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June 21,1983

Honorab!é Barry Goldwater : SO ‘
Honorable Dennis DeConcini "/5"7 Z, "’ {
U.S. Senate I i T |
Nashington,D.C.20510 e sl sie L SIS 3

Dear Senators,

The Environmental Irpact Statement of the Regulatory Study Division

onf g-‘* TP b the Duree of Reslaration s being digtributed for study

and comment. it presents the 6 alternatives to Drm  Dam, ) —
| |

A1l 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 largely 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.

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 theSafety of Dams Act to provide
funding for new dams.Estimate-Cl1iff and 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.

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
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 tth1S,OOD cfs flood
plain are built or funded by ctate and local governmént. Not holding the
six upstream reservoirs so full during flood season so that the water
could recharge the rivepas it flows through Phoenix,creating a water sup-
ply for a Tempe Rio Salddo Project,lessens ‘fload risk,creating beauty.

Thqno action Plan 8 is the environmenta! and economic sound course for 3

ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ Sincerely, '
H-53
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Corresponding Secretary ~ Irma Hepner
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Responses to Comments
Northern Arizona Audubon Society

See response to General Comment #5.

Reregulation of the Salt River Project was evaluated in Stage II and
eliminated early in Stage III from further consideration due to the
following factors: (1) Safety of Dams problems were not solved;
52) water loss associated with dedicating space to flood control;
3) institutional problems involved with dedicating flood control
space; and (4) low level of flood control provided.

See response to General Comment #4.
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FOUR CORNERS WILDERNESS WORKSHOP = JuK 231983 . |

Box 103 06 H //

Flagstaff, AZ 86002
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Project Manager - e
Bureau of Reclamation - R T .
Valley Center Bldg. - Coee e T
Suite 2200 o e
Phoenix, AZ 85073 PR R e

Dear Sir:

Our group is opposed to construction of the C1iff Dam on the Verde River

The Bureau of Reclamation 15 1Gnoring the ovE?W”ETmTﬁgﬁﬁETUFTtY‘U?‘tHE""“‘JI“""
participants who testified at Orme hearings favoring maintainance of the 2
current 200000 cfs floodplain. [The dam wouTd degrade additional riparian

abita as nothing to do with flood control but is simply designed

to a11ow special interest real estate development. It will destroy the 1
wild, free-flowing wilderness gualities of a lovely stream.

We support the No Action Alternative, Plan 8. Dam safety repairs will :’
go forward without any of the seven Bureau proposals.

Sincerely yours,

Bonarren .

Donavon H. Lyngholm
Secretary
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Responses to Comments
Four Corners Wilderness Workshop

See Response to General Comment #6.

Many factors were considered in determining the agency proposed
action. Public involvement 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 dinput
including vresponse to newsletters, the Governor's Advisory
Committee, Public Values Workshops, and later public meetings.

See response to General Comment #4.
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HOME BUILDERS ASSOCIATI
OF
CENTRAL ARIZONA !

4621 NORTH 16th STREET, SUITE A.118
PHOEMNIX, ARHZONA 85016

TELEPHONE 274-6545

June 22, 1985

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 réviewing
the environmental costs and the alternate plans, we feel
confident that our decision to support Plan 6 is correct.

Z%@/ !

David A. Bixler
Deputy Director

DAB:m
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Responses to Comments
Home Builders Association of Central Arizona

12-1 See response to General Comment #7.
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CITY OF MESA A/, 3

ARI/ ONA

N n 4 OFFICE P PHE MAYOR |

706
June 22, 1983 ﬁ{'ZJ St W
! i~
Project Manager 5
Bureau of Reclamation P
Arizona Projects (ffice '
Suite 2200 Valley Center
Phoenix, Arizona 85073 *‘__ ey, )
Gentlemen: L_:~ J e

L

The City of Mesa has compieted its review of the Draft Environmenta)
Impact Statement for the Regulatory Storage Bivision of the Central Arizona
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 js.also our understanding that initially there could be more I
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. A1l six of the Salt River Project's existing
dams have been declared unsafe by the Federal Government, which is a condi-
tion that no Tonger can be tolerated. The construction of C1iff 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.

. p—

W.J

Ll.l AMET| -

B YT

BS NORTH CENTER STREET e POST OFFICE BOX 1466 ® H5201 ® (602) 833-2011



The study also clearly points out the significant water, power and recrea-
Ltional benefits that will result through the implenentation of Plan No. 6.

Lastly, the study indicates that Plan 6 will return nearly two dollars in
benefits for every dollar invested which is a very significant cost/benefit
ratio,

In conclusion, I would like to conmend the Bureau of Reclamation, the
Corps of Ergineers, and the many other pecple whc have worked so long and
hard on this project. The City of Mesa concurs wholeheartedly with their
reconnendation relative to the necessity of implementing Plan No. 6. We need
these dams anc the benefits they will bring to the metropolitan area, While
the water and power and recreetional benefits are important to our citizens,
the need to protect our people and their property, homes and businesses from
future fleoding is er 2bsolute necessity. Plan 6 nust be implemented.

‘Sincerely,

Don Strauch
Mayor

DWS:db
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Responses to Comments
City of Mesa Arizona

13-1 See response to General Comment #7.
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FMr. Ed Hornbeck, Projiect Manaser - M?GC‘ b oAl
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation W

Suite 2200 Valley Center O e '
Phoenix, Ariz. 85073 = "?““ 7

Dear Sir: N e o
1 wish to volce full support of the Plan 6 Altekrmetjve for Orme "Dam.

I served as a member of the Governor's Committ o -Study Orme Dam
Alternatives, and we spent many months at the task, fexemining—erch 6T |
the alternatives as well as the Orme Dam proposal i E;rﬂ?tatl.

At the end that 21-member committee had no doubts, except for Dr,
Robert Witzman of the Maricopa County Audubon Society, when we endnrsed
Plan 6 20-1. And Dr. Witzman admitted he would oppose any plan that
contained a dam and refused to even consider the very compelling needs
for adddtional 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
of the Sierra Club, I

This flyer would seem to say that one pair of bald ezgles 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 bren an outdoor columnist for
the Arizona Republic some 40 years, and a student of wildlife problems in
our state most of my adult life. Without question, baid 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 rerult 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
nvestion that eagles are frequently distmwmbed “t their nesting sites
hy toopling of old cottonwoods from floods or old are, and by people who
disturb thelr cliff or tree top nests. They always pick another site
and go richt on with reproduction.

The last bir flood we had a couple of years ago wiped out more
riparian habitat downstream from Phoenix than all the dams together have
-inundated, and that habitat was just gettins back to the point where it
probably soon would have been attracting bald eaggégés. By building the Clif
Dam and raising Roosevelt 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 was composed of a representative cross-section of the community
including the Audubon people who made it clear from the begi ning they
would oopose any plan. They did their best to mmmhmd influence the committ
during its sessions. %o did Frank Welch, leader of another group who
opposes the CAP in gemtemh general, but they were unable to rresent any
factual information to sunport their views.

Hopefully we can get on with Plan 6.




Near Eds
Would you please call Bob Thomas at the Arizona Renublic and tell

im the laws authorizins the Boulder Canyon Proiect and ithe Unper Color:do
iver Storase Prodect vrovide for buildine dams primzrily for water storsre
7 meet the needs of ‘he Uvner and Lower Color-do river basins,

Also point out to him that power rencr~tion and fl-od control are
ncidental limited benefits, a#nd the overatineg crite-ia sneocifically
.imite storace space for flood control and renuires thmt no water be

i e T ik it it e
.

Ben
& ‘\}(_,bl....—

Row Qo
298 W Aue.

M, fiz 8&')9‘3
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Responses to Comments
Ben Avery

14-1 = See response to General Comment #7.
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Rz1zolgaWa{en Resources Committee #/5

CFFICERS

Fred J. Nobbe
President

Terry Hudgins
Vice President
Elzada Darter
Secretary-Treasurer

DIRECTORS

Joe Arnold

Rober! L. Brunton
Curtis C. Cooper, Jr.
Kel M. Fox

Rich Johnson

F.J. McDonald

Bob Moore

John M. Olson

R.J. Pursley

Norns M Soma
Robert Spillman
Robert M. Sternberger
Wiiliam Warskow

J. Robert White
Barbara Zachariae

MEMBERS
Antnony Brazel
Phui Briggs
Bob Lane

Sue Lofgren
Wes Steiner
Tom Sullivan
Art Vondrick

HONORARY MEMBERS
Kari F. Abel
R.C. Cole

“Victor |, Corbelt

*Hon. Lewis Douglas
Roger Ernst

"Obed M. Lassen
R.J. McMullin
Robert R. Stonoft
Hon. Jack Williams

*deceased

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

PHONE 234-3391_
- - g47-9568 |

June 23, 1983

Project Manager

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

Dear Sir:

The Arizona Water Resources Cammittee would like .
to register its support for the record on the
public hearings relative to the Draft EnvironmentaX ¢ IR
Impact Statement for the Central Arizona Water

Control Study or what is camonly referred to as

Plan 6 - the Alternative to Orme Dam.

The interests of the AWRC are largely those con-
cermed with water supply benefits which we believe l
Plan 6 addresses in a positive manner. We believe

the water resource issues included in Plan 6 are
imperative to the future economic and social well-

being of our state. However, we also join with,

what we believe to be, the overwhelming public

support for the flood control and dam safety features
which will result fram the construction of Cliff,

New Roosevelt and New Waddell Dams.

T o

Si ely,
J. Nobbe
President

L B A |



Responses to Comments
Arizona Water Resources Committee

15-1 See response to General Comment #7.
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. Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation
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2850 N Sunrock¥_r

Tucson, Arizona!i%?ﬁﬂ"f"

June 21,

Valley Center Building Suite 2200

Phoenix, Arizona 85073

Dear Sir:

! omcm “L* R j
Rr.c,_m.: JUN 33 1933 ﬂ E
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1983

I strongly urge you to drop the plan to build Cliff Dam
on the Verde River. Arizona cannot afford to lose any more

of its remaining natural river areas.,
six miles of the Verde River.
land to real estate develcpments,

in a floodplain is only asking for trouble,

one small part of Arizona.

This dam would cover
We continue to loss beautiful 1
The Rio Salado development

Help us save

Sincerely,

_SoTii eked

Patricia Ackert
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Responses to Comments
Patricia Ackert

16-1 See response to General Comment #6.
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IN REPLY REFER TO

United States Department of the Interior 1793 (933)
— S
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ] SRR CE OO~
ARIZONA STATE OFFICE e St——— 0. &=
2400 VALLEY BANK CENTER LEIVE
PHOEN!X K ARIZONA 85073 " ‘FE:‘ G JUL 1 ms
. g . |
S & ’lLL_ —
June"29 .1983

t

L
H L)
s ce————ha e . ik

1

Memorandum

—— - g ——

To: Regional Environmental Officer, Lower Color do-'.Rangan.,_.__._,..--
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Boulder City, Ngyadsd

Cfv;&'MEHIJt %ced

From: State Director, Arizona L . comne, Aremis

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

We have perused the subject document and found no significant impacts to
the public lands administered by the Bureau of Land Management.

* Thank you for the opportunity to review the draft environmental impact

/&Lf%

Acting

H-71
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SIERRA CLUB - -

Grand Canyon Chapter - "#;‘m}oo ;

syM |

12 gune 1983 i, 08 e ]

: ;_-_____ﬁm” i

Project Manager Lo s ey
Bureau of Reclamation r_m....wn_.t o~

Valley Center Bldg., Suite 2200 e o T R e}

Phoenix, Az. 85073 TR T ;______

Dear Sir:

The Rincon Group of the Grand Canyon Chavter of
the Sierra Clu® wishes to go on record as strongly l
suoporting Plan 8, the No Action Alternative among the
current CAP dam proposals, -

Plan 6, supvorted by the Bureau, 1s not only expensive,
but w1ll have nu@merous negzatlive consequences, It will
reduce floodvlalin thereby promoting develooment, destroy
bald eakle habltat, and destroy or degrade six miles of
riparian habitat on the Verde. :z

The recently released Draft EIS clearly states that
any needed dam safety repairs will take place on both
the Salt and the Verde wilthout any of the proposed dams
belng bullt. For this reason and because of the negative
consequences of dam construction, the Rincon SGroup stronzly
supvorts Plan ®, the No Action Alternative. It is the
environmentally and economically sound alternztive.

Sincerelv,
NG,

Gayle G. Hartwann, Chailr
Rincon Group,

Grand Canyon Chapter,
Sierra Clubdb
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Responses to Comments
Sierra Club

18-1 See response to General Comment #4.

18-2 See response to General Comment #6.
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June 14, 1983 _—_ﬁ;fg i

Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation
Valley Center Building

Suite 2200 !
Phoenix, AZ ;
85073 |

Dear Sir:

FILE

As a 12 year resident of the State of Arizona, 1 would
like to register my protest against the proposed Cliff
dam. In my opinion, to build another dam on the Verde

River, partly so as to accommodate a residential area l
in the flood plain, is sheer folly (to say nothlng of

the fact that another e \' s

state will be lost). Plan 8 is the only plan which

does not propose a dam. |Therefore, I would like to

register my support of Plan 8. ;’

Sincerely,

Judith A. Landrum
Rural Route 6, Box 8
Flagstaff, AZ

86001
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Responses to Comments
Judith A. Landrum

19-1 See response to General Comment #6.
19-2 See response to General Comment #5.
19-3 See response to General Comment #4.
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ARIZONA
STATE
PARKS

1688 WEST ADAMS STREET
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85007
TELEPHONE 602-255-4174

BRUCE BABBITT
GOVERNOR

STATE PARKS
BOARD MEMBERS

DUANE MILLER
CHAIRMAN
SEDONA

PRISCILLA ROBINSON
VICE CHAIRMAN
TUCSON

GWEN ROBINSON
SECRETARY
YUMA

REESE G. WOODLING
TUCSON

A.C. WILLIAMS
PRESCOTT

ELIZABETH A. DRAKE
PARADISE VALLEY

ROBERT K. LANE
STATE LAND COMMISSIONER

MICHAEL A. RAMNES
DIRECTOR

ROLAND H. SHARER
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

20

June 14, 1983 o

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 1ight of the studies
being decne 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.

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- :z

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.

3

Sincerely,

tate Parks Director

MAR:er H-77
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20-2

20-3

- Responses to Comments
Arizona State Parks

See response to General Comment #1.

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 possible, to meet
identifiable demand and need. On-site vreplacement was the
recreational "mitigation" action addressed 1in 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 this, the identification of the Rio Salado pPDJECt was
not identified as recreational mitigation.

See response to General Comment #2.
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21-3

Responses to Comments
Peter D. Tillman

See response to General Comment #6.
See response to General Comment #4.

See response to General Comment #8.
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" Valley National Bank of Arizona 2% 59—

HEADOUARTERS PHOENIX, ARIZONA

TF:: o

J.ROBERT WHITE OFFICILL FILE COMY aw '
VICE PRESIDENT & SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO “FoowmoxY - - St
CHAIRMAN AND VICE CHAIRMAN .Emlx a[‘fb“sm ,
aﬂ;;-"mH/ “6 i VTS

June 15, 1983 [~

Project Manager T _" | SESTAE

Bureau of Reclamation SR e
Arizona Projects Office o = e a5
Suite 2200 Valley Center e S e
Phoenix, Arizona 85073 == i

Dear Sir: 73 DT ;
This is to indicate my individual and per s —J‘

position in support of the testimony which is
to be provided by the Rio Salado Development
District before the public hearings to be held 'l
by the Bureau of Reclamation on the Draft
" Environmental Impact Statement for the Regula-
tory Storage Division of the Central Arizona
“Project on June 21—22, 1983.

Asac;tizenlhavebeenitmlvedwithmm
organizations including the Rio Salado Associa-

tion, Central Arizona Project Association,

Citizens for Flood Control...Now, Phoenix Metro-

politan Chamber of Cammerce among others and do 2
support those seeking a camuitment fram the

Federal Govermment which will insure the continuous
release of up to 30,000 acre feet of water per year

into the Salt River below the GramteReef Diversion

provide
vastly mpmved soc:Lal, econamic and recreational
benefits while mitigating any negative impacts on 3
the environment.

Sincerely,

S YLY

JRA: pm

cc: Tim Bray
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Responses to Comments
Valley National Bank of Arizona

22-1 See response to General Comment #1.
22-2 See response to General Comment #2.
22-3 See response to General Comment #3.
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Responses to Comments
Mary Schlentz

23-1 See response to General Comment #6.

23-2 See response to General Comment #8.

-84
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70
5942 E. Waverly Place :» |
Tucson, AZ 85712 :

June 16, 3;Qf B
Project Manzgzer 42%6 # Qf/

Sureau of Reclamation
Valley Center 3uilding, Suite 2200 e
Phoenix, Arizona &5CT3 .

Dear sir:

s I will not vbe able to atﬁenéJyeur—hearIngs“‘
on the Draft Environmental Ih@ae%—ﬁtate?ent' i ‘
for the proposed Cliff Dam Ih&34¥fiu;ns to

ety rebalrs on
the Salt and Verde Rivers can be accomplisghed
without building Cliff Dam, and that the
200,000 e¢fs floodplain in Phoenix will be

- better protected without thig 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 floodplain will mean continued
gamming upstream in order to protect buildings.

Cliff Dam would degrade riparian habitat along

the Verde River which is essential to Arizona's
Bald Eagles and other birds for forage and
nesting. Protecting habitat for wildlife is :3
cheaper to taxpayers than providing "flood control!
for land speculators. I urge you to make

e;isting dams safe rather than building expen-
give new ones.

LS Cgmet/

Cheryl S. Lazaroff
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Responses- to Commants
Cheryl S. Lazaraoff

24-1 See response to General Comment #4.
24-2 See response to General Comment #3.
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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Project Manager _ ! -

. Bureau of Reclamation | &5 Ty =¥ P 4 !;fﬂ’_ :
Arizona Projects Office BN _?"_:'.-‘_._.. Iy L —
Suite 2200 Valiey Center S
Phoenix, Arizona 85073
Dear Sir:

Thank you for providing an opportunity for formal comment in adv b gy emeormrmy

hearings on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the ' o
Division of the Central Arizona Project scheduled for June 21 and 22, 1983.
Unfortunately, it will not be possible for our agency to be represented at these hearings.

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 ll
provide the best overall combination of resources and opportunities for public outdoor
recreation. There are, however, two specific areas of concern which we feel should be
more adequately addressed in the ultimate process of Plan selection and implementation.

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
streams 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 immediate losses of opportunities for stream
fishing, floating, swimming/wading, camping, picnicking, hiking, nature study and other
popular stream-oriented recreation activities. The replacement, mile for mile, of
riverine environments is virtually 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
activities cannot be adequately compensated by an enlarged Lake Pleasant as identified 3
in Plan 6. The need for nearby, small-scale lakes to accommodate reservoir-oriented
boating related recreation that is primarily non-motorized in nature will remain critical.
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Project Manager
Page Two
June 16, 1983

The opportunities for mitigating the loss of flowing stream and small lake recreation
activities does. however. exist as a part of the development proposed in the Rio Salado
master plan. The excellent accessibility and environmental design potential of a system
of lakes and green belt recreation resources oriented along perennielly flowing Salt River
could provide tremendous recreational, economic, fish and wildlife and quality of life
benefits for the Phoenix metropolitan area. Apparently. the key to realizing this
4 potential is the availability of a continuous release of water into the Salt River bejow
Granite Reef Diversion Dam from the up-stream storage facilities. If secured. | believe
a continuous flow of water in the Salt River would provide the essential ingredient for
the development of needed resocurces and fzcilities for stream and small-lake oriented
recreation opportunities that would be avaiiable to millions of nearby residents and. out-
of-state visitors. :

I hope that these concerns can be incorporated into the eventual strategies adopted to
meet central Arizona's significant long-range needs for water and recreation. Thank you
again for providing this opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Me Bivens

Director/Liaison Officer

MAB:WLS:sls
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26-1
26-2

26-3

26-4

Responses to Comments
Arizona Qutdoor Recreation Coordinating Commission

See response to General Comment #7.

The loss of free flowing stream will be located in the area between
the C1iff Dam site and the existing Horseshoe Dam. OQur analysis,
utilizing typical year fluctuations and reservoir levels, indicates
that the area of normal inundation at CIiff Reservoir will be less
than that at the current Horseshoe Reservoir. This results in the
possibility to mitigate the expected Toss 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 level of Cl1iff, as a
river environment. Table 4, page 22, identifies this gain of
perennial stream miles. In addition, improved access to the Cliff
area will vresult 1in 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 will remain 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 Take 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 Tower Take will be changed, and the main park entrance
will no lTonger be at the lower lake. Conditions in those coves on
the east side of the lake will provide the opportunity for similar
environmental workshop experiences. 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.

See response to comment 20-2.
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Project Manager ] |
Bureau of Reclamation ey !
- Arizona Projects Office iy
Suite 2200 Valley Center
Phoenix, Arizona 85073

RE: DEIS for Regulatory Storage Division of the CAP

*===="A§Tdn economist with substantial working experience in the planning and
evaluation of water resource projects, and as a citizen of Tempe w:th a strong 1nterest in l
the redevelopment of Downtown Tempe, I strongly ancourag :

he F""IS should comrmt to
30, 2 iver below Granite Reef Dam. This
guarantee environmental, soc and economic benefits that will accrue to f‘founty
and State residents from development of the river bed. The current EIS effort provides
the opportunity to evaluate these benefits carefully and to develop the broad based 3
analysis necessary to consolidate support for an integrated solution to issues of flood

control, dam safety, public recreation, environmental concern, and CAP operating
efficiency.

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

H-93
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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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Project Manager : 'i__ . _i
Bureau of Reclamation _r:__.'.._._.-__-_‘ - weent
Arizona Projects Office i, . =

Suite 2200 Valley Center
Phoenix, Arizona 8073

Gentlemen:

It is my understanding that you are receiving written comments on the
Rio Salado project concerning the environmental impact of the project
and specifically directed at the water allocation request of the
project. '

The Lincoln Institute of Land Policy in Cambridge, Massachusetts,
receives most of its funding from the Lincoln Foundation, Inc. located
in Phoenix. I am president of both organizations. The Institute is
helping to support the planning currently being undertaken by the Rio
Salado project. The primary thrust of the Lincoln Foundation and the
Lincoln Institute of Land Policy is land policy matters including land
econamics, land taxation, and related topics.

There are many exciting things about the Rio Salado project, but the
one that excites us most is the opportunity to develop the core of a
metropolitan area. This could build a central strength and a central
focus to the Phoenix metropolitan area that many sun belt cities lack.
Los Angeles is an example of a city that has undergone continuous
sprawl. Rio Salado could direct development of the metropolitan
Phoenix area away from sprawl. I believe a strong core for a city is
desireable.

The 30,000 acre foot per year water allocation would make the Rio
Salado project more attractive and allow it to develop more rapidly
because there would be increased interest on the part of people to
participate and be a part of the project area. There would be same
water saving as a result of Rio Salado because residences in the Rio
Salado area would more likely be multi~family than single family.

2
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If the Rio Salado project can be successfully accomplished, we feel it
would be of great benefit to the Phoenix metropolitan area and Arizona
generally and if the 30,000 acre foot allocation is needed to make the
project viable, we encourage it. The project has far reaching land
policy implications of keen interest to our Institute and Foundation.

Sincerely,
£ 1
4. i e o
K I,.‘___,,l' s =t L é, > T O i
~

David C. Lincoln
DCL/rds

cc: Timothy Bray
Rio Salado Development District
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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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Project Manager

Bureau of Reclamation
Arizona Projects Office :

Suite 200 Valley Center Lo |
Phoenix, AZ 85073 i

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 Saladec 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,

s il

:’QiZ? A{ ey .
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Responses to Comments
Don and Betty Bennett

29-1 See response to General Comment #2.
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Project Manager b ; -—'-::
Bureau of Reclamation b - o
Valley Center Bldg., Suite 2200 i 3 T R ;
Phoenix, AZ 85073 [ e . .-....___.. R
Dear Project Manager:
SUTDOrL 1he "No-LCcLiion alternative to Urme em, rian o. 1

" The other alternatives, Plans 1 throu;h 7, are saverely [la<ed by the

proposal to construct Cliff Dam on the Verde River. I must oppose this
for many reasons:

1. Th2 construction would primarily benefit real estate "developers" while
being financed at the taxpayers' expense.

2. Flooding and dam safety hazards will be mitigated even without the con-
struction of C1iff Dam, and at a much reduced cost. :z

3. The dam would destroy six more miles of Arizona's disappearing riparian
habitat.

4, The water stored by Cliff Dam would only promote Phoenix's wasteful habits.
Why not encourage water conservation? This is, after all, a desert.

5. By allowing development in the 200,000 cfs floodplain, we would be eternally
committed to protect it. As the dams upstream silt in or develop safety
problems, more millions would be spent. Restricting development within
floodplains is the sensible and economical method of dealing with the
problem.

Incidentally, I must also commend the use of the cubic ft/sec floodplain desig-
nation., It is less misleading to the layman than the "recurrence interval"
designation, though perhaps less informative.

Sincerg}i,
ﬁ&')r SELA_

Julia Fonseca

H~101



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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AMr. & Mrs. John Standish
19 E. Bishop Drive
Tempe, AZ 85282
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Responses to Comments
John Standish

32-1 See response to General Comment #1.
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