SR '!"-,"'.'_',5;Fisca1 Year-1963, $300,000 was made available by transfer from
i - other appropriations made to the Bureau of Indian Affairs and |
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* As you know, the project was authorized on June 13, 1962. In

" . In this regard, you indicated it had been ahggested that perhaps the
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'+ .contemplated in the authorization report, In House Document 424,

e 86_th_Cong;ess, 2d Session, a 12-year constriction schedule was
'+ laid out, following two years to be used for preparation of a defi-_

. 'as rapidly as it should,

0

equal to those ‘contemplated in the authorizing document, It is true, !
* however, and I am sure you understand why this has occurred, |
-+ that the $6, 500, 000 programmed for Fiscal Year 1967 is substane |

~ Dear Clint: - : |
{

" I'have checked, as you asked, to see how the appropriations have
~ been coming through and on the progress of construction,
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Thanks for writing me on Dccember 1, 1965, telling me of your
concern that the Navajo Irrigation Project may not be progressing:’

08040000 000ncsnanscs R

» .. approved by the Appropriations Committees, In Fiscal Year 1964, "
" »$1, 800, 000 was provided to initiate construction; $4, 700, 000 was '
' 4" ‘made available in 1965. . Appropriations for the current fiscal year
o " amount to $6, 500, 000. Thus, in the four years since authorization _ .
! ",.‘.':2.'.'-'-...; $13, 300, 000 has been appropriated for the project. This is in cone ¥

‘trast to $15, 800, 000 for the four-year period after authorization

nite plan report. 'Thus, the appropriations to date are very nearly

tially less than the $15, 000, 000 contemplated in the scheduled
-12-year construction period.

\

the Bureau of Indian Affairs lacked enthusiasm for irrigation and T
that appropriations for this project should be made directly to the ' g
Bureau of Reclamation, but chargeable to the Bureau of Indian = - - :

, Affairs., While I do not believe this to be the case, 1 see no serious

objection to such a change, but do not believe it would be really
beneficial, ' ' ; - e . e
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.- I find the House Committee in considering the original bill rear- .' .
‘ranged it to clearly separate the Navajo Project from the San Juan-
. Chama Project and to provide that the funds for the construction of .
the Navajo Indian Project would be included in the budget requests . el
17+ of the Bureau of Indian Affairs instead of the Bureau of Reclamation, ' '
' although the latter would have responsibility for construction. The
. = -intent seemed to be to divorce it completely and effectively from la
P, the funding programs of the Bureau of Reclamation and the financing °
arrangemcnts of thc Upper Colorado River Dasin Fund., Chairman
, - Aspinall pomted this out in the debate on the bill in'the House on
_ May 22, 1962. 'In actual practice, the Bureau of Reclamation each , )
.+ + year prepares the budget estimates for the Bureau of Indian Affairs '_ ;o
. ‘and assists in justifying them both before the Bureau of the Budget ;
w7, . and the Congress. SR .

.t.
1

.As we push ahead with the prOJect a number of other matters have

Dae 2t know, more detailed land classifications subsequent to authoriza-

" arisen that are giving the Department increased concern. As you o ,..,;.5_""5' .

a4
tion established that a substantial part of the land included in the . @™ //J
project area as originally planned is non-irrigable., It was therefore /¥ |

>~
.

necessary to find substitute lands to maintain the authorized acreages
' ‘This resulted in a change in the lands to be irrigated west of Chaco . Tl
L - Wash and the addition of 20, 000 irrigable acres in four townships
“rfIv i adjacent to but not included within the originally authorized project, g
" Providihg irrigation service to these 110,000 acres will not only
; "::'.\ require the modification of the original authorization to include the
: -".'.'- .four townships but it also w111 require an authorization for the investe
:7: ment of 'substantially more money because the lands, particularly
_west of the Wash, are much more expensive to serve. We estimate .
now that it will require an additional $60 million over the currently . . -
authonzed $135 m11110n (mdexed to $145 million) to irrigate 110, 000

: N acres.' 0t .
";..'..". H v . R

’ Since th'e' project was authorized four years ago, exciting new oppors b

L ¥! 7 ’tunitiés for industrial development on the Navajo lands have been e

e ~.‘f,; e emerging.’ These include particularly the opportunity to use the coal

: ."~J'.: resource of the Navajo Indians for steam generation of electric :

*""% "power and to develop related industries, including petro chemicals:
. .. 'Accordingly, we are not now at all sure that it will be serving the

* " Navajos well to dedicate all of their available water for agricultural
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- with your approval,

- ing the bost use of resources and obtalnlag the pest possible results . R \ i
«. for-the Tribe, Iwould like to emphaslze that studios we will make . ! . -

purposces and by so doing forceclose poonibilitics for {industrial . SR
and rocroational developmont whicu would scom to offer more ;
posaibilitiea to advanco the aconomic opportunitics of the Tribe, .

With this in mind, wo are worklay with the Tribe to evaluate B '

potential opportunitics for ludustrial dovelopracat on tribal landa e
in the arca and tho cconomic advantages that would acerue to the
Navajo paople if water werg made avallabie for, and dodlecatod

to, industslal and othox nonagricultural purposas, ; , '..' B |

Also, I am asking the Bureau of Reclamation to conduct a-complete 7.
re-cvaluation of the proposed irxigation project and to advise me . =
as to tho slze and location of an irrigation projoct which would - ' . . 07
raake the most efficient uso of watar and othex regourcea, Ihave, ' '
dsked to be advlged as quickly as possible of the comparative

advantages of Including and not including tho lands in the four towne .- - &
ahipo outside of the authorized arca, I «lso have askod to be . g :.:,",.f-‘_ i
informed us to whether or not it would be advisable and possible to . "0 1LY
modify the maia supply works if less thon tha 110,000 acres were *.° Lo g
placed under lrrigation. Frankly, Inow have grave doubts as to AR

tho advisability of planning at any timo to cxtend the irrigation j
project wept of Chaco Wash. The studies which I am requesting v . o
will provide a basis for making a decislion on this matter, When LR

-

I believe that thla course of action will permit us to make good use
of funds currcatly available to the Navajo Projcct as well ag the ™ . " -
Burcau of Reclamation and tho Bureau of Indlan Affalrs pergosnel - . e
la the area, and glve both you and me assurances that we are make o e RS

arc Intended solely to assist the Tribe ia making the best use of its :
water. Our studles &rc not intended in any way to affact the Tribe's ' o
entitlemont to the water or the construction of those facllitics that .« -,
would be necessary for delivery. I hopo thls course of action rcets

-

You also exprossed your interest la the carly execution of the cone
tract betweon the Navajo Trlba and the Depasimont of the Intesior .

]

(a3 = =

- meaningful {nformation is available from theso studles, we ghall, .- ° - s b
. of course, discuss them with you in depth. e o)
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S which was élpproired by the Navajo Tribal Council March 24, 1964,
€' *."" 'In view of the questions which have been raised and which we pro= + .

,,“" " ' pose to study, we have intentionally delayed finalizing the contract, o
¢ fy SO aett * i : L . 4 g . ) ' g O, .
’ . 3 ) S .I . . ‘o ‘ . .... " e ‘1
.o o o : Y Sincerely yours, . ...° IR
| e : . . ' . " A ’ ' " ' i W o L
Coed : ' I Any o : K
Lok . £l Stewan o
._b - '..-‘. . . ' ¥ 5 .l o , ' . .. . ,“ . ; .!‘f !
L 3 w7 A ' * - . P tw
¥ F Ve .. Secretary of the Interior. - . "
e ! oo RS 7 B SRR il
5 ! ,..I‘ . L ] , . i ...:. e i .J T vt ) g
.+ ' Hon. Clinton P. Anderson BRI v T e R A
: : ' . T I ) 1 e 0 e e
.. “United States Senate SH, W w 'y TE SRR A R LN
v . n R i) . . L T i e, A
- Washington, D. C. - .., . ° o ARy e SRR Eae
‘s . . « " ¢ . "I.. i 'l'h ) 25 P . «
. * [ 0 . i
- v " s S "
. (4 v . . ‘e e . vl
. s i . ARTO | . p e sl Fokt . ot
e o o cC: . - -3 P "., . W . V. .l:.-
.. .y ¢ ). Assistant Secretary, Public Land Management - . ol RO
i 0 W TR Commissioner, Bureau of Reclamation e it SR BT g
o . . Py . ' 1y . Vo ot IR 1 e
. mLo4o e Commigsioner, Bureau of Indian Affairs 0 Jagli DO I T
.t .: ¢ : ‘- b b 1. PRI ";,l.. : - i - : ' f . ' ' : ; o .‘ ._'_ ?.
‘\. e * . : L b : B . !,lJ '.2 . - “" :
" “. ,I'.-" : ) ) :‘ -'_ - ; i 4 1?.". f . ; - H
i o . % | g, A 0 SRt o . -'- . t,
. i o ' re b 1 R . ) N i
. £ TR GEE Rl RRLLERIN ' ' Ve 1 st
e 1 LS e o ke v e :
" ',' ] . ™ i -"' R, e R 'kl [ ' ) .
I R ’ i, ‘ AR : ;
. - ! H "' f . s Ii Y. ‘: R "I £ .I‘ i v R
3 i o R C NG e,
v F -’.'. Ch -‘ Pl . i . '. . ' ; i‘. - ‘._'.; ; " g
Ly pe T BT Al St ' ; 3 S
5 so PR ] i ; : % s
i : : i : .-.' i : .'.- b . 3 ._'._' 5 ; ’ i p f oty . Y
o . i (3 ‘;’.-. ‘}‘ -4 '| 't .' L A ..' o .-r‘ :
LI it . R P, ' o i i z
: . o ‘ o " _.‘; ' : 5! 4 B F
wtt Bl e Y i ' : R S i
' 4 Ll a v ' * | 4. . .
L A,
: * ¥ . . *
K i [ 'y
* &
. " ‘. ' :-. ,
- g g AT WL
ISR T P X SRRSOy RO, MRS
RGN “ : -

e W Semiatr MSCETY -




