greenway
Channel because it would cur-
tail flooding in a much larger

area, according to the flood
board.

THE GREENWAY Channel,
which would cost $13,350,000,

would prevent. flooding in a 10,-
560-acre area south of Greenway
to about Northern.

The Union Hills Channel would
extend this flood control cover-
age an additional 12,480 acres or
about 19.5 square miles, the flood
board said. The additional pro-
tection would be for the area
generally north of Greenway.

In a letter to the Army Corps
of Engineers, the flood board said
it is recommending the Union
Hills Channel ‘“solely because of
the expected growth and develop-
ment of Maricopa County in the
area involved.”

Since the bulk of the funds to
build the channel will come from
federal appropriations, the Army
engineers must approve the plan
before funds. for its construction
can be approved by Congress.

THE CORPS has done cost-
benefit studies on both proposals
and has found the benefits from
both over a 50-year period will
be more than the cost of construc-
tion, said County Manager Charles
W. Miller.

Although the Union Hills pro-
posal will cost an estimated $1,-
750,000 more than the Greenway
proposal, cost to the county will
be decreased under the Union
Hills recommendation, studies
show.

Cost. to the county under the
Greenway proposal would be
about $4,650,000 for land acquisi-
tion. Under the Union Hills recom-
mendation the county’s cost would
be an estimated $3 million.

In federal participation’ flood
control projects, the county pays
for rights of way and street and
bridge relocations. The federal

government pays the construction
costs of the particular project.
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Heavy Rains Strike
chkenhurg Area

§henff’s deputies at Wickenburg reported heavy rain and wind
qut of town yesterday forced many motorists to pull off the road.

V‘lstblhty in places was down to zero in the height of the storm.
A county road between Peg s Cafe in Salome and the Wintersburg

Store was washed ouf. Authorities posted barricades and flares.

“The washout delayed for several __
hours the return from Tonopah to
Wintersburg of a busload of school
children. All occupants had been
safety returned to their homes by
9:30 p.m., however.

Kuckeye also received a shower
in 1he afternoon.

P_h;oemx had only a trace early
in the evening.

Wi&ely scattered showers and
thunderstorms are forecast for

(2
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Move Ajed

Realignment of a $15.1 million
flood-control channel across the
northern portion of the county
would save taxpayers almost $2
million and add 12,480 protected
acres to the original plan, the
Maricopa County Flood Control
Advisory Board said.

The new recommendation is cal-
led the Union Hills Channel. The
project would extend from 115
miles west of Black Canyon High-
way to 40th Street on a line 115
miles north of Bell. It was recom-
mended over the previously-plan-
ned Greenway Channel because
it would curtail possible flooding
over a much-larger area, officials
said.

THE OVERALL countywide
flood control proposal will be put
to the voters late this year or|
early 1963. Current estimates|
place the county’s part at about
$20 million. The federal govern-
ment, participating on a cooper-
ative basis, would put in an ad-
ditional $40 million.

Since the federal government
will contribute the bulk of the
funds, approval of the Union Hills
Channel must come from the
Army Corps of Engineers.

The Greenway Channel would
have run from 12th Avenue to
just north of Peoria. It would cost
about $4,650,000 and prevent flood-
ing in a 10,560-acre area south of
Greenway to about Northern.

—THE COUNTY’S cost for the
Union Hills proposal would be
about $3 million. It would extend
flood protection an additional
12,480 acres over the Greenway
Channel. The advisory board said
total protéction would cover about
19.5 acres. The additional protec-
tion would be for the area gener-
ally north of Greenway,

The proposal has been turned
over to the Corps of Engineers.
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“fended the grant to the museum,|:
declaring it is used by many|:
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County OKs

£udget Amid
Grumblings

By ROBERT J. EARLY

Maricopa County supervisors
yesterday adopted the fiscal
1962-63 budget of $29,926,968 amid
rumblings by political candidates
who questioned certain aspects of
the budget.

The budget, which will continue
the county property tax rate at
$1.45 per $100 of assessed valu-
ation for another year, will be a
key campaign issue in the fall
elections, many candidates agree.

The supervisors yesterday also
set the county flood control dis-
trict property tax levy at $126,114,
thus reducing .the district’s tax
levy from 5 to 2 cents per $100 of
assessed valuation of real prop-
erty, such as a home. The rate is
not levied against inventory or
personal property.

JOHN M. HAZELETT, a Repub-
lican candidate for supervisor
from District 3, charged at yes-

HE A

terday’s meeting that there were|

‘“‘extravagant expenditures in the
proposed budget.”

He said the budget showed there

was a 300 per cent personnel in-
crease and that the research di-
vision is being enlarged from two
to six employes.

County Manager Charles W.

Miller explained that no new per-|;
sonnel have been added to the di-

vision but that present employes
were simply consolidated into one
department.

Hazelett also attacked the per-
sonnel increase in other depart-
ments. These Miller said were
larger only because of consolida-
tion and not because of additional
hiring.

“THE TAX RATE is still too
high,” Hazelett contended. “Peo-
ple are losing their homes, and
businesses are going bankrupt be.-
cause taxes are too high.”

A Republican aspirant for coun-
ty attorney, Sidney B. Wolfe,
charged that County Attorney
Charles N. Ronan does not need
the seven additional attorn<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>