
Honorable ld 7letcher 
State Senator 

FRANK rr. JUfUUAM 
GOY&•Mo• OP CAI.IPO•NIA 

~CRAW INTO 

J'W:le 21, l~S8 

Fortieth Senatorial District 
San Diego, Calitomia 

Acknowledgmnt ia made ot your letter dated 
1une 10, 1938, to Mr. B1att during hie absence from the 

~------~_... .. .-..-.-.rr.re to a fUrther San Luia Bi•er lnTeatigation. 
our letter will be called to hia attention upon hia return 

to the ottioe. 

Copies ot Bulletin No. 49-A have been eent tod~ 
to Mr. Harold B. Beck in response to his request tor 41a\r1bu-
t1on to end use ot members ot the San Luia Rey Aaeoo1at10Do 

With ,ldDdeat personal regards, I em 

Sine erely your a 1 

alAD.~4~ . 
Deputr State Engineer~ ' 

I 
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. • UWUD NTAn,IU,.IJtll .. ll 
CA-.&. WAftft&H 

OOYU .. o _. CAC..,ott••• 
CMI&P H Dl'lllloM 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA • 
' Btpamntnt or ~tic uoru • 

6ACRAMENTO(C) . 
DIYIIION OP WAUl llUOUACCI 

... "ILIC WOIII IIIILtlll 
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Honorable Ed F.letcher 
State Senator 1 40th District 
1020 Ninth Avenue 
San Diego 1 Cal 1 tornia 

Dear Senator Fleteberc 

March 13, 1944 

• 

· In response to your request atwH.eo baTe been made 
by this ottice to determine the net sate yield o! Hiaaion No; 3 
Reservoir, bdlt to elevation 330 teet with a capacit7 ot 44;000 
acre-teet. The results ot the studies are contained in a memo-
randum by c. B. Meyer dated March 9, 19M, two copies ot whlch 
are enclosed. 

' 

Encl. 

Youra very t~, 

EDWARD HIAtT, STA'IB ENGINKBR 

• 

• 

A. • Edmonston 
~put)" State En,ineer. 

• 

• 



DWAID HTAn. lta11 btaa• p 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

~rpartmtnt of pnbUc Works 
SACRAMENTO (e ) 

Dt 'fi:IIOII or WAtD aaouacu 
.. , PnUC WOUI U ILDtU 
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• 

• 

' 
, 
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lfonorable X l'letchar 
1020 llinth .lTema.e 
San Diego . C&lifornla 

Dear SeDato.r J'letchar: 

t 

• 

• 

J.cbavlec!pent ia ;,•4• of 7our 1ettara of Karch 16 aD4 17, 
19144. h seHnc the net l&fe Jield atudiea Of Kiaaion Gorp .0. 3 aD4. 
of tu other reaerToira on tile San Dieco lliYer; Daael7, m. Capitan and 
San Vicente, all were aaeuaecl to be N1 on HaT 1, 1895. the be£innS!J& 
of the c:i tical periocl. !hie aai'G.IIption ie atate4. on ~ 2 of the 
0 . :B. KeTU aeaorandnm, 4ate4 Karch 91 19~. 

!he area of ~e San Vicente vaterahecl &boTe the San Vicente 
c1aa ia giTen 1n llallet1n 148 18u D1eco Oout7 lnTeat1gat1on", 1935, aa 
75 aqure ailea. !he vaterahe4 area abaTe Kiaaion Gorp tlo . 3 duaite 
an4 below m. Capitan and San Vicente 4aaa 1a 120 ~~ aU ea. !he 
eatt.te4 net aafe 7ielcl of the wetlDg San Vicente reaerToir ia 5.8 
a.g.4. aan•tnc the reii1"To1r to be ft2ll on HaT 1, 1895, and utilisbc 
oD17 the runoff f:roa tht San Vicente vaterlhed • 

J. 

!he fipe of the 01 t7 of San Diego for the au;repte net aafe 
71el4 ot ll Capitan a:a4 San Vicente reaenoira ia 15.3 . g. 4. J.a ciTeD. 
in the HeJU MJIOl'&Ddu, the correapoD41J!C f1cure of rua ottice ie 
15.0 •·«·' · 

!he fov~aation coD41tiona at Lover Hlaaion Gorge tlo. 3 daa•lte 
(located abcntt 300 teet dovnatream from the aign l>d:nted on the r1pt 
abutment 1N1aa1on Gorge J)am•lte ll'o . 31 ) were brietl;r atudied and reported 
on b7 Oheater k1i&Te, pologiat, 1D. Septaber, 1934. •o eerious ahear 
sonea or fracture• were 41acoTered. b7 Karli&Te at the lover aite . 

• • 

If a~ ~ ttae an economic ·~ juat1f1ea the conatruc~ion 
of a c1aa a~ the Lower Klaaion Gorce lro. 3 lite, a more deWled geologi-
cal ta.eat1~t1on ahoul4 be •ade 1Dol~d1ng adequatel7 .uper'Yieed explora-
tion work. 

Tour a Ter7 tru17, 

mJVJBD mft, 8'1'&!1 DGI•*N • . 
• • 

• 

• 

. ' • 
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. Sept~ber 12, 1944 
l '. # ' ' ' . . . 

• 

!lr. Ed l!yatt, Stnte tocineer 
Division or ~nter rtesources 
Sacrwuento, Califoruia 

~ ,J 

( . 

Attention: r. A.!J. Ed:nonaton 

Friend Edmonston: 

T 

I suppose Ed has gone to 
ulhr~ interested in---

t.h1 ngs I ag pt1rt.ic-

I wus present when the ~tate ¥ish und ~e Commission author-
ized the appropriation of ooney for the State Engineer to com-
plete the investigations on Cedar tireek, San biego tiounty-the 
three small dams! tea • Ji,y under a tanding is they appropriB. ted 
$750.00 tor that purpose and I promised the man you sent do 
that I would help out and co:Dplete the Job so that the State 
Fish and Game Commission and ourselves could have a report reaqy 
by the first of January ben the Legislature Deets again and 
see if we can get some action. r.ha.t is the s~tus or that sit-
uation now? 

Regarding my applica.tioa to the Governor tor $10, 000 r~n his 
private fund which I asked him for four or five weeks ago to be 
mtched lTJ San Vie o funds to (!et. the vork started on 't.be inve ti-
gati ns on ~an Uieb"Uito and San Diego rivurs, will S83' thllt Ed 
Hyutt telephoned me that the matter was turned over to hica, by 
tbtl Govt:!mor, also thut. alter Cooper s GjiDpnthetic and would 
rccoWJend to San Diet;o Ci t;r Council tbnt t hey match the amount., 
the lnvestigatiots to Lo made on the ·San Diegui to river alone--
this is s&tistuctor/ to me. What ia bein done along those lines? 
Cnn you stir tbin~u up? Let1s g~t so .e ction • 

It certainly was mont untortnnnte thit tbe word • const.ruction• 
s put in l1J¥ Senate Bill 51. It m s never intended. I t.oo 

the bjJJ Just as it was prepar d by the Legislative Counsel eDd 
your attorney and I never caught the word • constnaction• aa t 
happened to be ou t wo lines , I suppose in .y baste I pe.id no 
att ention to it and j ammed i t right through as e bad not a 
mo ant to lose, nnd didn' t rend 1 t over caref'ull.T but I 

• 

• 

• 
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A.. O. GMIOH~. 8TATa ENeiNUA 
c. ..... D ........ 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

• l'rparnnmt of ~Uc :Uorlts 
SACRAMENTO 

AGIIIC .. ~YTD 
CNYI.IOH OP WATa llDOUJtCU 

P\laiC WOIUtl 'IIUI&.OINO 
... O. ... tOH 

8ACRAMIHTO 8 June 8, 1950 

• 

Colonel Ed Fletcher 
1020 Ninth Avenue 
San Diego ~. California 

Dear Colonel Fletcher: 
Answering the second question 1n your letter 

or June l, 1950, first, the St. Francie Dam ~~a ot the 
solid gravity type, curved in plan on a radius of SOO teet 
at the upstream crest. 

We have no record of the complete failure or a 
multiple arch dam in California that was constructed, completed, 
and functioning. Some dams ot this type, hol.,ever, have been 
tound to be overstressed, and showed such distress that 1t was 
considered expedient to limit storage and ettect repairs. 
These conditions were brought about by early design methods 
which overlooked certain stresses and, 1n a :rew cases, by 
progressive deterioration of the concrete in the structures. 

There are 14 multiple arch dams in California 
subject to State supervision. Five or these are between 100 
and 150 :reet in height; the remainder less than 100 teet high. 

It you desire further information please let us 
know. 

Kindest personal regards, 

State Engineer 
• 

A. D, IDMON.TON, .TAT1l biiHilU 
CMIIP Of' Dl'fiiiDN 

A~l).UI "IPLY TD 
DIVI.ION Of' WATIJt fii80UJtCI8 

,UILIC \lfOfU~I .UILDUfO 
P.o.oo•toJ• 

•ACJtAMINTO • 

Col. Ed :rletchor 
1020 9th Avenue 

u.ftl. WAJtJtiH 
OO'IUJM• Of' CALinMNIA 

&TATE OF CALIFORNIA 

!ltportm£nt of ~nbtic Works 
SACRAMENTO 

rebruary 1,, 19~1 

San Diego l, California 

Dear Col. ~letcher: 

• 

We are mailing under separate cover a booklet entitled 
"Dams Within 1ur1sd1ction or the State ot California.• This is a recent 
publication and we think it will give you most ot the information you wish. 

On page 16 you will find a tabulation or dams owned by 
agencies or the Federal Government. The intomation given includes the 
names ot dams, their location, dates built, and approximate costs insofar 
as we have records. For example, Shasta Dam on the Sacramento River was 
completed in 1949 and cost approximately 70,000,000. ~riant cost 
$15,000,000. 

The tabulations on the other pages are de.m.s which are within 
jurisdiction ot the State Engineer as to satet.y. Federally owned dams are 
not subject to this jurisdiction. It you are interested in any ot the non-
Federal dams you will tind them grouped as to ownership and location with an 
alphabetical index in the back ot the book. 

Please let me know it you wish rurther inrormntion. I .tll 
be very pleased to receive a copy ot your mamos. 

~ \l..b.t~u('.~/ 
/i:Y" 

Sincerely, 

• 

A: D. El';¥ton 
State Engineer 



:;,~~~ 

Knowing your . rest n e matter, ~ there 
sent to you a copy ·of. the application or the 

!~~ffBtfiD~~~ . Water Project Authority to the Federal Power Commies ............... 
~-· ... "~ · ~or . a license authorizing the construct19n, operation 

~!~~r~~~~ .and maiptenance ·ot the Feather River ,Pr.oject. 
I * '"' e. 

&ML.WA.-.-IH 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Deportment of ilnblfc orks 
SACRAMENTO 

A~o .... ••""" to 
DIYIIIDN 01' WATI.ft ft&IDUftCU 

f'Ua&.IC WO•It• aUI&.DIHe 
... o . .... 0,. 

IAC.-AMII'NTO 8 

• 

April 22, 1953 

Colonel Ed Fletcher 
1020 - 9th Avenue 
San Diego 1, California 
Dear Col. Ed: 

Thank you for your letter dated April 
16, 1953, enclosing a clipping from the San Diego 
Union of that date. I sincerely appreciate the 
active part you are playing in bringing to the 
attention of San Diego the imminence or its water 
problem and the solution afforded by the Feather 
River Project. 

With kindest personal regards, I am 

Sincerely yours, 

cc: Max Bookman 

• • E onsto 
State Engineer 

P".-AHJC • · ou.-KU 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

iltpartmmt of ~ubtic ~orks 
SACRAMENTO 

ADQRU8 QJ't.'tl'O 
DIVI81DN 01" WATDl -.aoURCD ' ' 

'PUWC WOAJCa .UILDlNG 
p, 0. 8o& I07e 

8ACRANI[NTO II • 

October 21, 1953 -• 
• • 

Colonel Ed Fletcher 
1020 - 9th Avenue 
San Diego 1, California 

Dear Colonel Ed: 
This will acknowledge your letter of October 6, 

1953 transmitting a letter you had written to your 
children on your Alaskan trip. I took your letter home 
and last Sunday I read it aloud to ~trs. Edmonston. We both 
enjoyed it immensely. It certainly is very informative 
and gives a detailed word picture of your trip from Seattle 
to Anchorage to Nome. In fact the picture is so vivid 
that it will obviate the necessity of ~~s. Edmonston and 
me spending money on a trip to Alaska, which we have been 
contemplating for some time. I note on Page 4 that you 
were leaving Nome on the next day and wanted to set eyes 
on Siberia. Did you go over Siberia and have the oppo·rtunity 
of carrying out your wish as set forth in that paragraph? 

I am enclosing a progress report on the Feather 
River Project which may be of interest to you. 

Hoping to see you in San Diego during the month 
of November, I am 

Bncl. 

Sincerely, 

:~n~ton 
State Engineer 

• 

October, 1953 

· !be IAsf.•lature ot 1952 appropriated •eoo,ooo tor rtouliDI the 
vcrk 41natd b)' the Act pu1ed in 1951 to coDCSuct the •c•••U7 iDYeat1p· 
t1oaa, 1urveye &D4 1tudie1 anA to prepare pl•n• aD4 lpec1ticat1cn. tor tbe 
reatber R1ver Pro~ect. An a441t1oDal tTso,ooo vu appropl'J.ated by the 1953 
Leai&l&ture tor the tiacal 1ear 1953·54 tor cont1ouat1oD ct theae •tu41••· 
Active ~rk Vitb reference to tbe pro~ect vu initiated in tbe tall ot 1952 
v1 th the tollovios aecompliebmenta ~ 

Ten contracts have been executed tor photogranmetric mappiq ot 
portiona ot the pro~ect. Seven ot these have been completed by the con-
tractors, tvo ot which b&ve been accepted &Dd five avait rev1a1ona ot 
re~ected topographic JDaPPiDS ebeets. !lhe three other contracts mentioned 
are in prosreaa by the contractors with partial completion. Two ot the 
contracts 1DC1~ the mapp1ns ot the relncat1ons or the Veatern Paeit1c 

. RailYa¥1 State Bishvay Sign ltoute 24, the Feather River Rail~ aDd the 
Orov1lle-hather Falls County Road made necessary by the eonstl"UCtion.ot 
Orcville Reservoir. One or the contracts includes the mapping or ~our 
proposed pumping plant si tea in the southern end ot the San Joaquin Valley. 
Seven ot the mentioned contracts include the mapping ot about 450 mUes ot 
the 570-mile eondu1 t route trom Italian Slough in the Sacramento--San Joaquin 
Delta to Barrett Dem in San tieso County. The balance ot the line ta being 

. ma_pped and the canal located on the ground blf a survey party ~or tM reach 
between Loa Balles So Merced County and Buena Vista. Bills in Kern cOunty. 
The latter mentioned location survey baa been c::OiJI.P].eted betveen the Buena 
Vista Hill Pumping Plant near Taft tl) the point vbere the eoMu1 t crosses 
the Kern-Kings County Line. Biela are beiDg advertised tor the photogrumetric 
tDapping or an alternate route ot the San Joaquin Valley-Southern California 
D1 version condu1 t betveen San Luis Creek to three miles south ot Ortigal 1 ta 
Creek in Me·rced . County. 

• 

Designs are in preparation ~or the 570-mlle coDdui t and the ap-
purtenant structures iDVolve~ tor the San Joaquin Valley-Southern Calif'ornta 
Diversion conduit. b layout ~or the pumping plants, as or1g1DB1ly pro-
posed in the "FeaaibiUty or Featber River Prnject Report," dated~~ 1951, 
baa been revised trom 16 plants to 6 plants. 1b.1s vork is nov suttic:ientJ.7 
advanced to permit detailing ot the pumpiDg plant eqUipment &Dd the writing 
or apec1tiaat1ol18. Work is in progress on tbe design or the c!iaeharge Uoea 
at the six pumping plaota, 

Designs are in preparation tor the Oroville Jam and Pcver Plant, 
Oroville Atterbay Dam and Power Plant, and the traoam1aa1on ayatea trom 
Oroville Power P]"~ tn the terminal substation near Bethany 1D Contra 
Costa County. ltma1ona have been made in the origlDal plan tor the 
Oroville Dam aDd PoYer ~t as presented in the Division '• "l'eu1b111ty 
fleport ot May', 1951". 'D1e ap1Uvay aDd. tlood control outlet sect1o:a1 
previously located at about the center ot the main ~aDCrete 4am acroe1 the 
channel ~ the Feather River, baa been moved to a combined apillvar am 
tloocl control outlet structure located in a aaddl e on th risht abutment. 
Thie etructure vould be ~o1ne4 to the main dam by a section ot eattbt1lle4 
dJke. The power ~e previously located OD the lett abutmeDt at the 4oVD· 
.•tream toe ot tbe dem bu been relocated directly acroaa tbe channel ot tbe 



river belov the -.in dam. Baaed OD theae reviaiona 1D dei18D, · a nev coat 
eltt•te hU been con;»lete4 ot tbe Oroville »em aDd Power Platat, Oroville 
Atte.rbq J)e• eM Pover Pl•nt, •"" the electric tftnamilliOD IJitea to 
lead. center J:aear Bethaey. ihe reriaed plan Ud coat eati•te• ban been 
lubaltte4 to the ~ral. Paver CCliw11111CA u a reviaiOD to the oripD&l 
~cation tor licente for the reather .Rlftl' ProJect. 

Dur1D8 the tiacal year 1952·531 an expJ.orat1011 progam vu com· 
pl.eted tor the OrovUle ae. Wite vbicb 1nclu4e4 a total leqtb ot 1,627 
teet ot d1•mond c!rUl hOles, seven ot vhich vere located on each abutment ·a: the d•11 aite. There vere also ceapleted two exploration tuaMla, ODe 
on eacb abutment tor a total length ot 1, Q)o teet, A ,pologlcal report 
baa bee a prepared and accepted b)" the coDt~ul tiDS board of enpaeera OD 
·th1a exploration vork. A recent contereuce v:ltb the coaaultiDS board ot 
engineers vaa held vitb relation to the exploration vork, and a program 
vas laid out tor the fiscal year 195,3-~· In accordance vith thia progrus, 
bids have nov been celled tor tbe coutruction of' 550 feet ot dritta 'ln . the 
ex1at1D8 tuanels, &Dd bida have alre&41 been received tor drilling five 
teat holes Dear the river ch•nnel, each to be about 200 teet in depth. An 
agreement is be1DS executed tor drill1DS theae five teet boles vlth the 
CoDtiDental. llr1111ng Compe.ny vboae bid vas ff1 350· 

A service agreement. baa been executed betveeb the D1 viaion ot 
Water Resources and the Mvia1on ot Bighvaya tor os. a paper location 
aDd cost eat1mtea along the proposed route ot State Hi~ S1SD Route 
24 ~or the portion ot the highvay that would be attected by the conatruction 
ot the Oroville Beaervoir. The qreeent also provides tor tho preparation 
ot pnlJ.m1Da.r)" desisna and coat estimates ot the combiaation railroad and 
h1shvay bridge across the West Branch ot the Feather River and hlgbvay 

-· bridge: across the· J'eather River near Oroville. 

A service agreement .is being executed betveen the ~stern Pacific 
Ba1lroacl CoarpaDy end the Division vhich provides tor the Compa.1:JY JDalrlng a 
prelia1Dary report, 1DClud1DS a general plan ot the project aligP"X'nt, 
coDdenaed profile 1 and a detailed estimate ot coat ot conatruct1on tor re-
lccatias tbe Westen Pacific: Ra1ll'oad around the Oroville Reservoir • 

. 
Appraisal ot property along the San Joaquin Valley-Southern 

C811toraia Diversion is ·under VQ'• A dratt ot report ot appraisal ot 
la'DI!s am 1mprovemeDta tbat would be nooded by Oroville Reservoir is com-
pleted •nd is umer ret1ev by a ecmsultlng. ~nglneezt. • 

. 
. • AD otti~e baa been established at San Bei"DU'dino 1D southern 

C'!ie11 tat ni a vbich 1a .iDVeatiptiq possible holdover reservoir atorase sites 
•"" malo lateral rcutea ror deUvering vater to poaa1ble aervice areas 
lOUth ot the 'leb•chap1 Mountalna trom the SaD Joaquin Valley-Southern 
Celifonda coDdntt. . . • • . 

The B.Yron-Jackaon Pum.P CampeDy, t.hrOUSh a service agreement vi th 
~,.~ .... ~~ tbe Di~aion or Water Reao\zrcea, baa been rete1oed tor tbe preparation ot · 

. . the cleaip aDd 8))8Cit1cat1ou tor the pumps tor the six pumping plaDta pr•~. · 
posed tor the SaD JOaquin Vallq-Southem Cel1torn1:a , M-ver~1oD, 

• 

SeYeral attorDey'a ot .. the DiY1e1on.1,a lepl:~stat.t have beeil aasipd 
tO' t1ii preparatiOJl ot CODtnct1 tbat voul4 ·be requirecl 1D cozmectton vi tb 
the sale· vater •"" power tr0111 tbe proJect .. 81ld for ·prepe.ration .ot standard . 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

tons or coatnot which vou14 .l)t aeecSe4·1D coDDec.t1on v1tb the ut111t7 
oroa11qa tzwolve4 in the loaatton ot· tbe 570•11111• San J~D·Soutbern 
011 ttol'Dia cODI!utt. · . ~· · 

- - -

' . 
· Reconaa1•••oc• t~ polOiical. •P»iaa I\U'Ye11 aloDS t1w route 

, ct 10 Jld.lll ot tunzwl between .Putclia Creek u4 Quail t41re on the 8U 
Jaaquia Valle,•BoutberD C&l.1t0l'Dia coD4u1t an betaa w4e. A connai•••cce 
tJpe ,polopoal za~p1q IUl'"Ve)' viU a;J.ao be m•4e ot ac alternate tunnel 
route 1avo1Yiq a 26 mile lons tunnel vbich vou.l.4 deliver vater to Soutbtnl 
0&11foro!i. at QPl'edaatel)' the l,SOO·-toot level en Caateic Creek oo tbe 
ve1t a14e ot tbe SaD Gabriel MoWltain R&Dp. 

• 

A rot&ey drill riS ~a. on a tour·vheel drive truck 11 be1ns 
purcbaae4, aDd tom:aclatioo coDdl tiona and clua1ticat1on ot materials along 
the SaD Joaquin Valley-Southern California conduit route Vill be sampled 

• aD4 laboratory teats tmde ot the materials encountered, 
• 

• 
• 

, 

• 

• • 
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STATE (F CALIFORNIA 

DEPAirllENl' CF PlDLIC hUlKS 
Los Angeles 

ltnrclt 2, 1954 

Colonel Ed Fletcher 
1020 - 9tb Avenue 
Son Diego 1, California 

Dear Colonel Ed: 

naank you !or your kind letters of ~~rch 1st, 19S4. Enclosed 
are eiuht more copies or my San Diego speech. 

You suuyest tbnt it would be prerornble to brinu in the Feather 
River wnter across the Tehachnpis ot about 1500 feet in elevation so that 
it can !l<X'I through the present two barrols or the San Dieuo Aqueduct. Our 
office is now studying the engineering feasibility or a l~w level tunnel at 
nbout 1500 feet elevation. . 

Our ueolouists hove completed rnnppinu tho hiuher tunnel (elevation 
3300 feet) and a few explorotion holes and a shn!t are to be drilled. Also, 
at the present time, our ueologists are mapping the l~i level tunnel (eleva-
tion 1500 feet). 

11te lmt level tunnel construction would be 26 miles in length 
!rom n portal at the mouth of l'nstoria Creek to n point ln Castaic Canyon. 

lltis tunnel \'IOuld cross six fnult lines; nwnely, l'astoriu 'fltrust, 
Garlock, German, San Andreas, Licbre, and Clennvnter. '1\'io or these faults, 
the Siln Andreas and the Gurlock, nrc tho most active in the St~te of Cnli-
fornin. To date, we have located and m~asured over 160 sprinas in the 
vicinity o! the tunnel line. You have no doubt read nbout tho extreme dU~fi· 
culties thnt nre beinu encountered in the construction of the Tecolnte Tunnel 
in Santn Dnrbnra County. In that tunnel, it has been found that the rise 
in temperature of the water issuing !rom the south portal hendinu has a direct 
relntionship to the depth or tunnel cover, and as you know, work has been 
stopped for n considernble lenuth or time in vlC\'1 or the extreme temperatures 
encountered. l11e maximum depth of tunnel cover on the Tccolute Tunnel is 
about 22>0 feet; 1therens, the ClOXimum depth or tunnel cover or a 10\• line 
through the Tehachnpis at 1500 feet elevation, .would be 3,350 feet. . . . . . 

In connection with tbe studies or the tunnels tbrouyh the Tehachopi 
a~untnins, the State has employed a consultinu board of engineers consisting 
of Ole Slngstad, one of the most noted tunnel experts from Nm• York, Uaymond 
11111 !rom Los Anuelos, and Dr. Louderbocb f'rom the University or California. 
This consultinu board has reviewed the geology in the vicinity or the tunnels 

... 

• 

.. 

Colonel Ed Fletcher - 2 "!' 114rcJa 2, 1954 

ond hna modo on inspection ot tho si to. \~e hove roques cd that thoy answer 
throe quootlons: 

1. Is it onulnooringly foosiblo to construct t.ho tunnel 26 miles 
in lcnuth'i 

2. tYitut \dll bo the cost o! such o tunnel? 

3. IIO'~J louu \'Jill it take to construct? 

On the basis or construction o! the Tecolate Tunnel, it m3y tilke il& long as 
13 years if similar problems aro encountered. 

After tro hove the nnswers to these questions, te \'I ill make nn 
economic nualysis or these altemate plons. This analysis 'rill take into 
consideration the possibility or pO\'t'Cr recovery for all tvoter which will be 
used below 1500 feet in elevntion south of tho Tchnchnpi t1ountnins. 

As !nr ns the people in S11n Diego County ore concerned, there is 
another point to consider. I! Feather River water is brouuht in at tbe 
1500 reet level and not lifted to the 3300 £ect eleviltion ns n0\1 planned, 
the point of delivery will be to the northern port or the South Coastul ,\re:J. 
In such a case, the Mctropolitun l~ator District moy decide to shift the 
entire use of Colorado ltiver \Voter to the south or San Oieuo County. Accord-
ing to the c0111ncnts in your letter you \'tould not be in rnvor or such a plon. 
The reportwhich l<~c hope to complete b;,t January 1955, should have all the 
facts and rnuke it possible for the people or California to decide 1vhethcr or 
not they \dsh to proceed tdth the fif!oncin{l nnd construction or this project. 

I hope this explanation 1dll help to cl:1ri£y your undcrstondiniJ or 
our present studies, nnd I \dll be pleased to l<ecp you inromed o! further 
developments \'lhicl1 are nor1 bcginninu to tnke place at un ilccelernted rate. 

Enclosure 
ls 

With best personal rcuards. 

• 

Very truly yours, 

A.D. antO:~STQ\1, STATE El'liiNECU 

ny, /s/ f.lox nookx;ltJn 
r.tnx nookruan, 
Enuinecr-in-Cha~JC 
Southern California Office 



STATEMENT OF A. D. EDMONSTON 
STATE ENGINEER 
MADE •BEFORE THE 

SOU1HERN EMPIRE REGIONAL ASSCX:IATION 
OF COUNTY SUPERVISORS, 
SJ\N DIEGO, CALIFORNIA, 

JULY 23, 1954 

Chairman and Members of the Southern Regional Association: 
• 

• I have been invited to San Diego County on a number 
of occasions to brief the people or this area on wQat is being 
done in Sacramento wit~ regard to the development of the 
State•s water resources. This, however, is the first time I 
have had the privilege of addressing this section of the County 
Supervisors Association. It is, therefore, a great pleasure 
to me to be here today in response to the invitation of your 

• 
Executive Secretary, Gerald H. O'Brien. 

In his letter to me Mr. O'Brien requested that I 
give a summary of the existing agencies of State government 
which are concerned with water problems; the steps which ~ust 
be taken to develop an adequate water plan far California, and 
also an organization for administering such a plan. I have 

• . 
no intention of talking to you for 5 or 6 ~ours about this . 
suoje~t. It would take about that length of time to describe 

• 

the numerous £unctions o£ the many agencies or the State or 
. 

. California whicp in one manner or another have to do with the 
development and utilization of our water resources. .I am · 
going to assume for purpose or this discussioh .that you already ·. 
are somewhat familiar wit~ the ~nctions or State and Federal 
agencies concerned with the State's water resources. 

• 

• 

, 

• 

•• 

• 

• 

• 

~ 

However, in case you are not fully aware or how 
complex this governmental setup is I shall take a few minutes 
to describe it. At the State level there are some fifteen 
State agenciee dealing Clireotly or indirectly.,.with water 
resources in addi~ion to the nine regional water pollution 
control boards. At the top ot this gover~ental structure 

• 

there is a State Division of Water Resources. Involved with 
it are fourteen departments, boards, commissions and divisions 
of State government which concern themselves in one way or 
another with our water resources. 

It is almost axiomatic that no matter what action 
is taken by most of these various agencies, that action is 
referred to the State Engineer for review. report and recommen-
dations. The reason for this reference is that in almost every 
situation dealing with water, you will find the State Engineer 
as Chief of the Division of Water Resources, under State law, 
i s called upon for report and recommendation in the matter. 
This is true because most of the more important functions 
directly concerning the general subject or water conservation, 
use, protection and control in California are vest~d in the 
Department of Public Works acting through the State Engineer 
as Chie£ of the Division of Water Resources, These fUnctions 
include statutory responsibility to investigate and report 
upon water quality and pollution problems, reclamation or 
waste waters for beneficial uses, and development of standards 
tor well construction and abandonment; and broad powers to 
investigate and report upon almost any water condition or 
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problem in our State; to administer acquisition of water rights 
by appropriation; to assist the courts in adjudications of 
water rights; to administer the distribution and use of water 
in accordance with the determined rights; and other adminis-
trative .functions such as the supervision or the safety o£ 
dams, the operation ot State maintained portions ot the 
Sacramento River Flood Control Project, snow surveys, and 
special investigations which have been delegated to the 
• Division by the various boards and commissions .far which it 

provides engineering services in the .field of water resources 
development. · 

·. Now I shall briefly list the other boards, agencies 
and commissions in State government which deal with water. 
There is .first the Water Project Authority which comprises the 
Director of Eublic Works, Chairman, the Attorney General, 
State Controller, State Treasurer, and Director of Finance. 
This is the only State agency outside or the Department of 
Public Works which has been empowered by the Legislature to 

. . carry on the construction, operation and maintenance or such 
projects as the Central Valley Project and the Feather River 

Its powers are sufficient with slight modi£ications 
• 

law to construct water resources projects undertaken 
by the State. . . · 

In additi~n to the Authority are two Boards with 
te-wide jurl sdicti on. They are the State \·later Resources 

z~~"'lt!J~·,"];>,~,.., .. "··,.:~-~,~-:-~, oard consisting o.f seven members appointed by the Governor 1 . . 
arid the State Water Pollution Control Board comprising nine 

• 

. 
• 

• 

f 

members appointed by the Governor and the Director of Public / 
. Health, the State Engineer; the Director of Natural Resources, 

the Director of Agriculture and the Director of Fish and 
Game. The State Water Resources Board is empowered to study 
and make recommendations to the Legislature on all projects 
for the control and conservation, protection and use or water 

• 
in the State, including recreation and preservation of fish 
and wildlife. The Water Pollution Control Board formulates 
State policy for the control of water pollution. I mention 
these two Boards specifically because both of them are going 

· ~o have to play an important role in the implementation of 
The California Water Plan which the State Water Resources Board 
now is bringing near to completion. In addition to the State 
Water Pollution Control Board, there are nine Regional Boards 
vested with certain powers for the control of water pollution. 

When The California Water Plan is placed in opera-
tion one or the basic prerequisites will be not only the 
quantity, but the quality of the water transported and utilized 
under such plan. Presently there is pending before the Central 
Valley Regional Water Pollution Control Board an application 
.from an industry which proposes to discharge certain chemical 
wastes into the Sacramento River near Red Bluf.f. The waste 
from one such industry might be diluted sufficiently by the 

. flow of the Sacramento River, so that the quality o.f water in 
. the lower river and delta would not be seriously impaired. 
However, multiply this one industry by ten, twenty, or fifty 
discharging wastes into the river and the water supply in the 
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. 
Sacramento River and the delta could become unusable. It, 

therefore, is highly important that the State \fater Resources 

Board and the l•later Pollution Control Boards get together 

immediately to establish water quality standards on a state-

wide basis whicq will provide usable waters not only tor 

present uses but also future uses including export under The 

·. California Hater Plan. Adequate enforcement or pollution con-

trol measures is imperative. 
Other important agencies dealing with water problems 

on a state~wide basis are the Department of Health, the Board 

or Health, the State Soil Conservation Commission, the Depart-

ment of Fish and Game, the Department of Natural Resources, 

Department of Finance, Public Utilities Commission and the 

California Districts Securities Commission• 
' The State Reclamation Board consisting of seven 

. 
members is concerned with reclamation and flood control within 

the Sacramento and San Joaquin River Watersheds. It is 

particularly concerned ~th the Sacramento River Flood Control 

which is a joint Federal-State venture. 
• A State .Board of great importance to California is 

Colorado River Board, comprising six members appointed by 

Governor from six entities in Southern California. 

• 

The Board confers and negotiates with representatives 

· of other states as to use or water of. the Colorado River and 
• 

r.-.. ~·'.lt<..'..l ·.development of the Colorado River Basin. It recormtends legis-

lation concerning such matters. It exercises on behal£ of 
• 

...,I:>'.!'"~ California all ~ights and powers or the State ·Under the Federal 

' 

... . 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 

• 

• 

Boulder Canyon Project Act. It' investigates, 

preserves facts and information relating to claims or all .. 
' 

states and all public and private agencies tor use 

waters c£ the Colorado River, 

There 1e the Klamath River Commiesion, created 
. 

• 

'to negotiate u1th a e1m1lar comm1ae1on 1n Oregon, a compact 
• 

concerning the \'later~ ot the Klamath River. · There is 

also the Colorado River Boundary Commission which confers with 

representatives or Arizona with respect to the definition and 

relocation of the common boundary or California and Arizona 

in the channel o£ the Colorado River. 

• • 

As if this weren't enough agencies dealing in our 

water problem, we must consider the Federal agencies involved 

directly or indirectly in the administration, development or 

utilization of the water and power resources or California • 

These include eight departments and two commissions. They are 

as follows: Department of Agriculture, including Agricultural 

Conservation Program, Agricultural Credit Services, Forest 

Service, and Soil Conservation Service; Department of the Army, 

Corps of Engineers; Department of the Navy; Department of 

Commerce, including Bureau of Public Roads, Coast and Geodetic 

Survey, and Weather Bureau; Department of Health, Education, 

and Welfare, Public Health Service; Department of the Interior, 

.. including Bureau of Indian Affairs, Bureau of Land Management, 

Bureau of Reclamation, Fish and \'lildlife Service, Geological 

Survey, and National Park Service; Department of Justice; 

Department of State; Federal Power Commission; and International 
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Boundary and Water Commission, United States and Mexico • . 
addition, there is the Bureau of the Budget and, at time a, 

' the Treasury Department. 
• 

· · Now having named these multifarious State and Federal 
agencies dealing with the development or our water resources, 
the fact still remains, a~d ·never sho~ld be forgotten, "that 
under .State law the water of California belongs to the people 

. 
ot this State. It therefore follows that it is the responsi~. 

oility o~ the State, on its own, to conserve and develop its 
own water resources. State-wide we have come a long way in 
this development program. We can point with pride to the 

· tremendous and expensive water developments which have been 
initiated and completed by local interests here in Southern 

• 

California. In the Northern part or the State virtually all 

, 

of the water now in use has been developed by local enterprise. 
The one exception is the Central Valley Project, which was 
or1gin8l.ly conceived as a State venture and subsequently con-

. structed by the Federal Government, largely on the basis of · 
State plans. Locally and at State level we have been ·planning 

· water resources' projects since Ham Hall made his remarkable . 
surveys back in the 1870s and Sos. • 

· I myself can remember back more than 30 years ago 
when I was employed by the San Diego Consolidated Gas and . . 
Electri~ Company to determine the hydroelectric potential of 

• • • • • • the streams in this County. The crew I was with surveyed the 
' . 

San Luis·Rey, Pauma Creek, Santa Ysabel, Boulder and Delzura . . . , 
These streams ·a11 had ~nderful p~tential hydroelectric 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 

• 

- . 

• 

power drops but very little water. That situation is unchanged 

today. It is one or the major reasons why the State Weter 
· Resources Board has undertaken to develop a plan which will 

bring water from our areas or surplus in Northern California 
as far south as San Diego County. I shall touch upon that 
plan a little later. 

For the moment I want to get back to the basic 
problems confronting you gentlemen. As I understand it, the 
County Supervisors Association of California with various other 
interested agencies is concerning itself with legislation which 
would establish a Department of Water Resources at State level. 
I believe that the time is ripe for such a move. 

· Our studies show that by 1980 we can expect a popu-
lation of 21 million in this State. I£ you look further in 
the future, according to our studies, we may have an ultimate 
population of 40 million people. Our guess may be short-sighted. 
The Island of Java with less irrigable land than there is in 

the central valley or California supports some 80 million 
people. \'lhatever the increase in population may be, it is 
certain that it will be necessary to build water projects to 
meet the needs of this increase. 

\'le expect to present to the Legislature at its next 
regular session a preview or our proposed California Water Plan. 
This plan is being formulated on the basis that water will be 
supplied to all areas within the State .whieh appear to be 
susceptible of development. The solution o~ this problem, 
while complex in detail, is not very diffi~ult in general. In 

-8-• 

• 

• 



shell it involves only the transportation or surplus 
· waters £rom our areas or excess on the North Coast of California 

and the upper Sacramento River Basin to areas of deficiency 
~~ the San Joaquin Valley, and the great empire south or the 
Tehachapis. 

Plans for the redistribution of the waters of 

California to serve all or its areas are now on the drawing 

boards. I previously mentioned the Feather River Project. This 
project is in effect the backbone of The California Water Plan. 
It involves the control and impounding or flood waters of the 
Feather River at a dam just above Oroville, supplying waters 
to lands in the Feather River service area. transportation of 
these impounded waters to the Delta through the present Feather 
and Sacramento River systems, and exporting these excess waters 
south from the Delta to lands in the San Francisco Bay area, 

' the west side or the San Joaquin valley and areas below the 
Tehachapis as far south as the Mexican border. The general 
plan of transporting waters southward involved in the Feather 
River Project needs only amplification 'to complete The California 
Water ·Plan. That is on paper. 

Now paper plana, prepared ~Y the Division of Water 
• 

Resources, can moulder in State archives and our £iles of the 
Division for years, unless something is done to activate them. 

:rt is ml opinion ~e have our planning advanced to the point 
~ 

where we can and should activeiy undertake the construction of 
some of these p~ojects. Which brings me to what I consider 

~.~.YM~l • 

the most important part of my subjec1? - namely, what steps 
1 ti.~~~·~tt~~~~~~~i'~8~ 

. ' 

• 

• 

• • 

• 
• 

• 

. ' 

• • 

• 
I 

• 

• 

should be taken tor the implementation of The California Water 
r 

Plan. 
In the first place there is no doubt that future 

development or our water resources is so important to the people 
of' California that it requires departmental status. I know 
your association is devoting a great deal of thought to this . 
matter, as are many other interested agencies. It is my opinion 
that in setting up a Department of Water Resources, the functions , 
and responsibilities of the State Engineer should remain intact. 
Preservation of these functions under the civil service system 
would guarantee a continuity of the Division's administrative 
services which we now have. 

• 
Insofar as existing boards and commissions which have 

been set up to deal with water resources of the State are con-
cerned~ I · believp that they should be kept essentially intact. The 
Legislature in creating these various boards and commissions 
has found a definite need for them in our State government. 
They now do, and in the future will continue to provide direct 
contact between the people interested in specific problems and 
any overall State agency. This direct contact with the people 
ia essential and should be continued. 

In any governmental reorganization, such as the 
creation or a Department of Water Resources, these independent 
boards and commissions should be included in the department 
only for such purposes as overall budgeting, accounting and 
personnel. I think it would be a mistake to eliminate any of 

• 

their present powers, responsibilities and duties. However, 
• 
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• under a departmental organization, a much higher degree or 
coordination of activities coUld be achieved. That in tiroad 
outline is my: conception of how a Department of' \~ater Resources 
shoUld be constituted. 

. Now as to the specific problems of how The California 
Water Plan, with its many ramifications should be implemented, 
there are several avenues of approach. As I stated before, 
the Water Project Authority of California with slight modifi-
cations of law could be made the water projects construction 
agency of this State. You might want to change the name of 
the Authority to a commission. That is unimportant. However, 
I believe that if a construction program is entered into by 
the State a full time commission or authority will be necessary. 
Each member of the present Authority now bas a full time job 
directing one of the very important and ~rowing functions of 

our State. It ~ld appear that an authority comprising five 
members appointed by the Governor to long staggered terms of 
office would be more consistent with our needs. The terms 
could be for eight or ten years. The members should receive 
full time salaries, such as those paid to the Publi.c Utilities 
Commissioners. Qualifications for members should be such that 

• only engineers and others representing all areas or the State 
witli long practical experience in development of o~ water • 

reso~ces would 'be selected for this authority. · 
• 

From an administrative standpoint this 
fi~e. However, no State authority, commission or what have . . . 

• 

• • 

f:il~~~~;r you,. will be effective in developing· our ·water resources unless 

•• 

• 
it has money with which to build the proposed projec.ts • 

I cite the experience or the California Highway Com-
miseion. In building our highways, we etarted out with general 
bond issues, we tried tax levies. \'le tried additional · bond 

•.issues. None or these measures were sufficient to take care 
or our increasing highway burden until the people of California 
settled upon a gasoline and fuel tax program which was devoted 

.. exclusively to the construction or our highways. That this 
program is working successfully is written in the great network 
of highway systems we have and are building today. 

A similar fund must be created for the development 
of our water resource projects. We can no longer go on piece 
meal with handouts from frequently changing Legislatures. Your 
attention is invited to the fact that in Orange County a tax 
is now imposed upon water pumped to £inance the importation of 
supplemental water for ground water recharge. In the develop-
ment of our water resources, it is written in the law that the 
water of the State of California belongs to the people. It 

· has also been written into the law that it is a responsil;>ility 
of the people of California to develop these water resources. 
In Section 3, Article XIV of the State Constitution, State 
water policy is set forth in the following language: "It is 
hereby declared that because or the conditions prevailing in 
this State the general welfare requires that the water resources 

. . of the State be put to beneficial use to the fullest e.xtent or .. . 
which they are capable, and that the waste or ~easonable use 
or unreasonable method of use o_f water be prevented, and that· 

• 



the conservation ot such waters is to be exercised with a view 

~'~"to the reasonable and beneficial use thereof in the interest 
people and for the public welfare." 

I leave it to you members or the California Super-

Association, working in cooperation with other similar 

interested organizations, to determine how this constitutional 

edict should be carried out. As I have stated before, I 
believe that only through some special process of general 

funding can we develop an adequate and comprehensive program 

or water project construction. Just how this funding is to 

be accomplished, I present for your serious consideration as 

an organization representing the grass roots -- people or 
this State. Thank you. 

• 

• 

.. 

• 

• 

• 
Mr. Paul Beennann, Director 
Water Department 
City of San Diego 
Roan 7021 Civic Center 
San Diego, Califomia 

Dear Mr. Beennann: 

J~e 12, 1954 

• 

Reference is made to your letter of April 19 con-
cerning the camaS tment of an adequate supplemental water 
supply fom the Feather River Project for the San Diego 
area. Our reply has been delayed pending a st~ of cer-
tain procedures which might be toll.owed regarding water 
rights in support or the project. 

As you are undoubt~ aware 1 the State Depart-
ment or Finance I pursuant to Part 2, Division 6, ot the Water 
Code, has filed several water right applications covering the 
appropriation of water from the Feather River and. in the 
Delta in furtherance ot the Feather River Project. Attached 
is a memorandum to me from a member or the statt in the water 
right tunction of the Division setting forth in detail theBe 
applications • 

In general, you will note that the applications fall 
into three categories: . 

l, Applications 5629 and 56JO tiled on Jul1 30, 
1927 ~ in furtlaerance ot the Feather River Project as 
it was envisioned at that time. 

2. Applications 14lt43 and 144~~ filed on August 
241 1951, covering the major features or the project 
as authorized b1 the Cal'J tomia Legielature under 
Chapter 11.411 Statutes of 1951 • 

• • 
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3. Application 14la45 tiled on August 25, 1951, 
ocwerins ~clitional diveraiona fran the Feather River, 
Italian Sloush and Old River and supplementing Appli-
cation 14~1U to provide tor the ultimate requirement• 
of areas to be eervecl b7 the project. 

The following proce~ is plannedt 

A- To reocmnend to the Water Project Authority 
that it request tbe Department of Finance pll'auant to 
the author1t7 vested in said. Department under Section 
10504 o! the Water Code to assign to the Authorit,-
water right applications in the first and second cate-
gories. 

B - Subsequent to the asaipent these applications 
vould be ccapleted b)" the Authority 1 advertised ant hear-
ings held aa provided for b7 lav. Fol.lw.lng tbe hearings 
permits _,ul.d be issued to the Water Project Authorit7 to 
divert and store water as contemplated under the f'IJ1D8a• 

C - Folloring the issuance o! permits the Authorit7 
in ita trustee capacity could enter into contracts with 
those agencies desiring to receive water tran the project. 

D - The Authority could proceecl with the construction 
ot the Feather River Project either in units or in its 
entirety and would deliver water to the contracting agen-
cies. 

E - As soon as the contracting agencies ap~ the 
water to complete beneficial use under the contracts, 
licenses wuld then be issued to these agencies in accord-
ance with State law. 

In view of the foregoing, it is believed that the rights 
ot the agencies ldlich contract tor and use water in the Feather 
River Project will be adequate]¥ protected under the water right 
applications heretofore described and under the provisions of the 
Water Code. 

I will be pleased to discuss the matter further with 
10U at your convenience, · · 

Very truly yours, 

lei A, D, Edlgonston 
A, D, Edmonston 
State Engineer 

• 

• 

WATER PROJECT AUTHORlTI 01 THE STATE OF OALlPORNIA 

Sacramento 1 Calitornia 

Reaolutio~ ot the Water Project Authority 
ot the State ot California 

Adopted at Regular Meeting on June 291 1954 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Part 2, Division 6, ot the Water 
Code, the Department ot Finance has tUed with the Division of 
Water Resources certain water rilht applications in furtherance 
ot the Feather River Project, a unit ot the Central Valley Project, and 
ot the ('.ali tornia Water Plan as part or a general or coordinated plan 
looking toward the development, utilization, or conservation or the 
water resources of the State, which applications are described generall7 
as follow& 

• 

1. Applications .tiled on July 30, 1927, in support 
or the then envisioned Feather River project 
(APPlications S629 and S630). 

2, Applications filed on August 2h, 1951, in 
furtherance ot the project outlined in the 
publication ot the State Water Resources Board 
"Report on Feasibility of Feather River Project and 
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Diversion Projects 
Proposed as Features of The California Water Plan", 
dated May 19Sl (Applications lhMI3 and lbbl1l~). 

~mEREAS, Section 10504 ot the Water Code provides that the 
Department ot Finance may aasign all or any portion ot a111 appropri-
ation filed by 1 t Wlder Part 21 Division 6, of the Water Code, when 
the assignment 1e tor the purpose ot developmept not in conflict with 
such general or coordinated plan; and 

WHEREAS 1 the Feather River Project is an integral part of 
the Central Valley Project and a unit o! The Calitornia Water Plan 
and is therefore not in conflict with such general or coordinated 
plan looking toward the development, utilization or conservation ot 
the water resources of the state but iB in furtherance thereotJ am 
contemplates the delivery of supplemental water to the Feather River 
Service Area., Santa Clara and Alameda Counties, areas south or the 
Tebachapis and the west side and southern portions ot the San Joaquin 
ValleyJ and 

• 



• 

wmBAS, tbe Cel1 torDia State Leg1sl ture b7 Cbapter 14Ll., 
Statutes ot 1951, baa authoris d cozwtruct1on b;y the Water Project 
AutboritiJ ot the Fea~r Rlver Projecta and 

WBiREAS 1 atUdiea and iur tisa tlona ~ureuant to a aid 
Chapter ll1lal have been aoUve~ ~oceedins \lith lwds provided by tbe 
State LesielatureJ and · 

wmEAS, before tbe Water Project Authority can COJDPlete ita 
application to the Federal Power ~nMt•iaaion for 11cenae to construct 
the povar teaturea ct the project it auat present aatiataotory evidence 
that it has proceeded aa tar aa practicable in perfecting ita rigbta 
to use water required for the projectJ and 

WHEREAS, the Authority cannot give tirll assurance to agencies 
desiring to contract tor project water, or lllke advance oO!I!J31 t.ent 
tberetor, until water right permits have been srantedJ am . 

. 
WHEREAS, aJDple time must be allowed to complete the necessary 

ater right applications, glvo publlo notice tbereot, and tor the 
.tiling or protests in connection tberevi tb; and 

WHEREAS, a bearing v5·11 undoubte~ be necessary in conneQooo 
tion vi th said applica tiona J and 

WHEREAS 1 certa1 n agencies have expressed concern over not 
be:lng able to receive colld.tment at th:ls time relative to securing a. 
supplemental water ~uplll7 frca the Feather River ProjectJ 

H:JW, mEREFORE, BE IT lm30LVED, that the Executive Officer 
1a hereby directed to request from the Department ot Finance eaign-
ment ot water right Applicati~na 5629, S6301 lhlah3 and llatald1 as 
hereinbefore recited 1~ items l and 2, hereof at the earliest practi-
cable date in order that the Authority may coJII)ly \d.th State and · 
Federal lava and procedures requiring tbat the Authority secure water 
~t permits tor the Feather River project; . . 

AHD BE IT FUR'DIER lm30LVED1 that a copy ot this reaolution 
be trannd.tted to the Director ·or Finance. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

, 
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AD m>MONS1UN 
STATE ENGINEER DIV OF WATER RESOURC~ 
SAC!Wo1ENTO CALIF 

AS A o:>UNTI OF ORIGIN ON THE FEATHER mVER WATm SHID WE 

S'mOHGLY Pim"EZT ANI FILINGS ON IE-ALLOCATION OF WATm TO 

ANI AGENCY OF THE STATE OR FIDERAL GOVERNMENT OR 1'0 AN! 

INDIVIDUAL FROM ANI WATER SUPPLIS3 OF THE FEATHER RIVER 

WATER SHm. WHETHER SAID WATER IS NORMAL FLOW OR SURFLUS 

FOR w.INTER STORAGE 1HIS PIOTEST IS FILFD WITH YOU BECAOOE WE 

FmL 'lliAT NO WATER SHOULD BE ALLOCATED FRCM 'IHE FEATHm RIVER 

\lATER SHED UNTIL ALL PRESENT STUDIES HAVE BEEN OOMPLETED THAT 

liEIE AUTHORIZED B'! THE 1954 LmiSLATURE. ANY CHANGES 'IHAT ARE 

HADE OR OONTEMPLATED BY THE DEPAR'lM~T OF FINANCE OR 'IHE STATE 

DEPAR1MENT OF WATER RESOURC:S WILL BE CONSIDERED AS A BRFACH 

OF FAITH THIS COUNTY OF ORIGIN. 

SECRSrARY WATER ~OURCF.S BOARD 

ALTON YOUNG 



• 

wtW.63 PD LOIAL'roH HEV 12 816AHP 

A D EDlONS'roN STATE ENOR DIV OF WATm BESOURCES 
SAC H) 

• • THE SIEIRA COUNT! WATm RESOURC~ BOARD HmEBr 

PROTESTS ANY FILINGS FOR WATER ORIGINATING IN THE FFATHm 

RIVER WA~EBSUm UNTIL THE STODI NOW UlmElllAY BY THE STATE 

DIVISION OF WATm R.:SOtlRCES IS CCMPLETm OUR PROTEST COVERS 

NORMAL StJoMER FI.Cl-1 AND ALSO lliBTER SUBPLUSES AND APPJ.US. 

. TO APPLICATIONS BY INDIVIDUALS STATE OR FIDERAL AGmCIF.S 

WE STRONGLY F.EEL THAT WI'l'HOUT HAVING AVAILABLE 'IHE RESULTS 

OF SAID STUDY AHI WATER RIOHTS GRANTm ~ THE FEATHER RIVER 

WATmsHED WOULD JEOPARDIZE OUR RIGHTS AS A COUNTY OF ORIGIN 

. LOUIS GENASOI CHAIJMAN 

SIERRA OOUNTI WATER 
RESOORml BOARD 

WUA26b O.REAb68 LOlli DL PD SUSANVIU.E CALIF 13 2UlP 

A D EIMONSroN 
DIV OF WATER RES~ SACTO 

BEING A COUNT!' OF ORIGIN TO THE FEATHER mYER WATER SHm 

WE POOTFST ANY VIOLATION OR REALLOCATIONS OF WATm TO 

ANY AGENCY OF mE STATE OR FIDERAL GOVEmmENT OR TO ANI . 
INDIVmUAL OF ANI WATER SUPl'L.Im OF THE FEAniER WATER SHED 

WHETHER WATER IS NOOOL FLOR OR SURPLUS FLOW FOR WINTER 

STORAGE THE PROTEST IS FILED WitH YOU BECAWE WE FEEL 

THAT NO WATm SHOULD BE ALLOCATFD FBCM FEA'IBER RIVER SHED 

UNTIL ALL POSSIBLE STUDIES HAVE BEEN CXMPLETFD THAT WERE 

AUTHOHIZm BY THE l9S4 LmiSLATURE \olE F'm ANI CHANGm '!HAT 

ARE I-lADE OR CONTEMPLATm BY THE DEPARIM~T OF FINANCE OR 

DEPARlMmT OF WATER RESOURCES WILL BE CONSIDERED AS BREACH 

OF F AI'JH TO THIS COUNTY OF LASSEN. 

LASSEN CO WATER RESOURCES CCMMITrEE 

BY J. R. BAifiON CHADMAH 
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SIIRBl VAIJ.EX SOIL OOHSmNATIOH DISTRICT 
LoJal ton Hotel 

Loral ton - c.l.Uornia 

July 13, 1954 

Mr. A. D. Ecbonaton, State Encineer 
Di viaion ot Water Resources 
Sacramento, Cal'itomia 

Dear Hr. Edmonston& 

The Sierra Valley Soil Conservation Diatriot herebr · 
protests the granting of a117 water rights involving runoff 
traa the Feather River Watershed until the study now 
being conducted ia completed. Tbie protest does not applr 
to small applications tor irrigation or otorage nov in 
prooesa in Sierra Vall~ such as the Scolari or Grandi 
applications but is meant to cover applications auch aa 
the proposed State dam at Oroville, the Richvale Irrlsa-
tlon District and R. P. WilBon. 

We feel that granting of these or simi] ar rights before 
the reaulta ot the stu~ are available might have a serious 
at feet on our rights as a countr ot origin and might detini tely 
limit our agricultural development in tMa count,'. 

Our understarxU ng ia that the atwiJ' nov underway by the 
Division ot Vater Resources vas instigated~ to find 
vhat water ld.ll be surplus aJXl available tor appropriation, 
and it would certa~ not be right to grant these rights 
before the resulto ot the stud7 are in. 

• • • 

cc toz Jolin H. Peirce1 
. · '"Dept. ot Finance 

AaaemblJ'V"Mn Pauline Davia 
Conpunaan Clair Engle 

Sincerel.1' 1 

/s/ Bruce Hiles 

Bruce Milea, Secmtar,', 
Board of Directors 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 

I 

TELEGRAM 

WUBOlal 0 .REA2n. PD QUINCY CALIF 27 l02SAMP 

AD m!ONS10H 
STATE ENGINWl SACRI.MEN'ro CALIF 

THE PLOOS COUNTY BOAID OF SUPERVISORS STRONGLY Plm'EST 

ANY FILINGS ON FEATHER RIVER WATERSHED YATER UNTIL 

SUCH TDlE AS 'lHE SURVEI OF PRESENT AND FUTURE NEEDS OF 

OUR COUNTY BY mE STJ.'l'E HATER RESOO.OOES BOARD HAS B=:e:N 

CQ!PLETED AND SOBMITtmJ TO THE PLtMAS COUNTr WATm RESOURCES 

BOARD FOR 1HEIR OONSmERATION 

J. C, CLGIAN CHAIJMAN 

PLUMAS COUN'l'r BJARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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SfATB OF CALIFORNIA 
DIP.Almmlt OP PU&IO WOldS,_. -

Saoraaento 

Jul;y 16., 1954 

Mr. Louis Genaaoi1 Qaa11'1Wl 
Sierra CountJ' Water Rea ouroea Board 
Lo)ral ton, Ca11tom1a 

Dear Mr. Oenasci: 

Receipt is ackD)vledgecl ot your telegram of 
July 12, 19S4, expressillg the objections of the Sierra 
Count)? bater Resources Board to any tilinga tor wter 
originating in the Feather River watershed and requestJ.ng 
that no action be taken untU completion at the current 
studies ot the ultimate vater requirements or certain 
counties authorised by the Budget Act or 19Sh. 

. 
'lbe California Legislature by Chapter 11&111 , 

Statutes ot 19511 authorized construction ot the Feather 
RiTer Project by the Water Project .Authorit7. Since that 
time the Legislature has provided lunda in excess ot tvo 
Jldllion dollars tor studies and 1nveat1gationa for the 
PrOject vbioh studies am imeatigation have been and are 
proceedi~ with diligence. The Legislature has 1Ddicated 
its desire that a report an financing the Feather River 
Pro3ect be completed at earliest practicable date, 1t possi-
ble betore or during the l9SS general seaaion. This report 
lDWit ot naoessi ty' consider the water rights involved. 
It is believed tbat this ottice would be derelict in its 
dutJ were that report not to be promptly completed. 

The State t1l1ngs on the Feather Rlver, made in 
1927 and 19Sl were tiled with the dual objective ot imple-
JDanting the Feather R:lver Project. ancl pzotecting the rights 
ot the counties or origin to the water needed tor thai r full 
development. 

• 

• 
t 

• • 

• 

. 
Hr. Louie Oeaaeoi Jul;y 16, 19$4 

Reclueat tor ••eisr=ent ot the MONier)' State t111np 
11 the next lclioal step in the req\d.recS procedure in turther-
anoe ot the Feather Rinr Pro~eot. The Authority INit have 
uauranoe ot aoqui1it1on of required water rllhta for the Pro-
~eot, wb1oh can oD17 be afforded by reoeivins aaaiaament of 
luch water risht qpl1oat1ons •• are 1110111117 at th1e u •• , 
by co~etins eaid .pplioationa, by sirina public notioe thereof, 
aDd b7 participatins in the hoariap prior to the iaauanoe ot 
pend.t. Tb1a 1a the same procedure that vaa followed b7 tbe 
Un1 ted Statu in relAtion to the Central Vallq Project. Aa 
aoon aa it vas determined that the Uni.tecl Statea vas authorised 
to conetruct the Central Valley Projeot, it requested and 
received assignment ot necessary State t111nss. 

Before the Water Project Authorit7 can complete ita 
application, now pending before the Federal Power Comnission, 
tor a lioenae to construct the power features of the Project., 
\hich must be secured prior to final decision as to Project 
feasibility the Authorit7 must present satisfactory evidence 
that it has proceeded as tar as practicable in perfecting its 
rigbta to water required tor the Project. 

Your attention is invited to those provisions ot 
the Water Code which at ford protection tor counties and areas 
ot origin.. Speoitioally ~ Section lOSO.S provides as follows: 

Further protection to areas ot origin ie aftorded 
b7 Section 11460., which 1B contained in Division 6~ Part 3, 
relating to the Central Valley Project, and 'Which is directl.J 
applicable to the \later Project Authority in operating the 
Feather Rl.ver Project. Tbls section providea as follows: 

• 

• 

"In the construction and operation by the authoritr 
ot any project under the provisions ot this part 
a watershed or area \iherein water or !nates or 
an . area 'mmediate y adjacent thereto w cb can 
conveniently be supplied with water therefrom, 
sha1.l not be deprived gy the authority directlr or 



• 

• 

Mr. Lo\WI Oenuoi July 16, 1954 

'lbe evident objective ot these provisions 1 to require that 
sufficient vater be available to the counties and areas ot 
origin when and aa required lor the .tun development ot such 
counties and areas. 

Should the State Department of Finance desire our 
recolllendation concerning the request or the Water Project 
AuthoritJ tor assignment ot the State tili~a on the Feather 
River, I shall recol!lllend that such assigDMnt be made ~ 
on condition that the rights thereunder ot the Water Projiot 
Authorit,- shall at all times be aubjeot to the requirements 
ot any comty or area in 1Gicb the water sought to be appro-
priated originates, tor such quantities ot ter as may be 
neceaaaey tor the tull development ot aD7 such countJ or area. 
Further, 'When and if permits are issued to tbe Water Proj.eot 
Authority, it is contemplated that all necessary and appropriate 
terzas atxl conditions ld.ll be included to subject the rights ot 
the Authority to the needs ot the counties and areas ot origin 
tor water tor their full development. 

It is not believed neceasal'1 to delay assignment ot 
the State .tilings, as JOU request, until completion ot the 
current investigation concerning the ultimate vater require-
menta ot the counties abi areas of origin involved. These 
studies will provide, in terms at specific quantities, esti-
mates ot the amount ot water necess8l'7 to meat the ultimate 
consumptive use ot applied water plus irrecoverable losses for 
irrigation and danestio purposes as well aa the water require-
ments tor development or mineral and t:1 mber resources, main-
tenance or fish and game, and the development ot recreational 
areas. It is true that these values will be More accurate 
than &IV' aade heretofore. However, insofar as reservations 
in aaaigmnents and penrd. ts are conoerned1 it is believed that 
-a general reservation tor all the vater needed vUl provide 
better proteott.on to the counties and areas ot origin than 
naming a speoitic value. 

Insofar as the amount ot s~us water 'Which will be 
•de available by' -the Feather River ~ect tor wse dowstream 

.. . . .. 
' 

• 

• 

July 16, 19.$4 

aDd tor export, the important factor is the depletion ot 
stream tlow at tbe damsite resultinl tram future ~atream 
uae. Eatbatea have already b en ude ot tut.ure etream tlow 
depletion, suttiaiently accurate tor Project purposes. 

Rectueata have been receiYed b7 the Authorit;r tor 
aaa\D'ance ol tirm oo=nitJQ&Ilta tor water supply from the 
Projeot in order that areas interested may proceed with the 
neoeaaary advance water supply planning. Before any auch .tirJD 
coiZDi tment can be given by the Water Project Authority and 
requiai te contracts can be mtered into 1 the Autbori ty must 
have the necessary water rights. It is believed that all 
required information is at hard and that these rights can now 
be acquired with full protection to the counties am areaa ot 
origin by incorporatrng in the assignment and subsequent j)er-
Aits a reservation tor all the water needed tor ultimate 
developnent in such counties and areas ot origin. 

Your attention is directed to the required procedural 
steps vbioh will take considerable time after assignment ot 
the State filings is made to the Water Project Authority. The 
applications JDUSt be completed and advertised, protests must 
be received, and necessar,y hearings heldJ Ill before permits 
can be issued to the Authority. The concerned counties and 
areas of origin will be afforded ample opportunity to appear 
at those hearings. 

It you have other comments or questions, we vfll be 
pleased to discuss the matter further at your convenience. 

Very truly yours 1 

A. D. Edmonston 
State Engineer 

• • 

• 

, 

• 
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! STAlE CF CAI,]F(IOOA . 

DEPABDENr (F PIBIJC OOKS 
Los ADgele• 

D1wls10D ot ater Be•ourcoa 
003 Callfom!a State Bldg. 
217 Wen Firat Stro t 
Loa ADgolos 12. CalUomia August 13, 1954 

a.loaol Ed Fletcher 
10?0 - 9tb Avenue 
Su Dlego 1. callloni 

Dear Colossal Ed& 

• 

On reti&DI fr. rq neat! , I found rour letter mtlng tor 
aDd tl&aat JOU YlrJ ch for JOIII' ld ad rb. e bod asa excellut 

Ulp OD oatr ncat.tcm ud a lot ot beaut.Uul cowstl)'. Our tour took 
!a lh atatoa of Oregoa ud laablagtoa, to V1otor1o and Vancouver. 
took b •111 aide tdpa laol.UDG tU Col•rbla Blwor and the aatlCISol 
pazka. aaw eno11gb Clrlat a tnea to last ua lor a long tblt. 

Naar, to gat d<*ll to !llponut ttera, I bollove that good 
progzaaa ia belDg oa tbe ~eatbar lllwor Pnject but that thero are 
atill aany Jumllea t.o onrca a. Succeu iD acccqll!lhlaa the project 
will requlte th coebJDed effort& of t cmly the vater tntenat Ja 
aouthom cal1fom1a, IDcllldlag the llbtropolltan 1fator Dlat~lct, but olao 
a cooperative effort. of all •tor 1Dtereltl alOJ:Q tb line !nclt:clisao 
SaD Joaqula Volley ud the Su Fnaclaco Bay area~ 

A matter hal up ISOif which 11111 rcqulro the upport or all 
thoao luteraated in the p10ject.. A copJ of llr. Fmcnston°a lette~ ot 
Juae 12 to Paul Beormnna la attached. At a tlag of the •ater Project. 
Authority on Jw: 29th, tbe State Eaglaeer recu•~GI:ded that the procedure 

· .outlined in said Iotter be folio 1 ~. Attached ls a copy of. tbo rossolut!on 
adopted by tho lfator Project AatlaodtJ J~me 29. . . . . . 

lbe actiOll of the lfat.u Project. Author! ty· has reaulted ln 
hlegraa:a aDd latter• of pnten fl'al the anaa of origin uput.re~ lrGIS 
tbe Oroville D~ CopJea ol tllue let.&en aDd telegrams are alao 
attached for your 1Dfonsat1oa. You ldl1 also flJid o copJ of n letter 
mtteD by llr. Edmoaatoal JulJ 16 !D nply to thole protests. I he- -
lJne it ia clear frca • F.dnon•toD0a letter of July 16 that tho wator 
Deaaa ot tbe area of orlgta Ifill he fullJ proteeted and that tha Feather 
River Project will DOt. adagger their ter aupplJea. 

1'he Water PJ:oject AlathorltJ baa acllecluled a etlna fa Socra-
•eato Oil August 31 at 10 a ... la tile AlbllG OZ"U Btllldlag. It. is ex .. 
paoted tbat zopreaesstatlna of thue tdlo laawe protested tho action h7 tho 

Colonel Ed Fletcher 

ur Project AutllorltJ will r Dd roq•• t K ter Project AutborJt7 
to telclDCl Ita ntolutl ot Jae 29. For Uab nu , it .,ould gppear 
propot that. any otbor !Dtenttl 1D the atate llbo are concemed wltb y--
F ther ilYer llnject ahoulclappeu aad expnu Uaelr Yi 1 iD th11 t.ter. 
Letter• or roaoluttoaa to tJae Water Project Autborlty f local agenclet 

tbo cowat.lea would alao be laelpful • 

1b d cia! of aua.r r ot to naciad tu actiosa takesa oza 
J 29tb by the tfatot hvJeot. Aut bod tJ will haw u taport.a!st. beariag 
Oil tho que1UOA of tlaer ~ aot tile FeaUler lltnr Project will be COD• 
atnctod. Otlaen lD Saa Diego Co ty, tacludlng Paul Deemonn aad Ralph 
Plallllpa, an addaed of Wa att.utl • 

lfJ.tb beat para- ngudJ, 

SJDCel'ely JO&al, 

/1/ 'n JJoolaun • 

Bacloauro 



OOOOWIN .1, KNIOKT 
.......... cu.u ....... 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA· 

!Jcparonmt of ~ubUc 9ork.s 
DIV&etON Oft HIOHWA'n 

8ACRAMIINTO 
January 12, 1955 "u•c••I'Uto 

"~ .... HIUC DMU 

• 

P.O. .. It•te 
INIC•411 ... f'O 1' 

Mr. Ed Fletcher 
Ed Fletcher Company 
1020-9th Avenue 
San Diego 1, California 

Dear Mr. Fletcher: 

I-DN-46-A 

Your letter of December 16, 1954, regarding a right 
or way matter near Klamath, California, was referred 
to our District I Office in Eureka for a rep~rt. 

• 

I am advised that the only suit filed by the Division 
of Highways in that vicinity is Del Norte County · 
Action No. 531g, People vs. P. J. MUrphy, et al, 
dated October 21, 1954. This suit covered three 
small parcels of land near the intersection of Routes 
1 and 46, being U. S. 101 and the Klamath Glen Road. 
The project is for replacement of the bridge at Hoppow 
Creek and grading of approximately 0.5 mil. e or approaches. 
The map enclosed with your letter shows a right of way 
or route along Reagan Creek which, evidently, is the 
right or way to which you refer. It appears to approxi-
mate the line of a reconnaisance survey made in the early 
1940's by the Division of Highways. There has been no 
route adoption on this line or fUrther study or the 
location as the project has a low priority in our current 
planning program. 
Thank you for your orrer to cooperate with us in highway 
matters. Your past cooperation in this respect is 
recalled and appreciated. 

Yours very truly, 

G. T. 
State Engineer 

or '-/lay Agent 

April 4, 1 

• A. D. t , Stau B8gl-1' 
Dltlll of Water Be10111011 
Su&e ot California 
P.O. B 1079 
Saer . ato 6, C lit aia 

FrleDd ~oaato a 

I &alep oaed Sac lltO today Dd 1 MCNtu"J laid \bat 7 na\ed to 
JOUI' ocat to Su Dlego uatll J, 1 I lla de arraa.gt rata 

lor 6, ca llag the Apl'll 15 date. iladl)' c lra. W will be 
algbt7 glad to M JO&a dan ben, aad caa JOU 1 1 ott daJ ud bne a 
tua? I bope ao. 
lladeat regard a. 

• Slacenly JO&al, 

Ed F letcber 



• 

• • D. toll, State bgl-~r 
DlYlllOD of Wa\8~ · r.o. 1019 
Sao~ at.o :5, Calif,. ..... 

.. 
IDol llDd c 1 ot tt.ar I hne .alt. D noo~mma \bat Ia explua.-
tor,, o cllpplDg fr Dle;o Dd • I bape JOU 11 it.. Tbe 1101'0 
publlc1t)' the bet\ r tbla aubJect., ud JO na1DlJ it. 

tw1ca wl \Ia 1our · ntaQ ud do JO&& ou n 
\be 29tb of Apl"!l. 'Ill qu1cbr the bet.t.u beoaUJa big tb1Dg1 are going 
t. be aolYed 1D \he uext 60 da71, C1Dd JOU algbt. tell fnaklJ llbat 

alt . tl 11 aud o the algger Ia lla Ia. 

aa. ... at. ngarda, 

April 19, 196:5 

• A, D. . t. , 5-- Eagl ... r 
DlYlllOD of later llUa&li'IDa& 
St.aa ol Calltorala 
p. o. Box 1079 

o at.o 6, C811forD1 

F~l•ad t. . a 
l noeiwld a win~~ RO\Uf Club of Eureka to ape t.er ud iu 
dlnral lr Ullllboldt. ud Del None Couat.lu aoutll, glwlaag Soutbem 
CallfonJa'• po1at. of ' alao. I a bigger 1 llulmoldt. ud Del None, 
bnbg lug prlvat.e la&ereau aad alace 1914 npnMat.l luge t. ria-
t.enat.a. 

At 3 o'clock aex\ Moad11 I t lt.b \he Doard of s nlaan 8Dd \be Cit.)' 
Cou10ll of Eunka. 1 1 ben Sat,UI'daJIIOIAlag, uriybg in Eureka 
Sat.UidaJ algbt. It you can t.o,gln 4 ·or 5 onaat. polat.a or auggea-
t.l lor IQ t.nJk. lbe Dor\beiD po1Dt. of yJew 11 t.O M\tle With \be COUDt.UI 
~ orlgla tint. lor b 1'1 aaka wlll aaot. let ut oua.r Col o 
Blwu oonf1lot. 'Ib 1 dOD 't. Iliad \he a tate or Fanl G at wotlDg 

1 tu plau ODd lpeolf1Gatlou, but. DO appapl'1at.1ou for dewel at 
rk IID\11 bave aotbl1 H&lllboldt aDd Del None CouatUI tJ&at \be)' an 

proteoled 1a \belr tull rlghU ul oal)' r \bat. •111 pe atly go to 
the oceaa 11 \o bo a fr • Tbe, t 1lt1gat.1oa but fair 
pl&)', ud of ooune the)' an out. l t.be J, tenr \beJ CGD get. 
'Iber 1bould baYe uu. tint rlgbt t.o all \be &er tMJ w111 nor ed ODd 
t.h fll"lt right to t.b ~uar. 

GlYO )'0\ll" 111111. U fu oaa I go? 

Cougrat.ulatlODI oa your ictOI")' n s.m 25 aud 26. 

KlDd lt. nguda, 

EFarmo Ed Fl tcber 

cc z Max Bookman 

\ 

' • • .. 
r 
• , 
I • 

' I 



I 1 flDd cllp~!Dg fE Tl"ib of ~11 22 '*ida 11 Jpl \OZJ• 
\ 11 your raac\IOD \0 LIDd111'1 a.d Allt 11 bllll? 1 all \beJ are 

atte~~p'iag to brlag t.be Colorado Biter &e~ d t1ae oooat. II there 
8llJ ooOD la ao dolDg, lUll U \er bzougbt &11111181 trOYid It kill 
':!bJ:oJ•ct fOI' brlaaglag ~ tu at a blglae~ elna,loa • Ia It ad· 
'f to att .. t to CCIIPrCJalle by •taglag ~I' both .aJI am IQY8 the 
enra c t c! p bg f~ ·1 ~ lnela? 'Diankl tor ,.,_ letter. 
P give your react! coafldeatiallJ. 

'ngudl, 

!d Flet.cber 
IDO 

• 

co 1 Max Bookllan 

3, 1 
• 

• A. D. \011, Sta\8 !Dgl r 
Dlwllloa of tor Rea 
p. 0. Box 1019 
Sao D\0 6, calU 

Frlead Edmgnatoat 
EnolOiod t!Dd capy ot \h lhpMldt. Staadald. I haY riGed 1a ncl \II anlclea 
I want you to ~. . You • U. troot page aad I got a oadorful 19-
coptlOA. 1 bope 1ou n~e. I W a talk wl\b Boel'4 of s,.-awllan ud 
you cao 1 by tbla paper tdaat actlOD \beJ took. Allo. t.h City ot Eunka ll 
t.aPD fnonble acdoo, but the P.G.tE. rep atatl then aad 1D a 
quiet. \ta)' une hell. lb8 Cbauter of c roe of Eunlal baa been b01tl 
lad I aure lafl•DCOd by the P.G.tE. orom wl\b tbe lltuatlon exilt• 
iog boro ltb tho Chm®or of Ca uarce. tho Cb r of Cu~uorco in San Diego 
aro colliug a apeclal meetiag }by 4 aDd I goluo to bo thoro. Now tbe)', 
too, oro coming arowxl, I think, but I om never sure of th01i1. IIOYc tal tten a 
letter to their preaidont. 
bUe in Eureka I rocelvod a docLDBllt which Perry aslold to alga 1n eo~~ 

tlcm wlth t.ho Feather River project, ODd I slaned 1\ wxl aont lt back. 'Dioro 
11 oert.BlDl)' blo tight oa oDd I am f~ you n llllllloa matter how it caw• 
out. It 1s gottlnu . ov Tat head, nod I wiah you u1d keep mD posted as to 
the cbaaglog cODdltlODS. 

Evel')'thlDU 11 set for '¥ Z1 tor )'OU oadog dC*D ben t.alldog h t.h U1-
11atter Club. U you cnn,glvo UJ on extra day for n little chouge o£ aceue~ 
and o lit Uo touch o! Mix! co. Let know of tt.. aa poaalbl 

on you wlll nnlve here. I at r;q Otm e•ue bvltlpg J!j or 20 of tho 
t iutena\ed ~~ \er to bear )'OU, iDclullillg \M cit)' aDd GO&mtJ 

ofllclol aDd the 1rr1gotloa dlatrict beoda • . 
no Soa Diego Cowatr ter AllthorltJ yetterdaY pueed reaolut1ou aupponlag 
AI l)WD l·ladl&)'e Uadll)' 11 auggeatlgg UIDg 14DQ Blaola IU!plUI tido-
londl oll nrea , clolmlog It will cut tJao coat of Feather River \Gter de-
llwencl n lA ball aud to aJd ia \!a cODitructlOG of Ua propoaed aquechct. 
'lbe water aut.horltJ wt.ructed t.be officials to belp L1nd881 ill hll prog 
1D Sac at.o. Let kDCM b lt. CONI out. It JOvndl plaUilble, but I 
bate l"'!Uied to mice any camaltmoat. · 

EFIIIDC 
EDC. 

Slaoorely yours, 

Ed Fletcher 

• 



• 

• A. D • \Oil, Stab EDClOIId lbd aopy of anJola Ia DIDir ot II)' 3 th t Ja aplaoat017. 
Diwbl of &er P.o. 1019 
~-~~ aa&o 5, callfonSa 

Frl .t EdmoutODI 

Baol tlud aniole la Tribwae of 

Feat be~ Rinr Uapea•. 

I t C r of CCI 1 -tJag JUIAI 1 ... • beld orgaaJ-
ti -uag. £aol01ed tbd antole ia todeJ'• TJtttw.e. I alao ea-

oloalag a copJ ·ot orgaal~atl by-1 • Ia pr1ac~ •••r.Jtbl 11 o.k. 
but nUJtbbg cd dried t1J11wr1t&e I • of \be t!Dg. 
l1Mt tt01•1 IIIIo p pand n 1a dJnatOI' tile DJago Cowaty 
Watu C • Fnd UIJlbl'oa ba.S Ita . Dt ud llr.d that it be put 
Ja \be no Did, eapJ of Jcb 11 nwJ&b acl · • What do you th1Dic ot 1 t? 
It will be iatere~tlag to t dewelo.pa aad tbe~ tbe tro,polltaD 
ater Diat~ict or.t will get aaatrol or aot. I !Dg an opea Iliad. 

2, "Antol Valley Uoldl 

Eaol lbd copy at latter &b t I got f Anold llaua today that w111 
be of iDtere t. 

SJacenly youn. 

Eel FlttU«r 

Ed Fl 1.cbft . 
EFarmc 
Eac. 
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Colonel Ed Fletcher 
1020 - 9th Avenue 

May S, 19SS 

' 

San Diego 1, California 
Dear Colonel Fletcher: 

This is to acknowledge your letter of April 
2S, 1955, with reference to Assemblyman Lindaayt talk 

· before the San Diego County Water Authority, and his 
bill to use tideland oil oney for a California Water 
Fund (A.B. 3803). No record was made or Assemblyman 
Lindsay's speech in San Diego, and his secretary states 
that he did not use a prepared talk • 

. 
From a discussion o£ Assemblyman Lindsay's 

talk, and San Diego County water matters, with Mr. Holm-
gren, Chief Engineer or San Diego County Water Authority, 
it is our understanding that the Authority £eels that 
additio.nal water will be needed by San Diego County in 
about six years, and that such need will be along the 
coast at a lower elevation than the present aqueduct. 
The Feather River Project would not be in a position to 
furnish water to San Diego Count~ in that time, so the 
Authority proposes to go to the Metropolitan Water Dis-
trict to get this water. 

· It is also our understanding that Assemblyman 
Lindsay. proposes no change in the Feather River Project 
routes ir&to San Diego County. As far as we have been 
able to determine both his and Assemblyman Allen's 
interest ia in providing a source or funds through use 
or tideland oil aoney for the construction of the Feather 
RiTer Project, jQ!ch would relieve the State or the neces-
sity ot issuing bonds to £1riance the project, either in 
whole or part, depending on the extent or available funds 
~or such purpose. 

Colonel Bd Pletcher - - - #2 

Mr. Holmfren intoraa ua that one ot the direc-
tore or the Author ty asked Assemblyman Lindsay whether 
the financing ot the second aqueduct for San Diego County 
could be de a p rt of the F ather River Project and thus 
aYoid the necessity ot financins this aqu duct locally. 
Not having a transcript ot Aaseablyaan Lindsay' a talk it 
is impossible to quote hie reply, but Mr. Holmgren states 
that Assemblyman Lindsay's answer was to the effect that 1 
if the second aqueduct could be considered as a main water 
line rather than a secondary feeder, he could see no reason 
why it could not be added to the Feather River Project tor 
financing. It is probable that such a feeder would not 
be at the proper elev~tion or have the c~pacity required 
to supply the amount or Feather River water proposed £or 
delivery to San Diego County and the High Line Route would 
still be necessary. 

Very truly yours, 

A. D. EDMONSTON, STATE ENGINEER 

. 
• 

• • 
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£Dclo1ed flat \be TrW')' IUnr anlole. alto Juok ._..... ~·• aniole. 

na~~t. do JOG thb.k of 

SlDcenly your a. 
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Ed Fl lObel' 
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EPO. 
P.S. 
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----·----------------~.~~--~-~------~-·~~· 
JACK COOPER SAYS: . 

State, Federcil FOrces Argu 
• 

• Th• wtiltr, who htod• The emment ahould belp becaUM aule water taw. and evmtU• 
Son Dlego Unlon'a Soaomenfo of It• retponalblllty lor :flood aUy tD tum lt over to tbe 
bu11au, prt&tnla I he atcond in control and n&viJatlon. ' •tate, propo~nta claim. 
o ,.,;,, ol coFumns on Calif«· An Jnt.ereaUna hypothe..S. Stale water melt look on 
nia warer probfems. hu auggeated JtuU to aomt thb &I merely a lure to draw 

amon1 those who favor state • CaUtomta Into a eomm1tmtnt 
TJIEBE 15 NO LONGER any development and are verud to. a ' plan whlcb Congreu 
doubt but that polltlcal phi· Jn the poUUc:al phlloaophy of would never ctuaDy approve 
losopby ent.en the debate thelr oppodUon. . In th1l regard beeaUJe tt 

. . over whether the San. X..W. · • .'l'beY fet! that aUla d!:·. ;, would mean rewrltlnJ or mak· 
Reservoir .alte . ahaU be ~!i. ~elopment ot the on .and 1nt exceptSoru to-federal rec-
vdoped by the state u pan a halt bmton dollar Oroville- JamatJon law 
o1 the Feather River proJ• • to-San DleJO Feather Rlver B t • 
ect or by the federal .:ovem- project woplCS curtall' the bU· u once • state commit· 

• 

• 

. . . 

ment •• pZlrt of a Trlnlty· reau•a future bU5lnesJ tn CalJ. ment fs made and Con~ress 
San Lut. project. fomla and help con,res.donal authorizes • San Luis proJ· 
· Raymond Leonard of the opponenta of costly bureau ect, lnte1rated or not, the 
!nfant but potenUa.Uy power• . project.l by polntlne out that reservoir will walt on federal 
1ul Feather Rl\'er Project where 1t !s economically feu. • appropriation~ and Ule Ftath· 
.AJsoclaUon u.ld: Sble to "transport water, the e~ Rlver project· wlU walt 

•'There 11, at the present states themselves can trans- ~ol completion of the reaer· 
tlme, only one basic conflict port lt. • r. ~ 
between the proponenu nd 0 Q . · ~ ~ 
the opponents of the Feather TUEY BELIEVE that the TIIOSE \fiiO FA\'OB state 
Rl\'er project. and that con• San Luis reservolr alte be· development fear this would 
ruct ls resoh·cd Into a mat· came Important to the bureau be a long waft, lndeed. Much 
ter of polltlcal thinking. and lu assoclate poliUcal phl· lonrer than the four years 

~ ~ • losopheta only idter It be- State En.rlneer Edmonston 
'"f!lTJIER l 'OU FA\'OR the came ob\ious that lta lnclu· aaya 1t would take hJm to 
de\'elopment of the water re· slon In the Feather River plan eet Feather Rl\·er water to 

• sources of this state 'and the was vital to the financlnr of the San Joaquin. Consequent· 
control of that development the ~tate.authorlud project. Jy, if ttue, this would add to 
by the . people of the State They '\iewed the bureau's the 20 yean It would take 
of California or :,·ou favor the lncltulon of a San Luls Reser- Feather River w ter to eet 
dev.elopment of California's voir wUh Its Trinity Rlver to Southern california. • 
water resources and the con· power project u simply an • And thls ls what makes the 
trol thereof by the federal eUort to stymie the Feather d!sposlUon ol an as )·et tm· 
,ovemment." · River project, and 1hey look de\' eloped reser\'olr site ln 

Cordon Carland, [ o r me r- with suspicion on oUera of Merced County so Important 
speaker of the Assembly and · fed(!rat·state integration made to San Dleeana who are go-
a backer of federal Trinity· when removal of the Sa.n Lull lne to need that water .. 

• San Luts de\•eiopment, said beean to look Uke too bli. soon as they can eet !t. 
that the two major schools . InteenUon II poulble from 'Ibe Idea that a federal bu· 
ol "thoueht on the subject an en~:lneerlng standpoint, reaia mlrht ~t out dcllber· 
were made up of those who both sldts arree. . ately' to stall a major state 
feel callfomla should de\-elop · Trlnlty·San Luls bllls now project In the interests of lta 
Us own water rreardless pendln& In Con&'ress would O\vn seU·perpetuaUon Is quite 
of speed and ~ ancrthos.e . be amended to allow the ' logical to many. and qulte 
who feel that the federal EOV· project' a dev9}opment under unbeUevable to as miUlY mote • 

• • • . .. . . . ... .. ' .. -· . • 
. . 

• • 

• 

• 

. . . . . . . . 

,. 
j 
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. . . . • 

• • . . ~ 

. . .. . . 
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EOITO~S NOTE.....$an Diego, 
'Jrit &y a dry )'tar ond locing a 
Nfqilment _. ol Coforodt. livtr 
ww apporlionmenf, is b.ing 

• IPWeolet.d b7 a Arious wofw 
lltot1age. , 'ThU' ia lhe laJI in o 

• ,.,;.. analyzing I he problem 
ond exploring one pouible acW. 
tiott-~he 'pto;x»ec~ FfOlhw ~., 
...... :td •. 
''"' .· . ~\ : 

Bt FLO~ !JcCBACKE'N · 
Feather· River, 7to mila to 

~e no~ baa caUJbt the tmar· · 
fuaUon' of • c o. r a a of San ~-,£;~-:-H: 

Dle'ans. . . · 
The rlver hu water 1n abund· 

ance tor export.. San Dle,o 
needs y.'aler. or wm need 1t by 
tbe Ume lt can be broupt hue. 
~eera say lt a possible 

to plpe and pump Feather Riv-
er water to the county, and they 
ny lt can be done at a beat- •· 
able coSt. 

Demand Jor water baa Jn· 
creued here while local supply 
hu decreased. A few popub· 
tlon fiJ:UrU will show what hu 
happened bue. • 

F'lrlt Bane~ Authorlud 
In lSlO the U.S. Census found 

2>1.000 person. Uvinr ln San 
Dl~ · 1be city's reservoirs 
were well fllled. Waterwlse. lbl 

safe far about five yeus. even 
U no raiD fell. 

• IJtUe rain did fall. and a wa· 
- ter shortqe wu 10 near ln 

~tb;;!:;~ a~? Aq~~~~ AND IrS RATIONED-Oklahoma City; stuff, at least ln one spot.· A flash Ooodt: 
t By 19&1. Colorado River water which bas water· rationing ns the result put tour feet of water over one-lntcrsec-

' wu beln~ -dellvered here. Now of 'the long drouglit; has plenty of _the . tfon of the clly.-UP> \Vlrephoto 

we were secure Jor yean._ wa. . , . . . . . 

ter o111clala decland. tound 434.92-& lnbabJtants In the lGO second·leet rrum the Metro- Diego County which mh:ht be 

But we weren't aicure. More CUy al San Dleeo: \Vho• wlU poUtan. It may eet inora than lrrlgated profitably. Now 

people wen movine to San say tb city Is not at the half that. u 1t now does, simply 50,000 . to 60,000 acres rreelve 

DJero and wlnten broueht leu mlWon point today? Or who can because other acenclu are not water. · : 

water . than wu expeeted. It predlc_t with certainty what 1t exerclslni their rlghts. Can San DI~ro County stand 

t b~ame neceuary 'to build the will be by 1960? · · . There are months when San to pay $45 an acre-toot lor wa· 

t •. iecond barrel. • · Tbe ~wth 1n the remalnd· Diego aeenclea mteht bll)' Met· ter! It now 1s paying more than 

r 

s 

Growth PhenDmenaJ of the county hu been ~Ual•lOpolltan water tor storage, pro- that. Paul Beermann, clty u·•-• 

"l'be San Dle'o County Water ly phenomenal •. It b ·easy to vlded there · were an aque- ter engineer, 'says that ""'nPn• 

.Authorl~ now b t.a.ldnJt all the foresee the day when a mil. duct carryln&r capacity to per- all cosu Involved are con~ 

·water U.s two barrel~ wm trans. lion persons wm Uve within mit that. 'lbls 1a not so now. erect. the cost ol Metropoll 

port. a total of 185-195 RCOnd· San Dleeo County, 1l water 11 \V ter Authority engln«n are water to San Dleea now 

feet. or nearly l30,cm,an ral· aval!able. · ·· • plaonlnr a new aqueduct . to about US an ac:re-1oot. And 

lons a day. 'lbls ll about 142,· WhDe aue.ssed valuations re-make wJnter-Ume lmportln£ then he adds: 

()()() acre-feet. main 1enerally in the s me re· possible. The enterprise will "'Maybe the cost Jsn•t 

A~a.ln the popuJaUon lnutase latlonshlp as now among the cost from 31 to 60 mllUon dol· thing we should be U1lnl'l 

IdS the blame, or the c:tedlt, aa:encles taldnr Met.ropolltan lars, depending upon complete- about anyway. Maybe we 

1« .a major _part ol the fi1. Water DWrlet water, the San ness and slu of the Installation. should be asldnz ourscl\'es. can 

creased nefd lor water. In DJeio County \Vater Authorl· A land-use Survey liu found we get more water, and how 

1m. a apedal federal cmsus CT.a entitlement cannot exceed 350,000 acres ol land 1n San soon!" · : 
........ - _ __,;_..:...,. ____ .:.._,;.:.;.:.;;.;_..:=,;.__;~~;.;.;.;. - ..... _ .... . . -

••. -

• 

. . 

J17, ~~ 

• A. D. £dmoaatoa, State EDgl r 
Dlvlaioa of Water Beaourcea 
p. o. Bax 1079 
Sacr nto 5, California 

Friend Edmouaton& 

EDCloaed flrxl cllpplng ahowlag that t.be tropolltaa ater District 

water coat $121 aa acre toot nccordlag to Jack Cooper. Do yo thlak 
tbla 11 correct? 

You haYO aD eagog at to be here on the 27th to talk before tbe Hl 

llatt.era Cl&ab. Doa 't forget tb date. Will JOU bawe tt. to tab a day 

ott tor a little trJp aDd nat? I hope ao. 

I also Hndlag yo a cllppiog tr th Tl"lbu of 714 !or vour ia-
fol•tlou. .~ 

Slacerely, 

&l Fletdaer 

EDc • 
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$4;167~9·.ao 
SWells·Pe ' • • 
. 111e Pollee and FJre Retire· · 
ment SY.tem·, board of dfrec:. 

r.·betcl Jts Ju t meelln~ yea· 
terdiy a nd traiuferrta $4,161,. 

CitY] a·mes 1 0 
To Project Unif 
The CUy Counc:U yesterday 

approved the names of 10 per-
sons to reprtJent the city on 
the board of directors of the 
local Fealher RJver Atsoc:la· 
tlon. 

The aSJoclatlon Is b e J n 1 
formed. to promote a proposed 
state water proJect which 
would brJn' water from the 
Fealher River to Southern Call· 
fornla and San Diego. 

Other £0\'crnmental bodies In 
the county also wUJ n:ame rep· 
resentatlvcs to the Joc:al auo. 
cla.tlon. Similar groups are be-
in£ organized throu~:hout the 
state to promote the project. 

The Coundl.n med: 
Paul B~erm~. dly water 

director; 'Ba)'ror.Jlrooks, ~:eo­
loglst: Graydon'fioU~9. bank· 
,er: Councilman Gedtge Kerrl· 
,;an. a member of the .state· 
'\ide Feath~ Rh·er Assotfa. 
tlon; RaJplf"l'hlllfp , S n Dle1o 
Cu...,..& Electric Co.: Aaron 
Rche, deputy city attorney; 
Don Hlfiison, San~Je Transit 
Systt'm; O'Neill r. tJn. attar· 

1n~y; Quentin WI{! an, attornt!y, 

l,and Ar:mon Jlendcnon, aec-rf'· 
tary. District CouncU of Car· 
flt'nten CAFLl •. 

• 

" . . . • • • -· 
• 
• 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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Colonel Ed Fletcher . 
1020 - 9th Street 

SACRAMENTO 

May 25, 1955 

San Diego 1, California 

Dear Colonel Ed: 

This is to acknowledge your letter of 
?-fay 19, 1955, with reference to the additional 
water supply that will be required for the 
San Diego area. 

Estimates indicate that if the present 
rate of growth continues, the safe yield of local 
supplies and the Colorado River water that can be 
supplied by both barrels of the Aqueduct will be 
required by 1960. Since the Feather River Project 
would be unable to deliver water to San Diego by 
1960 it \dll be necessary for the Metropolitan 
Water District to make available additional Colo-
rado River water, and a third aqueduct will have 
to be constructed and be available for use by 
1960. This third aqueduct could be used later 
for Feather River water if such arrangements can 
be consummated. 

The estimates referred to above are those 
of the San Diego County Water Authority \ihich appear 
to be in reasonable agreement with the estimates of 
this office. 

Very truly yours, 

State Engineer 

• 
I'RAHK 8. OURKCI 

' 

.. 

· Ear,.ly ~tart .. 
Vftal, Says .· . 
Engineer ·· · 
• 

D7 FL0\"0 tc:CRACKEN 
Southern CalUomla ahould be 

more tont>une4 over t h e 
••when11 or Fulher nJver water 
delivery than over the •'how," 
State Enalneer A. D. Edmon• 
•ton told Ul Jlattora Clu~ Jt\l!m• 
btra aiuts:uuta )'ealerday • 

.. ll~oAitructlon were atarted 
·today on Initial featurea, there 
would be adequate Um to 
make the doclalon 11 to whJc:h 
route 11 moat doalr ble In de· 
llverln~: water to Southern Call· 
Sornla .. ' Edmonaton aald. 

"More Important . 11 whether 
the water wlU be here whon 
the demand arlae1." 

Introduced by FJclcher 
Jle was Introduced by Col. Ed 

Fletcher, pioneer San Dle~:o 

1 County water developer. A lea· 
ture of the progum waa de-

1 Jl\'ery to Fletcher of a 50-gallon 
1 harrcl of Fe thrr Rl\'er water, 

exprused here by the Mojave 
Buln Ad\·lsory Committee and 

I .t]ell\'ered by C. L. Perry, com· 
mlttee head. Four other com-
mittee representath·es at· 

· tended. 
Edmonston said rJehts · to 

Feather Rlver water must 'be 
detlded In order to rnllke sure 
arus of water deficiency may 
1lnance the project, for which 
he has recommended a $1,590,· 
OOO,IXXl e.xpt!ndlture. He be· 

; lfeves the matter can be met 
by le~slaUon and a constltu. 
tlonat amendment wlU not be 
req'!lred. 

Continued Sfud)· Ur,ed • . 
He s~ld that, contrary to pub~ 

lie st tement, he never . has 
,;aid he fa\•ors the · proposed 
hiJ:h·le\"el route. • 

''Uowc\'er, I do not mlnd say. 
Jn~: now that, from lJ the al· 
ternate routes studied thus far, 
the hlgh·le\·el route appears to 
be the mo.\t economlcaJ and 
the mo.st deslrnbJe !rom an en· 
J:lncerluJ: st•mdpolnt, due to Its 
1lexftJU1ty ln dcU\·ery ot .wnter •·-n··•::... 

' ~ () . . . . 
,u~J. ·_ru •~ 1•J~u;1 r.,J! 

OP~~ 0J£(j0 · 
-.. crrv 1\NU (~,;UN'l'\' . ....... ,. . 

· nn~ · l~lltST JLUUUa4 

· or'fJAf.~ 

to all areas of need," he said. f,::·l~~~~:~f_J~3 
JJe urced conUnued ln\•esllga. _....~-,....·~-'-· ~ 

tlon of possible routes unUl the EASY DOES IT-No trouble nboul work· . prlncipal state hydrauiic engineer, 1c.fl, 
best has been determined. . , l h . h F U n· and Ricllard Holmgren, (Yeneral man-Edmoruton complained at jng up a nt er Wlt en 1cr aver wa· ,. 
two points of Jack of coopera· tcr, Ralph Phillips, chairman, San agcr of the San Diego County \\'atcr 

• tJon from Metropolitan Water ·Diego County Committee for State \Va· Authority, look on. Test took place yes-
• District offid~Jls who, he said, ter Plan, demonstrates. M~~kman •... tcrdaY_ntJli Hatter's Club mccUng, 
. i~:nored his appeals for lnfor· - - -- - ·--
: rnatlon, The so-~ Ued c: o a s t ( 

route, favored by some .Metro-
poUlan spokesmen, would be 
l50 miles longer than the high· 
le\'el rout~. Edmonston said. J 

• AuihoriUes Quoted 
1 San Diego County has an ul· • 
t 11mate potential requirement of ' 

l .~.ooo acre.feet of wattr, the be 
speaker said. He quoted Metro. 
polltan Water District authorl· dsc 
ties as saying It has suUiclent 
water tor :?0 to Z years. He '11 
nld other obsen.•ers have held :u 
a shorter supply of water re- A! 

I mains before a new source tl: 
must be found. · 

l Edmon.stCil1 has reeom-
1 mended the uclslature appro- lh 

prlate Jh:teen mUIIon for pur· Is 
• c:hase of :a d:~m and a reser. fe 

voir slle. te 
.. In the rapidly expandtn~: In 

ec:onom)' we have In CaJl!omia. p 
1 where water supply Js a basic: • 

and \"llal necessity, we canno \\1 I afford to accept a philosophy nj 
tl1at would provide too llttJe fa 
water toe late," he concluded. sJ ---· . . . . . - . . -

• 
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STATEMENT OF A. D. EDMONSTON 1 S'l'A'l'E ENGINEER 
BEPORE. . 

HI -HA'I"rERS OROUP OF SAN DIEGO CLUB 
San Diego, Cal1torn1a 

May 27, 1955 

SUBJECT: THE FEATHER RIVER PROJECT 
• 

Mr. Chairman~ Members of the Hi-Hatters Club, and Guests: 

It is a privilege, indeed, to have this opportunity to 

appear before your Club and speak on the Feather River ProJect. 

The invitation was extended by my staunch friend, Colonel Ed 

Pletcher, a strong and earnest advocate or the proJect and all 

other sound water projects which would benefit San Diego County 

and the State or California. In passing, I would like to say 

that Colonel Ed has supported all necessary proJects for the 

development or the waters of the State for more than five decades, 

and he should be commended for .his continued successful and 

wholehearted support of these worthy p~OJects. 

To the people in southern California, and especially in 

San Diego Co\mty, it should not be necessary for me to discuss 

the need for water and the urgency in start~ng construction of 

the Feather River ProJeCt. 

The people in this part or the State are already 

ex~erienced in the many problems involved in construction of 

aqueducts and the advisability of long range planning of such 

proJects. 

Although my topic is on the / Feather River ProJect~ 

I know that you are already ram~l1ar with the general features of 

that project 1 authorized by the Legislature in 1951 for State 



• 

construction. Instead or discussing the plan itself, I prefer 
to take this opportunity to clarify some questions that have been 
raised with respect to the proJect. These questions, 1n my 
opinion, have created unnecessary confusion and threaten needless 
delay in initiating proJect construction. In addition, I shall 
also cover the aspects or the ProJect bearing on the delivery or 
water to the area south or the Tehachapis • 

• 

Watershed Protection,and County of Origin Laws 
One of the questions raised concerns the secur1ng or a 

permanent water right for the project beneficiaries. It has 
been maintained by some that there should be legislation and also 
a constitutional amendment that will permanently determine the 
respective rights or the areas or surplus and deficiency. I agree 
that there should be legislation, but not necessarily a con-
stitutional amendment~ with reference to the so-called \'laterahed 
Protection and County or Origin laws. 

It wae concluded in the recent Feather River ProJect 
Report submitted to the Legislature that: 

11The problems dealt with by the Attorney General 
in his opinions concerning the county or origin law 
and the watershed protection law should be solved by 
the Legislature in such manner as to give aasurancee 
to the areas ot origin that sufficient water would 
be available to them as and when required for bene-
ficial uses within their areas and at the same time 
afford satisfactory assurances to the areas of ex-
port or continuity or supply from the project. 11 

A distinction should be made regarding the proJects or 
areas affected by the Watershed Protection Law and by the County 
ot Origin Law. The Watershed Protection Law is limited in its 
application to the Central Valley Project and units thereof, in-

' . 
eluding the Feather River froJect, and only to State and Federal 
agencies operating these projects. The law does not ap~ly to 
other agencies or 1ndiv1duals. Therefore, the law is diecrimlna-
tory in its application. 

The County of Or1g~n Law applies only to aourcea or 
water embraced within applications to appropriate unappropriated 
water made by the Department or Finance in aid or a general or 
coordinated plan or water resource development. So far, watere 
filed upon by the Department are primar1ly in drainage areaa or 
the Sacramento and San Joaquin R1vera. Only two applications are 
on file on waters or the North Coastal Area, where 40 per cent 
or the State's waters exist. It ~e therefore evident that 
neither the Watershed Protection Law nor the County of Origin 
Law has general applicability. 

It should not be too difficult to effect the necessary 
legislative changes to protect the areas or origin as to their 
present and future water requirements~ and at the same time 
assure the exportation or specific quantitiee of surplus water 
to areas of deficiency. Recent opinions of the Attorney General 
point out the necessity of such changes. In effect, those 
opinions hold that waters develo~ed in the counties or water-
sheds of origin for transport to areas of deficiency~ can be 
repossessed at some later time if the areas or origin can show 
the need therefor. 

A solution or the problem 1s suggested. The State Water 
Resources Board has JUSt issued provisionally its Bulletin No. 2, 
"Water Utilization and Requirements or California.u This study 
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shows how mucli land we have, what our present use or it is, and 
the amount or water. now being used. The study also looks into 
the .fUture as far as is humanly possible, and estimates what our 
future populations will be. Classified by the study are the 
lands that ~11 be devoted to agricultural, industrial and 
urban use and the water required to serve these areas. From 
this report and the Board's previous Bulletin No. l, nwater Re-
sources of California," it would seem to me we should be able 
to calculate with reasonable accuracy what surplus waters there 
are that can be beneficially exported. These surplus waters 
could be filed upon by the State for use t'lhen and \'lhere needed, 
including similar protective filings on the waters required tor 
present and future beneficial use in the counties and areas of 
origin. 

To do this it l'tould be necessary to adopt the findings 
or these bulletins into law, thus establishing the basic ulti-
mate water requirements in each of the hydrographic areas of 
the State. If this were done, the uncertain language in the 
present water reservation laws could be eliminated and new pro-
visions enacted which would give the necessary assurances to 
both areas of water surplus and those of water deficiency. Such 
new water reservation laws would be applicable to projects and 

of all people and agencies, public and private. 
In other words, after legislative sanction is given 

engineering findings regarding the estimates of the 

estimated ultimate requirements for local use, the net 
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amount or the surplus water available for exportation would . be 

ascertained. 
Any limitation imposed by la~t, therefore, ~tould not be 

on tha amount or water to be utilized in the counties or areas 
or origin, but rather on the amount of \'tater exportable to other 
areas or the State. 

The quantities of water determined to be exportable 
must, however, be definite so that permanent rights may attach 
thereto. Only in this way can multiple-purpose projects, such 
as the Feather River Project, be assured of the necessary 
financial support from the areas or water deficiency. 

Conduit Routes 

Next, I would like to discuss the matter or routes £or 
delivery or water to California, south of the Tehachapis. 

Actually, the answer to this question lies in securing 
the most economical meDns of delivery of water to those points 
within southern California which \dll need Feather River Project 
water. 

At this time the people should be more concerned with 

seeing that construction on the project is started as soon as 
possible so that the water will be here when needed rather than 
being concerned by which route tne water will be brought into 
the area. 

If construction \'/ere to be started today on the initial 
features of the project, there' l'lould be adequate time to make 
the decision as to which route is most desirable in delivering 
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water to southern California. Whether or not water from the 
Feather River Project is delivered by a coastal route, a high 
level route or a lQw level tunnel can be determined by proper 
engineering economic studies. More important is whether or 
not the water \'Till be here in time when the demand arises. . 

It has been stated that sufficient study has not been 
given to alternate locations for a route to southern California. 
It has been pointed out by representatives or water agencies 
in southern California that more than 40 or SO possibilities 
were considered before determining the final route for the 
Colorado River Aqueduct. Let me state that the selection of 
the route presented in the 1951 report on the Feather River 
Project was not a haphazard choice. The State has a background 
of over 30 years of planning for distribution of water through-
out california. The choice of the route made in 1951 was the 
result of many considered plans. 

However, in view of the questions raised by some of 
the southern California water interests there were included 
in the recent report on the program for financing and con-

. 
structing the Feather River Project, engineering and economic 
studies and comparisons of a coastal route, a low level long-
tunnel route, and modifications of the high level route. 

All of these data were included in the report so that 
the people themselves who are going to be served by the Feather 
. 
River Project can decide on the best route for delivery of 
Feather River Project water to southern California. It has been 
said that the State Engineer's report Ufavorau the high level 
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route. No where in the report will it be found that a recom-
mendation is made favoring one route over another, Ho\'tever 1 

• 

I do not mind saying now, that from all of the alternate plana 
thua far studied, the high level route appears to be the moat · 
economical and also the most desirable plan from an engineering 
standpoint due to its flexibility in delivery or \'~ter to all 
areas or need, 

In connection with the determination as to proper 
delivery points of Feather River Project \~ter for distribution 
in southern California, I met \·rith the Board of Directors or 
the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California on Novem-

• 
ber 9, 1954, and requested that the Board set forth and delineate 
its present and potential service area. I also requested informa-
tion on the amounts, time and points or delivery for Feather 
River Project water. This information was not supplied and, 

• 
therefore, the report which I submitted to the Legislature sets 
forth alternate proposals and routes for delivery of water. 
However, since the completion of the report, representatives 
of the district have criticized the high level route shown in 
the report, indicating that it was their thinking that Colorado 
River ~~ter should be utilized in San Diego, Riverside and San 
Bernardino Counties and that Feather River water should be 
utilized in the north and \'/est portion of the district, princi-
pally in Los Angeles and Orange Counties • 

The transfer of water ldthin the Metropolitan \•later 
District is a matter which only that district and the members 
within that district can decide. I feel that it is certainly not 
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within my prerogative to tell the people of San Diego County 
that they can only have Colorado River water and that all or 
the Feather River.water will be delivered to Los Angeles and 
Or~nge Counties. In fact, although the decision does not lie 
in my hands in regard to transfer of water within the Metro-
politan Water District, I can see good reason for delivery or 
Feather River water as tar south as San Diego County. T\-10 

important reasons will be discussed later in this statement. 
. But, first let us take a look at the .findings of our 

studies in connection with alternate routes in southern Cali-
fornia. The cost of the project using the high level route 
terminating in San Diego County was estimated to be 1592 million 
dollars and the unit price for water in southern california 
under this plan was estimated to be ~5 per acre-foot. 

If the aqueduct were to be terminated at San Bernardino 
and the power recovered through a hydroelectric plant at that 

• • 

point, elevation about 1500 feet, cost of the project would be 
1491 million dollars and the unit price for water in southern 
California \tould be ~3 5 per acre-foot. The reason that the 
price per a ere-foot \·tould be less is that there would be an 
average income of about 14 million dollars annually from power 
revenues derived from the San Bernardino power plant. 

Now still considering the high level route but. ter-
minating the aqueduct near Castaic Creek, with recovery of 
power through two hydroelectric plants, elevation 1250 feet, the 
cost of the project was estimated to be 1388 million dollars. 

cost per acre-root of water delivered at Castaic would be ~25. 
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It is estirnated that the annual power revenue from recovery or 
power at Castaic Creek would amount to "16,ooo,ooo. 

So much for the high level route. Now the report also 
' 

contains an estimate for a coastal route. The cost of a coastal 
route which would deliver water to Castaic Creek Reservoir is 
estimated to be 1550 million dollars. The estimated cost per 
acre-foot of water at Castaic Creek under this plan would be 

. It should be noted that the cost for a coastal route 
ending at Castaic Creek is not much different than the high 
level route delivering water all the way to San Diego County. 
Also it is to be noted that the unit cost or water by the 
coastal route is estimated to be $45 an acre-foot as compared 
to a unit cost of $25 an acre-foot at the same point by delivery 
through the high level route. One of the reasons for this 
difference in cost is that the coastal route is 150 miles longer 
than the high level route to Castaic Creek. Another reason is 
that there is no power recovery possible when using the coastal 
route so that there are no power revenues available to decrease 
the unit cost of water. 

I would also like to point out that although delivery 
of the \'later on the high level route requires a total pumping 
head of 3,528 feet, the power recovery into Castaic Creek of 
1,600 feet offsets this high lift so that the net pumping head 
would be about 1,928 feet. This compares roughly \'lith the total 
pumping head required via the coastal route to Castaic Reservoir. 

• 
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The .cost or pumping this difference or 1600 feet 

utilizing off-peak energy at 4 mills per kilowatt hour would 

be about ~7.70 per acre-foot. The value or the power recovery 

for the same 1600 feet with generation or power on an on-peak 

basis at S mills per kilowatt hour would be about ~9.SO. It is 

seen that a net gain or about ~2.00 per acre-root could be 

realized. 
The report also includes an estimate or a low level 

• 

tunnel route delivering water through a 27-mile tunnel to the 

castaic Creek Reservoir. This plan would have a first cost of 

1362 million dollars and a unit cost of water delivered at 

Castaic Creek Reservoir o£ $35 per acre-root. This long tunnel 

route involves difficult and costly tunnel construction crossing 

many earthquake faults which in the future may prove hazardous 

to providing a continuous supply or water to southern California. 

In connection with a discussion of the several routes, 

it has been stated that full analysis of power requirements and 

how best to meet them, should be made. ~lso, that the electric 

energy required. Under full operation of the project to lift the 

project water to the several points of delivery would be more 

than 9 billion kilowatt hours annually whereas the Oroville 

Power Plant would only produce 1-3/4 billion kilowatt hours 

annually, or less than 20 per cent of the power required. This 

is a correct statement. However, it Should be pointed out 

that it is not valid to compare power generation on an on-peak 

basis ~th the requirements for the pumping load utilizing ott-
...,.,__, ... peale alec tric energy. . 

•• 

I 

The coste of power for pumping for the high level 

route over the project payout period ie (,2,14S,OOO,OOO, and the 
revenue from power generated at Oroville Power Plant during 

the esme period is ~soo,ooo,ooo, which is about 37 per cent or 

the coat or pumping, rather than the irrelevant figure quoted 

or 20 per cent. In the case or high level route terminating 
at Quail Lake and including· the two power drops at Castaic 

Creek, ~he total estimated revenue from generated power is 
• • • 

$1,.564,000,000, or about 71! per cent or the cost or all the 
power required for pumping. 

Communications from the Pacific Gas and Electric 

Company and discussions with their engineers, as well as 
• 

engineers of the Los Angeles Department or Water and Power and 

the Southern California Edison Company, corroborate the feasi-

bility of utilization or off-peak power for pumping and the 

availability of such power when it will be needed and the 
. 

practicability or generating on-peak.power at the project 

power plants and its absorption, as set £orth in the 1955 

Feather River Project Report. The estimate of the unit cost 

or power £or pumping and the value or generated power, as used 

in the report, is verified by t\·to letters dated August 17, and 

December 2, 195~ from the Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 
based on current power costs. 

Electrical engineers of the City or Los Angeles, Depart-

ment of Water and Power, have stated that department would be 

interested in securing the peaking capability and energy that 

would be produced by the Castaic Creek power drops and estimate 
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their system could, by the time it was required, furnish 
the 7 billion kilowatt hours o£ orr-peak energy necessary for 
the pumping .load or the four pumping plants near Bakersfield 
that would deliver the water to southern california. 

A comparison or the total lengths of the several 
possible routes discussed, classified as to type or conduit 
is shown on the following table. There is shown on the attached 
map the service area or the project and the several routes 
mentioned, including an alternative coastal line \mich would 

· start at Devils Den in the San Joaquin Valley and terminate 
at Castaic Reservoir. This route would require pumping to 
elevation 1811 feet and although about 85 miles shorter than 

• 

the route shown in the report, would cost about the same, due 
principally to 50 miles of additional tunnel. 

FEATHER RIVER PROJECT 
CO~~ARISON OF ROUTE LENGTHS 

IN l·aLES FRO~i THE DELTA 

Canal Tunnel Siphon Mise. Total 
High line route to Barrett Lake 455.0 106.7 21.0 9.2 591.9 
High line route to Devil canyon 

P.P. 421.9 . 20.1 7.6 9.6 459.2 
High line route to castaic Creek 

Reservoir 303.1 2).6. s.o 10.0 341.7 
Delta to castaic Creek Reservoir-

Coastal Line 390.0* 67.4 25.5 ?.4 490.3 
Coastal Line-Delta to 

castaic Creek Reservoir 271.3* 118.1 8.3 7.0 40~.7 

Delta to castaic Creek Reservoir-
Long Tunnel 302.7 28.3 2.3 S.o 341.3 

_Does n·ot include 97 mile extension to \iheeler Ridge. 
Miscellaneous includes pump discharge 
waterways • . 

and reservoir 

\'later Reguiranents 
. . 

So much tor the matter of selection or routes for 
delivery or water to southern California. Now I would like to 
clarity certain questions which have been raised in connection 
with the delivery or water within southern California and the 
assumed rate at \o.hich the demand for Feather River water \'till 
increase. It has been stated that the State's report allocates 
600,000 acre-feet to the desert area, 

Let me make it clear that there has been no allocation 
made or Feather River Project water to several areas of service 
south or the Tehachapi Mountains. One of the water right 
applications made by the State Department of Finance and on 
file with the Division of Hater Resources allocates 
1,773,000 acre-feet annually from the Feather River Project 
for use in the entire area south of the Tehachapis. A second 
application allocates 3,227,000 acre-feet per annum to the same 
area. The 1955 report for "illustrative purposes 11 , and let me 
emphasize again the words illustrative purposes, gives an ' . 

example of how Feather River water can be delivered to various 
sections of southern California. The amounts of water used for 
such illustrative purposes do not constitute unit allocations 
of water from the Feather River Project in southern California. 

It has been stated in criticism of the recent report 
on the Feather River Project that the assumption of delivery 
of 450,000 acre-feet in 1976 and the increase or demand for 
Feather River water to 1,800,000 acre-feet in 15 years there-
after, was optimistic. In this connection I wish to repea~ 

• 
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that on November 9, 1954, I presented the same schedule o£ 
' water delivery to southern California to the Board or Directors 

and the Chief · Enginee o£ the Metropolitan \"later District of 
Southern California and re~uested their comments and views as 
to a probable absorption schedlue. No estimate was received 
from the District in connection with the assumed need for 
Feather River Project water. Probably any estimate made at 
this time of demands for water 20 years in the future will be 
wrong. One thing we know for sure, and that is the actual 
demand for water will be something different fran what we are 
now eat~ting. However, the important thing is not whether 

our estimate is correct or ~mather some other figures the 
Metropolitan ~later District may have will actually occur. The 
real import&nt matter will be ~mether or not there is water 
available to meet the demand at that time. 

Now let us examine the status of water supplies in 
the South Coastal Area of Southern Cali£ornia. State Water 
Resources Board Bulletin No. 2, based on 1950 conditions, pro• 
vides the best resume of our water situati.on. At that time, 
the annual water requirement or the South Coastal Area was about 

• 

1,900,000 acre-feet. The safe yield or local water supplies 
. 

provided about l,ooo,ooo acre-feet per annum with about 
300,000 acre-feet supplied by the Owens-Mono System of the 

• 

·City ot Los Angeles and 166,000 acre-feet by The ~ietropolitan 
District. 

• 

In 1950, there was an indicated shortage in firm water 
400,000 acre-feet per annum manifest largely in 

•• 

overdraft on ground water storage. To meet this overdraft 
and to provide tor :ruture growth, there is no\'t availn ble for 
divorsion an additional Soo,ooo acre-teet or water per year 
from the Colorado River. or this amount, 400,000 acre-feet 
per year must be dedicated to the eventual alleviation of 
ground water overdraft, which cannot be allowed to continue if 
this valuable natural resource is to be maintained for use by 
future generations. Four hundred thousand acre-feet then is 
the supply or Colorado River ttater to provide the future 
increases in population and agricultural development in this 
area. In this regard, the population of the South Coastal Area 
has been increasing at a rate of over 200,000 per year which 
means, in terms or water, an annual increase in use of 40,000 

I to 50,000 acre-feet. Ultimately, it is estimated that about 
2,900,000 acre-£eet of water annually must be imported to the 
South Coastal Area over and above supplies from existing sources. 

In the coastal portion of San Diego County, these 
studies for the State \~ter Resources Board show the same need 
for additional water in the future, only with a greater urgency. 
The water requirement as or 1950 was estimated to be about 
204,000 acre-feet per year as compared to a total safe supply 
from local sources and both barrels of the San Diego Aqueduct 
operated to full capacity of about 250,000 acre-feet per year. 
Coastal San Diego County has an ultimate potential requirement 
for water of 1,200,000 acre-feet annually. 

A recent study by the San Diego County Water Authority 
indicated that by 1960 the annual ~mter requirement in its present 
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and potential service area would be about 250,000 acre-feet, 

or an amount about equal to the available water supply. The 

study further indicated that by 1980 in excess or one-halt 

million acre-feet of water would be required annually and 
• 

that by 2000, this requirement would increase to nearly 

800,000 acre-feet per year. Thus, the San Diego County \·later 

Authority alone estimates that by 1980, or only 25 years hence, 
• 

it will require in the order of )00,000 acre-feet of water over 

and above that available from existing developments. This 

requirement may be compared to the 400,000 acre-feet o£ 

uncommitted supply available to the entire service area of 

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California. 

l•/e are now experiencing a severe drought l'lhich has 

continued \·rith only a single year's interruption since 1944. 

Coupled tdth this drought has been a phenomenal growth of 

population and industry and attendant water use. These condi-

tions are reflected in a substantial increase in the use of 

imported water. It is noteworthy that in fiscal year 1949-50, 

166,000 acre-feet or Colorado River water were sold in the 

South Coastal Area. It is estimated that in the current fiscal 

year, in excess of 400,000 acre-feet of Colorado River water 

will be sold in the South Coastal area or an increase of nearly 

)00 per cent in five years. Further, in 1950, lands within The 

Metropolitan Water District, including the San Diego Water 

Authority., comprised about 918 square miles as compared to about 

2,700 square miles in 1955. In contrast to the lands within the 
. 

District in 1950, which were largely established cities and 
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districts with a eourca or supply independent or that from 
Colorado River, these ne\'t lands have a high potential for · 

supplemental water use. l~ny of these recently aMexed areas 
• 

are largely. undeveloped, and no\·t, with the assurance of a finn 
• 

water supply, they will bo taking ever-increasing amounts of 

Colorado River water. 

Other factors, which will stimulate use of the Colorado 

River supply in this area, are Court actions limiting the use 

of ground water to the natural safe yield of the basin, such 

as occurred in the Raymond Basin or Los Angeles County; the 

voluntary reduction in ground water extractions, as exemplified 

in the West Coast Basin of Los Angeles County, which area has 

also been subject to litigation with respect to rights to pump 

ground water; and the ground water replenishment bill currently 

being considered by the California State Legislature, which would 

provide for the formation of districts \'/hose prjmary purpose 

would be to augment dwindling ground water supplies through 

spreading, or otherwise augmenting these supplies by imported 

water. 
To meet this increasing demand for water, The Metro-

politan Water District has announced that it ~dll enlarge its 

works for the diversion or Colorado River water to full capacity 

by 1960. 

Plan for Delivery of Project Water 
to San Diego dountx 

As I stated previously, there are reasons in favor of 

utilizing the high level route ~dth delivery of water all the 
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way to San Diego County;. Water delivered by that route is 
capable or being used in carry-over etorage capacity available 
1n existing and .potential reservoirs, strategically located 

• 
to serve most of the County by gravity. A plan tor water , 
delivery to San Diego County including some new and the presently 
available facilities is sho1m on the attached map. 

This map also shows on the upper r1£ht corner a graph 
or the relation of the use or water to growth in service area 
of the San Diego County \'later Authority. It may be noted that 
an increase has occurred in the service area from 152 square 
miles in 1948 to 545 square miles in 1955. With a present 
annual use or Colorado River water in the amount or 102,000 

• • 

acre-teet. it is estimated that 148,000 acre-teet will be 
required by 1960. 

Another reason relates to water quality. In consider-
ing the po~sible sources from ~ich water can be imported to 
San Diego County, the quality of the various sources is of 
major importance. Upon the quality will depend the amount of 
water that must be imported over and above the consumptive 
demands, it local ground water supplies are to be continued in 
use. As you are all well aware, a considerable portion or· 
water supplied to the surface or the ground for irrigation or 
lawns and crops, and in non-sewered areas, returns to the under-
lying ground water and is .available for reuse provided the 

• 

~ality or the ground waters is kept sufficiently high to permit 
. 

suCh reuse. The . importation and use of large quantities of 
supplemental water poses a problem in · preserving salt balance 

in the ground water basins. The lower the quality or imported 

water, that is, the greater the amounts of dissolved minerals 
therein, the more water that must be imported and \·tasted £rom 

the ground water basins in order to preserve salt balance a·nd 

proper quality of the ground waters, and the less the opportunity 
for reuse. 

In portions or southern California, particularly in 
San Diego County, the prevalance of heavy textured soil under-
lain in part by hardpan at shallow depths presents problems in 
the utilization of water containing high concentrations of 
dissolved salts for iXTigctio n. For such soils, if water of 

high salinity is to be used, a considerable amount of l'later 

in excess of consumptive use must be applied to prevent accumu-
lation of salts in the soil solution to toxic levels. There are, 
also, coincidental drainage problems. 

The \'tater in the Delta cvailable for diversion to the 
south is presently of good quality, suitable for all beneficial 
uses. Under future conditions with the Feather River Project 
and other similar conservation projects in operation, including 
importation from the North Coast region and with the consequent 

• 

increased sustained sununer flo1·1 1 the quality of waters diverted 
from the Delta will be still better. 

This matter or quality·must be kept in mind in 
weighing the desirability of the current proposal to utilize 
Feather River Project water in the northern and \'testern portions 
or the J.Ietropolitan Water District and to deliver Colorado River 
water only to the southern and eastern portions of the district. 
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Urgency tor Project 
• 

The need for additional water for southern California 
is obvious. The question or how soon the ne\'t supplies from 

the northern part of the State should be made available is 

also a question which is not difficult to answer. Both the 

Cities or San Diego and Los Angeles estimate that they will 
reqUire additional supplies over and above all or their present 

sources by 1970 or within 15 years. The Metropolitan ~ater 
District has stated that it has sufficient water for their 

service area tor an additional 20 or 2S years. Regardless or 
which one or thea e predictions may be correct, \'thether it be 

• 
10, 15, or 20 years, it is important that construction of the 

Feather River Project be started immediately in order that the 

water may be available \'lhen the demand arises. It should be 

noted that planning or the Colorado River Aqueduct commenced in 

the early 20's and that the first Colorado River water was not 

delivered to the South Coastal Area until 1941. The Feather 

River Project is one of much greater magnitude than the Colorado 

River Project. This all emphasizes the urgency or an immediate 

start on financing and construction or the Feather River Project. 

To accomplish this objective, a method o£ financing 

the project through the issuance of general obligation bonds 
or the State, secured by income from sale of electric power 

and water and with financial assistance from the State General 

Fund is presented in the 1955 report. Also, I have recommended . 
that :)16,ooo,ooo be appropriated by the present Legislature 

to be expended iri connection with the first step in the 
construction prqgram, In the rapidly expanding -economy we 

have in California, where water supply ie a basic and vital 
• 

necessity, we cannot afford to accept a philosophy that would 

provide too little water too late. 
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y 31, 1~ 

• A. D. Edmonston 
State Engin·AA~ 
Division of ator Raaotircea 
401 A.lbUc Works 9Jlld1ng 
Sacramento, CaUfomia 

Friend dmonatona 
It ~s certc1nly o pleasure to hav you 

in San Diego. I have heard very . ny favorable c nta on 
your presentation, and Ur. Shelton of tha L l'oaa hTigatlon 
Dl tric:t said it waa tho best he had ever heard, I hope, 
and believe, that it will have aomd good effect on everyone 
1n San Diogo. 

It is a darn ahamn that you did not auator 
'Z1 votes 1n the Senate, but l hopo on recona1derat!on you get 
tho nee auy 'Z1 votn to put over the acqultl t1on of the two 
damsltea • the Fe ther River ond the San Ima. IIi fingm • oro 
crossed for you. 

I have sent up alx box of grapt frult tot; 
you - 'bfO an for you, one for sam, one far tho Govamor, one 
for McCoy arid one for Durkeo. 

• 
I am ncloelng txree c11iP!n9a on the etlng 

that I know will be of inter at, and I understand every weekly 
n.wapaper 1n the county Will have eaaathlng as · 11. 

of service. 
K!mnt l'egard•• Call on me hen I can be • • 

Youn to coamaand, 
,_ . 

EPM • 

• 

• 
• 

131, ~~ 

• A. D. Ed•oaltoo, Stote Eagioeer 
D1Y1110A ot ter Roaourcea 
f. o. Box 1079 
Sao..-ato 5, California 

Friead Edmonatoua 

I am onclalug copy o! letter fraa Shelton of tho La 1a Dlatrlct wblch 
11 e~loaatory aad !or your 1Dfoi'IDQtlo.t. What 11 )'Our nact1oa to it.? 
I don t wut to wr.lte t.o Sunaol D. Uorr.la tor naythlag 1! I can lp it.. 

You made a apleDdld presentation Friday and it has given th a lot to 
t.b1Dk about. I read your report cm:ofully nod with great. Ja~reat. It 
11 a pleasure to ork with you and dn my little bit Jo helplag on the 
moat important subject nf!ectlag tho State of Cnll!orulo. 

Always yours to comtnnd, 

.Ed Fletcher 

Eo c. 

I • 

. . 



J 13. 1965 

FJ-1 ... 

Eacl tial edit 1a1 lcb I tnaplred Jn a wny. I oa just ns d!sn-
wolat«< U )'OU Ql'8 Jn tdult the Loglslature hOI 8Dd baa not done. 

I 1 lag todaz tor a uro kl tr1p to r;q 94 )'Bar old alater 
1a loroute~. aaobuetu,ud to attud the 50tll •tiding au1veranry 
ot 111 wad bta wlf 10 you won •t be both end until arowad the 
tlra\ July. p poated. 

SiDOenly )'Olin, 

• 

Ed Fletcher 

Eac. 

• t 

I 

• 

• A. D. &Jmoutoo, Stat EDglDeer 
D1wi.I10D o! at.er Reaource1 
State of Cnllforn!n 
P.o. Dox 1079 
Sac to 5, California 

Fl'leDd Edmon1tous 

Eacloaed find clipping £ram the Cbristlan Sclonee Monitor or June 27 
lcll I picked up in noston. Please return !t with your reaction. nave 

J uat returned !raD a 3 week& trip East. What 11 the situation up to date? 
Wbot have we won aDd lo t in t.bu matter of the dne10jlll8nt or the Feather 
River and tbe Trinity and what of the future? 

Kiodes t regards, 

Ed Fletcher 

EFa 

EDc. 



1117 8, 1 

• 

• A. D, 
Diwul P.o. 

t 11 Q m1ght)' t letter thal J ~ · - J&&17 6 nad the IIOit 
Cill lUll COAVlncl lta'-At of '*7 ud II• tbe F ~Jl IU tu 

•ld clevelaped tlult. l · I ' ttl tJiank 1 tw the 
Dt )'OU pnid IUJd I tdl.b JO&l \0 eud. 

I 181101& bo in SaD Diego 0o the 22ad. Ia tJaat to tteud uae tor 
rutl~g •~ lch Perrr told about? Stata ·ntg~M&J Ccmlu1 t 

Ual I daJ. Let know t th t.1ng il all about oo tlle 22nd U JOY am caalng. 

JOU_ gq 'o tailt 2 3 da¥a wl\b d ht 
-t.! I w1U gln JOU a cbaug • You Ht. tbe date. 

Yours to c • 

co u 

• A. D. EdmoDitOG, State !Dg1aeer 
DiwblOD of Water Baaourcea 
p. o. Bax 1019 
5 Cra.IDtO 5, Cellforuia 
Fr.tead Edraonatoa: 

Eaoloaed t!od copy o! letter Mhlch I aeucUug JOU iD coa.tldeace fr 
Coagna Jhabert Sc•adder. I tlaougbt )'011 llight be lat.eruted ia read· 
lag lt. 

S1ncero1J youn, 

Eel Fletcher 





Ed Fletcher Papers

1870-1955

MSS.81

Box: 6 Folder: 44

General Correspondence - Edmonston, A.D.

Copyright: UC Regents

Use: This work is available from the UC San Diego Libraries. This digital copy of
the work is intended to support research, teaching, and private study.

Constraints: This work is protected by the U.S. Copyright Law (Title 17, U.S.C.).
Use of this work beyond that allowed by "fair use" requires written permission of
the UC Regents. Permission may be obtained from the UC SanDiego Libraries
department having custody of the work (http://libraries.ucsd.edu/collections/mscl/).
Responsibility for obtaining permissions and any use and distribution of this work
rests exclusively with the user and not the UC San Diego Libraries.


	mss81_r6_f44_438
	mss81_r6_f44_439
	mss81_r6_f44_440
	mss81_r6_f44_441
	mss81_r6_f44_442
	mss81_r6_f44_443
	mss81_r6_f44_444
	mss81_r6_f44_445
	mss81_r6_f44_446
	mss81_r6_f44_447
	mss81_r6_f44_448
	mss81_r6_f44_449
	mss81_r6_f44_450
	mss81_r6_f44_451
	mss81_r6_f44_452
	mss81_r6_f44_453
	mss81_r6_f44_454
	mss81_r6_f44_455
	mss81_r6_f44_456
	mss81_r6_f44_457
	mss81_r6_f44_458
	mss81_r6_f44_459
	mss81_r6_f44_460
	mss81_r6_f44_461
	mss81_r6_f44_462
	mss81_r6_f44_463
	mss81_r6_f44_464
	mss81_r6_f44_465
	mss81_r6_f44_466
	mss81_r6_f44_467
	mss81_r6_f44_468
	mss81_r6_f44_469
	mss81_r6_f44_470
	mss81_r6_f44_471
	mss81_r6_f44_472
	mss81_r6_f44_473
	mss81_r6_f44_474
	mss81_r6_f44_475
	mss81_r6_f44_476
	mss81_r6_f44_477
	mss81_r6_f44_478
	mss81_r6_f44_479
	mss81_r6_f44_480
	mss81_r6_f44_481
	mss81_r6_f44_482
	mss81_r6_f44_483
	mss81_r6_f44_484
	mss81_r6_f44_485

