
, ',

The Safety of Dams Act grants Federal funds to repair or alter existing
dams on the Salt and Verde Rivers.SRP dams need large spillways,also
Stewart Mountain Dam.Buttes Dam and Reservoir are previously authorized
and would be constructed. This can add Gila River water to the CAP supply.
Cliff would be a new dam,not authorized. The Arizona Congressional dele
gation is being pressured to change the5afety of Dams Act to provide
funding for new dams.Estimate-Cliff anJ'new Roosevelt-$600 million.

Other,already authorized,non-CAWCS flood control facilities including
New River,Cave Buttes,Adobe dams,several Soil Conservation Service dams
and Indian Bend Wash would be completed.

i

:.;...!..','..' " .•......~~...: ,"';'<x..vv.: .v-: ...• ','" •...

Honorable Barry Goldwater
Honorable Dennis DeConcini
U.S. Senate
Washington,D.C.20510

,~
. -_. - -_..j

Dear Senators" I
The Environmental l mp ac t Statement of the Regulatory Study Division - ,
{.~-F l,;.':'f· r::...,n .~' !,h r_ .tJi"f:i'·' ()f Per1a r.:Jt1f)fo 75 b~~'!g d~~t:-ibuted for study
and coiiimt:nt. It presents the6 alternatives to ormM;@!!'-j-- , _-j
All but Plan 8, the No Action Alternative,call for a new earthen Cliff
Dam to cost $250 million on the Verde River below Horseshoe Dam.This
is to larqely erase the 40 mile long flood plain through Phoenix so
that it can be developed for business., a federal subsidy.The present
215,000 cfs upper contour legal boundary of the flood plain would be
lowered to 55,000 cfs near the drainage channel.

\

Cliff Dam below Horseshoe Dam would flood 6 miles of the lush Verde
River,degrade riparian habitat below Cliff and above Horseshoe,which
would be breached.Two of the world's 12 pairs of desert-nesting bald 1
eagles forage and nest here .. As the present dams silt up,new dams would
be required,destroying scenic wilderness for future generations.

Phoenix is one of the fastest growing cities in the country.It needs no
further Federal subsidy. Fourteen bridges to span th~15,OOO cfs flood 2
plain are built o~ funded by $tate and local government. Not holding the
six upstream reservoirs so full during flood season so that the water
could recharge th~ rive~as it ~lows through Phoeni~,creatin~ a water sup
ply for a Tempe R10 Sal~do ProJect,lessens 'flood r t s k..c r eet t nq beauty.

3
Sincerely, ~

0~tL ~' ~
Irma Hepner ~

H-53
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Responses to Comments
Northern Arizona Audubon Society

10-1 See response to General Comment #5.

10-2 Reregulation of the Salt River Project was evaluated in Stage II and
el iminated early in Stage III from further considerat ion due to the
fo llowi ng factors : (l) Safety of Dams problems were not solved;
(2) water loss associated with dedicating space to flood cont rol ;
(3) institutional problems involved with dedicating flood control
space; and (4) low level of flood control provided.

10-3 See response to General Comment #4.
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Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation
Valley Center Bldg.
Suite 2200
Phoenix, AZ B5073

Dear Sir:

Our group is

r-
i---- ~ _."--,,-.

.. "'~-"-'-'" ..
~_!.'..'... _L.__... .. __......

1

We support the No Action Alternative, Plan 8. Dam safety repairs will
90 forward without any of the seven Bureau pr~p~~~~s.

Sincerely Yours~ J1 ~

b~1I.~
Donavon H. Lyngholm
Secretary

3



Responses to Comments
Four Corners Wilderness Workshop

11-1 See Response to General Comment #6.

11-2 Many factors were consi dered in determi ni ng the agency proposed
act ion. Pub1i c i nvo 1vement was one of those factors. Support for
the 200,000 cfs was expressed at the May 1980 public workshops. In
addition, significant support for a higher level of flood control
was expressed through other methods of obtaining public input
including response to newsletters, the Governor's Advisory
Committee, Public Values Workshops, and later public meetings.

11-3 See response to General Comment #4.



#h"621 NORTH 16th STREET, SUITE A..118

PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85016

12 H .
HOME BUILDERS ASSOCIATI~-8--'j.f,f.~n~·.~....~'

CENTRAE~RIZONA I';'" All ~

H
B
A

June 22, 1983,

Project Manager
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
Valley Bank Center Building, #2200
Phoenix, Arizona 85073

Dear Sir:

The Home Builders Association of Central Arizona (HBACA)
would like to go on record in support of the Orme Dam
Alternative Plan 6. The HBACA represent approximately
85% of the residential builders building in Maricopa
County.

Our reasons for supporting Plan 6 are two. First, we
feel this plan offers the most long range flood pro
tection for the Phoenix Metropolitan Area. In the last
few years, we have seen Metro Phoenix physically cut in
half by raging Salt River flood waters. Plan 6 addressed
and solves this flooding problem.

Secondly, we as builders are very sensitive to proper land 1
use. Lands adjacent to the Salt River that now stand barren
and unused could become productive residential properties
if Plan 6 were implemented.

We understand there will be an environmental disturbance as
always when man builds on the land. However, after reviewing
the environmental costs and the alternate plans, we feel
confident that our decision to support Plan 6 is correct.

SU£;.t-o--L_
David A. Bixler
Deputy Director

DAB:m

H-S7



Responses to Comments
Home Builders Association of Central Arizona

12-1 See response to General Comment #7.

H-53



OTI' OF MESA #/3
AJUZOl'\A

OFFICE ~~.~. ,1'l~MjWOR' "l
'3'1,2388 JUf 27 :983

I

, 7tJ "

June 22, 1983

has completed its review of the Draft Environmental
the Regulatory Storage Division of the Central Arizona

Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation
Arizona Projects Office
Suite 2200 Valley Center
Phoenix, Arizona 85073

Gentlemen:

The City of ~'esa

Impact Statement for
Project.

It is our position that the proposed action, identified as Plan No.6
must be implemented. Without the protection that Plan No.6 offers, the
entire metropolitan area will continue to be subject to the ravages of flood
ing that we have all witnessed during recent years.

Another benefit of the flood control aspects of Plan 6 is that they will
enable the Rio Salado District to reclaim considerable land from the Salt
River bed. It i.,s.also our understanding that initially there could be more 1
first priority C.A.P. water available than that which is needed by industries
and municipalities. This could prove beneficial to the initial efforts of
the Rio Salado Project.

Equally as important as the flood control protections that plan 6 offers,
is the aspect of dam safety. All six of the Salt River Project's existing
dams have been declared unsafe by the Federal Government, which is a condi
tion that no longer can be tolerated. The construction of Cliff Dam on the
Verde River and a new or enlarged Roosevelt Dam on the Salt River, along with
the other proposed actions, would resolve this problem once and for all.

H-59
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The st udy also cl ear ly points out the s ignificant water, power and rf> crea
t i onal hfnefits that wi ll result through the implE'n,entati on of Pla n No. 6.

la st l y, t hE' st udy i ndica tes t hat Pla n 6 wi ll rE'turn nE'ar ly two dol lars in
benefits for every dollar i nvest ed which is a very si gnifi cant cost/ benefit
ra tio .

In concl usi on , I would like t o conmend t he Bureau of RE'clcmation , t he
Co rps of Engi neers , and the many ot her peeple whc have worked so long and
hard on th i s project. The City of Mesa concurs wholeheartedly wit h the i r
recon~en da tio n re la ti ve t o the necessity of imp l ement i ng Plan No.6. We need
t hese dams and t he benefits t hey will br i ng t o the metropoli ta n area. Wh il e
t he wat er and power and recrectional benpf its are important to our ci ti zpns .
the need to protect ou r peop le and the i r property, homes and bu si nesses f rcm
fut ure fl oodi ng is an absol utE' necE' ss ity . Plcn 6 n,ust be impl emE' ot E'd :. _

· Si nCf ye- l y ,

~ZcJ~~
Don Strauch
Mayor

DWS:db

H- 60
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Responses to Comments
City of Mesa Arizona

13-1 See response to General Comment #7.
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Mr. Ed Hornbeck, Pro~ect Manap,er
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 
Suite 2200 Valley Center
Phoenix, Ariz. 85073

Rttrlm JlI::~4,!!~~Vtl
- r. l 7

I ;-~;" -.:runeI'iJ-'J:9!l3~I

I - ,~ ~::::-::-::...:: ,'.--
1.'i!1!ll!206- .?~.- -
\ , . _.::Z,P

1- .--',
1- .---
1-·------- '
I'" .• - .; 0.- . 1

. I'Dear SJ.r1 - .-.- .-- ,-- I

I wl"h '0 volo. fUll,,"ppor' of tho Pl,. 6 Al'~~l:r "rm.-~.
I served as a member or the Governor's Com~itt ~~~y Prme ~1

Alternatives, and we spent many months at the task, _ il1g eF'ch--o
the alternatives as well as the Orme Dam proposal i • t~,

At the end that 21-member committee had no doubts, except for Dr,
Robert Witzman of the Maricopa County Audubon Society, when we end"rsed
Plan 6 20-1. And Dr. Witzman admitted he would oppose any plan that
contained a dam and refused to even consider the v~ry compelling needs
for addmtional storage on the Verde river to protect Bartlett Dam,
conserve water and to provide critically needed flood control for the
Phoenix area.

This type of blind opposition deserves no consideration.
Recently I have received a copy of a propaganda flyer sent to

Audubon Society members by Dr. Witzman, Herb Fibel, current president of
the Maricopa Audubon Society, and Alma Williams of the Palo Verde Group 1
of the Sierra Club.

This flyer would seem to say that one pair of bald eagles is more
important than the water needs or the safety of the citizens of Phoenix.
It infers that construction of a dam at the Cliff site would destroy
this pair of eagles.

I have lived in Arizona 74 years, have b0en an outdoor columnist for
the Arizona RepUblic some 40 years, and a student of ~ildlife problems in
our state most of my adult life. Without question, b~ad eagles prob~bly

are more plentiful in Arizona today than they ever were because of
increased numbers of fish on the streams we have as a result of water
conservation by dams, and the intrOduction of many new species of fish,
which provide most of the food for the bald eagles. Also there is no
question that eagles are frequently distunbed ,-t their nesting sites
by tODPling of old cottonwoods from floods or old a~e, and by people who
disturb their cliff or tree top nests. They always pick another site
and go right on with reproduction.

The last bi~ flood we had a couple of years ago wiped out more
riparian hRbitat downstream from Phoenix than all the dams together have
-inundated, and that habitat was just gettin~ back to the point where it
probably soon would have been attracting bald eagmme. By building the Clif
Dam and raising Rooseyelt we may be able to prevent future devastating
floods of this type so riparian habitat along the Salt and Gila rivers
below Phoenix can come back again.

Plan 6 won the endorsement of the Governor's Committee and that
committee WRS composed of a representative cross-section of the community
inclUding the Audubon people who made it clear from the begi ning they
would onpose any plan. They did their best to Iilmmmmm influence the committ
during its sessions. ~o did Frank Welch, leader of another group who
opposes the CAP in gEmmEam general, but they wpre unable to nresent any
factual information to support their views.

Hopefully we can get on wi th Pla~n6. f'

Si~- y, I \
H-63 Ben _, ve y I I "On,j
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:' ca r Ed I

Vloulc1 y ou pl ea s e call Bob Th cmas a t t.hr- Ariz on a Re nub L'ic a n d t e ll
i m t he lRws a uthor i z i n p; t h e Bould e r Canyon Pro .iect an d t h e Unper CoLore-do

·i v e r St orn ~ e Pro~e c t provi de fo r buil d in~ dams pr i mAri l y fo r wa t e r R t orp ~e

~ mee t t he n eeds of ~h e Unner Rn d Lowe r Col or- do r i v er ba~ins .

Al s o point out t o h im t.ho t powe r '; en('~" t i on an d fl ood c ontrol a r e
n c i d en t a l 1 i mi ted benefi t s, :'mc1 t h e ope 1'3 t i nr; cri t C"i3 S",,"c i f' i c a l l y

. imi ts s t or-a rte space for f l ood c ontrol i")1 d r e "lu!.re S th,'t no water be
'2sted. \
-..~"".;--'.....~~ -' -' " ...~".~, _. "", -" """ ""-,-..._-..-,--",- -"""..__..._- .--,,,,, -,-.~---, ._.._--_ ._ .~' ---.". _.._,--- -..
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Responses to Comments
Ben Avery

14-1 See response to General Comment #7.
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.A.PiZOl2a\\Iatel'! Resour~ces8on?I17,iUee-# /~

2102 W. INDIAN SCHOOL RD., SUITE 3
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85015

r
PHONE 234·3391

.... . ... ·"9"47:9568-1

... .. - -~ ""'"

T7[.::?".. L,.v ·n· .(,~
/ ' .\...' t:

.

1

Jl.D1e 23, 1983

Project Manager
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
Suite 2200 Valley Center
Phoenix, Arizona 85073

= '''''
The Arizona water Resources camri.ttee would likeJ ' .
to register its support far the record en the _---lC..:.-_. 1
public hearings relative to the Draft EnviIOIUlIeIl fi" C= _.
Irrpact Stat:a:ent far 1;he central Arizona Water
Control Study or what is cutOlonly referred to as
Plan 6 - the Alternative to Onre Dam.

Dear Sir:

The interests of the AlOC are largely those con
ceIned with water supply benefits which we believe
Plan 6 addresses in a positive manner. We believe
the water resource issues included in Plan 6 are
i.nperative to the future E!OCI1CIlli.c and social well
being of our state. HcMever, \lie also join with,
what we believe to be, the overwhelming public
support for the flcxxi control and dam safety features
which will result fIall the acnstructien of Cliff,
New R:x:lsevelt and New Waddell I:larlB.

OFFICERS
Fred J. Nobbe
President

Terry Hudgins
Vice President

Elzada Darter
Secretary-Treasurer

MEMBERS
Anthony Brazel
Phil Briggs
Bob Lane
Sue Lofgren
WesSteiner
Tom Sullivan
Art Vondrick

DIRECTORS

Joe Arnold
Hobert L. Brunton
Curtis C. Cooper, Jr.
Kel M, Fox
Rich Johnson
F.J. McDonald
Bob Moore
John M. Olson
R.J, Purste-,
Noms M Soma
Robert Spillman
Robert M. Sternberger
William Warskow
J. Aobert White
Barbara Zac:hariae

HONORARY MEMBERS
Karl F. Abel
R.C.Cole

"Victor I. Corbell
'Hon. Lewis Douglas
Roger Ernst

·Obed M. Lassen
RJ. McMullin
Robert R. StonoH
Han. Jack Williams

\
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Responses to Comments
Arizona Water Resources Committee

15-1 See response to General Comment #7.

.H-63
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2850 N. Sunrock
Tucson, Arizona
June 21, 1983

16

. Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation
Valley Center Building Suite 2200
Phoenix, Arizona 85073

Dear Sir:

Sincerely,

Patricia Ackert
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Responses to Comments
Patricia Ackert

16-1 See response to General Comment #6.
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BUREAU OF LAN D M A N A G EM ENT

United States J!tment of the Interior
~--
I OF fi r,':, ' "'I.e CO" "

J.i:'Ei\':U- -JUl-';-~3 ' ,
•• .1;\ . _ . •_ • . .__.~

JI

To:

From:

Subject:

Memorandum "

Regional Environmental Off i cer, Lower CO lo r t do~- ·::-~~· ·i~- - ~
U.S . Bur ea u of Reclamation , Boul der Ci ty , N~~d2·__-L. --r~~~~~

Cf)s,, ;4 . j1 P" ?C " l~
Sta t e Director, Ar i zona I

~ "\~"" l~~Cl~i\'t.A:~

Review of Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Regulatory
Storage Division , Central Arizona Project (INT DES 83-27)

We have perused the subj ec t document and found no s ign i f i cant impacts t o
the public lands admi n i st ered by t he Bureau of Land Ha na gement .

Thank you for the opportunity to review the draft env i r onment a l impact
statement.

l ct:lng

H-71
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SIERRA CLUB /g--

2200

Orand OanyonOhapter . i~:~CD .51J~ I

" ;t..5C) . . ." ----
12 June 1983 ; . 706 '~---i!4'7r ')'0 ,,.~- .- ---j

C.: .. '.~ .' ~~~: : - : - --'~:-I
f- , -, ' ._~.

~-- - - - - . - . - ~ .
I ,L--_ _ , __ .. ..

1< i ....1- __

Project Jo!anager
Bureau of Recl~mation

Valley Cent er Eldg., Suite
Pho enix, Az. 85073

Dear Sir:

The Rin con Gr oup of t he Grand Canyon Cha pter of
t he Sierra Club ~ i she s to go on record a s s trongly 1
supportin g Plan 8:, the No Action Alterna tive among t he
current ClP dam proposals.

Plan 6, su poorte d by t~ e Bure au, i s not only expensive,
but viII hav e n;merou s ne gative consequ ences. It will
reduce flood plain thereby promotin g d ev elooT, p.nt, d e ~troy

bald eagle habitat, and destroy or degrade six mile s of
riparian habitat on t he Verde. ~

The recently released Draft EIS clearly states t hat
any needed dam safety repairs will ta~e place on bo~h

the Salt and the Verde without any' of the proposed dams
being bUilt. For this reason and becau se of the ne gative
conse qunnces of dam construction, the Rincon Group strongly
s uppor t s Plan 8 , the No Action Alternative. It is the
enVironmentally and econo mically sound a l te rn~ t iv e .

Sincerelv,

~~~~~~---
Gayle G. Hartmann, Chair
Rincon Gr oup .
Gr and Canyon Chap t er ,
Sierra Club
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Responses to Comments
Sie rra Club

18-1 See response to General Comment #4.

18-2 See response to General Comment #6.

H-74



As a 1 2 yea r r e s 1den t of the Sta te of Ar 1 zo na . I would
l i ke t o register my p r o t e s t aga inst t he pr o posed Cli f f
d am. In my opinion, to build another d am o n the Ve rd e
Riv e r , par tl y so as t o accommod a t e a res i den tial area 1
i n t he fl ood pl ain, i s sheer f olly ( to say no t h ing of
t he fa c t t h a t a no t he r ~ r t i o p ' . ~

s t a t e will be l os t) . Plan 8 on l plan whi c h
does no t e r oeo s e a d am . , ere wou 1 e 0
reg1s ter my suppor t o f Pl an 8 .

.... - --, .. _. .

O<F'CII ' ._.' ~

REeE,VE D JUN 16 19BJ .

19 ' (JiLJ-ACllON ;P;lrActionTIll . _ _ - ..

0-.
h 1'S/iIWIt. f /<"~L' - .

It !// r '.If) __~-~~
J '/~

-1~ _ .-~J!'- '.=_.J une 14, 1983 -,. -- . ._--
-- -- ,

Pro j e c t Manager
I

I
Bu r e a u of Rec lamation
Va l l e y Center Bu i l d ing
Su i t e 2 20 0 .. ,
Phoen i x , AZ

,

850 73 I

!
Dea r Sir : FILE I

-

Sincerely ,

~a\/~
J udith A. La ndrum
Rural Ro u t e 6 , Box 8
Fl a gs ta f f, AZ
8 60 01
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Responses to Comments
Judith A. Landrum )

19-1 See response to Genera1 Comment #6.

19-2 See response to Genera1 Comment #5.

19-3 See response to General Comment #4.
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ARIZONA
STATE
PARKS

1688 WEST ADAMS STREET
PHOENIX, ARIZONA BSDD7
TELEPHONE 602·255-4174

BRUCE BABBITT
GOVERNOR

STATE PARKS
BOARD MEMBERS

DUANE MILLER
CHAIRMAN

SEDONA

PRISCILLA ROBINSON
VICE CHAIRMAN

TUCSON

GWEN ROBINSON
SECRETARY

YUMA

20
June 14, 1983

Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation
Arizona Projects Officer
Suite 2200, Valley Center
Phoenix, Arizona 85073

Dear Sir:

As you are aware, the Rio Salado Development District
was established in 1980 by the Arizona Legislature and is a
political subdivision of the State. The purpose of the District
is basically to assist in flood control, and at the same time
foster the development of prime lands and outdoor recreation
facilities within the District for the economic and ·social well
being of the region.

To assist the District, the Rio Salado Technical Advisory
Council was created. Its members comprise representatives of
twenty-two agencies which provide input to the technical aspects
of all plans, programs and projects considered by the District
Board. This group has carefully considered the District boun
daries and its master plan development in light of the studies
being done by the Corps of Engineers, the Bureau of Reclamation
on flood control, and CAP issues affecting the Salt River.

It is obvious that any water-based developments within the
District will greatly enhance the opportunity for the Rio Salado
to be a major economic and esthetic benefit to Central Arizona. 1

3

REESE G. WOODLING
TUCSON

A.C. WILLIAMS
PRESCOTT

ELIZABETH A. DRAKE
PARADISE VAUEY

ROBERT K. LANE
STATELAND COMMISSIONER

MICHAEL A. RAMNES
DIRECTOR

ROLAND H. SHARER
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Regulatory
Storage Division of the Central Arizona Project considered miti
gation measures which can provide opportunities to support water- ~
based recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement, and thereby
contribute significantly to the reality of Rio Salado.

As a member of the Technical Advisory Council of the District,
we encourage the inclusion within the Final Draft EIS that 30,000
acre feet of water from the CAP be allocated to the Rio Salado
Development District to provide opportunities for recreation and
fish and wildlife development.

Sincerely,

..-/;/? /--:7 / ~;~::>:::::::'
_/;~4':e.:- ~_,-<-o

M AEL A. RAMNES
tate Parks Director

MAR:er H-77
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Responses to Comments
Arizona State Parks

20-1 See response to General Comment #1.

20-2 The basic concept involved in the identification of the recreational
plans for the various elements was to replace existing recreational
resources and to develop new resources , where possi b1e, to meet
i dent i fi ab1e demand and need. On-s ite replacement was the
recreational "mitigation" action addressed in the recreational
planning aspects of the study. The primary objective was to replace
or mitigate as close as possible to the site where the actions
produced an impact.

It was possible to replace existing facilities and identify new
development and enhancement at each of the proposed plan elements.
Because of thi s, the identi fi cat ion of the Ri 0 Salado project was
not identified as recreational mitigation.

20-3 See response to General Comment #2.
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Responses to Comments
Peter D. Tillman -,

) .

21 -1 See response to General Comment #6.

21-2 See re sponse t o Genera1 Comment #4.

21-3 See response to General Comment #8.

)
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't~Valley National Bank of Arizona

,-=,, ' H ( A. OOU "' RT ER S PHOE. NI X, ARIZONA

oJ. ROBEi'll WH ITE:
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C H ..." ... .. ... . Oon ...,e t c ......"'........

Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation
Arizona Projects Office
Suite 2200 Valley Center
Phoenix, Arizona 85073

Dear Sir:

June 15, 1983

OfFIClf.t f;~£ rtF ' . Al" t· -"1
t----~l::I~ - -- "- - - .._.

~.~~~llf,°'J?~ ..I
.l tot ;"• .: _.. __o j ~.. (- . _ _

~_ . -
-~_ :, ._.. . _ . . ,.

til.1 .~:;~) 511:'
t--. ...._- .. .
- -- - ._.;. ...._- ''' [

~_-_-=J ---' f~~' .-.'~ _
; I- - - ". ; ._- .._.

r---'- ,~- .;(
l-----1i---.-:

This is to irrlicate my individual and personaa
position in support of the testiJrony which is
to be provided by the. Rio Salado Developrrent
District before the public hearings to be held
by the Bureau of Reclamation on the Draft
EnvironIrental Inpact StatelEnt for the Regula
tory Storage Division of the Central Arizona

·PrOJect-Cl'l .rune-21-22, 1983.

1

As a citizen I have been involved with nurerous
organizations incluting the Rio Salado Associa
tion, Central Arizona Project Association,
citizens for Flood Control•..NaY, Phoenix M=tro-
politan Olallber of camerce allDIlg others and do 2
~ those seeking a CCllIlIit:llent fran the
Federal GoITernrrent which will insure the continoous
release of up to 30,000 acre feet of water per year
into the Salt River bel<::M the Granite Reef Diversion
Ir'"lDJ 7 Nsuch a camu'6liffit I i &ffieve, WJ.II prov1ae
vastly inproved social, eeonanic and recreational 3
benefits while mitigating any negative inpacts on
the environment.

oce Tim Bray
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Responses to Comments
Va lley National Bank of Arizona ')

22-1 See res ponse to Genera l Corrment #1.

22-2 See response to General Corrment #2 .

22-3 See res ponse to General Comment #3.

)
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Responses to Comments
Mary Schlentz

23-1 See response to Gen eral Comment #6.

23-2 See response to General Comment #8.

IHl 4
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Pr oj ect }.lan3f;cr
3Ureuu of Recle~ati on

Val l ey Cent er 3Ui l di ng ,
Phoeni x , Ar i zona b 5073

suite 2200

Dear sir: 0.. _ .

2

As I wi!! not be able to atje~_~eur heari~s ;
on the Draft Environmental .un~ ~:~~:4rent- I 1
for the proposed Cliff Dam I'-e1ll idL: -'-to
voice ~' sunnort for the No ction I t .

an. e ieve at dam s ety repairs on
the Salt and Verde Rivers can be accomplished
without building Cliff Dam, and that the
200,000 cfs floodplain in Phoenix will be
better protected without this dam. There is
no reason to try and protect a 55, 000 cfs
floodplain along the Salt River in order to
sell more real estate. AllOWing development
in the present f loodplain will mean continued
damming upstream in order to protect buildings.
(

Cliff Dam would degrade riparian habitat along
the Verde River which is essential to Arizona' 8
Bald Eagles and other birds for forage and 3
nesting. Protecting habitat for wildlife is
cheaper to taxpayers than providing "flood contrOl'
for land speculators. I urge you to make
eXisting dams safe rather than building expen
sive new ones.
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Responses- to Comment s
')Cheryl S. L a za r~ff

24-1 See response to General COl1!1lent #4 .

24-2 See response to General Comment #8 .

24-3 See response to General Comment !/6 .

)
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Responses to Comments
Virginia B. Brown

25-1 See response to General Comment #6.
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Room 101

GOVERNOR
Bruce Babbitt26

COMMISSION Chai 1f :)0
Michael A. Ramnes, airman
Larry C. Harmon, Vice Ch ai rman
Bud Bristow J am es A. Colley
Gene Laos William G. Roe

Kar en G. Moore
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- r-· --_..Dear Sir:

Thank you for providing an , opportunit y for formal comment in adt'a:h(b:~jiC
hearmgs on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement fo r t he . ' S ge
Divis ion of the Central Arizona Project scheduled for June 2land 22, 1983.
Unfortunately, it wiIJ not be possi ble for our agency to be represented at t hese hearings.

Project Manag er
Bureau of Re cl amati on
Ari zon a Proj ects Office
Suite 2200 Valley Center
Phoenix, Arizona 85073

In general, I would like to express support for Plan 6, the agency proposed action, as
presented In the Draft EIS. From a recreational standpoint this alternative appears to 1
provide the best overall combination of resources and opportunities for public outdoor
recreation. There are, however , two spec if ic areas of conce rn which we feel should be
more adequately addressed in t he ult ima te process of Plan se lection and implementa t ion.

These concerns relate to certain types of outdoor recreation opportunities which are
close to the major population centers that would be lost as a part of the structural
measures proposed in Plan 6. In particular, the inundation of high-quality free flowing
st reams above existing Horseshoe Lake (to be flooded as a result of the construction of 2
Cliff Dam) and on the Tonto and Salt arms of Lake Roosevelt (to be submerged by a
new/modified Roosevelt Dam) will result in im mediate losse s of opp ortunities fo r stream
f ishing, floating, swimming/wading , camping, picnicking , hiking, na t ure study and other
popula r st ream-ori ent ed re creation activities. The repla cement, mile for mile , of

, r iverine environments is virtualJy impossible.

Also of considerable concern is the loss of Lower Lake Pleasant and the types of more
passive recreation opportunities supplied by this resource. The displacement of these 3'
activities cannot be adequately compensated by an en larged Lake Pleasant as identified
in Plan 6. The need for nea rby, small-scale lakes to accommodate reservoir-oriented
boating related recreation that is primarily non-motoriz ed in nature wiIJ remain c ritical.-



Pr oject Manager
Page Two
June 16, 1983

The oppor tunit ies for mitigat ing the loss of flo wing stream and small lake recreation
.ac t ivit ies does. however. exist as a part of the de ve lopment proposed in the Rio Salado
mast e r plan. The exce llent accessibility an d en vi ronmen t al design pot ential of a syste m
of lake s a nd gr een be lt re creat ion resources oriente d along perennie lly flowing Salt River
cou ld prov ide t re men dous recre a t iona l. econom ic . f ish and wild life and qualit y of life
benefi t s for the Phoenix met ro pol itan area. Apparently. t he ke y t o realizing t his4 pote nt ia l is the ava ilabili ty of a cont inuou s release of wa te r into the Sa lt River berow
Gr anite Reef Diversion Dam fr om the up-stream st orage Iacf lit ies. If secured . I be lieve
a continuous flow of water in t he Salt Rive r would provide the essentia l ingredient for
the deve lopme nt of needed re sour ce s and fa c ilitie s b e strcam a nd sma ll-la ke oriented
rec rea tion oppor tunit ies tha t would be ava ilable to mi llions of nearby re sidents and out
of-state vis itors.

I hope that these concerns can be incorporated into the eventual strategies adopted to
meet central Arizona's significant long-range ne eds for water and recreation . Thank you
aga in for prov iding t his opportunity to comment .

Sincerely,

7J!PulC26.~~
v ~:ry ~e Bivens J2

Director/Liaison Officer

MAB:WLS:sls
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Responses to Comments
Arizona Outdoor Recreation Coordinating Commission

26-1 See response to General Comment #7.

26-2 The loss of free flowing stream will be located in the area between
the Cliff Dam site and the existing Horseshoe Dam. Our analysis,
utilizing typical year fluctuations and reservoir levels, indicates
that the area of normal inundation at Cliff Reservoir will be less
than that at the current Horseshoe Reservoir. This results in the
possibility to mitigate the expected loss at Cliff by revegetation
and management of the northern portions of the Verde River, as it
flows from the Sheep Bridge area to the water 1evel of Cl iff, as a
river environment. Table 4, page 22, identifies this gain of
perennial stream miles. In addition, improved access to the Cliff
area will result in the opportunity for more stream oriented
recreational uses in the area. The proposed actions will adequately
mitigate the anticipated loss. In regards to the increased water
levels at a new/modified Roosevelt Reservoir, it is anticipated that
the typical operation of Roosevelt Reservoir will not change from
current patterns and additional stream area will not be inundated on
a frequent basis. The possibility will exist for some periodic
flooding but this should not be of a long-term nature and should not
detract from the stream miles available for recreational use. See
response to General Comment #3.

Approximately half of Lower Lake Pleasant wi 11 rema in and may be
still be utilized as a small-scale lake to accommodate non-motorized
uses. The three major facilities requiring replacement at the lower
lake consist of the campground, ranger/entrance station, and outdoor
center. The campground area is not directly associated with the
lower lake and its replacement on the upper lake is desirable. The
ranger/entrance station will be better suited to the upper lake as
access to the lower lake will be changed, and the main park entrance
will no longer be at the lower lake. Conditions in those coves on
the east side of the lake will provide the opportunity for similar
environmenta1 workshop experi ences. Compensation for loss of use
and facilities at the lower lake will not be accomplished by
building a larger lake, but will be accomplished, by tailoring the
replacement to duplicate the passive recreation opportunities.

26-4 See response to comment 20-2.
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16 June 1983

Proj ect Manager
Bureau of R eclamation

. Arizona Proj ects Office
Suite ZZOO Vall ey Cen t er
Phoenix, Arizona 85073

RE: DEIS for Regulatory Storage Division of the CAP

r
;-: ~:- ·-
' . .... .

i .
I .

I:{r; .''76D
!

I .,...- "

1
2

3

I encourage you to refine the analysis associated with discharges to support
recreation, environmental, and downstream redevelopment benefits. Further, the
recommended p1m of the FEIS should strongly reflect the results of the analysis.

A. Chalm era, Ph.D.
~-'''''-incipal
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Responses to Comments
Mountain West -,

)

27-1 See response to General Comment #7.

27-2 See response to General Comment #2.

27-3 See response to General Comment #4.

)
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DAVID C. LINCOLN

55 East Thomas Road. Phoenix, Arizona 85012
(602) 263·9407

7cc;
)/0

. - ,-_..,

Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation
Arizona Projects Office
Suite 2200 Valley Center
Phoenix, Arizona 8073

Gentlerren:

June 17, 1983 ',

f
~~ _ ' .._ . ..-..1
1..---'.---- --.. I. _ _.. __)
I ~ " . I ..L •__.j

It is ra.l understanding that you are receiving written c:x:rtmants on the
Rio Salado >roject ooncerning the enviromental inpact of the project
and specifically directed at the water allocation request of the"
project.

'lhe Lincoln Institute of Land Policy in cambridge, Massachusetts,
receives m::>st of its funding from the Lincoln Fbundation, Inc. located
in Phoenix. I am president of both organizations. 'lhe Institute is
helpir~ to support the planning currently being undertaken by the Rio
Salado >reject. 'lhe >rimuy thrust of the Lincoln Fbundation and the
Lincoln Institute of Land Policy is larx1 p:llicy aatters inclOOing larx1
econanic:s, land taxation, and related topics.

'lhere are nany exciting things about the Rio Salado project, but the
one that excites us m::>st is the ogx>rtunity to develcp the core of a
metropolitan area. 'lhis could wild a central strength and a central
focus ttl the Phoenix netropolitan area that nany sun belt cities lack. 1
Los Angeles is an exanple of a city that has undergone continuous
sprawl. Rio Salado could direct developnent of the rootrop:llitan
Phoenix area _y from sprawl. I believe a strong core for a city is
desireable.

'lhe 30,000 acre foot IEr year water allocation would make the Rio
Salado >roject m::>re attractive and allow it tD develcp nore rapidly
because there would be increased interest on the part of people to 2
participate and be a part of the project area. 'lhere would be sane
water saving as a result of Rio Salado because residences in the Rio
Salado area would more likely be multi-family than single family.

H-95



If the Rio salado project can be successfully acccrnplishe::l, we feel it
would be of great benefit to the Phoenix rretropolitan area and Arizona
generally and if the 30,000 acre foot allocation is needed to make the
project viable, we eocourage it. '!he project has far reaching land
policy i.nplications of keen interest to our Institute and Foundation.

Sincerely,

)

David C. Lincoln

DCL/rds
0=: TinDthy Bray

Rio salado Developtent District

H-96
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Responses to Comments
David C. Lincoln

28-1 See response to General Comment #1.

28-2 See response to General Comment #2.
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1989 East First Stree
Tempe, AZ 85281
June 17, 1983

29

Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation
Arizona Projects Office
Suite 200 Valley Center
Phoenix, AZ 85073

Dear Sir:

It seems to us that the environmental hearings
for the Central Arizona Project should give
very serious consideration for the inclusion 1
of the Rio Salado Project in their allocation
of the available water.

Those of-us that will not live long enough to
see the results of such a project could cer
tainly be proud that our generation had the
foresight to help develop the valley into such
a beautiful place for all future generations.

Sincerely,
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Responses to Comments
Don and Betty Bennett

29-1 See response to General Comment #2.
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Project Ma nager

Burea u of Recl amati o n
Val l ey Cent er Bldg . , Suite 2200
Phoenix , AZ 8507)

Dear Proj e ct Manager :

30
, .

17 J une 198)fr:'7 ('.T:'· 5JY . 1
Dept . of Geo nceo .
University o l~ona
Tucs on , AZ &;..Z1.9

f.. - -_. -. ._--.-
: . i j
~----- ' . -_.-- - - --- _.--'---- .
'-- -_._- "--........"-'--- ~, ,.
;-----;---'..- - -_ .

Suppor t l,ne Nc -Act ~on bi al ternatI ve t o brme ~;am , Pl an 8 .

the other alter natives, Pl ans 1 throu; h 7 , a loe severely t'La..ed by the
proposal t o cons t ruct Cl i ff Dam on the Ver de Ri ver. I mus t oppos e this
f or many reasons:

1. The c ons t.ruc t.Lon would pr imar i l y benefit r eal es t ate "develope r s " while
being financed a t t he t axpayers' expense.

) . The dam would des t roy six more mil es of Arizona's disappeari ng r iparian
habitat.

2 . Flooding and dam safety hazards will be mitiga t ed even wi t hout t he con
struction of Cl i f f Dam, and a t a much reduced cos t . 2

4. The water s tored by Cl i f f Dam woul d only promot e Phoenix ' s wasteful habits .
Why not encourag e water cons ervat i on? This is, after al l , a desert .

5. By allowing development i n the 200 ,000 cfs floodplai n, we would be et ernally
commit ted t o pr ot ec t i t. As t he dams upstream sil t i n or develop safety
problems , more mi l l ions would be spent . Rest r i ct ing de vel opment wit hin

fl oodpla i ns i s the sens i bl e a nd economi cal method of dealing With the
problem.

I ncidentally, I must a l so commend t he us e of the cubic f t / s ec f loodplain des ig
nation . It i s less mi s l eading t o the l ayman than t he "recur r ence interval "
designation , though perhaps l es s informative .

S i ncer~l,1.'

~fmt:iUA--
Jul ia Fons eca

H-lOl



Responses to Comments
Julia Fonseca

30-1 See response to General Comment #4.

30-2 See response to General Comment #6.
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Responses to Comments
Michael Barry and Laura Corbin

31-1 See response to General Comment #6.

31-2 See response to General Comment #8.
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\fr. .I: "trs. John St.ndi~
19 E. Bi5hop Drbe
Tempe, AZ 85182



Responses to Comments
John Standish

32-1 See response to General Comment #1.

H-[(JO

)




