'Routine Delays
Gooseberry -
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J .‘;;!’/ 'sg,z .71‘_.,
' Tribune Washington ‘Bureau
WASHINGTON, D. C., Nov. 14
| _The Goose y irrigation proj-
ect, second on Utah's small reser-
[ voir progra;m.__.‘irs' deeply enmeshed
in the red tape set up by the sec-
ond Case-Wheeler act. It has not
| vet been afﬂﬁqued by any of the
inalf dozen, agencies which must
Lapprove it béf%re_ it can
4president, . .
Under this new laW‘,"g\‘%‘;y small
| reservoir project musf%'@.épproxred
iby the départment of agriculture.
'The Gooseberry has rum into snags
in t.ha.t_depar't-ment.,ﬁb;re ques-
tion has arisen.whether it serves
the major purposes .and meets all
_the requirements of the law.
There is some intimation that
‘the department of agrieulture may

find it necessary to make exemi-
i nations in the field béfore render- |
ing its fudgment, though this is
still being de 1. No official |
would ¥ ess as to when
this pro zo to the presi-
dent f 3 oval; indeed,
none e the amation bureau
J I8y t willing. to give the project
! unqualified approval.

The reclamation service appar-
ently is satisfied that the project
is feasibie and desirabie, but it 1no
longer has full say, and Secretary
Ickes cannot put his approval on
the project until he gets clearance
from the secretary of agriculture,
from W P A, from the budget and
from the national resources admin
istration.
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ederal Help
ooms for ‘I {
Sanpete Dam

Bureau Makes
Report on
Gooseberry Job

The long-awaited Gooseberry

dam project to provide supple-|

mental irrigation on 10,000 acres
in Sanbete county may be under-
taken as a federal project, State
|Engineer T. H, Humpherys said
Monday on receipt of a report
from the United States bureau of
| reclamation of eight years' study
lon the project.

The report, covering studies be-
‘gun in 1932 by the federal bu-
reau in cooperation with the Utah
water storage commission, already
! has been approved by A. O. Harp-
| er; chief engineer of the bureau of
reclamation. It must also be ap-
proved by the’state engineer be-
| fore further steps can be taken
toward the project.

F_‘inance Difficulties

Much of the delay in completing
the report, said Mr. Humpherys,
was due ‘to difficulties in finding
a means of financing construction
| of the project, since the proposed
development would not produce
enough income to pay its own cost
within a reasonable period of time.

However, the Case-Wheeler act,
enacted May 9 of this year, pro-
vides $3,500,000 of federal funds
for financing up- t6-54- per cent
of such projects through W P A
or C C C, and provides the govern-
ment may loan the remainder to
be repaid over a 40-year period
without interest. It now is thought
the Gooseberry project-may be
brought under the terms of this
act. ;

Project Described

The project involves gonstruc-
F{.,i:n of Gooseberry ‘dam on Goose-

rry creek seven miles east of
Fairview in Sanpete county, or
of an alternative mammoth dam
three miles south on the same
creek. It would provide storage
of 10,000 acre feet of water for
use in supplemental irrigation of
10,000 acres in San petec ounty.
* Cost of the project originaily
was estimated at 81,000,000, but
several glternative plans have been

under supervision of E. G. Nielson,
bureau of reclamation engineer in
charge of tHe investigation. No es-
timate can be made on the even-

— tual cost until the state has deter-

mined which plan to favor, said
.Mr. Humpherys.
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MT. PLEASANT, Aug. 24.—T.
W. Jensen had received a wire to-
day from Senator William H.
King, in Washington, Bl eyad-
vising that “Reclamation offi-\
cials today advised entire cost of
Gooseberry project approximate- 1
ly $1,000,000, of which about |
$500,000 or $600,000 reimburse-
able. ;

“Engineer and other details
being prepared. Am insisting this |
project be immediately —under- |
taken. Officials regard it as im-
portant and are giving it every
possible consideration.”

This wire comes at this time
of drouth as a hope for which the
farmers of Sanpete County have
long walited, reglizing ‘that only
through the storage of a litional

water will-this county ¥ able to
hold its own against -~ ::h and
the persistent lack ¢ 11 fall.

liam H. King
' Justus O. See
T. W. Jensen,
Pleasant Lion:s Y
Bench of the W”, anpete Ir-
rigation company that reclamation
officals "in - Washington, D. C.
,Thulf-'_sd_ay said the entire cost of
the Gooseberry irrigation project | -
‘would be approximately $1,000.000, |
of which about $500,000 or $600,000
'will be reimbursable. »
 Engineering and other details
are being prepared. Senator King
is urging that this project be im-
mediately undertaken and has ad-
vised that Washington officials re-
gard it as important and are giving
it every possible consideration. =
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The Utah wa swragé commis-
sion was urged Twuesday by a dele-
ration from ncrth Sanpete county
0 intercede whh the United States
sureau of reclamation in an effort
0 get an early report on the pro-

sosed Gooseberry project.
This preject, whica would include
15,000 acre foct dam and a long
bunnel, would provide sulplemien-

,ary water for 10, 000 acres of land|

n the northern part of Sanpete
ounty. The farmers are anxicus
0 know If the bureau considers
fne project feasible from an engi-
1eering and econcinle standpoint.
Elmo L. Irons of Moroni, chair-
nan of the water users’ committee
f Nerth Sanpete, said the water
njade avaijlable by a project like
Soosekerry would mean the differ-
nce between good crops and pcor
rops in a year like the rresent.

Crops Reduced

Mr. Irons said that in north San-
cete wihile the sugar beets are good
here will be only about 2o per cent
f a normal crcp of alfalfa, grain,
>eas and potatoes because of frost
ind drouth. The southern part of
3anpete county, on the other hand,
s in gocd condition because of the
vater rrovided by the Gunnison
"@Servoir.

County commissioner Lyman See-

ey was in the delegation ‘'which
alled on the commission.

Grover A. Giles, assistant attor-
1€y general, said the amendnent
roposed by Uta people to tine bill
umending the Boulder canyon act
pparently is misunderstood by
nembers of the congressional dele-
ration.

Explains Object

The cbject of the alriendment,
e explained, Is to make it per-
ectly clear that Utah and other
Jolorade Tiver basin states can
roceed with projects of their own
vithout having to wait for comple-
ion of the coxperhensive survey
f the basin.

Ielamd H. Kimball, engineer

ninager of the Colorado River-|

Sreal Basin Water Users’ assccia-

tion said he didnot consider the!

latest amendment [ roposed by Rep-
resentative Ake Murdock to be ad-
equiate. He sald he fears the lang-
uzge of b”e'{}n;end.:cEnt dzes not'

|
|
|

inizke Utah indeperident of the act.'

Mr. Giles said he believes Utah is
protected adequately without the
amendment, but he sees no objec-
ton to one ” as 48 auhona.ry
e s T . S B




