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Feather River Battle

Rages Outside of L.A.

' Scores of Cities and Towns Fear Dispute
- Over East Branch Aqueduct Will Bar Water

BY RAY HEBERT, Times Urban Plans Editor

Down Southern Califor- spoken critic of MWD and
nia's inland valleys, as far|its officers, bringing Feath.
south as San Diego, they'reler River water to the San
still fighting the battle for Bernardino region by way of

Feather River water,

MWD's proposed tunnel

More than two years after|route would not solve the
the $1.75 billion statewide district's problems.

water development system
was approved, there is a
- growing fear that northern’
reach

~'water may never

Under this plan, he says,
water would be delivered al
an elevation of 900 ft. The

scores of cities and commu- district, in turn, would be

nities outside the Los An- foiced to

geles metropolitan area.

pump it as high
as 2,800 ft. to distribute it

This apprehension stems to all its customers.

" from a disputé over the East

"The high line East

Branéh Aqueduct, the so- Branch, on the ottler hand,
called high line route that would come in behind us —
would carry Feather River through the San Bernardino
water across the Antelope Mountains,” Wilde explained.

Second of two parts.

Valley and high desert areas.
through San Bernardino and
d3posit it in Perris Reser-
voir in Riverside County.

William E. Warne, direc-
tor of the State Department
of Water Resources, has giv-
-en his repeated assurances

“that the 128-mile branch will
" be built on schedule to de-
- liver water in 1972.

"We are considering all

possible plans that might be
adopted by agreement
‘among our contractors," he
_said recently, "but there is no
ssubstitute visible now for
..the East Branch and the Ce-
‘dar Springs and Perris Res-
ervoirs."

Even so, the Metropolitan
Water District, alveady con-
mitted to paying 70% of the
state project's total cost, is
moving toward a decision
that could eliminate or delay
indefinitely the desert high
line.

Before June 30, the dis-
trict's 45 directors probably
will be asked to approve a
plan to bring Feather River
water into the Los An-

»geles area through the
vmuch shorter West Branch
¥ Aqueduct.

Use Tunnels, Pipes

East from the San Fer-
“nando Valley. this imported’
! water — MWD's share
{ amounts to about 839 of all
inorthern water allotted to
- Southern California — would

be carried through a series
Fof foothill tunnels and pipe-
+ lines to San Bernardino and!
! Perris Reservoir. |
L If, by June 30, MWD and’
» other Southland water agen-|
; cies have failed to agree on
| the aqueduct's route — high
}-line or foothill tunnels — the'
+ state has until Dec. 31 to de-“
i‘ cide where it should be built.
L Voice Comparison
v If the amount of water
ythey are ‘purchasing was
’Fthe only guide, contract-
ying agencies outside MWD
ywould have a small voice,
+by comparison, in the aque-
{ duct's final routing and cun-
Ystruction schedule.
. The Antelope Valley-East
% Kern Water Agency, for ex-
vample, has contracied for
120,000 acre-feet, compared
¥to 1.5 million for MWD, The
£San Bernardino Valley Mu-
tnicipal Water District will
vget 90,000 acre-feet, while
y the contractual amounts of
i:other agencies trickle down
sto as little as 15,000 acre-
'g,feet.
- But, as each contract
- States — a point Warne has
¢ emphasized — there must be
v agreement among all con-
s tracting agencies.
In Antelope Valley, where
» a rash of new industrial and
# commercial development is
v expected with the arrival of
‘;;Feather River water, MWD's
":interest in a line south of
;the San Gabriel Mountains
gis viewed with obvious con-
v cern.
© "Ideas for a 'strikingly
% new route' through the Los
E:Angeles Coastal basin
- (MWD's foothill tunnel plan)
tcan be construed as 'strik-
¥ ingly new subterfuge' for
' gaining more concentration
}of water control rather than
+ really providing an expand-
i ing water systemx through-
out Southern California," the
s Antelope Valley Progress
n Assn. observed.

Opposed By Wilde

Hugo Wilde, general man-
¢ nger of the San Bernardino
: Valley Municipal Water Dis-
trict, says his agency is
- fighting to preserve the des-
% ert high line as planned by
» the state.
The distributor, which in-
% cludes the cities of San Ber-
, nardino, Colton, Redlands
+ and Rialto, has a population
of 250,000 and what it re-
gards as a "firm" contract
for Feather River water.
Twice, in 1954 and 1957, its
electors turned down propos-
als to annex to MWD. -

To Wilde, often an out-
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"That's the line we're fight-
ing for, the one the state has
promised to build.”

'Southeast of San Bernar-
dino, the San Gorgonio Pass
Water Agency, although it
has contracted for only 15,
000 acre-feet, has a problem
just as acute.

President Ted Silverwood
explained the agency's posi-
tion this way:

"The state water program
was developed, after nine
years of bickering, on the

asis of serving areas of
need. It would be a grave
mistake to cut off the East
Branch. If it is abandoned,
it will be by the will of a
few people who don't see the
economic benefits to all the
people.”

San Diego water officials
regard proposals to aban-
don or delay the East‘
Branch as "dangerous" to the:
entire water-deficient coun-
ty and its busy metropoli-
tan hub.

Will Oppose Delay i
Roughly 90% of the re-
gion's domestic and indus-
trial water comes from the
Colorado River through the
San Diego County Water
Authority’s membership in
MWD. But this water is high-
ly mineralized, a condition
the authority hopes to cor-,
cect by conmingling it with
purer Feather River water.
The authority, of course,
has a voice in whatever ac-
tion MWD takes. Its direc-‘
tors, led by Fred Heilbron,
authority chairman, are cer-
tain to oppose any plan to
delay or abandon the East
Branch, a situation that
could cause a serious split
on MWD's board.

W. H. Jennings, the au-,
thority's general counsel, be-|
lieves the East Branch
should be built to insure San
Diego's security. No matter
how the pending Colorado
River case is decided, he
feels, it will mean a reduc-
tion in Southern California
river supply — San Diego's
primary source of water.

Heilbron — San Diego's
venerable "Mr. Water" — se-
riously doubts whether

MWD's proposed foothill
tunnel and pipeline route
would ever reach Perris
Reservoir, jumping off point
to the San Diego Aqueduct.

Fears End of Line

"La Verne is probably as
far as it would be built
in the foreseeable future,"
he says. "Who in the Los An-
geles area is going to vote
for a bond issue to carry it
beyond that point?" .

Heilbron, to further justi-
fy San Diego's "right” to the
East Branch, recalls that the
county's overwhelming vote
for the Feather River Proj-
ect bond issue in 1960 was
predicated on receiving
northern water through the
East Branch aqueduct. He
puts it this way:

"If it had not been for San
Diego's vote, that bond issue
would never have carried."
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