/{)’ P | Denver, Colorado, October 15, 1940,

MEMORANDUM TO EYDRAULIC INCGINEER:
(H. E. Pelham)

Subjest: Report on Gooseberry Projeoct and Price River Invastigstion, Utah,
l. Reference is made to Mr, Nielsen's letter dated October 11, 1940.

2. The Price River, Spanish Fork Transmountain Diversion Projeet, does
appear to be the more attractive than the Goeoseberry Froject from a strioctly
economie standpoint. However, it seems that there are other fastors which muet
be considered. In the first place the need for additional water in the Goose~
berry Project area appeers to be considerably more acute than in the Spanish
Fork erea with the only possible means of obtaining additional water lying
in trensmocuntein diversions from the Coloradc River Basin. The Coossberry
Project erea at present depends almost entirely on the ndtural flows to pro-
vide Begessary irrigation water whieh s upply naturally beoomes deficient after
the spring runoff, Diversion of Price River flows to the Spanish Fork River
by means of the proposed tranamountain tunnel from Scofield Reservoir would
deprive the Gooseberry Project water users of their only hope for a storage
reservoir and with this the hope of realizing the full benefit of the unusually
fortile landa, On the other hand, the Spanish Fork River interests alresdy
heve one large reservoir, built by the Buresu of Reclamation, which furnishes
& supplemental late season supply.

3. With development of the Gooseberry Frojeot and enlargement of Scofield
Reservoir to an aotive capacity of 65,000 acre~feet, full Gooseberry diversion
could be made from Price River and still leave a 42,000 acre-feet supply for
other uses. By purchese of 2000 eacre-feet of storage capacity in the Secofield
Regervoir at & very reaasonable ¢ost, unreastricted diversion from White River to
Spanish Fork River could be made. This would leave an estimated 40,000 acre-
feet supply for Price River lends, which is suffiocient for e full supply to
11,500 acres, which is 1500 acres more than the aree that can be irrigated
econcmically. It is estimated that about 7000 acre-feet of White River flows
eould be diverted to Spanish Fork River elthough probably only hadf of this
would be fully useful. Assuming the cost of the 2000 acre-feet of replacement
storage in Scofield Reservoir to be in proportion to the capacity required, the
estimated cost of replacement to the Spanish Fork interests would be 2/73 of
$278,000 or £7,600. Totel cost of feeder cenals to White River tributaries is
$115,200, On ihe baeis of & fully useful diversion of 3500 acre~feet, the
annual cost per acre-foot, including a $1000 ennuel operation and meintenance
cost, would be less then $1.20 per acre-foot which is consideradbly less than
costs per acre-=foot for the Scofield Tunnel diversion.

4. It is thought that the above points should be considered in determining
which of the developments is most in the pudlie intereet.
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