3 The story of our rivers here in north Idgho is big. Fantastic

development of our water resources seems near at hand and is of

_____great importance to our part of Idaho. P Bwilell il o
= Will be econamic 1ift - North Idahc - a new and vigorous empirel!

Few realize the power pot.ent:.al and other benefits are all im- ’/ '

portant. The Columbia River Basin boasts a potential of 28 of

the nation's hydro capacity. Our part of this river system is =

probably the least. deve10ped. The Clearwater and SaJ.mon are thus

untamed. The upper and lower Snake are presently under develop—

o ment, but the mid-Snake is now In great controversy with important a

developnenta close at handl

L ) I should start the discussion with the lower Snake since this is —_—

~ Idaho water and it affects us very much. The lower Snake dams,

fou:r_ in _x;xmber; Ice Harbe;, I.oH;r_Monmm;sl_, I..:i}.tle _Goose and

JLower Granite, will bring slack water to Lewiston, Idaho.

The navigation facilities mean much and affect our forests, agri- = =

culture and other products which will have a great promise to

- reach markets that so far have been removed. Likewise, trans-

portation of bulk commodities into the region will be beneficial i

to our econamy.

—_— —— The lower Snake development is now well under way. The four

dam plan runs intc a cost figure of over 3 billion dollars.
$555,000,000
e = . Now here is a brief run down: —

ICE HARBER: ' — It e T =

E _ ; 9 m:._'l.ea up the Snake from Pasco.

Cost——— =l —3125,000,000_ —
~Pool Elevation 44O ft. elevation above sea level - dam 100 ft. high

S_t.ﬁt-uei . Well along Pool to be raised in ! December 1961,




_ owmoweews.:
) ———— — 41 .6 miles upstream from Pasco (near Ka.hlotns)— (6 miles)
T - Cost - §151,000,000 OIS
T  Pool Elevation 540 ft. above sea level - dam 100 ft. high
Pre-construction plans will be finished this year. |
- With Oon.gresaional approva.l 3 complet.lon in 1966, if appréﬁi
e Seewelegve. oo
— LITTLE GOOSE: — — - — —_—
i L 70.3 mles upst.rean (near R:Lpa.rla.)
:_ _ _i_ _ Cost - ) GLE%OOO 000 L y :;
et ~—Pool Elevation 633 ft. above sea level - height of dam 93 Fte
T i Pre—cons’c.ruct:.on pla.ns started in 1959. i
T i Congressional approval - COI;I;KED :ar_l Et. in 1962 e
. LOWER GRANITE: -
l “SEa " 113 miles upstream (near Wawawai) : ¥
I __  cost 311»0.006.0_00_ 2] _i
— — Pool Elevation 735 ft. above sea level
i i ~ Advance plans not. at.a.rt.ed. E A =8
. J —:__ ] N&v;goion facilities pmviﬁed in all. [ : __
e e T Size of locks = 86 x 675 x 15* T
~ ONE OTHER MENTIONED IN THE NEWS: =y
= ASOTIN: L C - B
— —Just above the grain warehouse, town of Asotin——
¥ Cost e 035 720000 - S 7 - Et
Pool Elevation 842.5 ft. above sea level 9
— AP0 — A L
o ] T T Navigation a.nd_ slack watér_ uE:;t_r_eam to Lime Point Oregon
;__ e iy Locks will have 110 ft. lift. s e =t
e Huge lime deposit near Oregan state line. S
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BRUCES EDDY: = — —— —

- ia 1887 - Bruce Lipscomb - NLP._Eng:.neeLon_lmtioerk_fQL .

people think—BrucerEddris a newcomer. It is an old

proj ect howeverl

~————— Ni Ps rail route from Montana tm‘ough mﬂm—mesrmay

probably named a.fter.

2.  Lewiston Tribune Story - May 20, 1906 referred to Bruces
_Eaay—as_a‘n important power site. T ST o S

3. 1920 - Grangevﬂ_'l.e Ligl‘rt and Power Co. inveat:.gated sit.a,

L. 192; U. S. Geological Survey made references to site

in J.ts notes as an important power aite.

5 1948 -~ the 308 Report — Army Corps of Engineers proposed

development of site to a lower elevation as now pl'a.rine& .

~ to fit ma.jor storage of upstream Elberry site. (30 miles up_)_
6+ The floods of 1948 and 1949 — - —_—

Vanport disaster e P "I S

—-nothing developed - Planning work and design made. —

Army Gorps of Engineers took look a.t basin to see W'EE'.RE

DOES ALL THIS WATER COME FROM? —
Revealed: - B ) o =

1.  Floods of 1894 - Clearwater River contributed to 9% of water

———of the Columbia River. S— —_—

2. Floods of 1948 - Clea.rwatar R:Lver cont.ribut.ed 11% of Ha.tar

of the Columbia R:Lver.

3. Floods of 1956 - Clearwater River contributed to 10% of
water in Columbia River.

~General Ibtschner; "A most important developments- upst{eam—— =

st.orage, affords control." E‘U‘- 1 L 77 "‘} ‘ 3

Bruces Eddy a multipurpose project. Power, flc flood control and
nav:.ga.tion.

"Cleaxwa.ter River m most susceptible to con‘t.rol. ~ (General Foote)

plew 1458
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o T SR ) = 4 R W D Y
e The Clearwater River inm 1948 had a peak discharge of
i _7—_ l??,OOOGFS é_@mdlowrmgeofBMtol. T s - Lp
— AR —— —
~Salmon - 100,000 CFS ' = T -
’  Snake-30,0000R8 2 000 s
e : The Clearwater has been termed as a ™wild untamed river®. Vel
~ NORTH FORK OF THE CLEARWATER - BRUCES EDDY SITE —
il ILIR Drainage area 2, MO square miles - B:Lt.tar Root. Hounta.:.ns -
L st memeainitatien. . Apoff 0 . . & ______
——— —— Mean run-off = 46 year average 1910 to 1955 is 4,200,000 A.F. —
“ | Maximm run-off 1928 - 6,680,000 AF.
. Minimum run-off 1924 - 2,157,000 AFa e s
- 2. —  Peak discharge Decamber 1933 = 100,000 CFS o s e
" mmow : T,
= ) Wﬂm(mumj__4@ [oO FT — fic 0) n'
? “Three selections to be made? e " F i
| Al e e e e s ‘_ ST i
: ok S Geatioe Lopwet - - . - =
SJ%/M IR = T TR T
o % Go T ek, L0 b . .
C __ Most likely 570 ft. but strong points for 600 ft. elevation (o%°
—  TYPEOF DAM : ’ e T S = ===
1, —Rockfiirtype il g i
2. Concrete Arch - gravity -
e - —  Type of dam is yet a toss up to be decided in thenext few

months. =
e e Aheautiful_amctnre,_alha lends to any type — fw —
- STORAGE s T o= TR = 2 TR

— LS I L

1,433,000 ft. - a useable storaga :ror flood cont.ml and power




80,000 K:.lomt.t.s. units - total Kilowatts 2&0,000 — = E—

- J = gL ~ Downstream benefits high - in power up to 600,000 (I‘E,schner) e Arn
_t - e Costs of project - 3127 296, 000 (Cona_tr_uc:io;; o_nl?)_ ) 3 ﬂ_; .
 COST ALIOCATION — CHARGED TO CONSTRUCTION : -

Flood control - 27% or 35,072,000 """/

L  Navigation - % or 7,343,000 b i
A L s — 67% or- 814, 81,3,000 P L e |
T = ~Total — $127,258,000 =
=l ~ Recreational cost MJ.ocati_oE _ ) o ____ N _,_ — Al e |
- — =—-38,000- - —
e = g v Grand Total = $127,296,000 J R T A v |
 FUDSOBADEDPIANNG oL - i
= 1958 fiscal year — —$500,000 e
2 \] F 1960 fiscal year ~ $770,000 r o o t ) __ i
Total $1,270,000
———Complete enough for authorization NOW - - ——
g Left to do - about 5400,000 for final deta.:la
ij = __ ~ Total $1,670,000 for the job - I i _:—:___ TR SRR
L o Project could be started as of mow
[  Drill work has been completed - little checking todo

REMAINS TO BE DONE

~———————Determinations will be made . —— - st
T T e, = Some atudy on typeanddesign e}
_— Quest.ion Rock f£ill or concrete gravity arch combination [
- - — : Authorization - now ready — -
~  RESULTS = IGHAL T P DO A i S L -
_— 3 __: __—__ a;ﬁ'_e;t- _s;be -_ Itscgn_er: One of the_;e;t in the country - It;l;n;cg B -
———————Highly desirable; a dream projects
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e _ Best control of t the water - downstream benefits are grgat i:j:_
l'_—___ Affords c¢lose regular control of water T ~ L =
b | ~ Planning studies complete this year. Determinations will J
. bemade on Type - Height - Structure - Storage and Power S
AT T -in ne%o oW oo ioee .
__ g Fores; important - enhance our forest_economy. : o __ ek
ST Plans call for fish and log passing facilities, alsoc analysis
e ~of downstream regulation of power discharges. | =
ot o Ly"p ___ffo reloca.t.:.ons of t.ou_nj or mprovemmts. j_ e
=5 L e Preliminary permit issued by F.P.C. to utility company to —
=P e investigate Bruces E‘ddy Bite lugust. 195&, to February 1956, i
nn;c_l_l ;ro;'k was dona. j L i ]
' _Preliminary permit expired July 1957. Interest still remains
y ]_"_______'____ﬁﬂﬁﬁ___'” Nl e = e
e s A ) ‘
o O s While the project is ready for authorization action isnot
AR P i Iikely by Congress during this session of Congress.
~ Election year —- Civil Rights — Few water pro:]ecta likely, -
I - Probably will get more planning money for final designe
4 ‘Next Congress - look for action - apring 1961. (0, L I
Ve areayesr away it seems. B - LT Tt B
ENDORSED BY NEARLY ALL — : - _— —
I — ~ We hope for local utility particlpatien Hay be the quickest.
Fr Favorable legislation on downstream bemefits would make this .
more possible. =
T AR S " Benefits other than power Tafé_ﬁf‘[gh: (Refer to previous f:.gurea)_ L Tl
_— s, ___ HB #7201 _(ﬁe;al?) ) May 18, 1959 —— Now m__liu_i_as_ (_}qmlttee, i __ ;
g e —as-of March 23, 1960 ~ could come out - could die., Has been
3 e amended. Looks fair and equitable., This would put. us in L

business.



Nation Wide Gmgg B

Page 7

If not — Hope for arrangement for price on falling water — utility.

~Our-recreational benefits will be great. = il

‘I'he Ob,jectors = 1.-:11:1 I.ife - Wildemesa cluba ¥ o

5,329 in dra:mage

— - 120—Bruces Bddy —  — —— ——— —

Fish hatcheries planned for the region, and Bruces Eddy site.

1,100 boats opening day at lake above Idaho Fa.lls. Island

Calj.f.‘ornla have developed f fine recrea.tlon inm ma.n—made lakes.

~Tennessee Reservoir discovered important fish-and reereational

1s
‘Park Dam - (Ed Pederson) - —
) | - 2. Shasta Reservoir in cm:omia, ‘near Reddmg and Red Bluﬁ:,
e e
:_ g y resourcﬁ.__ —_'_—_" B -
= bo

Virilis Fisher, outstanding outdoor writer, tells of tremendous

—recreation facilities on man-made reservoirs: Example - ILake —

~__area throughout the year.

Meade. More than 3,000,000 people frequent the Lake Meade

—At Lake Meade last Labor Day weekend alone, despite the —

desert heat there were 65, 073 campera, p:l.cnlckers, swimers,

— - wabar nkiore, haaie;'_a__gnig_ahm. _In that weekend alone

there were 4,731 boats transported to the area and launched,

plus 900 othera cmsing the lake from pema.nent. moorings.
I do not mean that our region could reach such figures for

many years, but it certainly is a comparison and it shows the

empha.sia we have on outdoor recrea.tion. *B

__They know they ha.ve saneth:mg worth work_‘l.g_for. _The Lewis
—and Clark highway puts Bruces Eddy right on the main routes

‘We will develop our out.door resources to catch the vacationers

and hold them a day or so.
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__ MOUNTAIN SHEEP PROJECT: oL
Location - 1 mile above Salmon River - on 1 the Sna.ke

)_ . 188,9 miles upstream from mouth. — —

~  Lake 58.5 miles along the the Hell's Canyon site and 7 miles up A
the Imnaha River. :

- Pool Elevation — first planned (1,4w_m_(1,5mmu— =

" detemmined.

PNP Gcinpany gpphed for license in 1959. Hearings Ec_:_t-)a held

before Federal Power Commission Mareh 21, —

~ Now scheduled for July 18, 1960. - -

The PUD'S of wa.shingbon State have in February 1960juest.ed _

_— ———from the Federal Power Commission consideration-on construction— —

at the Nez Perce site just bel helow ' the mouth of the Salmon.

Issue clouded again! More muddy water!

— COMMENT: —— —_— - —— —_—
) I I 1like to look under the wood pile, here are some of the things

— wefinde e —— —

1s The soundness of the High Mountain Sheep proposal has been

_a_.uthoritatiively confirmed. As recently as January 11 of this

———— ————year the Corps of Engineers published its report covering its =

a:dlaust:.ve i'our—-year review of the Colmnbia basin water resource

. development program., In his letter of transmittal to the

— Secretary of the Army, General E: C¢ Itschner, Chief of Engineers, —

] raport,:d: "The problem of pa.ssing ‘migratory fish at high dams,

~__in the opinion of authoritative sources, cannot bq resolved in
less than eight to ten years, and, because of the unique fisheries

pro'blan presant.ed they state t-ha.t at least- ﬁ.ft.een to twenty

N ____Yyears might be necessary to resolve the problems the would be

£ S— ———created by the Nez Perce project: Since construction of either— —

t.he Iower Camfon or the Nez Perce project is p precluded unt.il the -




. benefits that would be realized from the High Mountain Sheep
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projecf. would out weigh the initial economic superiority of

L

the Nez Perca project.®

2+ Senate Bill 2586 which, if enacted, would prohibit federal or — — —

~ private construction of the high dams on the SEIJILOI'; River

until further ' development in the f:l.sh _passage a.nd other

———————————‘technigues should warrant poliey change. —— — — =

"~ Here are some reasons for such kind of legislation.

Of the 239,500 fish migrants passing through the Nes Perce

= —sa‘:‘ee---l—'?%,—500~er—?2$- will go up the Salmon River, 51,000 or - -
208 u up the Snake with the balance of 16,000 up the Imnaha _

~ River. From these records the mporta.nce of the Salmon River

- as the principal migratory stream of the Columbia River —

~ system cannot be minimized.

_IN COMPARISON:

private const.ructlon it should be equa.l in scope and purpoae

~ to the projec‘b recognized bx the Corps of Engineers, 1510%.

——The amended application of the Pacific Northwest Power Company

a.lready has met. w::.th reqtﬁ_rementa in these respects.

=i When examined under the test of best cenmrehensive development

— == of that part of the Snake and Salmon Rivers the High Mountain

] Sheep alone \-ri_'ll have 3.1 million acre feet useable storage
and initial capability of 1,000,000 kilowatts and an ultimate

i of 2,000,000 kilowatts at the sites When combined with the

nif and when the fish pmblan is solved" the lower canyon pro;jec

Total useabla e storage will be 5 515,000 acre feet and t.he

ultimate capability-of 3,;4000;000-kilowatts at the sites—
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By comparison Nez Perce (initial 1,200,000 kw) would have R

—)— ————————only 45 million acre feet of useable storage‘capability of —  —

2,400,000 Kilowatts. Downetream benefits also woul would be R

Megem JLE= 0 _c_:grrespondinﬂv greater for the High Mountain Sheep c_mbmtiog._ ey
— Nez Perce cost ) —4§976;500;000——————— =T

High Mountain Sheep & Canyon ~ $261,804,000
 NOVELPLAN DEVISW) FORFISH:
B Mmoo —Included in the Pacific Northwest Power plan for High Mountain .

b Sheep Dam construction is a miqﬁt-:o_ idea for fish pa;ee_ge. The

g ‘= o K. . 16,000 fish that transcends the Imnaha will have a $15,000,000

—— facility, much like a private d:ﬂvewa;rta Ture them back to thelr

natural spammg areas.

N E _ Incidentally the cost neerly 31,000 per fish.
——THE TAX SITUATION: o = e ———— == — =

 This is of grea.t mportance to me - the nigger in the wood pn_'l.e.

Sy With our QM.M&MMMMQt here
— in our part of Idaho being locked at continualiy by out-of-state

people ] feel our pose:.b:lllty to exist as a state ie being

e ——— __rapidly taken away and dissipated by people who have no interest.

——in Idaho other than that which they can take. I much prefer that

Idaho pec:ple handle Idaho wat.er pro‘alens i‘irst for the benefit

______ of Idaho people. I view water resources tax benefiis somewhat

as I do forest land tax benefits; both are renewable resources

and resources by which this sta.t.e has means of eau.e’cence.

—_The invasion of PUD's of Washington state is an encroachment

on the interests of Idaho people. No longer can we give to

such ta.x exenpt bod.lBB our heritage.

- _ The Pacific Northwest Power Company, of course, pays pmpez:t.y_

\
~ tax, generation tax and income tax which would%?oportionateiy S

shared w:u.t.h t.he sta.te of. Idaho.
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Tha_ﬂabinet_ﬁnrga;mjmjnﬁamar_Cmmiw_acéomta for — —

about 38 mill reduction in tax levy for that cownty.

In our state the 3 private utilities paid over 11% of state

How could we possibly pick up the tab for such a tax increase,

and that is what we would have to do without ut_ility help.

These people who have a stake in our future and who are willing

to venture such heavy capital expenditures have faith in our

future. Of the previous figures of $7,389,525 of the tax

bill, $5,688,035 was property tax, $1,318,027

was kilowatt hour tax,and other taxes amounted to $383,463.

This in my opinion is worth worlking for.

Thank yous

Any Questions? N el

Tax - PUD - Pay 2% Gross on Distribution T o= P

Tax - PUD - Pay 5% Gross on Distribution & Generation

No Property Tax

No Tax to Idaho - A Municipal Corporation
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