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to B.E. Stoutemyer, District Counsel,
U.S Reclamation Service
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UNITED STATES
. ... DEPARTIENT OF THE INTERIOR
L GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

Idaho Falls, Idaho

“Mr, BeE. SLOUBGmyer: e «ire uocslii L ru
603 Post Office Bldge: -:: i- i i
Portland, Oregone

Dear Mre Stoubtemyers .

vanbaddn heply to yours .of the. 5th inste: and one from Mr. Debler on '
the same subject, the matierof: trying to solve the water problems.on-
Snake River might well drive.ore to despair as he tries to evolve some
plan of procedure that will meet with the:approval of all concerned and
yet be p08o1ble oP executlono

L

Some tlme ago we sent out a c1rcular letter to all canal companies

on the-river asking them how.much’ storage they would: desirs in - ‘the pro-~

. posed Grand:Valley.Reservoir on the assumption that they would be per-
mitted tosbuy-one-half of their present Awerican Falls lease water-and

that the Grand Valley' storage would cost Y- per acre: fto of space payable

: qi the rateof 10# per agre: ft. per year. T

g

’bﬁ Replles 80 far re061Ved are.as follows:

TS Requests ior Storabg in Sol.Fork- reserv01r
Tros 0 [ECTIETI (aCI‘P-—ft ) e e i x.-,’:-:‘
: e For use under existing- canals o -7 N
‘ngby C nal: Co. .o+ 110,000 +Aberdee~Springfiseld - ' 255,000_
drnsberger Canal- - = .- : ,700 Enterprise Csnal Co. - 205000
Kite. &:Word. -« 1 - U0Q: Pdrsons Ditsch - 200
Island: Irrige.»Cos . - - ;@l0,000 Peoples. Canal Co. 40,000 -
Bear Island - , "', L . - .<100° New-Lava Side<Cé. - - ¢ 77 . 10,000
Dilts Irrige:iGoeib i o . 1,000 Mattsoh-Craigy:- ' 2 100
Snake:River.Valley Irr.Dlst. 50 000 + Réarrison:Cepal - 7 i- MO 200
Burgess:-Canal Co, . - . uo;ooa Liberty-Park Irr.:Co -: 2,000
Butte ‘& Market Lake Canal “Coat 40,000 Farmers Friend- Irr. Co. ’ 6 000 -
Reid. Gahal -Goe -1 . . - 2,000 Present -Fort Hall project - Ml%,éUO(a)
'Mlnldoka Irr. Diste - - 50,000 - Little-Indisn Projeet =~ 7 23,400(a)"
Burley.Irrs Dist. . . 100,000{¢) . Idaho Irrgs Dists 255000
Swan Valley Users -~ - ©1..22,360 New Sweden Irri -Dist. 1305000
Martin €anal:Cos ° c. : - 14,000 Sunnydell-Irr, Dist, T 76,000
Danskin:Ditch Goo 1. . . ' 1,000 Proégréessive Irr; Dist. " ll ‘000
Leénroot -Ganak Cosu: . . :° % 10,000 Portrieuf River Users 50 ,ggg(b%
Total on present projects : 1,277,060

SEPI 8’3(

4499

JRP008936



(a) U.5.1.1.5. PrOJect will require Conbreueional authoriza~

Lotion . L )

(b)3W1ll veﬁulre alverblon ‘from Blackfoot Rlver and
‘\Agreement withIndian Service

c) Also,wants 50 000, “Am, Fulls lease water

ch'ud Project. for.lands within Fort Hall Reservation 630,000
Power Irr leit for. 1ands west of Michaud Froject 420 OOO(d)

. ner ":L'ands 1,080,000

(d) Also wants 70 OOO acre-ft Amo Halls .lease water.

. Other requests for storige v1ll be made by ex1et1né projects not tabu-
lated in the foregoing and if it should be deemed advisable to abandon the pro-
posed Teton Reservoir the users on Henrys Fork .and tributaries would probably
desire 150 000 aore—ft of space. Even if Teton Reservoir is bullt they should
have some. So.Fork storuge for, exchenge as ‘the rneton Reservoir prlorlty would be
valulese for storage in dry yegre. It is thus apnarent that uhe full spdee in
the proposed reservoir will be over subscribed by exlstlng cuanals on the river,
‘leaving no space. avallable for new lands. The Bureau of ﬂecl~m&t10n seems to
.fgel., that the. So.Fork reeerv01r wlll not. be fea31ble unles some water can be
made available for storage ‘theréin sach year, but in taklng this position it
misconstrues, in my opinion, what the Snake River water users have in mind in
,desiring the. constructlon of the reserv01r. lost of them now have an aaeoudte
.supply.for use in normal years and in such years probably not over lOp ‘of the
-water, in thé reserv01r would be withdrawn, What they want to 'do is to save
~the, surplus water in the.wet years .and retain 1t for: use in’ the dry ye¢rs such
‘as. 1919, l9zu, 1926, 1931 and 193Y4. and, they are figuring on’ acquiring endigh
‘space:to permlt them to do Jthis,, These . folks have lived here on: Snake River
cforsmany. .years. and know what ary years as well as "wet oness ‘dre and what can be
expected from the river. Ihey know that even with all the alleged extravagant
use of:water on the stream, Wlnter divers 1ons, etc., there have been over
,OOO Q00 acre-ft ;of surplus water spill to waste .over i#ilnér Dam during the
past M years and that if the Sb. Fork Reservoir was in existence over a million
acre-ft, of this wasted water would today be in the reservoir waiting to be
used;:in. future dry. years., HNothing would contribute more +o szonomical use of
water o%. ‘Bnake River thain for these people to own spacs in the proposed reser-
Lvolr w1th the pr1v1lege of 1nu1v1aual Lold=-over credlt. Where can’ the" ‘Bur eau

flnd 8- betier record of past payments on purchased stored water than here on_
.+ 8nake, Riyer? . ‘

[
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B.E.Stoubemyer

pe 3, 9/8/39

. nThetusérsiwho bought'space ik Jackson Take’ pald for it 1ong ago,
1 the- various..canals who' bought-half of~ Ameritan Fulls spaie reiged the money
by.-private.borvowing: and. paid-the- Government in full ‘before constructlon evsn
istarteds . They iwill . hdve paidioff: these: pravate “Yoahts ‘in full in three more

~years, many companles out51de of the ﬁmerzcan Falls Dlst. hav1nb already
:pald off:in. fulle e P S A

~ i o - 'h' -
NI HEFBHFIN S

T Many of the canals have no' outstandlng ‘debt ‘gt all at thé present time
iand “he - average debt is very ‘Tow. Under the Bureau's Psilmates and’ set—up
;the :South Form Rederveir ‘would cost thé irFigatdrs $l,000,000 which would be
wgqualled by the-'increased crop-returns in just one dry yeure. These are 5005Q00"
acres under the canals now applying for water in the South Fork reservoir so
the proposed-obligation i $8 PEr 'ECTE repayable ‘at’ fhé'rate of 20° cents per

BCre Per year: for MO years. One addltlonal sack of No. 2*spudsiper acre
would pay thl ] R U h ;

S

(N

You\state that the Chlef Englnenr reports that the Grand Val]ay Rqser-
v01r is.not: feasibls.unless definite: arfanwemen s ‘can be made to ‘save at least
2503000, acre- £t per year of water’ now being wasted. “If' we
by. wnnecessary use could:be: saved to that amount bR AR uld probably be’ neCGSQary
that. such saved water- accrue to  reservoirs” 1n order 6f" prlorlty of rlbht

lst to- £ill American:Fallss 2nd, fill Island’ Purk; and 3rdy flll urassy Lake,
bexore -any- of the saved water would become aVallable for Grand Valley.

g s ER AU S S

¥ ‘how belnﬂ wasted

,In the dry years

the saved water wolld all be absorbed befors reachlng
The Grand: Vallsey prlorlﬁy. We might’ better: face the fact, as, ﬁhe usérs herp on

the river doy thet in years: of™ eXureme droudhﬁ thers ‘wort’ be any wa%er to store
in a-.new.regervoir and-thatrin such years it mubt rely upon holdover from Ure-
ceding yearse This: is.unavoidabla it seems’ to me- 1n thms ‘final step’' “irrige-
tion development onia: river:where the "normAl" flow 1s fully appro“'laied _the

firm.-siorage-is-all.developed,~dnd all~ that rpmalns 1s to catch the Wet yedr
surplus and hold 1t for the dry years.- 2

: Let s cqn51der this questlon of so-called wasteful use 'water on’ .

Snake Rivery-It fﬁlls,lnto two~parts,=-’lsto’4 exce531ve dlver81ons uﬂd 2nd,
‘”J:n,tez,‘ usen . N o o '_ . P i i Y i [

cenal v b

oL

e

EAcess1ve;d1verSlons.

5
PR

i When I ‘became watermadter on ﬁhs river 4n 1930 I, W1th mlstaken
zeal -and; a Jdiking ‘for. statlstlcs, ‘started the practlce of 1nclud1ng in our .
annual reports:.a fabulation’ show1ng seasonal dlve'31dns, acreage i rlgated, and
diwersions: in dcre-feet por: dcre- Tor' eadH “carial o the rlvern It develh

these fligures:in many cdsés ghowed g ilarge acrp—ft”;per dere dlverslon, far in
excess: i0f; the amounts used in some other localities, and these figures have
really been résponsible, I think, for the charge so freguently heard regarding

~excessive use of water on Snake River. There are a number of things to be
considered in this connection, however; one is the loss in many miles of cunals
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from'polnt of river dlverblon to the land, ‘on the Fw1n Palls No. Side
Project for example - there are a thoueand miles of canals operafed by the
Canal" Co..be51des hindreds of mllee of set%lers laterals. On a number of

' the “lafger’ progects, dellverleb to fhe farmer are only 60p of the water

dlverted, and on an average throuvhout the district tanal losses to the
farmers headquatés ppobably are 35% of diversions, with additional losses in
the farm ditches. Our canal measuring stations are located at the heads of
the ‘da¥ials " and, particularly during the flood water season, substantial
amounts of water are spilled through wasteways back 1nto the river below

is plcked UP further downstream.

MOot of'the canals w1th verv heavy diversions dre in sub"'dls;:

' trlcts wheré the water used to rdise the ground water -for sub-irrigation
" and drains throagh sprlng ereeks ‘back 1nto the river, Immedlately following

“the flood period for’ example with 16 OOO sec.~ft at Heise we cen fill

A123 OOO eec.—ft. or moré of dlver51ons b] downst:eam anals : from Helse to

“ Milrer without draw1n5 storage from Amcrican F. lls. The rlvhts were awarded

A Gourt decrees and ‘can ‘not be How disturbed by’ persons who wers’ parties to

'the decree. There is no practlcal way whereby ‘the canale .désiring to ac-

j'qulre ‘86, Fork storaye can compel these canals "to reducé their diversions be-
Tow the Amount Hwsrded’ oy court ‘de¢rée, The Bureau of Reclawstion has been

on Snake River for over 30 yezrs and its MlnldoLa Project today diverts more
water pexi-gcre than the’ average dlve ~sion by all canals from: Heise tolMilusr

}'1nclud1ng those thatdlvert exve591velV. "In 1938 the Mlnldoka progect divert=
fed 7.0 acre<ft pei geré 1rrlgated being 7.6 on the No. Side and 6.} on the
'Soe Side, comparee to an ‘average of 6o u in the entlr”“Unake River area.

: There' are gust ds many borrow pits full of watér on the Mlnldoka pTOJeét as
_‘elsewhere. The Bureau has enlarged the ! outh Side Nlnldoka ‘Conal and pumps
’_untll that prOJect now durlng “the peak months draws more weter even than its
~ decree, ‘the " exeess belna charged to storage.' Thé Govte was e party to the
1]Voodv1lle décree and “in 19297 in tha't decree agreed to the amounts of water
;:aWarded i prev1ous decrees and to the award of new. flood weﬁer ‘rights of
:OVer 2 OOO goc.~ft. to varlous upper valley cenals in dddition to their old

‘j;decrees. Even 'a few years ago it voiced no objection to the Fremount-lMadison
”‘Dlstrlct's allotment of Island" “Park stor@ge t0 canals serving the Egin 3Bench
“which dre’ already dmoyjg the heaviest users of “water on the stream. I dont

mention these facts as any crltlclem of Lhe Bureau 8 polloy because 1t hed

water users they ﬁhey mus» take steps o compel these c;nals to reduce thelr
j dlverelons or it wont approve the’ 504 Fork reuerv01r, ‘when for’ many years it
:'not only acquﬂesced in but contrlbuted to the situation of which it now

S goniplaings” T
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In 1938 there were 30 ‘varials on the:river from Heise to Milner that'
-diverted :more water per acre than the Minidoka No. Side- ‘projecte These canals
however irrigated-only 94,U75 dscres. or IOF of the area served by all the canals
and :nearly. all of them served areas where:the ‘water table is trlbutary to the
‘river, 4 number of small canals wWith large: diversions ‘per dére -in our annual
tabulations give an entirely erroneous 1mpr93510n of exce551ve use if ¢pp11ed
to the area BS; 8 whlle.<:u“*' : : o T

: »;-Wmnter%ﬂqg;

Thls;matter can- best be dlscussed bysect10ns°

: @w1n Tells Proiect. Owrng to quallty of grounawater the domes»
tlc raqulrements ean:not be supplied from wells.. The only posgible method of
ellmlnatlng winter diversionsi would be to pump: water from spPIHPS on the north
. gide: ofy niver above: Shoshoné Falls and distribute same” by pipeline over:the
project’ Wthh would probably cost-a considerable’ sum 0F money’s Avout lMB 000
aore-fts of water:is now diverted from Novis 16 to Mari 31 eatl Winveri The
Company has-a: feirly adequate:supply of storage even iwm dry- years. and” vould
deubtless give up' entirely:any American Falls lease’ water: rather than’ agree to
cease; winter, diversions, - As-far as T can” see’ there is’ llttle present hope of
ellmlnailng,w1nter usé: on tkls progect. ST S e ;
TR No. Slae Tvln ﬁalls Proqect.-' Th1s project dlverts about 1H2 000
acre—ft. from Nov,-l:.to Marce:3l each winter which-ig d fotal” loss to 1rrlbatlon.
Domestic water:of good quality' could be provided: froi” Wellu, &t a probably cost
of from @700 000: to &1 OOJ OOG nhls proaect is de51rous of contlnulng the ex1st-

RIS L

watey at_lZ# per acre-ft. per year, It is the larﬁecbrlease holder, hav1ng
151,000 acre-ft, of lease water, It ie opposed to any developuent_ihat would cur-
tall its supply .of this-leaséd walr:which it reedsy It could probably be com=
pelled.fo ragree to some program:of- well : arllllng if-it had to-do o to prevent
itgelf:from-being deprived-of ~thé leasé water, prov1de some feadible plan was '
aaoptedtfor financing the construction of the wells, It feels that'if it pro-
vided .wéllsiat*thé expensp‘of'its stockholders'thé‘watef'aaVea Ehotld belong 16
it fortits exclusive.use, -Any plan “of  eliminating w1nter use of watnr must in-
clude thls prOJect AL much ‘water -1Is to bs 6aved.;~- :

AR R 504

Gy

. Upper Valley Helse to Blackfoot- Wlnter diversions less surface'
uplll back 6o the:river amount to about 185,000 adére-ft. for the 5 nioss Nove to
March, dnel. of which ‘about 1/2 drains back 'as ground-watér inflow intoé Amerlcan
Falls reéservdir and 1/2 drains westward hinder the degert end- is lost for irriga
tion .above Milner. Wells would pProbaBly cost “800 OOU and savs 90, 000 to
lOO OOO acre-ft of water each Wlnter.-w o

The canals serv1ng areas of non—trlbutary ‘water fable in this sec -
tion are! all applicants of So. Fk, storage aid would agree to cease winter diver=
gions: if: the well drilling: ﬁrcgram would be flnanced by thﬁ vovernment, repayable
under .the: Reclamatlon Loty i ¢ - .

JRP008940
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LUV E al Tt il wppear: frem the fbre301ng that" approxzmately 250 000" Zcrem
£l of W1nter water could”be Baved: on:thd: No: Side Twin Falls project and -
in the upper valley from Helse to Blackfoot.A small additional amount mlghz
be saved onthe Neirth Fork but:imuch of- that" séction is in ah’ aréa’ of C
trlbutary ground weter: and net sav1ngs would be relatlvely small. £

T .-:,"- AT

anbe’it.?People who have Wells wont pay” £or- wells for somebne else.’Canals ’ C
that:dont :divert winter water! now refuse to- pay Ior WPllS s0 thdt other canals"
can’ ‘céase W1nter dlvers1on R AR : S
UL . N it .l ’,
e ceuss The more- prosperousi?éiﬁers'hew have-wells and the owners of most

of the places needing wells are either non-resident, mortgage POmpaanS, or
persons of Limitéd: means’ with-their places morﬁgaged. It ‘costs from $500 to
3150005 L ov dPE¥L and'equlp & well and the-~ onlj way 8O complete well drllllng
program’ édh’be accompllshed, if my Judknent “is' for the! Hovernient to flnance
Ity repayable by the! individual "Tsnd -ownér-uilder- thé Reclamatlon Act along
with.ithis payments ‘for:: storab“lfHe Ban'pay* From“§12°to" $25" per ‘year Tor'his well
whére-he never ¢otldy+in‘manycases, raise at one time the entire cost thereof.
The government could mske a contract with each Canal Co, providing that it would
drill as many‘wellsﬂas neceséary ‘and+desired’ By 1andSwne s ‘inder the: danal and
the :candl’ G0 agree thattafter this was'done it "would iun' Ho winter witersw If
théviands Were i an irpigatitn district the tbst of “4He well would ‘be-asdessed
agdingtithe lands and the payment collected through taxes. If the lands were
under a Canal Co, the Canal Co. mlbht pledpge its canal system and water rlwhts
as a guaranty of'™ ‘payiicnt ias “it might- ‘alsodo™ for‘purchaSe of storpd Water,
provided it had “the authbrlty to’ make specmal]BV1es for: pajment of ‘costs of ﬁ3
wéllsj=or:the lands Might “be ‘ahnexed:-to & 1rv1gatlon district *if they weren't -
already 1n one. HL- am sure eome method could “bé dev1ged ﬁo 5uarantee to the ‘

Sol Fo kvréserv01r weuld agree ‘as" a‘candltlon to thelr belng granted rlghts
thereir; tHat *they "Wolld “cease wikfsy Water “aiversirs "if “the ‘Gowt wolld driix

the wells and let them pay for the wells along with the payments for stored ’
water. If it should'be decided to permit ‘present léase holders: of Bmerican Falls
speice Lo “buy ‘ohe~kalf fof 'sudh spacey thé samgéequlrement of ceasing winter

water divérsions should wlso bHé- applled 19 such partles who had not already

s0' $éntracted “in ‘confection with'the. So. Fork reserv01r, under the same plan

for “initidl: flnanclng. THus the ‘atter of ° sdving winter water is. tlad up with

The 8o, Fork reservoir, thé sale or- ‘¢ontinued Tease of Am. Fells' space, ‘and

some method df flnan01ng the ¢ost ‘0T welld by the Govis  The whole ‘Situation”

is hopeless’if you -just ‘say to' the canals that’ ihej must First gét contracts

for -eliminatién of 250,000 ‘adre=fty of winter use, becauSe thdt amownt “of

saving c¢dan not ‘be- secured without” ellmlnatlng sudh use on either the Twin Fglle

Wd. Side or So. Side: prowects. Neithér -of these progects has' so far apolled

for any So. Fork reséervoir.spdce.dnd both ‘seéh quite shtisfied with the status - =
quo on the river. The only way in which either might be induced to cease winter
water is for the Goviis to make sonb ‘sucH retirement in connection with the
continued. use orsale of the leased wdter, so that the meens of ! ‘compelling ‘the

JRP008941
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“saving of: wintel weter: is: now dn the-hands..of the .Govt. -and. is mot possible, .
iof accompllshment alone by those deglrlng the So. Fork reservoire -

N P

“You tried 5 jeara ago to 1nsert a prov1slon ;n the lease requlrlng that
'?ulnﬁer diversioys cease bub-upon:protést withdrew.the requirement..If the Govt.
Dygreuld ‘Pinance the ~initial eost.cof ;the rwells under-repayunent .contracis. w1th Irriga=-
‘districtssor icanal compenies therexwouldnt -be tmichvexeuse -for anyone .except

EHe TwinTells project iobjecting to: the well drilling programe There isquite a
“rkgen demerid For leéasewater, however,.a¥rid you might be able to dlspose of the full
amount of lease water if you inserted a provision in the next 5-year contract re-
qulrlng that sall participants ‘therein-agree to start.at -onee, drlllxng wells and
2o icenss winter diversions within three yeaisSe

{ The Twin-Fells: Ganal Co. probably:wouldn't sign:such a coptract und I
“dent “kxow vwhether the:Noy Side Gamal .Cos-would sign:or:-not.:These two.projects
“have slightly ower:halfior:about 220;000:acre feet of -leased water.: The,Burley
& “d!M1n1doka ‘districts would probablj take: 50,000 iqf thig ;if the two: Tw1n Falls

ojeets -gdve ituuprand we.might.be able:to. dlspose ofgmost ¢nd perhaps all of
he balance above Amerlcan Fallss - i3 o ceno R o .

[Se 51 T e e w ;"{‘ (it B B ‘i"?‘-:"-a '_";\.‘ o . o

[

i BE Theze would be ‘a:lot of 1ll—feellng arouse howaver Whlch would be
regrettable in viewvof :the present-harmonious:relationg:smong.-the canals.on the
river." This could be av01ded 1f the Govt. would flnance theiwell. drllllng

~nprogr me Y ane e S nhe i ket e oo

Line

Lty - A ERT N
wriiedt v L Wet have appreciated the\large amount of study Lhat the Bureau has glven
nitg the préplexing problem-of:additional.:storage on Snake River and espe01ally
its latest set up whereby half of the cost of the reservoir will be repaid from
. power sales, one~fourth as floéd~gontrol beneflﬁs, leaving one-fourth to be .re~
: paid by irrigation. This has reduced the irrigation cost per acre~ft to a
: figure where purchasers of space céhn buy.enough to.tide them over the years of

no storage. If an owner of space only drew:hisrwaternonce in five years it would
be equivalent to %20 an acre~ft cost, on an average annual use basis, and you
Phahe bu11t andkhaVeﬁln c@ntemplatlon numerous projects costing more than that
o The storage as deblred as 8 supplemental dry year supply exclusively
for existing projects wnd as such it is entirely feasible. These projects sur-
vived the past dry years on the ggr with their present water rights go they
wont collapse no matter how much may or may not be available for future
storage in the South Fork reservoir. OSurely there will be enough retained there:
‘under any conceivable future occurrence of stream flow to be worth 54,000,000 ta
the Snake River irrigators, who produce an average annual crop worth five times
that amount. Why quibble over contracts for saving 250,000 acre~ft which 1s
only one~fifth of the reservoir capacity, and which would largely accrue in dry
years to reservoirs with prier rights, and furthermore which will be saved anyhow
if the govt, will so reguire in contracts for the new space and for sale or
lease of American Falls space, provided it will finance the well drilling progrem.

We have the opportunity now to comtract for the s=le of the power out~
put if we can make it available by 1945, It would be a tragedy here on Snake

JRP008942
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River if we compelled these:power users Bodevelop power elsewhere and thereby
lost this market, as we might-never find ‘anothers I singerely hope the

Bureau will consider this matter further and with a full appreciation o the
existing situations I have been in close contast with water problems here

on Smake River: for.about:30: years:and: thel project seoms’ 50" meri“'lous and
feasible to mej. underithe. existing’ propesal:for distributionref costs be~
tween power, floodscontrol- end; irrigatich,. that-I. find it ‘halrd: to-bekieve that
others should deubt its being a success, and I wish that I had the ability to

make them sse the 51tuat10n as 1t actually exists,

. « ‘. .
ot “..".’x‘-" R T JEPTTIEE SO EEHY

The subscrlptlons on the So Fork space are ev1dence_of what the

people hergithink:of e wn . wwhe Soocid Prey SEavau Sy b iaes

In conmection-with the SoszFork: storage;-if undertakény there will
need to be some decision made on the disposal of the present lease waler. I
think, personally, the® thé.plan:torséll oneshalfof ther Leabe! space:to present
holders and put one-dwlf on new lands is about right, as this results in a de~
mand that will:exbaust the:South. Fork space by:presents projectss ~If they vere
not allowed to buy as much as one~half of their leased space they would want
more So. Fork storageiwhich isn'tiavailable, The bdlancesof tha*leasediwater
ought to be used on Michaud Flat or areas similarly situated as the net water
cost to thesriver there isionly oné-thifrd: of what:itiwouldrbe pér aereirrigated
if diverted to the Minidoka N.S. Extension where the water table drains away
from the stream;sl supposesthe. use:of-the: waterrof the South Fork“Reservoir
on the Govts. Indian lands of the Fort Hall progect will be Just ag effective an
argument for-condemnation~of lands=in;tihe reservoir: 51te as ifvthe tiater whe
used on Govt. lands on the Mlnldoka Exten81on.
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; Very truly yours,
: fy e et o Dy ORIt L0
' (SGD) Lynn Crandall
weter Supety L onire dsede o tDistriet. Enginders. el ey e
ce~Chief Engineer, -USBR, Denvers o bvo o Vat oo tre v apowed :

Commissioner of Recl., Washington, DC
Acting Congtruction:Tngrey.Ashton,lddkoq .

St e Dtcer ol Ll e piraertoior

et o TS

TR TS PR STELE LR L8 SIS

JRP008943



