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- [California’s water problem has reached, once again, a

- eyucial point, Basic decisions

need to be made by residents

- of the State, The Times presents today the third of ¢ series
“defining the pressing questions involved, and telling what

"is being done about them,]

BY ED AINSWORTH

One {ssue more than any oth-
ar has focused attention recent.
ly on California's water prob-
lem and brought it to a head..

This is' the Feather River
Project.

Of the many suggestions
made for supplemental supplies
for water-deficient Southérn
California in the years to come
the Feather River idea has re-
celved more publicity than any
other. It has stirred contro-
versy; some public, some sub-
merged.

¢It, of course, i3 far from be-

ing the only proposal for bring-
ing water here from long dis-
tances or for creating new,sup-
plles right here in our own
back yard.

Callfornia Confention

For a while the U.S. Bureau
of Reclamation under previous
administrations *was . talklng
about bringing water to South-
ern California from the Colum.
bia River, This was discounted,
however, because of the oft.
expressed suspicion that the
guggestion was merely a di-
versionary one to distract Call-
fornia's attention from the al-
Hance of the bureatt and Ari-
zona which were trying to “put
over” the so-called Central Arf-
zona Project with Colorado
River water. California con-
tenided that the Arizona scheme
would take Colorade water
rightfully belonging to this
State and that the Columbla
was advanced as a possible
source simply to justify the
Colorado River “grab.” i

Another bureau proposal wasi
that California get busy and re-
claim sea water and thus end
the necessity of going any-
where for river water, Serious
experiments are proceeding, of
course, with sea water reclama.
tion but there apparently is no
immediate prospect of a power
supply cheap enough to make
it .economically feasible on a
large scale, -

Studles Approved

The Trinity River and the
Klamath River both have been
mentlonied as possible sources
in the northern part of the
State. Byt the Feather River
project is the only ona that
has advanced, to the stage of
major legislative appropriations
for studies of engineering pos-
sibilities and routes. The
Feather River is the most im-
portant tributary of the Sacra-
mento River. It flows an av-
erage of about 4,500,000 acre-
féet a year.

A strange contradiction has
arisen in connection with the
proposal for harnessing the
river.

Some Northern Californians
have heen asserting that South-
ern California is trying to
“grab” water In the north.

Some Southern Californians
have been declaring, on the
other hand, that the Feather
River project is strictly a
Northern California fiood con
trol plan and that the south,
where most of the taxpayers
live, has been “hitched on” only
to pay the bilk

Must Be Analyzed

The facts indicate that net.
ther viewpoint is wholly, or
even substantially, correct. The
matter has to he analyzed on
its merits to arrive at the truth.

First of all, it must be re.
membered that the Feather
River {deas as far back asg 1831
—23 years ago—had advanced
to a point ‘where the State En.
gineer recummended that a
dam be built on the river near
Oroville in Butte County, as
part of the State water plan.
By 1049 the US, Army Engi-
neers, the US. Reclumition
Bureatt and the State had
agreed that such a dam should
be built for flood control and
that the Impounded water
should be put to heneficlal use,

Then the flood control angle
really hecame uppermost when
the “Feather River project,” as
such, first took -specific shape.

Contract Made

An organization known as
the California Central Valleys
Flood Control Association, with
John M. Luther as manager, on
Feb. 1, 1951, made a contract
with the State Engineer, A. D.
Edmonston, and the State Wa-
ter Resources Board for a pre-
Hminary study and report on
the project. The flood control
group put up $7500 and the
Stdte matched {t. - With this
$15,000 the initial report was
to he completed! in four months,
by June 1, 1851,

This report proposed a dam
impounding 2,500,000 1o 3,000,
000 acre-feet at Oroville on the
Feather River, channels and
canals down the San Joaquin
Valley and a *“lft” of ap-
proximately 3400 feet in height

i

over the Tehachapi Mountains
to reach Southern California.
The estimated cost of ‘the proj-
ect was ‘set at.$1,270,387,000
without the power plant lift
the water the 3400 feet. It has
been estimated that the power
of two Hoover Dams would be
required for this purpose,

Estimate Set

The estimate of water cost
for Southern California was
set at $50 per acre-foot, This
contrasts with' $10 for raw wa-
ter now charged by the Metro.
politan Water District.

Later, »the State Ingineer
'stated that the $50-figure was
‘based on full, not partial, use
‘of the facilities. Southern Cal.
ifornia water engineers trans.
lated this to mean that the. ac-
tual cost of the water therefore
would be around $100 per acre.
foot. for a number of years,

This, of course, was predi
cated on the "3400-foot lift,
which would provide water for
places like.the Antelope Val
ley (Palmdale has an elevation
of 2665 feet) and the “high des-
ert,” where some 1,000,000 acres
could be irrigated if water were
available at a cost the farmers
could pay.

Further Studies

Discussions of these high
costs -resulted In further stud-

idea for our next source of
water,”  he said. ‘“However,
studies now are being made of
a tunnel from the San Joaguin
Valley that would bring the
water to ‘Southern California
at an elevation of 1600 feel—
approximately the same as the
lift on the Metropolitan Water!
District Colorado River Aque-
duct. This would mean of
course that areas higher up,
such as the Antelope Valley,
would have to pay the cost for
their own facilities to lift the
water the extra 1000 fest or so
up to them if they wanted it.”

The cost studles are proceed-

ing. '
2,000,000 Provided

It is interesting to note that,
since the original $15,000 sur-
vey by the flood control group
and the State Engineer, the
Legislature has provided about
$2,000,000 for additional engi
neering studies.

In the last session of the
Leglalature, a contest de
veloped over a proposal that z
$75,000,000 State “rainy day’
fund be used to acquire Feather
River project sites, The pro

ess, the Legislature disclosec
an attitude that one observer
summarized in this way:
“Let’s not get committed
plecemeal, to a project whick
has not heen fully studled. Let's
find out more facts before we
undertake something that In
{ts present form may not be
economically feasible,”

Gaining -Attention )

In this connection, the prob
lem of how the profect would
be financed has heen gaining
added attention. The original
1951 report suggested that the
Federal government might pro-
vide $50,000,000 for flood con-
'trol and that the State might
add $86,296,000 for flood control
and water development, and

that the remaintierrwof 7the )

posal was rejected. In the proc -

money could come from reve-
nue bonds or general-obligation
bonds of the State. Since then,
it has_been pointed out in
Southern California that at the
profected cost of $50 to $100 per
acre-foot there could he no
market for such water in the
discernible future, and that
revenue honds could not there:
fore be sold. : .
This necessitates further
study of means of financing.
At the moment, as the result
of misunderstandings over
varfous aspects of the Feather
River project, responsible lead-
ers in hoth Northern and South-
ern California are suggesting
the desirability of comprehen-
sive new technical conferences
to work out practical details,
This necessarily brings up
the subject of a more coherent
and tangible State-wide ap-
proach to water and its distri-
bution,
The possibilities of this now
are being explored.

__(Continued tomorrow)
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