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Threat To Reclamation

~ Rep. Wayne Aspmtalll is a Colorado Democrat
who once warned Arizonans that they must recon-
cile their differences with California if they ex-
pected Congress to authorize the Central Arizona
Project. Arizonans and Californians have recon-
ciled their differences, but Aspinall has not yet

called for project hearings before the House In-
terior Committee, of which he is chairman, :

._He now harbors a fear thaft there isn’t enough
water in the lower bagin to guarantee the success
of the CAP. He’s afraid a deficit will be made up
from Upper Basin water, resulting in a shortage
for Colorado and other Upper ‘Basin states when
they get around to needing water from the river
about the year 2,000, '

" No one should questmn Aspinall’s dedication to
reclamation projects. His reluctance to start con-
gressional hearings on the Central Arizona Proj-
ect undoubtedly stems from the fear that he will
be accused of jeopardizing Upper Basin water.
The fears are not well founded, but they have

political implications for office holders living in

the Upper Basin.

- LAST WEEK Secretary of Interior Stewart
Udall sent Congressman Aspihall a letter assuring
him that there is enough water in.the river for

both the upper and the lower basin, He also, we

hope, ended the double-standard of measuring
Colorado River water. Aspinall’s fears grow out
of. using only the last 39 years, which have been
 dry years, to establish normal watet flows. See-
retary Udall called  the "1931-1959 period ‘‘sub-
normal,”’ and said power revenues should be eval-
uated on the basis of records from 1906 to 1959.
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i ARIZONA DAILY STAR
Tucson, Arizona
July 3, 1965

COLORADO HAS MORE TO LOSE THAN GAIN

An historic friendship between Colorade and Arizona from the
standpoint of diviaion of the Colorado River could be brought to
an end if the hasty and ill-considered advice of former Coloxado
Gov. Ed Johnson to his state to sue over the waters of the river
should be followed. Colorado has more to lose than to gain by a
suit.

The Colorado River Compact protects both basins of the Colorado
River. It requires only that the Upper Basin, of which Colorado is
a part, deliver during each l0-year period 75 million acre-feet of
water to the Lower Basin, of which Arizona is a part.

If the Compact is cracked by Colorado, the state most likely
to take advantage of it is California, on a prior use basis. Crack-
ing the Compact might be followed by cracking the Mexican Water
Preaty, which puts a ceiling on Mexican use. With no ceiling, Mexico
might successfully maintain that she could use the whole flow of '
the river, instead of 1% million acre-feet. Colorado would be the
biggest loser.

An acre-foot, by the way, is about enocugh water needed to cover
an area the size of a football field one foot deep. It is a standaxrd
unit of large water measurement. :

If Colorado sues, the suit could be enlarged, by the enmities
it would make, to challenge the transmountain diversions in Colorado.
Arizona thus far historically has taken the stand that each state
should determine how it will use its own watexr, and has refused to
abet any fight on Colorado's diversions of Colorado River water,
which normally flows into the Pacific Ocean, to Eastern Colorado
and the Atlantic watershed.

There are many political aspects to quarrels over the Colorado
River. The politics of the river often has been devious and dirty.
What is needed throughout the whole area drained and served by the
colorado River is a realization that dirty and devious actions do
not serve anyone's interest.



. @ °

Every state touched by the Colorado River or its tributaries
has a vital stake in friendly cooperation. Even California has
seen this, after many years of recalcitrance. The problems of each
state differ. No two states have projects that are alike. The era
of fighting must come to an end.

Colorado is the only state with more watexr than she can use.
She has had to devise projects, including tunneling under the
mountains, to use the water allotted to her. Arizona stood by Colo-
rado in every fight to let that state use water in her own way.

Tt is time for the seven states to go forward unitedly, to
authorize the remainder of the planned projects (including the Cen-
tral Arizona Project), and to have faith in the vision and the work
of the great men who have toiled for more than a generation to bring
order into Colorado River affairs.

An attitude of "delay and grab" will serve no one and will hurt
almost everyone. The Colorado River is more than water—--it is the
Mountain West's dream of prosperity for the future. Arizona hopes
that Rep. Wayne Aspinall will show vision where former Gov. Bd
Johnson has not, and will hasten Central Arizona Project hearings.

Copied: CWCB/lk 7/21/65
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Colorade Has More To Lose Than Gain

An historie Friendzhiy between Cole
rado apnd Arizona frov fhe standpoint of
division of the €olorads River could he
hrought [0 arn end if the hosty and i
considercd wuviee of frmer Celorado
Gov. B dobneop to his sials b spe avey
the waters of the river sinauld he fl-
lowerd, Colovado hps mare e lose than
{0 pain by a sub,

The Colorada Hiver Tompac, proteces
both basing of the Colorado River. It re-
quires anly that the Upper Bagin, of
which Coloracdo iz 5 purf, deitver during
zach 0-year pened 75 millicn arredfeat
of water 0 ihe Lower Hasin, of which
Avizonn s &opari.

I the Compactl i cracked by Colo
rado, the st moe! Sy 1o Luke advan-
tape of B ix Califoreig, ov g ovior use
besis, Cracking the Compoct anight be
followed by cruckin, the Mexican Waier
Treaty, which puts a relding on Mexiean
use. With no ceiiing, Mexico migh! sue-
"cessfu!!_v mainiain that she could nse the
whole fow of the vives, wsiead of 1Y)
tiion aere-feet. Coleends would be the
higgesi loxer.

An acreionf, by the way, is about
mongh water peeded to cover an area
the gize of o foorhall hield one fory deep,
B, is o sisndand unii of laige water
raeasuremoent,

If Colorado sues, (e snit could he en-
Jarged, by othe enmites it would make,
to chaflenge ihe fransmontaug diver-
sions in Colorsdn. Avizons thus far his-
toricaiy nac taker the stand that each
siate shomid determine how if will use its
ownowieler, st bas vefused to ahot apy
fighr un Coloradn’s diversions of Colar
rado- Haver water, which normally flows

intn the Pacific Ocean, to Eastern Colo-.
rada and the Atlantic watershed.

There are many political aspects to,
querrels over the Colorado River. The® . - | .
pulitics of the river often has been dev. ! o N
icus and dirty, What is needed through- , o
out the whole area drained and served = ‘
by the Colorade River is a realizatiom -
that dirty and devious actions do not:
ferve unyone’s inferest.

. Every state touched by the Colorado

River or its tributaries has a vital stake -

m friendly cooperation, Even California ;

has seen this, after many vears of re-
calcitrance. The problems of each state

differ. Mo two states have projects that e
are slize. The era of fighting must come

to an end.

Colorado is the only state with more
water than she ¢an use. She has had .
devise projects, including tunneling un-
der the mountains, to use the water al- o .
lotted to her. Arizona stood by Colorado L
in every fight to let that state yse water ok o
in her own way. . R I

It is time for the seven states to go. - .
forward unitedly,” to authorize the re.’ R :
mainder of the planned projects (includ-’
ing the Centra! Arizona Project), and to’
have faith in the vision and the work of
the groat men who have toiled for more .
ihan a generation to bring erder into.. .,
Colerado River affairs. P . :

én attitude of “delay and grab” will
serve no one and will hort almost eveypy
one. The Colorade River is more than!
water—it is the Mountain West's dream ' = S
of prosperity for the  futyre. Arizona I §
hopes that Rep. Wayne Aspinall will =~ = .
show vision where former Gov. Ed R
Johnsen has not, and will basten Cen-

iral Arizona Project hearings. oL e
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- 4¢ this writing Senate’ gnd House  billy
ctalled in committee direct the Secretory of
the Intertor to build 1wo mew dams on the
oiorado River: (1) Bridge Canyon situated
ahounr 80 wmiles below the fcmous"Gr_and_
(uapon  Narional Park, and {2) Marble
¢;orge about 12 miles above it. These darnis,
\ huch are part of o vast project. planned by
the Bureaw of Reclamation to Hring waterrte
the dry lands of the Southwestk-'have‘ been
pussionately artacked by conserpationists,
chiefly the Sierrg Club, Secretery of the tn-.

teror Stewart L. Udall, rormaliya ‘conserva-

T
"y

‘

-
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bug on & sum:fder’s'gﬁeﬁing. Myrou(h cal- .

culations indicate that you could expect to
produce enough ;electricity to light up not
only Grand Canyn. Loake afea (hereafter
‘called Lake Udall) but Bryce, Zion, the Pet-
rified Forest, and Painted Desert. ‘'with
enough left over 10 decorate 1,742,851 ever-
greens with Christmas lights.. ' -

The Grand Canyon Dam wou i glso have
great uses for ifrigation and fidod control.
The Colorado, River would be permancntly

* tumed. Experts have gssured me that with

nonst himself and’ duthor of ‘The Quiet’

Crsis. has argued for both dams. v,
“A novel suggestion for escatajton of ‘the
project is the following . . - Open Lettér.
by a lone scientist. Bruce -Stewart of the.
Lre partinent of Natural Science at Michigan.

Srate Univerdity, How. firmly his tongue is

planted in his ‘cheek we have no way of
hnowing, but there is 1o doubt he has the

hit in his teeth.” With this much preparation -
by the editors of Harper's, here are e:ccelrpta'if:

from the August issue. /4{/ ' (
sus7 (/765 7>

The Bureau of Reclamation in your de-.
partment is to beé cpmmended
praise for its recent.accom

with faint

southwestern United States.” True, it has

ure. thus contributing to
aation. and power development,

Also it 15 agitating vigorously for dams at .

\larble Gorge and Bridge Canyon. But these

the waters from Lake Udaell we could irri-
gatk a maximum of 2,165.000 acres. of -dry
land.- Thus we could ok forward to wheat
fields in the Painted Desert. flower gardens'

. around Sunset Crater, and the Petrified For-

g

Lot

L

plishments in the 4y enty.pound trout. .

est no longer petrified but rather filled with

thousands of living treés—orange, grape- -

fruit, fig.

A third,‘fast-gro\\?ing'ﬁseﬂof.dr‘and 3Canyt'mr ‘

waters would .be. for rgcreation. With the

. construction uf a: few ;fish  hatcheries in.

southern Utab and sorthen Arizgona, the!
lake could be kept stocked with figh, and a'
lake one mile deep and twenty miles wide
‘would accommodate some mansters! Think
of sturgeon. muskellunge, pike, - ten- or
. . Have you eonsid-

completed the Glen Canyon Dam [author-" :t::d!utt’:fre?ct that boating is the wave of

ced 1955) and 183 other dams without a fail-®

1

ave piddling enterprises. You must learn to. -

{hink BIG if you hope to leave your. murk in-
delibly wntten on the face of América. And
what bigger project could you choose than to
iy the Colorado River, right across Grand
Canyon” Think of i A waterfall one mile
high! A lake one mile deep! A solid wall of
conctete from the south rim to the north!

it such a dam were constructed, & few of
its benefits can be dimiy foreseen. - First
(here would be the opportunities tor power
jeveiopment. A Grand Canyon Dam would
make the generating. facilities _at Hoover
11936] or Glen Canyon look like a lightning

We come to the last but by no means the;

flood con_trol, irri= - Jeagi.of the great advantages of 2 mile-high

Grand Canyon Dam—the magnitude of the'

. econopic enterprise. It would require at

.lepst twenty years and employ some 180,000

men, benefiting nearly a half-millicn people
directly. Indirectly the economic B

_pyramid “almost astronsmically. The dam

Cwould contain at 8 congervative estimate

some 17,659,813,151.85 ecubic yards ‘of cons.
crete. I will not attempt to detail the ins
creased production of steel, eopper; rubber,
generators, and all the thousands of items
required by this great project.

There will of course be carping eritics of
a Grand Canyon Dam . .. do-gooders, con-

. gervationists, starry-eyed liberals and wild-

lifers: Indeed they are already attacking
those two small-time proposals, Marble and

ey = T e 2

A letter to SecretaryUdall o

Bridge - Canyon Dams, just betause these

will back up a little waier “into " Grand
Canyon Natjonal Park. Sooner or later, how-
ever, every foot of every big river in Amer-
ica must be backed up behind a retaining
wall. This is our ultimate goal, and since it

ia, let us take & giant stride toward that goal

by constructing a dam across the Grand

Canyon—a marvei of engineering'which will

put to shame all the Pyramids, the Great
Walls, bridges, and dams which have ever

‘been. built in the past. . _
Commissioner Floyd E..

Your man.
Dominy, will jump at this opportunity, once
it is presented to him. President Johnsén is
now on a ca mpaign to beautify the nation,
and what is more beautiful than a wall ‘of
concrete one mile hi 1 iles long?

Bruce Stewart in H-r‘ﬁqx's ‘

(88LED
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Co-operation Along the Colorado

For the first time in four decades, all
the Colorado River Basin states are co-
operating on a common solution to
their water problems.

The compromise legislation worked
out by representatives of the seven
gtates recognizes the hard truth that
there isn't nearly enough water in the
Colorado to satisfy their future needs.
But instead of quarreling over shorta-
ges, the basin states are now working
together toward solving them.

The only answer for the arid South-
west is, of course, the importation of
water from areas of surplus.

Each year the Columbia River, for
instance, dumps into the ocean more
than 11 times the entire 15 million acre-
feet flow of the Colorado. This is water
forever wasted, and no nation can af-
ford to squander so precious a re-
source.

As drafted, the proposed new legisla-
tion calis for authorization of the Cen-
tral Arizona Project and approval of 14

" new water development projects in Co-
lorado and Wyoming. At the same
time, however, Interior Secretary

Udall would be directed to seek alter-
nate sources of water that could import
as much as 8.5 million acre-feet to the
Colorado.

To protect states which export ex-
cess water the compromise goes be-
yond the Colorado River legislation
now pending in Congress. States of ori-
gin would be guaranteed that they will
never lack water in the amount—or at
the price—that they can now provide
for themselves.

"The compromise," said California
Atty. Gen. Thomas Lynch, "assures the
states with water that they will never
thirst because they have shipped water
to their dry neighbors.”

Financing of the importation works
plus the $1.7 billion of new projects
would be assured by the revenues from
the proposed Marble and Bridge Can-
yon dams as well as Hoover, Parker
and Davis dams after payout.

Gov. Brown enthusiastically en-
dorsed the compromise which was an-
nounced in Los Angeles by MNortheutt
Ely, special assistant attorney general
who has long fought California's water
battles.

"We stand on the threshold of one of
the great epoch achievements in the
development of the West," sald Brown.

Governors of the other basin states
should waste no time in seconding the
endorsement.




DESERET NEWS, Salt Lake City, Utah
29,

(AN whould gtrenuously op-
“pose proposed legislation agreed

wpon' last weelk: in Washington to
autharize Coloradé River devel:

O{Jﬂm‘.‘

which do inot 'protect or
devely

ah: water Tights.
Bingham, Utah's Colo-

MY

‘redo River comnissioner and
#imv

tmr

Heldid R ‘P lmtem sent to
s Gov, Wi L Ramp&cm mem-
Hets of [ & congressional de-
laf-r:::h}?,

mbers .of the! Central
r Congervancy  Dis-

New ' ‘ lextea and ‘otheps.

CCARCULATE  TAW

Dratls of “the proposed mew
Iaw, HR 4-»71 are befig cireu-
Jated wilh the implication’ that
dasin apd Lower Bas-
in &t @ jul agreement ‘with
the proposed $1.6 billion ‘devel:

neht' progran,  Mr. “Bingham:

i
“i': iree vl alIv cuncemed states
Cattah, Wyoming and New Mex-
| fore-were ot vepresented ‘at the
riestivigs lakt weel in Washing
“tor, Mrl Bingham said,
S s Tetter, the water ofﬁeial
L Eaidin p«n- ‘

PR B

- taﬁ is
Mmﬁm to Uta‘h

of the Utah Water and &

o Gov. George ).

navs of Wyoming and -

!nhgro |

sSeptanber

ey R Binghum
wguard water. rtghh

esis it is not consistent Wlth the
action taken' by the *Cential
Utah Water Conservancy Dis
trict, the Utah Water and Power|2
Board or the Upper Colol‘ade
| River Gnmmission

" the Colorado River Compact.

1965

gomusly npposed by the State of

“Utah. -

‘“To_he acceptable, HR 4671

--'must include language that is
“absolutely definite to the effect
. that in the future, when Utah

and other Upper Basin states

-need the water that will be tem:
{ porarily used by the Central

Utah.* Project, ' the = sectefary

" must be directed to limit the re-

leases at Glen Canyon Dam in
order to make the water availa-
ble to the Upper Basin at the
time and in the quantities need-

ed.

SEES DANGER
"'This would be after a dellv
ery by the Upper Basin of 75

million 'acre-feet in any 10 con-

secutive years as required by

“If sueh language is not in the

| bill, " thére ig considerable dan:

ger that- when Utah wants to de. |

~velop & new project it will find

dtself witheut water and unable
to get it back from . the Lower
Bagin due to excessive political
pres‘sure by California and Ari-

*In MR 4671 Arizona has given

priorify to California’ for 4.4
million | acre-feet’ which 18 une
doubtedly based upon the un-
used water df the Upper Basin

“Phi verslon ot the lemh

states, Similarly, a guarantee

tlo:r. inmyupdmm mu.st biﬁﬂsmwthmnﬂeto \‘héUpperBw-

in that its water will be re-
turned when we are ready to de-
velop our future projects.

‘The agreement between Ari-
zona and Colorade to authorize
a list of Colorado projects HR
4671 shifts the burden for recov:
éring the water when needed to
Utah and Wyoming. This Utah
cannot permit. }

“Therefore, it is my, opiaim’
that the State of Utah must op-
pose the enclosed bill in its pre-

sent form and continue to'do so

until it is amended to include!
adequate protection [or Uuh#s
future development.”

Mr.! Bingham enclosed’ with:
his letter a copy of a letter from,
Ival V. Goslin, executive direcs
tor of the Upper Colorado Rlver:

| Commission, as well as a copy

of a HR 4671. !
DOESN'T (}ONFDRM

“Mr. Goslin said that the dratt
of the hn! does not conform with
the resolution adopted By the:
‘Upper Colorado River Commis-
slon. on Aug. 16,

The bill Mr. Goslin wrote,
'does ‘not provide for conditionat
authorization of a water impor-
tation project, relief from ‘the
Mexican treaty burden or a
statement that the primary pur:|
pose is to implement consump- !
tive use: !n the Upper Baarin




[USS. Figures Show
| No State Shortage

By Doug Bradiey ‘ T

The dreary squabble over water rights continues

between factions of the Upper and Lower Basin states.

In congressional halls and from state platforms the
charges and accusations fly. -

, .The basis for all the hot air let loose over wafer is

/that supposedly there ls
Colorade River, and not enocugh
to satlsfy the Colorado River
Compact of 1822, which alleis
the states in each basin thelr
ghare of water.

1t is this premise which spurs

men like former Gov. (Big Ed).

;-Johnson to demand a suit against
! ‘Arizona beocause that state
wants to divert 1,200,000 acre.

| feet of water for a central Arl -

, zona irrigation project.
i »Results of an investigation
! carried out by Cervi's Journal
1 offer what this newspaper
{ claims is irrefutable proof thal
| Tohnson’s stand, and thal of
i other so-called water experts,
stems fiom a false premise.
These are the facts:
@ There is no- over-all water
| shortage in Colorado,
* There is plenty of water for
_ east and west slopes and enough

. to meet the obligations unm-

| der the river eompact, and still
!leave more for storage in the
-} reservoirs, .

- @ There is water on the Wesl

H loge by dafinll. .
e Sotution- to geograpbically
I 'misplaced water ¢can be earried
-~ out by economically feasibie
transmountain  diversion proj-
ects, X

. * -
- Substaptiation of much of llils
Jies in examination of the aclusl
runoff records of the Cotorade
River at Lee Ferry. A table
showing the historical runoff
from 1914 to 1963 is published
. with this, story. The figures ate
taken from the records kept by
. the U.S. Geological Survey and

" 1J.8. Reclamation Bureau.

Colorado has entered into two
. interstate compacts limiting its
use of Colorado River water:

the Colorado River Compact

! gigned in 1922, and the Upper
{ Colorada River Bagin Compact
signed in 1948. The former alko-
cated the waters of the stream
system belween the Upper Ba-
sin and the Lower Basin; the
|atter allotted the Upper Basin
share among the states in that
hasin. .

"' During the 30 years which
have elapsed since the Colorado
_River Compact Lecame effec-
‘tive, many disputes have arisen
reparding the Intent and appli-
cability of the varlous provi-
sions of the compact.

The two dominating sections

of the compact under which the

waters of the Colorado River
system are allocated, read as
follows: .

(a) There is hereby appor
tioned from the Colorade River
system in perpetuity to the Up:
per Basin and to the Lower Ba-
sin, respectively, the exclusive
beneficial consumptive use of

© 7,500,000 acre-feet of water per
annum, which shalt include all
water necessary for the sapply
of any rights which may now

exist. .

(d) The states of the upper di-
yvision will not cause the flow of
the river at Lee Ferry to he de-
pleted below an ageregate of 78
million ac -feet for any period

.of 10 consecutive years reck-
* oned in continuing progressive
geries beginning with the first

. i‘Slope not being used which we

a shortage. of wafer in the

day of October next succecding
the ratificalion of this compact,
- L] L

FEven cursory analysis of fhe
table — prepared for Cervi's by
water expert Mills E. Bunger —

will show that in half a century - .

there has always been sufficient
water available te meet the de-
mands of the compact sections

"quoted above,

Where then, is the conflict on
the use of Colorade’s water?
The answer is that availability
of water does not mean it s
being tapped to its proper
potential. .

This is the case with Colora-
do’s water. It has not been and is
not belng directed and diverted
as well as it mighl. The causes
for this are twofold — politics
and stubborn determination to
aveid common-sense solutions.

Water “experts” on:all sidedsd

of the controversy won't dony,

that water has.long been a por ~

litical football.

Experts on water abound. In-
the political field, you become
an expert by silling on a con-
gressional Interior Commitice
and taking part in deliberations
over many years. Once you
have “been dubbed experl, it’s

_ pretty hard to lose the title no

matter what you sa&y oOr how
you act o vote. .-
“'The way to foster public be-

‘lief in your expertness is to

issue a weighty statement from
time to time on some aspect of
water control. A favorite falla-
¢y on which political experts
Iike to sound off s the effect of .
reservolr evaporation losses.

L] L] +

Behind many statements of
the water experis, there lies @
vested interest. As an example,
take Rep. Wayne N. Aspinall,
D-Colo., chairman of the House
Interior Committee. For years
his proncuncemenis on water
had to be viewed in the light of
his special interest — his con-
stituents onm the West Slope.
Now, with reapportionment, lo-
gic may replace bias — in the
view of other experis.

Cervl’s Journal found an ex
pert with no ax to grind. He is
Mills E. Bunger, who has been
involved In water matters in
Colorado since 1911 He alse
has worked on water projects in

(More on Page 39)

Colo. Springs Motel
Sells for $1%4 Million

A Ramada Inn motel at Inter-
state 25 and Garden of the Guds
road in Colorado Springs was

sold by Harold Berggren and |

$1,250,000,

The buyer was Gene Lowrey,
who formerly operated the
Rambler Motel in Walsenburg.

The transaction was handied
by Gene King and Phi} Dolan of
Fritchle & Co., Denver. King is

. D. L. Decker, builders, for .

Fritchle's branch manager in .

Colorado Springs.
The 155-room motel, a franch-

ise operation, was_described by |

pond Lane, manager of Fritch-
le's motél department, as the,
tinest in Colérado Springs. . .~
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- Arizonn and Californin and re-

gavds hhinsell as pow-partisnn in
his approach to water prob-
lems, although he now lives in
Wheatridge.

The former member of the
U.5, Reclamation Bureau is cit-
ed in "Who's Who in America"
as the country's leading expert
on the waler supply of the Colo-
rade River Basin, He also has
an inlernational repulation and
was the expert who found waler
in Jordan when the British said
there was none,

Now relircd, Bunger spends
his lime lrying lo poin{ out the
commain-sense approach o wa-
ter problems. He confesses to
having only limited success.
The “‘waler experts’ are solidly
entrenched and cannot concede
te Bunger without losing face.

This attilude slops over into

" ithe Denver metropolitan daily

press  commilted {0  ignoring

i public interest on water mat-

ters, move through ineptitude

. than dire conspiracy.

Bunger believes there’s no

; water shortage in Colorado, It's

just & question of harnessing it.

He feels that scrimping or sdv- -

ing on water here Is as unrealis-
tie as rationing corn in Towa.

The table he prepared for
Cervi’s charts the historlc flow
at Lee Ferry, to which must be
added the water consumed in
the Upper Basin in order to ob-
tain the virgin flow at Lee Fer-
Ly,

o - L] *

The water allotments to the
Upper and Lower Basins were
made on the basis of the virgin

. flow, ie., that which would have

occurred -had man not made

any use of the Colorade River

water in the Upper Basln.

The U.S. Bureau of Reclama-
tion compiles ﬁgures on the wa-
ter consumed in the Upper Ba-
R T
i

Refere .5, Geuloolcn'l survey,
5urface” Waler swpoffu Colorade Riverf:s through 1950, Waler
Page 510, through' ¥

Paper H 1733, Page 415 I9stsl cnmump“va vig b,

740, Water Supp;v

Then, In i0-year segments,

e

the table indicates the waler™

available. In 1034-23 there were
192,107,000 acre-feet. This would
allow 75 miliion acte feet to

meet the demand of each basin -

and still Jeave 42,107,000 acre-
feet for storage in the Upper
Basin reservoirs.

It will be noted that Colorade
gradually builds up 2 *‘hank” of
reserve water from which it can
draw to meet the demands of
the basins when the runoff cycle
is in the “low" years.

Over half a century Colorade
ends -up with a favorable bal-
ance of 17,162,000 acre-feet.

Bunger says that for the
years 1943 to 1963 he used his
own estimates on the consumed
water.

“Y feel the Bureau of Recla-
mation's figures were too
high,” he said. .

To hold the water, there are
the Curecantl, Flaming Gorge,
Glen Canyon and-Navajo reser-
voirs, with six more proposed
to a lotal capacity of 48,555,000
gere-feet. .

“The flow at Lee Ferry for
the 50-year period exceeded the
estimate of the Coloradoe River

~—

Compact Commission in 1922, .

said Bunger. “The people of Col-
orado should know the facls. If
they want to cry shortage in the
hope of getling s5ome new water
for the basin, that's a. different
matter.

*“Colorado’s big problem is to
get ready to make use of her
3,855,000 acre-feet allotment be-
fore the Lower Basin gets it by
default.”

* * *

Bunger's reference was to the
apportionment of water under
the Upper Colorade River Basin
Compact. Under that compact,
there was apportioned to Color-
ado 31.75 per cent of the virgin
flow each year, after allowance
++0f.50.200 Acredeet yearly. lo. Ark ..

Bwuu of Reclamatian, “The Culorndu River,” Page 5 for
T pcars’ W4 through . W43 From 194 1o 3943, my
used, | feel sure fhe bursau’s llnures are too hiph M. ) had
vsed them, ha Indicated virgin fiow a? Lee Ferry would have
been higher, — M.B,

estimale

ck

zona for the sirip of thai siate
which lies in the Upper Basin,

Thia percentage amounts fo
3,855,375 acre-feet per year,

Bunger belleves Johnson's de-
mand for a lawsuit against Arl:
zona 1s illogical. “Why punish
Arizona for doing something
Colorado should be doing?" he
said. “I they do take the water,
it won't hurt us because we're
not using it."

He said the posilive sland
which Colorado should take is
a trans-mountain diversion
project. “We're not using the
waler that’s available and if we
don't divert it, we’re going to
lose it."

He said there was 400,000
acre-feet avaliable at Eagle -
not being used -~ and which
should be diverted to the East
Slope.

‘"We've developed the East
Slepe where we have the land —
this is where we need the water,
But the water.ls on the West
Slope and it’s nature’s chal-
lenge to man to overcome the
dilemma so he can use the wa-

ter.

“The 3855000 acre-feet fis
ours under the compact. The
trans-mountain diversion- should
be based on facts and not poli-
tics.”

He warned that under the
compact there would be re-
apporlionment of the water de-
pending on the use, “We haven't
‘been, using the water on the
West Slope, and that can’t go on
forever,”

Bunger propeses a project

like the Colorado Big Thomp-

son. He favors a “diversion tun-
nel for the Blue River Eagle
Basin to run through the Divide
parallel to the Moffat Tunnel,
He would tap the Gunnisen at a
point south of Salida and run it
through the Pivide by canal
duet,”

There will be more on water
LJAtEr, vk s vt e s
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Boom in Aule-Row

48 Pazes—17% -

| S §

-

The sxploding growth of Denver's: .southlands contibues,spucred

© by the success of industry already estabfished in the arez and

mushmnmm,, residential development.

Focal point of the real estate boom is South Bmadway, some-
tmmes called Autoriobile Row. Rsflecting the prosperity achieved

by the pace-selters, more auto

. firms are following the lead and
expand‘m, their facilities.

In an area survey, Cervi's

Fournal learned that:

' o The top new Investmert is
that of Courtesy Ford Co. Now
at 3537 5. Broadway, the fiem is

.moviag within the next two

months to 8% zcres at 5850 S.
Breadway. - Perry Logan, -the
general manger, estimates the
investment at more than

 $1,250,000.

@ The Ford-Motor Co. il’.seif
is engaged in 2 $500,000 devel-
‘epment at 1580 3. Broadway,
where it is erecting two_ build-
ings which will house a new

" Lizcoln - Mercury . dealership,

This project. is due to be cem-
pleted early in (056, )

* Continental Metors, Volis-
wagen - dealership now at 3303

- resentatives considered the S,

s. Bmadwéy, is moving to new ~

quarters at 6000 5. Broadway

_early In Qectober. Tts new two-

stocy building is -of . masoury
and steet construction, but Stan.
ley 3McDenald, the fivoy’s pres-
ident, said no figures on thé-in-
vestment were yet availahle.
McDenald, a Volkswagen dea-
ler in Roswell, N.M., before
moving o Denver last Mareh,
said that in sorveying prospec-

Ruto Peark Stock D

Hve Denver area business sites

Bue for Listing

.'_‘ﬂgnpgr, L‘e}a‘.,‘ Vednesday, Septemiber 20, 1955

'.So-uﬁﬂands yB%is‘riing With lh\)esfmeh‘rs

last spring, both he and VW rep-

HBroadway area in Litileton the
most promising.

With the expanding industry,
consumer service outlets are

springing up, vight down te a.-

new Pizza Oven opening soon in
the 5180 block of S. Broadway.
The aew Pizza Oven, to Ye
built at 518¢ 5. Broadway, has
tun into some comstruction de-
fay, but should be opencd in the

next. few months, according ta -

Frank Gacrison, secrefary-irea-
surer of the pizza chain. The
firm. already has a phone nure-
ber ligted for the seiw outlet,

Building plans for-a . Luby-

Cafeteria on S. Brosdwzsy have
(More on Fiige 3}

Publisher Klourns
The Lete Deparied
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“Wa thouzht we had 2 zood
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US Figures Show -
~ No State Shori‘age

" By Doug Bradley

The dreary squabble over water rz:,hts cantmues'
between Factivns of the Upper and Lower Basin states.

In congressional halls an
charges and accusations fly.

from state platforms the

"‘The basis for all the hot air let josse over water is
that supposedly theve is 2 shorlage of water in the

" Colorade River, and not erough
i satisly the Colorado River
Cowmpact of 1922, which allots

" the states in each basin theic

share oi watet.

It is this premise which spurs

men like former Gov. {Big Edy
Johnson o demand a seit against
Arizona  because: that state
wants to divert 1,200,000 zcre-
fzet of water for a central Ari
zoma irrigation project.
. Results of a2a investigation
carried out by Cervi's Journal
offer what this dewspaper
clalms s irrefutable proof that
Johnson’s stand, and that of
other so-called water experts,
stems from a false premise,

These are the facts:
¢ Thére is no over-ml water
shortage in Colorado.

* There iz pleaty of water for
cast and west slopes and enough
to meet the obligations un-
der the river compact, and stil}
leave more for storige m the
Teservoirs.

s There is waler on the Wesl
Slope not being wsed which we
Tase by defaalt. -

e Solution to  geozraphizaily
misnianed watar oan b nsveiad

day of Jctaher next succecding
the ratification of tfns compnct
LI

Even cunor; analysu of tha
tahle — prepaced for Cervi's by
waler expert Mills 8. Bunger —
will show thai in half a ceniury
there has always been suflicient
water availzble to meet the de--
mands of the compact sections -
quoted above. .

Where thew, is the confliet on’
the ose of Celorade’s ‘water?
The answer is that availability
of water dees oot meas i is
being tapped lo' ils proper
poteniial.

This is the case with Colora.
do's water. Tt ias not been and is
cot being directed and divertad
as well as 1t might. The causes
for this are twefold —- politics
and stubborn determination ta
aveid commaou-sense solutions:

Waler “experis” on all sides
of thé controversy won't deny
that water has lonz been a po-
fitical football.

Experts oa water abound. In
the political field, you beceme
an exoert by ing o1 a con-
gressionel  Inierior Comumittee
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$1,250,080,

- The Ford Motor Co. useI[
is emgaged in o §$106.400 dewel-
opmcm at 493#0 S. Broadway,
where it s ercetiig {wo build-
ings which will house 3 new

vestment were yet azvailable,
MeDoenald, 2 Volkswagen dea-

ler in Roswell, N.M.. hefore
moving to Denver last Macch,
said that in surveying prospec-

tive Denver arez business sites

Buio Park Steck Due for Lisiin

Merzer of twe aulo palkin"l Eompames 'in Denver was fol-
- lowed by a board meeting at which it was decided to file an
application this weekend fo list the stock on the Amencaﬂ Ex-

change.

The two off-street parking firms are Aﬂnght Auto Parks and -~

Reliable Parking. The merger
combived 33 Decver and seven

- Colorade Springs facilities un-

der one management.

Dezlingy in Allright stock up
to now have beon over :hc coun-
fer.

The merger was annovnced at

the 256 Club before a zatheriag -

of state and municipal eofficials
and  busincssmen  when  All-
right's president, D. 3. Caroth-
ers, introduced the president of
Reliable, Kanneth 5. Atkingon,
as the new “Mr. Alright" for

_ Colorade.

- The: new operation  brings

© together 215 employees with an

Colorade  payrolf | of
#An indication of the .

annueal
§140,000.-

" ecopemic role which the firms

enjoy here jies in their parking

“Their combined 7,021 car spa-
ces last year parked 2,876,000
cars.” -
- Natignally, Aliright has a big-

. ger impact. Tt epevates in 48 ¢i-

ties within 19 states from coast
to coast. Ifs 2,100 . emplayees
last year parfed in excess nf -1»3
million cars. o

flrass income for the ﬁscal

further the growth and economm-
ic suecess of downtown."
L] L] =

Quezied on the “menepsly™
chavacter of the merger, Bob
Harris, Alright spokesman
pointad cut that the new eorpor-
ation hodd only 53 of tha avaifa-
ble 315 Denver parking lots,

Daes the merser presage an
eveaiual inersase in parking
faes for Denver motorisis?

"I ses ne likelihood of this -

happening. In  fact, ‘parking

rates over the years have fue.
,inated in Deaver,”

Harris said.
*I’s a compelitive market,”

by e

LOuuig PLeoy U B LURY
Cafeieria on 5. Broadway have
(\Iore o P.z;e 3

Publisher Flavins
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Denver Mugazine

“We thought we.had a good
magazing, Unfortunalely, the
people of Denver apparenily
dign't agreet” .

C. Edward Fulier IV, publish-
et of Denver Magazine, thus ex-
piained te Cervi's Jourpal why
the magazine had folded.

He added that ke thought the

"monthly magazine “on the good

life in Colorade” would have
gone over eLenlha!l) if it had
been able to survive lon"er {in-
ancially.

“Unlortunately, it takes qu]te
2 bankroll and 2 few vewrs to
prove itself,' he said.

Fuller, son of .2 Duluth,
Jlinn., stockbroker, 2nd new in
the tuxede reatal business, re-
putedly dmppcd a hundle in the
stiek magazine venture.

Before it ceased puhhc.aizcm
efforls were made to sell the
magazine.  “These zlso ‘proved

“fruitiess,” Fuller said.

Ellis Co. Beels Up

statistics, Carothers 'said. -~

Sehool Lenches

Moge than Bal a million pounds of beef that sehoslchildren ia

the rezion probably will be eating sood was packed in Danver by

_ the Eliis Canmng Co. at 1378 alcott st.

The canned meat pagking firm which eraploys arcund 200 was
recently awarded a contract to supply the canmed beef for disteiby-

Hon to schocis taking part in the

natipnal school funch progzam.

The purchase, by the U.S.

Department of Agricufture, was

pact of an over-alt coniract for
ST AR mevicde af heal for the

Denver porchase will he for
consumption in  the wastern
rezianl
Is cacned bzef a profitable
commedily at that price?
“We'ra in business of course

showing

ca:{ and west slvm-.s and enoush
to umeel the oblizations ya-
der the river compact, and stil
leave more [or sterage im the
reservoirs.
s There is water on the West
Slape rot being used which we
fose by dg[auit
# Solution io eograp}ncally
misplagerd water can ba carvied
gut by economically
transmountzio  diversion prol-
acts, X
FEEE TN 2 A

Subs{antia!ion of much of this
lies in examination of the actual
tuneff records of the Colorado
River at Lge Ferry. A !fable
the historical runolf
from 13814 to 1263 is published
with this story. The figures are
taken from the records kept by
the U.8. Guological Survey and
U.S. Reclamation Bureau.

Celovado has cnt-.red inta two

‘interstate compacts “limiting its

use of Colorade River waler:
the Colorade River Cuwrpact
signed in 1922, and the Upper
Colorade River Basin Coapact
signed in 1948, The former alle-
cated the waters of the stream
system betwaen the Unper Ba-

©sin gnd the Lower Basim; the

iatter aMlatted the Upper Basin

. share among the s'm‘es in that,

basin.
During ithe 39 wyears which

" have elapsed since the Colorado

River Compact iecante effec-
tive, many disputes have acisen
regarding the futent and apphi-
cabitity of the various’ provi-

_sions of the compact.

The two dominating sections
of the compact under which the
wiaters of the Colorado Rl\'er
system are aﬂocated rezd 3
Foliows: .

{a} There {5 hereby appor-
tioned frosn the Colorade River
system m perpclux{y to the Tp

P

= Truwar Ra

fzasible .

#0d swonorn determisation fo
aveid common-sensa sotutions.

Water “experts™ on all sides
of the contreversy won't dewy
that water has lang been a po-
Ldeal football.

Experts on water abound. In
the polltical field, you become
an expert by sitting on a con-
Zressional  Interind  Committer
and taking part in .deliverations
over many years. Once vou
Bave been dubbed expert, it's
pretty hard to lose the title no
matter what you say er how-
¥you act ot vote,

The way to foster public be-
tief in your experiness is {o
issue a weighty statoment from”
time to time on seme aspect of
water control. A favorite falia-
cy oa which politieal experts
{ive 1o sound off is the effect of

. resezvoir evaporation Jasses,
* * L -

Behind many  statemonts of
the water. experts, there lies a
vested interest. As an example,
tak¢ Rep. Wayne N. Aspinali,
D-Colo., chairman of the [ouse
Interior Committee. For years
his projouncemenis on water
had fo be viewed in the lizht ot
bis specia! interest — his con-~
stituents on the Wast Slope.
Moww, with reappertionmett, Ie-
iz may replace bias ~— in the
view of other gxperts.

Cervi’s Journzl found am ex-
pert with no ax to grind, He is
Mills E. Bunger, whe has been
involved in water matfers In
Cojorado since 19i1. He also
has worked on water projects in

. (3lore on Page 39)

Colo. Springs [lotal
Sells for $1%4 Rlillien

A Ramada Inn motel at Enter-
state 25 and Garden of the Guda
mad fn Celorado Springs wias
'sold by Hareld Bmggmn znd

L O S
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g?;:cb:f :arm ana.rnisc furniture,  hoeme,
ruptcics,  smadf  bosiness,
(Owrer BILL HAUSGHILOT — mygeri.
ercrd, ilc. and bended . Avcfigreer, M0
yoars  auelidnceritg, 1
au:-l’rnm-:’ eridg,  1E Yeses  auko
2573 So. Bruadwoy - FF7-I550
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75H—C0n!m<fcts Attenlion

Ccmme-:ml Nylan ca:pe!‘-:g. 120
ydi. ar masre completely -m‘aif:d.

935 3 EOI

£25-3599

78—Qffice Equipment

DATA PROCESSING .
Accounting mochine NCR Model 60,
Hos wited in paper recerdar. The
madking b in excellent condition.

Call 344-2869

E L‘;:gztllvNet'i'ées'

NOTICE o FILING OF APPLICATION

FOR ISSUANCE OF LICENSE TO LOAN

MONEY IN AMOUNTS OVER HLIH0.00
E OF

STATE OF COLORADO:

Plexse take nofice IhaT The Mavliguer -

Financa Company of Oerwer, Colgrady
has z2ppidd te Ihe Stada Bank Ceramis
sianer of ™a Stale of Colorady for a
license lo epgage in the buginesc of
making lgant of money cver SLEGLLO.
pursuant 1o Chapter 7. Article 2. Caioe
rida Slahylas Annstaled 1553, a3 amended.
53id bumresy i1 préco3ss ke be con-
ducted al 1M Colymbine Sireeh, Suile
#2206, Denver, Coforada, Pretest may be
made by pny person fo fhe Issuing of
such Decense by filing same n wriling

with e Stale Bank Cormmissivnts wilhin:
(7Y cays after ik Cite of Jast putilcation

of Ihis edice a:si sadnca!ee beh\m

LOOM
Slate Bank Commissicaer
Slate ol Colorido
Dated and Fasted i the office “of
the Stale Bank Cemmissione?

81—Machinery & Equipment
New & Used

‘****‘k*ffﬁ****’*‘?#'ﬂ:‘**ﬁ*"
SALE NOTICE.
By frusloew4, 5. Bonrupicy
Coutt—atl property lisred—2
Estates o highest bidders, In+
spectian & sale dotes te ke
cnntunced  soan. MNow awqil,
— Either inveatory upon re.
quest I £ Wagner, - Tusteg
— 897 Glances, Cenver?
T. LARE OPHCS & ELECH
TRONICS — oll machines da-
velop & mfg. sciepnfic oprics-
clectignic st inel. design,
test & office eq'mt.
2. REFRIGERATION  SPECLAL-.
THES —— 4467 Erightan Blvd,,
Denver —— ali cemeiar, refrig,
machy, & coses, naw 4. reblt
Ompressor unils, POrt, sup-
phas. tool roffice eq’mt.
AN R RN

q«wmmwwvw%hwwwww

in Gervi's Rocky M Jounal,
Dale of Firsl Pubiicafion Sepl . 1955,
Date of tast Pubiealion Oel 13, 143,

NOTIGE OF PUBLIC SALE

Crhusco,  he.,  formesly  Coleradg
Buiers” Zfepply Compzny of Oeaver.

& MIMTEME and 12A 2.5, § 204, certa.n‘
Fanel]

t doors and gparations! and in-
staltabigoal  oppliences, some of whith
s dfored seme floed damage during Juhe
TRES wii b o3md lo the Fast Lidder
fur:a‘\'-er.lalm;h.. zaie 0 b
beld at
Co-arady, ar
am'.sn@s will be
hen by any pro.pechve brdder durinig
acemal Tysiness hours, bol befire and ar
she hima of W s, on Sopha 2

dre  helz by Cobu , mc.. rwmer-
Colirada  Builders® Supply  Come
pany’ ax  Laitey  and  ageal fer ke
71 Door Carparation &f Phitadel-
pinids Penrsyivania, or it sucsassors, and
are io Mg said Ior ‘he account of Me

Parel-Lils Doae Corporalhn_ Upon y&v~ .
ment af -

he maney
Cobuseg, Tae, formn:rzy cmra:o Buisd-
ofs Supply Cemwpany, Mhe 5
appliances  wil _Ee  debivared to ﬂw
highest bidger. ;"l;lcse doors. arg sheelan

The M HALE Co,
Conirucrion Equipment Audtion
Sales — Appreisers — Liguidalgrs
5555 Dokiim 5t Lers Talk®
Commerce {Ity, Colo, 288-8057

B7—Furniture

-+ Orvessioffed living rm cholr, oloman,

foam nubber mattiess, 7 floer fomps.

© AT cond. coll 225.8297.

F5—Trucks—MNew Used

. TRUCK FOR $SALE
1950 V-3 ponel, goad fires, newr

. nde, Coll GE 3-1953

1M 3 A' b wds aparaters, enﬂlral
for mu:r af Ehe d-:ors. ‘Some of the deocs
ha-re ~uffered flocd All doors

damage.

are soid 35 i1 and no warranties will
be given, except a3 1o firie. Tee sizes
Bad guantifies of the doorz R be soid
Tre as fldwsr ‘

QUANTITY- S\ZE N FERT
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l"rom Page 1,

Arizona and California and te-
gards himsell a5 non-partisan in
bis approach to water proa—
lems, although ke mow h\es n
Whealridge.

The former. member of the
T.S. Reclamation Buveau is cit-
ed in “Who's Who in Argerica™
as the country’s leading expert
on the water supply of tite Cole-
rade River Basin. He also has
an -interaational reputation and
was the expert who found water

in Jordan when the British said

there was nope.

Now retired, Bunger spends
his ime trying to peint out the
eommal-sense approach- o wa-
ter problermas. He conf{esses to
having  ealy Tie suLpess.
The “water experts™ are solidly
entrenched and canuot coucede
to Banger -without Issing face.

This attitude slops over inle
the. Denver motropolilan daily
press . commitled to Ignoring
public interest om water mat-
ters, move mrou"h inepiitude

_than dire conspiracy.

Bunger helieves there's no
water shovtage in Colorado. It's
just a question of harnessicg it.

Ha {eels. that secimping ot sav-

ing on water here-is 25 unrealis-
tic &8 ralioping corn in fowa,
The table be prepared for
Cervi’s charts the historic flow
at Lee Ferry, to which must be
added the water consumed in

the Upper Basin in order to ob.’
. {ain the virgin flow at Lee Fer-

vy,
. * * >

The waler allotments -to the
Upner and Lower Basins were
made on the basis of the virgin
flew, i.e., thal which would have
aceutred had man not made
any ise eof the Colorado River
water in the Upper Basin,

The U.§. Bureau of Reclama-
tion compiley fizures on the wa-
ter consumed in the Up’mr Ba-

Tkep, in 1lyear seznienls,
the table indicates the water
available. In 1914-23 therg were
192,107,000 acre.foet. This would
zilew 75 million acre {eet o
meet the demand of each basin
2nd skill leave 42,307,000 acre-
Teet “for storage in the Upper
Basin Teserveirs. .

It will be.noted that Colorade
gradually Builds up a “bank" of
reserve water from which it can
draw to meet the demands of
the basins when the rumoft cycie
is in the *“low™ vears.

Qver ha¥ a century Colorads
ends up with a favorable bal-
ance of 17,162,800 acre-fect.

Bupgsr sars that foz  the
vears 1943 to 1963 he used his
own estimates on the ¢onsmmed
water.

“f feel the Bureau of Recla-
mation’s  figures were iso
bigh,” he said. )

To hold the water, there are
the Curecazti, Flaming Gerge,
Glen Canyoun and Navaje reser-

voirs, with six more proposed.

1o a total capacity of 4&,&5 cog
atre-feet,

“The flow at Lee Fercy for
the 50-year pitiod exceeded the
estimate of the Colorado River
Compact Commission In 1922,
said Bunger. “The people of Col-
orado should know the fzets. If
they want to ery shortage in the
hope of gefling scme new water
for the basia, that’s a dlﬁerent
matter.

“Colorada’s big problem is ic
get ready to make use of ker
3,353,000 acre-feet alloument be-
fore the Lower Basin gely # by
defauit.”” '

- £

Bunger's reference was to the
apportiontment ¢f water under
the Upper Colerade River Basin
Campact. Under that compact,
‘.as\ « was appertioned te Colop-
ado 51.75 per cent of the virgin
{'ow each yezr, after aliawance

. of 50,200 nere-feef yearly, to Ari

Bunger’s Table Drov es Nc: ‘v/a%

- Lack

zona for the strip of that siale

which Hes in the Upper Basin.

‘Fhis percenfaze zmounts to
3,855,375 acre-fevf pog year.

Bunger believes Jolfnson's de-
mand for a fawsuil against Ari-
‘zona ie Hiogical. “Why ponish
Arizofia for doing sonething
Colarado showld be doing?” he
said, "“If ther do take the nater,
it won't hurl us because we're
not using it

He said the positive stard
which Colorado shouid take is
a truns-niountain diversion

. prodect. “We're not using the
water that’s availahle and if we
dow’t divert i, we're going to

fose it i

Ife said thece was 400,020
acze-feet available af Eagle —
not Geing used -— and whict
shochl be diverted to the E.ast
Slope.

“We've developed the Ea.st
Slcp-’ where we have the land —
this is where we negid the water.
But {he wair is on the West
Slope ard it%s nature’s ehal-
ienge to man to overcome the

dilemma s& be cax use the wa-
ter,

“The 3,833,000 acie-feet Is
ours under the compoct. The
fans-mountzin diverston should
be hased on facts amd not poli-
tics,”

He warned that under the”

compact there would he re-
apperhunmesrt of the water de-
gending on the use. “We haven't

been wusing the water on the

West Slope, and that can't o op
{orever.”” o
Bunger proposes a project
. Exe the Colorado Big Themp-
son. He favors a diversion lun-
nel for the Blue River Eagle
Basin to rum through the Sivide
paralel to the Moffar Tunrnel.
fle would tap ihe Guanison af 2
wint soittiz of Salida and Tun it
thieush the Divide by camal
duct.
Theve witf B mere on walar
Iater.

I S A R e
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Colorado’s Water Policy Adrift
As Pros Put Self-Interests First

By Doug Bradley

" H1f the politictans and the water officials
could rise above their-selfish and petty

-differences, and draft the best possible .

waler pohcy, what thmgs might be accom-
plished in Colorade.”

The speaker was & businessman, a supplier
in the fields of water and reclnmntiom

Re .was typleal of many interviewed in the
cucrent investigalion by Cervi's Journal -into
the qguagmire of water pefitics on the Colorade
River.-

The businessman, and of!icials who con-
cutred in his oeplnions, condemned: '

. Unnecessary prejects, ecostly lo {axpay-
ers.

* Colorade's poor use af itd available wa.’

ter resources.

* Consequent loss of and apalhy over at-
tracting major industrial users.

* Bast-West  Slope parochial fquabbling
over water, which drains time, talont and meney.

* Upper and Lower Basin feuding — lead.
fng to suils, that are coslly 1o the taxpayer,

¢ Inability of policy-makers, committed to -

crraneeus policies, to accept the diclales of logic.

* Rrigue hy private power company offi-
cials fo maintain the status . quo, in order to
preserve their vested interests. .

Among the typically WIRECessary projecis is
the Herculean effort to control evaperation in
the’ Colorade River Basins. ' In .order to out
down the sun’s big cul off the top, a film made
of fatty alcohol substances is smayed over {he
water, '

IPs net too effective. The wmd blows jt off

. and the sun sHll takes ils toil, But they're chag-

ing a myth, Success in controliing lhls evapora-
tion wouldn't give the’ regitn n drup more wa-

ter thay ft's gelting,
- In 1956, the Bureau of Redlamation stalted'

sponsoiing  fessarch on evaporation. réduction
on iis mservmrs wilh an initial conlract going
le Colorade Slale University, There ave how
six co]leges sludvlng the “problem” along with

the bureaw's and other governnient scientists.
Xep. ‘Wayite N, Aspldall, D-Colo,, chairpian

.of. the -Housé  Inlerior Commiltes, was grlm

ahoul the ploble\m when he discussed it with
Helene €, Monberg, Cervi's Washingion covre-
spondent, |

Said Aspina]l “Despite . the research that
has beén done to dale, Lhere is ne known meth-
od to keep the sun fmm drawing water up iuin
the nlmosphere from water surlages."

Thai's peod. Becsuse when Aspinall or dny
researcher finds oul how to reverse a law of

About Bunger ) .

e Mills E. Bunger, who compiled statistical
data and maps secompanying Lhe series of ar-
ficles on Colorado water problems, has been
iivelved b regionni waler matlters sinea 1911,
Bunger spent 15 years with tho L5, Bureaw of
Reclamation in Colorado. He was &ssistant su-
nervising engincer on the Colorade-Big Themp-
son Project,. and he planned the Central Arfzo.
na Project, Bunger has an_imernational reputa-
tion as an expert om waler mdllcrs He is now
lc-tncrl f

physics, we'd betier have other researchers
working on conlrols 16 cnsure that defiance of

. hature isw't carvied too far,

Nof that evamrallon controi would be 2 wse.
less discovery for some aveas of the woild, In
the -Saharg, for example, it would be invaluable
to confrol tEﬁa oasis loss from evaporalion, but
Colorade River water “ldsses™ from evapora-
tion mre’ figments of official imagination, And

_ the politicians and experls pursuing such con-
trel are: grinding releatlessty tnwnrd a mirage —

at the taxpayers’ expense.

17 all the time and money Spent lrying to
solve Colorade’s supposed waler losses fron)
avaporation  were . channeled to  reclsmation
projects, enough new reseivoirs conld be eon

“structed -to. tuke care of the enure imaginary

loss. .
Waier canngt be cnn'sumed — cannot be lost
i Mﬂrc o nage ZB :
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JIn the Sabara, the 's toll. at -an oasis
could be deirimentn] intE subsequent precip.
iration of the evaporated portion would fadl
where U could do ho good: This iz not true in.
the Colorade River Basin, Cervi's has foung-

{rom its expert witnesses;

Bit at recent congresstonal -h‘earings‘ on rec-
lamation prejects, olher expért testimony was'

" given that fhe evaporaton losses from reser-
" volts in the Colorado River Basin: totaled near

ly 3 millien acre-feet o year. This was weltten
off as lost water. Lost to Colorada, lost to the
Upper and Lower Busins, ¥ not Ipst to (he
world, .
The (atloey of ihig congressional {eslimony .
lies in the fact that the evaporated water s
dumped vight Usck in the. farm of precipltation
over the Rockies' = the ‘picket fence to which
the prevalling winds carry jt, B L
Of course, ovaporation takes ploce in the
Cotorado River Basin, but as in the case of the
false assumption that there is a shortape of wa.
ter in the Coloradn River {see-story in Cervi's
Sicpt, 29 issue) politicians and experts are do-
ceiving themselves on ptimhry facls of - hydro-
logicnl science, The evidence s there if they
wilhi to examine it :
. In the eflort Lo set the record' straight, Cerpi's
Journal publishes this week a pictertal repre.
sentation on the Hﬁdrotogie'(}yc]e, togather with
& map af the. Colorade River Basins shdwing,

_dmong other data, the direction of . prevailing

winds.

These  faaps  woere drawn  for Cervi's by
Mills B, Bunger, rated in “Whe's' Who in
America” s the counlry’s leading expect on
the waler supply of the Colorado River Basin. -

Ws a mystifying thing, savs Bunger, that

nany waler officials who eavly in thejr curger
had jastilled into them the following qugtation
fraru the Bible now overlook the fulf portent of
whal was written. Book of Ecelesiastes, chap.

ter 1, verse 7, reads: : .

All the rivers run into the seq;
Yet the sen'is not full; T
Unio the place from. whence the- rivery
come : : . :

Thither they veturn again. .
In a way, the quotstlon, of which water men
-are fond, is the bagig of the Hydrologic' Cycle,
Evaporation. and -precipitation — the chicken
and the egg -~ which came first? The process
is unending, i ' .o
The evaporation from ocean, rivers - apnd

strenms,  vegetation, natural lakes and ponds, .
reservolrs, {rrigated aress and even soit, is.
carrled by the ‘blllowing clouds over the lang -

and precipitated back ag rainfall -or- snow,

Bunger  estimates that  where ~ you have

30,000 actes of land in a reservoir basin the

evaporation amount is 3 feel and 60.060 acre.

feet goes up in the air,

Fhe wind direc,ﬁoiisr reprosent a 10-year ayver-

neay Ve sokittied Lhal this is lost to the Cole. .
rado River Basin, @é o

“This 15 a faliaey,™ said Bunger, “Thp meis. .
tveladen winds fram the Pacifle, blowing up ',

the basin, piek up hé additional evaporation *

and’ precipitate. it vight baek.” - ) oo
The prevailing winds, starting at the Gulf of
California and the Pacific Ocean, are coming
ffom the southwest and going to the nertheast,

age observed at various weather stations.

When Cervi's Jqﬁrnnl started out on its
probe into the experts’ views. on ‘hydrological -

pheriomoena fn refationship {0 the Colorado Riv- -

- or Basit in this state, it ran into vigid concepls,

mosl of which had (hoir oviglns in polilieal con.
sidérations or deparlmental jealousies.,
Top federnldeve] replies  sidestepped  the

issues. Af the state level, the pattern was -Intey -

esting.

duns to defend their wator rights, “‘with - thaly

Meaningiess battle cries exhorting Colovar B

lives and honor” were inlerspersed with ear- .

nest rhetorie on ‘the history of Colorad's lead-
ership in Uhe reclamation Held. )
There was no crystal claar answer for fues-
tions like thig: . .
® Is there cmough water in the  Colorade

"River to fnoet all commitmonts?

e Is water being lost for lack of uge?

° Is the empbasis of wafer authocities mis.
placed? - ’ . .
® Could Colorado River. water be har.
ressed o provide cheaper public power?

* Should development of cheap  power be *

tinked with . eivie attemps to attract mafor in.
_dustrial users? : - .
Ounly realistic officlols in ~lower echelons of

federal ranks had opinions they were witling to : -

impart eandidly. There was & reluctance fo bhe

" quoted by name, possibly spurred by fears of

Arrested carcers.
Thelr views. coincided much with those of
Mills E, Bunger, who has placed no constraint
on Cervi’s 50 far as, attribution is concerned,
. Autheritios on water abound, and tike in any
field of endeaver, few poltey-makers coan elatmy
to be withoul sin. Mast of the polfcy-makers
however, claimed only Lo be policy-implenten.
ters. o ’
Cervi’s found Reclamation Buiean officialg

T e e L

move concerned about lheir rivalies with the

Atmy Corps of Engincers fwhe will yun what-

Dproject} than they wers about taking the lead-
ership on & fair asgessment of a coldly logical
water polioy. : T

And overlapping as one. federal agency’ can

be with another, rétreat often lay  haltway -

through a discussion by refevence to anoiher
More on Page 35 :
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ROGERS ASSAILS SPARKS g§ RIVER ACTIVITIES
By Bert Hanna

Rep. Byron G. Rogers, D-~Colo., Monday assailed Felix L.
Sparks, director of the Colorado Water Conservation Board for
engaging in "undercover"” negotiations on Colorado River legislation
in Washington without consulting him and other Colorado congressmen.

The Denver congressman accused Sparks at an informal
meeting of the Denver Water Board of getting into a behind-the~
scenes "deal" with representatives of lower Colorado River basin
states that imperils Denver's water diversions from the Western
Slope.

"I demand an explanation of these secret negotiations
and why I wasn't even informed about them," Rogers said.

FIGHT ON HANDS

Sparks, who was present at the meeting, repudiated Rogers'
charges and later teold a reporter, "anyone who tries to make a
political football out of me has a fight on his hands."

"I assume the people of Congress are big enough to work
together," Sparks said to Rogers across the water board table.

"Well, how could I know what you were up to in Washington?"
Rogers replied. "The only thing I got from you was a copy of this
so~-called compromise proposal on the Colorado River sent me on
Sept. 24 without even a covering letter.

BY ACCIDENT

"The only time I saw you in Washington the previous week
was when I ran into you by accident. The only congressmen you
talked to in Washington were Aspinall and Allott (Rep. Wayne N.
Aspinall, D-Colo., and Sen. Gordon Allott, R-Colo.)."

Sparks also was attacked by Ed. C. Johnson, member of the
Upper Colorado River Commission.

Johnson called the compromise proposal for upper and
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lower basin development on the river, which Sparks had endorsed in
substance, "a pile of junk,"” a "sellout® of the Colorado River
Compact, and agreed with Rogers that Denver and other Eastern
Slope diversions are menaced.

POLICY POSITIONS

The occasion for the meeting called by the Denver Water
Board president, R. S. Shannon Jr., was a request from Sparks for
policy positions from all Colorado water agencies concerned with
the legislation expected to come bafore Congress next year.

Under the compromise, a $1.8 billion package of water
projects, including the huge Central Arizona Project and about
$500 million of new projects on Colorado's Western Slope would be
approved simultaneously.

Jack Ross, Denver Water Board attorney, and several other
water department officials fear the legislation as now worded would
make Denver's interests in Colorado River diversions junior to
everything else.

ALL USES

It was explained that under prior authorization of the
Colorado~Big Thompson Water Diversion Project for northern Colorado,
any new projects on the Western Slope or lower basin would require
Eastern Slope diversions to cease if there isn't sufficient water
for all uses.
\
|

Rogers said he has the same fear about the legislation
and pledged that he will fight for protective safeguards for present
and future diversions.

} Rogers sharply dquestioned several provisions of the com~
| promise plan and noted it is supposed to be conditioned on plans
| for importation of water from the Columbia River into the Colorado.

"Anyone who knows anything about politics knows well
there isn't going to be any importation of water from the Columbia
River into the Colorado for the next 20 years or more,” Rogers said.

"There isn't going to be an importation project so long
as Scoop Jackson is chairman of the Senate Interior Committee.”
(He referred to Sen. Henry M. Jackson, D-Wash., who is opposing
all water importation sdeme from the Pacific Northwest.)

-2
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Ross and other water experts at the meeting agreed that
the Central Arizona Project for use of an additional 1.2 million
acre-feet of water annually from the Colorado River can be made
feasible only by use of Upper Basin water allocated by compact but
not yet put to beneficial use.

The question they posed is: How can such water ever be
returned to the upper basin once it is committed in the lower basin?

Johnson said he agreed that fears on the Eastern Slope
that their water diversion projects will be ruined by the legislation
are valid. There isn't enough water in the river, he said, and the
Colorado River Compact will be converted into a useless scrap of pper.

Royce J. Tipton, Denver consulting engineer who recently
made an exhaustive study of the river flows pointing up shortages,
said he disagreed with Johnson's idea that the compact would be
destroyed.

But, Tipton said: "Upper basin water is being used right
now by California and will be used if the Central Arizona Project is
authorized. I do not favor authorization of the Central Arizona
Project. Even if we correct odious provisions of the present law,
this project would shut out for all time any additional diversions
of water from the Colorado River by any Eastern Slope entities."

John Dickson, Denver consulting water attorney, said,
“If we permit the Central Arizona Project to be authorized, we will
be putting the ax to any future oil shale development on the
Western Slope."

Sparks said he agreed that more protective safeguards
should be placed in the legislation” and certain objectional pro-
visions of Senate Document 80 (Colorado-Big Thompson legislation)
should be corrected so as to protect Denver and other water diversias."

SEEK SAFEGUARDS

I would fight . . . for those safeguards,"” he said. “But
the whole problem that confronts us is, are we going for protective
language alone or for some water projects that will benefit our
state?”

Ben F. Stapleton, chairman of the Water Conservation Board,
defined the whole matter as a statewide problem and said he would
hate to see discussions degenerate into another East-West glope feud
over water.

Copied: CWCB/sr 10/19/65
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Water Pact gcheme Blasted as 'Politics’®

A compromise plan to permit the Central Arizona Project
to win congressional approval was denounced Tuesday by the Project's
chief architect as a "typical political deal which holds a potential
dagger at this state's growth."

Mills E. Bunger, a longtime U. S. Bureau of Reclamation
official, now retired, and chief planner of the Arizona project,
attacked the reported tentative agreement between representatives
of the Upper and Lower Basins of the Colorado River, to push the
project through the House Interior Committee.

According to the Scripps-Howard newspaper chain, Colorado
politicians and water officials were ready to okay the Arizona
project providing it was tied to Colorado irrigation programs on
the West Slope.

Scripps~Howard said the cost of the project —- which would
bring water to the Phoenix and Tucson areas -- would thus be raised
from $1.2 billion to $1.8 billion.

The man who drafted the compromise was reportedly Felix L.
Sparks, director of the Colorado Water Conservation Board and a
West Sioper who has persistently opposed plans to divert unused
West Slope water to the East Slope of Colorado.

"The motive behind this deal is obvious,” said Bunger.
"The West SLope cligue wants to enlist Congress in a plan to use
all the available water although it really can't gain any tangible
benefit.”

He felt that the danger was that congressmen -- ignorant
of the far~reaching effects -- might go along with the compromise;
particularly Lower Basin representatives, actuated by their own
interests.

"Under the Colorado River Compact, Arizona is entitled
to 2,800,000 acre~feet of water annually," Bunger said. "I pro-
posed that she use 1,200,000 of her entitlement for the Central
Arizona Project.
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"She is entitled to this. No deal is morally necessary,
but presumably success of this getting congressional approval now
depends upon Arizona okaying tieing up disposal of all West SLope
water."

Since Bunger drafted the Central Arizona Project, Arizona
reportedly claimed it is already using up its share of Colorado
River water under the compact and asked for a "loan” of additional
water from the Upper Basin states for the Central Arizona Project.

On Monday Rep. Byron Rogers, D-Colo. flew to Denver to
discuss the compromise plan with the Denver Water Board.

“"The board ought to oppose the deal outright, since Denver
is drawing water from the West SLope now," Bunger said. "This
supply and any other transmountain project to use wasted West Slope

water will be imperiled.”
E

Bunger, recognized nationally as the country's leading
expert on water resources and potential of the Colorado River,
maintains it's the duty of Colorado's lawmakers and water officials
to oppose any unilateral program under which Colorado surrenders
its unused water or tabs it for "useless local use."

Bunger wasn't surprised by the drafting of the Sparks
plan.

"He's always been amenable to giving away West Slope
water by default to the Lower Basin states, although he has
consistently opposed logical plans to divert the unused water to
the East Slope," Bunger commented. “The question is, however,
who does Sparks represent? Colorado or the Lower Basin states?®

He felt the West Slope stand on diverting unused water
to the East Slope was difficult to line up against the stand taken
by West Slopers in regard to the compact between the Upper Basin
states.

"When the Upper Basin Compact was agreed upon, the West
Slope approved the giving away of 837,000 acre~feet of water to
New Mexico from the San Juan," said Bunger.

"And they likewise agreed on giving 500,000 acre-feet
to Utah annually without any objection. But when it comes to
diverting water to Colorado's East Slope, they say the water is
not there to divert."

-
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He said this was like taking care of neighbors and
acquaintances at the exXpense of one's own family. "Not only is
there water which can be diverted and is not and won't be used by
the West Slope, but it‘s going by default to the Lower Basin," he
said.

"This constant surrender is crazy because they can't get
any benefit out of it, as they would eventually out of East Slope

trans-mountain diversion."
€ O %

Where Byron Rogers stands upon the issue was not hinted
by the Scripps-Howard story. Bunger has a doubt about where any
politician stands until he actually votes. Professional water
men, the federal career officials and others, can't gauge the
politicians. Perhaps a clue is found in last week's Associated
Press dispatch on statements made by Rep. Wayne N. Aspinall, D~Colo.,
Chairman of the Interior Affairs Committee.

Accoxding to AP, Aspinall called for states to share
natural resources and to forget regional differences. Later, in
the same story, he said: "I am not about to give away any of the
water to which the Upper Colorado River Basin is entitled.”

Raecreation Hides Water Costs

In the September issue of the "Denver Water News" sent
by the Board of Water Commissioners to all users on the city's
mains -~ along with their bill -- emphasis was placed on the "long-
term policy of the Water Board which makes considerable boating
and fishing available in Colorado."

The psychology was shrewd. People are interested in
fishing, camping, picnicking and boating. They like to read about
it. More important from the Water Board's point of view, it
steers taxpayers' thoughts away from the unpalatable but hard fact
that they are saddled with enormous bond debts for such unnecessary
projects as the Roberts Tunnel and the Dillon Reservoir. It's
costly recreation.

Other distilled news in the same issue was the announce-
ment that two new members of the Board of Water Commissioners had
taken the ocath of office. They were Leonard M. Campbell and
Andrew Horan Jr. One looked in vain for mention of their qualifi-
cations in regard to the science of hydrology.
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Campbell, it was said, is a Denver attorney, Fformerly
manager of safety for Denver in 1947-48 and a c¢ity attorney in
1951-53. Horan, it was said, retired from the phone company after
45 years of service. He was vice president of public relations at
the time of his retirement.

Campbell has had some experience in water litigation,
but there was no mention of this.

Obviously, they are highly reputable men, but the appoint-
ments are indicative of the traditional disregard shown for the
responsibilities vested in the office of Water Commissioner, and
for the general public weal which suffers in consequence.

In cold cash, this “"disregard” has saddled Denver tax-
payers with a $115 million sweater in recent years, apart from
earlier errors.

In this article, third in a series upon which Cervi's
Journal is embarked, on exposure of water myths and fallacies in
relation to Colorado, there will be, in the limited vein of our
purview, constructive views expressed on what water policies should
be pursued.

Like the new Water Board members, Cervi's has recourse
to experts. Our ears are attuned to an old-timer, who has kept
pace with progress and is the voice of many zealous younger
water professionals in the field now.

He is Mills E. Bunger, who's rated internationally as
a water expert, and so far as this state is concerned is the
leading man on the water situation of the Colorade River Basin.
See "Who Knows -- and What," by the publisher of "Who's Who."

Says Bunger, speaking for many professionals, who cannot
be quoted, in regard to the Roberts Tunnel and Dillon Reservoir:
"These were costly and terrible mistakes." The statement is simple
and unequivocal. He feels, as a long~time U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
professional, that any such project ought to have been a federal
project in the first place.

"If it had been a federal project, then the cost would
have been spread among the . country's taxpayers as a whole instead
of being on Denver citizens' necks -- but of course, we wouldn't
have built it this way."

He said the bureau (unofficially) figured the Roberts

de
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Tunnel cost at twice the Denver UWater Board's original estimate

. . . "about $60 million instead of $30 million." The tunnel, by
some reports, cost around $70 million in the end. The Dillon
Reservoir, estimated to cost $19.2 million, alsoc reportedly cost
more. The Water Board had obligation bonds totaling $115 million
for over-all "improvements."

"Roberts Tunnel ought to have been built parallel to the
Moffat Railroad Tunnel," Bunger said. "That is the shortest way
through the Continental Divide." : :

Bunger said the Water Board's tunnel site decision was
motivated by the fact that "everything was on the South Platte
River and they thought it fed better into their system.” He
balieves the decision was costly to the taxpayer.

“The shorter route would have been so much cheaper, so
much cheaper," he stressed.

Denver's determination to keep control of its additional
water supply extended to Dillon Reservoir.

"Here agalin, there was a drastic basic error," Bungexr
said. "Dillon is too low an elevation. They're having to pump
water seeping out below the dam.

He said the reservoir should have been built at Frisco...
"but the people of Denver gave the board a blank check, literally,
and they went ahead."

He pointed out a pledge was given that water users outside
of Denver would repay the bonds . . . "But there have been two
raises in Denver water rates since then."

Had the federal government handled the project, Bunger
pointed out, revenue from power would have been a primary objective,
thus cutting the cost again to the taxpayer. As it is, Dillon is
a white elephant supplying expensive forms of recreation in com-
pensation for “dear water."

West Slope Control of Water Board Holds State Back

It is in diversion of "wasted" water from the West Slope
to the Bast Slope that Bunger sees the solution to much of the
turmoil about Colorado water policies.

B
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The present Colorado Water Conservation Board, controlled
as it is by a preponderance of West Slopers, has a strictly partisan
approach to trans-mountain diversion projects which the Bunger
school of thought espouses. In fact, paradoxically, the board is
in effect, working more for the Lower Basin than Upper Basin
interests, since by nullifying or letting trans-mountain diversion
proposals bog down, it sanctions the drain wh;ch takes West Slope
unused water to the Lower Basin states.

Cervi's Journal has already shown t&at, according to
long~term measurements of the Upper Basin Storage, more than enough
water ig available to meet Colorado's compact commitments.

Cexvi's has demonstrated that there is a hydrological
cycle which has existed since time began. This shows that the
alleged loss from evaporation and plant transpiration in the
Colorado River Basin is not a loss in the final analysis.

\

Cervi's has shown that there is an. abundance of Colorado
River water available to meet all claims, and that logic dictates
transmountain diversion of unused West Slope-water to the East
Slope.

It is the East~West quarrel that is the crux of the
whole water feud. Patch that up and a whole vista of water concord
could unfold.

It is human that where interests are in conflict, opinions
become divergent. But West Slope opposition to East Slope use of
water which the West Slope cannot use is illogical and harmful to
the state as a whole.

Domestic harmony at home is an essential prelude to
influencing neighbors.

Bunger points out, too, that the West Slope is retarding
its own progress by fighting for a sterile status quo.

L

To demonstrate the availability of water, break down the
allotted share of the Colorado River to the Upper Basin states --
7,500,000 acre-feet per year under the compacts.

After deduction of 50,000 acre~feet for the strip of
Arizona in the Upper Basin, 7,450,000 is left. Of this, Utah gets
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25 per cent or 1,713,500. New Mextico gets 11.25 per cent or 839,125
acre-feet. Wyoming is apportioned 14 per cent or 1,043,000 acre-feet.

colorado is entitled to 51.75 per cent or 3,855,375
acre-~feet.

Utah's share is 83 per cent of the total it contributes
to the Colorado River. New Mexico is getting 330 per cent more
water than it contributes. Vyoming gets 64 per cent of what it
contributes, and Colorado receives only 35 per cent of what it gives
to the river.

Taking these figures, it might be said that Colorado has
a strong moral claim to any excess water. As it is, there is a
surplus of water in the Coloradeo River (see Cervi's article on
water, Sept. 29, quoting U.S. records) and the Upper Basin states
are surrendering by default 5,000,000 acre~feet a year to the
Lower Basin. Of this, Colorado is contributing 65 per cent.

Under the Colorado River Compact, the Upper Basin can
divert and use all the water available, provided that the average
water passing Lee Ferry for the Lower Basin amounts to 75 million
acre~-feet in a l0-year period.

Similarly, under the Upper Basin compact, Colorado has
control of its "own" water. Bunger wants that use to be dictated
by logic.

rcolorade is legally entitled to use its water as it
wishes. The permission of the West Slope to divert water is not
needed,"” he says. West Slopers talk about using all the available
water for irrigation, he feels is just not realistic.

"You could irrigate every acre on the West Slope, but
the consumptive use from that irrigation would be low," he says.

Domestic demands are recognized as having the first right
to a water supply. Irrigation for agriculture is a secondary right.
Industry and power is third from long accepted practice.

*only on the East Slope do these three factors adequately
function."

Bunger recognizes that West Slope interests have been
pushing a number of irrigation projects. A few have been
sanctioned but most are bogged down awaiting federal studies on
feasibility.
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Cervi's lists with this story the main West Slope projects,
with acreage already irrigated and new lands scheduled for irrigation
if Bureau of Reclamation authorization is obtained.

"For purposes of argument,” says Bunger, "I'll allow that
the West Slope will succeed in getting their projects authorized.
And even with all the water they hope to consume for their develop-
ments, there still will be an abundance of water which could be
diverted to the East Slope."

voN %

Key to meeting the cost of trans-mountain diversion lies
in power, Bunger says. Under the Upper Basin storage project,
Colorado was allocated 46 per cent of the net power revenue pro-
duced in the Upper Basin.

"In any transmountain diversion project, Colorado will
get 100 per cent of the net revenues produced from power," he
said. Such projects spotlight the basic weakness of the Denver
Water Board policy which built the Dillon Reservoir and failed to
cash in on the power potential.

Bunger insists that Colorado is on the spot over its
unused water. "Water allotment is based on use under the compact.
When it comes time to reapportion the water, don‘t think other
users will fail to point out that we apparently don't want the
water.

"Me must divert it or lose it."

West Slope opponents of trans-mountain diversion argue
that Bunger and adherents of his proposals are “"few". Can all
the "experts" be wrong and Bunger right? Yes, they can. Fifty
million Frenchmen once admitted to rueful error.

oW %

If trans-mountain diversion of water from Vest to East
Slope, however, is a rightful policy to pursue, it has an almost
insuperable obstacle to overcome in the present composition of
the Colorado Water Conservation Board.

Under the traditional procedure, the board must okay a
project before the Bureau of Reclamation can make preliminary
analysis and feasibility studies.
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Director of the board is Felix L. Sparks. He talks
frequently of the declining water resources of the Colorado River
and last week stated, "There are people in Congress and the Colorado
Legislature who have only a dim understanding of the basic issues
involved."

With this statement, Cervi's and Bunger do not argue,
As with almost everything else that Sparks stands for, we are out
of step. Sparks is protected by Civil Service. Other board members
are appointed for varying terms. It is frankly conceded that most
of the board members were appointed, not so much for their knowledge
of water, as for political considerations.

And the taxpayers bear the burden of this patronage evil.

If there is a solution to the impasse created by a short-
sighted, partisan, biased board, it lies perhaps in the formation
of a new, paramount water authority. Such a water council,
avowedly free from political pressure, might be able to enlist
professiocnals in implementing a policy to serve the state as a
whole.

Still more on water next week.

Copied: CWCB/sr 10/19/65




