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THE vENtuRA RIVtR STORY
By Leland Bennett

Gene r a l Manager and Chief Engineer
Ven t u r a River Mun i cipal Water Distric t

fRreWa rd . A doc u=entary of any s eque nce of events i s
likely t o be a r a t he r boring diatribe to a l l but those
i nt i mat e ly involved in aome, or all, of the r ecorded
happen i ngs . Whi l e i t appears un l i kely t hat s uch a
docu~entary r ega r ding the s o l ution o f ~e Ventura Rive r a rea
water Froble. wil l be a ny l ess boring t han other .imi l a r
documentaries, I teel a ce r ta i n obligation to my.el f , i f no
ona e lso , t o write s uch a docu~ent. I n a .ense , th is will
be a s umma ry statement and f i nal report on a l'-year period
of e.plo~er.t with VRMWD that s pans a l oos t one-half of my
pr ofe ss i onal ca r eer . To the exte nt that t he fi rst pe rson is
used in t he r eport , it i s hoped that t he r eader wi l l
unders t a nd that t he ha p?eninqs r ecorded he r e wer e in no
sens e a t t r ibut ab l e t o one pe rson 's persona l e f f orts but wera
invari ably t he res ult o f teaavork and c o- ope r a t i o n among the
many peopl e, ent i t i es , and a ge nc i es inVOlved .

Hi s %ory . Chronic wa t er suppl y shortages had plagued
t ho r es i de nt s and farmers o f t he Ventur a Ri ve r waterShed
area tor ~ny years . As ea r l y as 1925 , the need t or water
conse rva tion works was r ecogniz ed in t he ojai Valley a r ea ot
the wate r s hed and a n ette~pt ~ade to provide a soluti on .
The Lippencott report , prepared in 19 25 fo r and at the
expense of a g roup known e s the Matili ja Wate r Pro ject
Co~~itteQ, o ut l i ned a fa irly a~bitious project t o r
i mportation of water to the Oja i via a " t unnel fr om Sespe
Cr eek . Noth i ng concrete ca me o t t h i s proposal , p robably due
to lack of f i nanc i ng . A few years late r in 193 ) , t he Sta te
Division of Wa t e r Resources (predeces s or ot the St at e
Depa rtment o f Water Resources) i s s ued i ts Bulletin No. 46
cove r i ng the re sul ts ot i ts Ventu ra County water supply
investigati ons co nduc t ed between 1927 and 193 3 . I n 19 3' ,
Li ppe ncot t and Ke rr made a s tudy t or the c i t y ot Ven t ura t o
t i nd a soluti on t o i t. tuture water need. . Their p r oposa l
was put t o the people and ta iled a t t he polls .

In 19.0, the Corps ot Enginee r s investi gated f l ood
cont rol r equ ir••ents ot area s al on9 Ventura River . This
i nv. et i 9at i o n c ou l d have r e s ulted i n a wat er conserva tion
f acil i t y , as one solut ion cone idered was a la r ge s tor age
r e . e rvo ir on Ventu r a River with a d am a t Fos ter Park .
Howe ve r , a down r iver l e vee tro. Ventura Ave nue oilfield to
the Pacitic OCean vae a dopt ed a nd const ruct ed as t he most
eco nom i ca l solution t o t he tl ood cont rol probl e m.

The next a ttempt a t a watsr suppl y projec t came i n 194 1
When t he enginearing f irm of Tay l or and Taylo r propos ed a



small Coyot e Creek d am p r o ject f or the City of Ve ntu r a as a
means of s uppl e =ent i ng its d~ind l ing ~a ter supp ly . This
p roposal ~a5 defeate~ at the polls as wa s a more amb i tiou9
p roposal by the sa~e firm in 1944 whic h involv ed both
Matili ja a nd c oyot e Cr ee k fa c il ities .

In 1944, the Ventura Count y Flood Cont rol Dis t r ict was
f o rmod by special act of the St a t e Legislature . This
organi ~ation , wi t h th e three pr i nc i pa l waters h ed a reas and
tho County des ignated as s eparate zones with each
res pons ible f o r its own wa t e r s upp l y f i na nc i ng , indicat ed
the p rav i nc i a l lsc t hat e x ist e d t h e n as it does now in wa ter
s uppl y ma t t e r s affect i ng t h e County o f Ventura . Tte Flo~j

Contro l Dis t ric t is gover n ed by t he Ventura County Boa r d of
Supe rv i s o r s with an a ppo i nted a dvisory commit tee in eac h
~one recommendi ng a course o f action f o r t h e r e s p e ctive
zones. The Fl ood Control Di s t r i c t empl o yed Donal d R.
Warren, consult ing e ngineer , t o prowulgate pl ans ( or wate r
conservation a nd t l ood cont ro l f a c i l i t i e s t o a lleviate ~ate r

p rob l e&S in t he r e spective zon es. In Zon e 1 , t h is soluti on
ca lled for $3 million bond issue to fi na nce t he c onstruct i on
o f Matil i ja Dam, Hoftma n Dam on Coyot e Creek, p lus a system
o f pipelines i nc lUding an interc onnect i o n bet~een t he two
r e s e rvo irs . Unfortunately , constructio n o f Mati l i j a Da~ and
a p ipel i ne into the o jai Va ll ey nearl y e xhau s t ed avallao le
bond f unds , so the s econd daw and the b alanc e o f t~e pipe
s ystem were not ~u ilt. The Met ilija Project was ~uch

malign ed because o f its c onst ructi o n a nd financ i a l woe s and
because Of doubts a s t o i t s water c onse rva t i o n val ue whe n
the th~ee ye ars f ol low ing completion o f the dam in 19 48 were
so devoid o f rai nfall that the r e s ervo ir wa s l i t t l e mor e
than e n overs i z ed puddl e . Howev e r , a hug e storm i n t h e
winter o f 19 51 -52 produced fl ood f lows that f il l e d the
reservoir to capacity in a matter o f h ours. Rega r d l e s s o f
t he c riticism leveled a t the Matilija Pro ject , t he 1,500 or
so acr e -feet it yielded annuall y du r i ng t h e yea r s ( oll owi ng
its f il l i ng was a l i f e save r f o r t h e Ve nt u r a River a rea.
Th rough i t s later i ntegration with Vent ura Riv e r Project
f a c i l i t i e s, the p r o ject continues t o perform a n i~portant

function even though r e cent dif ficu l ties wi t h rea ct ive
aggregate concre t e have led t o a sub s t a n t i a l reduction o f
reservoir capa city. By the t i me Matil i j a Dam and p ifel i ne
we re complet ed , it was c l e a r that f a r greater t a c i l it i e s
wou l d be r e qui red t o t a kB c a r e of the l ong-rang e needs f or
wa ter in the Ventu ra River a r ea . Late i n 19 48 , the Flood
Co nt r o l Distr ict emp l oyed a board o f consu l t a nts to study
f uture Zone 1 r e quirements , ex a mi ne Coyote Cr e ek d am sit e s ,
a nd r e c ommend works t o meet pro jected r equire wents t o 1 975 .
Th e c onsul tants til ed t he ir r e port in Ma y o f 1951 in which
they rec ommend e d a 90 ,000 acre- root r eservoi r o n Coyote
Cr e e k with a 150 c ubic - foot -per-second c anal fro~ Vent ura
Ri v e r t o the Coyote Cr e e k Reservoir t or d i v e rsion o f surplus
r iver flow . This propo s a l coul d be c o nsidered the bi rth or
t he c oncept eventua lly buil t into the Ventura Riv er Pro ject ,



i •••• the i dea o t l onq- ter= car ry over s torage on Coyote
Cr ••k with l ocal wat.rshed runotr being supp le: en t ed by
di ver. i ons tro~ ~entura River .

The r e cord i . not known to me on the whys or
whe retoree, but about the ti.e the consultant s t i l ed t heir
r eport, t he rlood Control Di.trict entered i nto a new co
oper a t i ve invest igati on agreement with the State Water
Resources Board t or 4 stUdy or County wate r resources and
r equirement s t or wa t er cons ervati on wor ks . In connect ion
with these i nvest i gati ons. the St ate r ev i ewed t he
consul t ants ' ~entura River r eport and in ~une 19 ~2 i ssued a~

i nte r i m r epor t in which t hey raised the c onsultants ' cost
est i mat e s and c ast doubts on the adequacy ot a 90, 000 acre 
t oot r e se rvoi r .

While t he fl ood Cont r o l Di strict cont inued i ta e ffort .
i n the late 40 '. and e arl y 50'. t owar d i:pl e.entation ot
water conservat ion works t o solve t he water .~ppl y proble.s
in the three tl ood c ont rol l one • • it w•• generally conceded
t hat subsequent water works would be . pons ored by so. s
ent i t y othe r than the Ventu r a Co~nty Fl ood Contr ol Dist r ict .
This expected par ti tion ing of the county f or t he handl ing of
water matters t ook e f fec t When t he . rea generally covered by
Flood Control Zone 2 voted f ormation of Un i t ed Wate r
Conservation Dist rict in 1950.

f ormat i on o r YFHWD . with the d ie cast, the people of
Zone 1 were qu i ck t o t ollo. s uit. It ~ould be ~1 t ficult at
this point in ti~8 t o rec onstruct the considerab le e f for t of
the group ot l ocal people ~ho t ostered and fol l owed thro~gh

on the successful t ormat i on of the Ventura Ri ver ~uni c i pal

Water District. It is c l ea r that Bill · Bertl e. an d t he 0 11
WOr~er8' Uni on with ~hich he was as sociated ~ere a drivi ng
r crce in the 1ni tiation ot the 1Il0Velllent. It i. ploi n, t oo ,
that Roy Pin~erton and the Ventura County Star-Free Pre•• he
edited and publi s hed were Wholehearted supporters of the
1Il0ve . About fift een men, cOlllpr i s i ng a steering co~i t tee

cha i r ed by Lynn Ra i ns of Djoi , were t he wor~ers Who
cirCUlated ( oewati on ~titions, spread the word abo~t t he
proposed district, and enlisted suppor t f or the f oewation
election. The .teering co=ait tee incl Uded eeve r e l lIle~ers

who, upon tormation o t the di strict, wer e elected t o its
fire t boa rd a t directors . Attorney Robert R. Wil la rd
handled l ega l lIlat t er. t or t he f Orlllat i on and R. B. Lawis
provided r equ ired eng i nee r i ng i ntorllla t ion . The VRKWD wa.
tormed on OCtobe r 17, 1952, and l ost littl e t 1llle i n
(oll owi ng t hrough on i t e to~ation pr olll i s e t o invite t he
U.S . Bureau of Reclallla ti on t o make a water r equ ire lllent and
water eupply etudy o f the Venture River area , a move wh i ch
the r l ood Cont rol Supe rv i eor e had been unwil ling t o make .
The people of t he .rea had been observing t he develop~ent of
the CachUDa Project by t he B~reau i n ne ighboring Santa
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Ba r b a r a c o un t y a nd a ppar e nt l y we r e p l e a s ed wi t h t h e "know
h o' " hand l i ng o f t h e proj e c t.

On Marc h 9, 1 9 5 3 , e ew l y f o e d
u n i c i p a l wate r d is t r i c t e nte r e d i nto a - t ched f n , c o 

op e r at i v e inv e s tigation c ontr a ct wi t h t h e Breau . T. is was
f o llowed clo s e l y b y the e p l oyme nt o f the riter as
e ngineer- ma nager and t e open i ng of a district o f f i c e at 48 0
No rth Ve n t ura venue , Ve t r . Such was t h e s i t uation wh en
I e t e r e o n t e scene on July 6, 1953 .

By f a l l of 19 5 3, t he Bure a u i nv e s t i gators h a d c omplet e d
r e c o nn i s s a nce - l e v e l s t ud'es r e qui r e to eLerm i ne
app rox im t e long- range w t e r r e qu i r e men t s , co p r ~son o f t h e

e r its o f ava i l b e d am s i t e s, a nd . termination of t he
r i v er d i v e r s i n an s t o rage capacity r e quire to e e t the
l ong - t e rm wa t e r n e eds o f t he a rea . Th is work naturally wa s
f aci l ita ted by the e x i s t nce of t e results of t .e numerou s
i nv e s tig a t i on s prev i ously cond uc t e d b y othe rs . Th e Bu reau
p r o pos e d t h e construct ion o f a 50,000 a c re-foo t reservo ir
o n Coyote Cr e ek, a 500 c Ub i c-feet- p e r-s e c o n ivers~on ca a l
f rom Ventura Rive r t o Casi t a s , nct backbone mai
c onv ey n e e s y s t e m t o d~ strib te w e r throughout the
Di str~ct . Un d e r t hi s p r opos a l , 1a t i l i j a Re servo ir a n i t s
a s s oc i a t e d p i p e lin e ....ould f orm a n i n t:.egra _ pa r t of t e
project wi t h t he c h i e f rol e o f Mat ~ ~ j a b e i ng i t s use as a
detent i o n s t o r age reservo~ r t o c o nt r o l f lood peaks t o
i c r e a s e d i v e r s i o n s to Casit a s .

The Dis t r i c t was in no wa y c o , it-e t o s eek Federa l
Re c l ama t ion f i nanc i ng a s a c or ol l a r y ~ t h e co-oper t i v e
inv est i gatio ns wi th t he Burea u. Th e r e we r e those who f elt
t h a t go i ng t h e r e clamation proj e c t rou e woul be

e t r ' me n t a l to t h e c onc e p t o f l o c al con t r o l , t .e "e s i r e for
wh i c h h a d b e e n one o f t e p r i me r e a s ns f or seeking a ne w
d i s trict. For t h is reason, the d i str i c t mai nta ined a n open
mi nd on t he ma t t e r of seeki ng Federa l f i n a n c i ng o r f i na nc i ng
with District b ond s . As soon as p r e l i mi na ry c o s t es t ima t e s
fo r the p rop os ed p r o jec t ec a me available , t h e Dist ri c t made
a n a l y s e s t o d e t e rm i n e t he r elative rne~its f Fe der 1 a nd
Distr ict b ond f i a nc ing . Bec a use a bou t 60 p e rce t o f t h e
p r oj e c t c os t t ha t a l loca ted t o agr ~ c It r a l use un d r
Federal Recl a mation La w financ ing i s r e p i d wi thou t
inte rest, the great f ~scal a dvant a g e o f Fed e ra l - - ov e r l ocal
bon financing -- w s readi ly a ppa r e nt . Elap s ed t i me
stud i e s to c ompare exp e c t e d p roj ect co ple t i on d a t e s u nd e r
the two f i n a n c i ng met hods showed s o e adv a n t age -or l o c a l
bonds unless s i gnificant departures from stand a rd bur e a u
procedure were invoked. The matter of local control was
eliminate d as an issue when discussions with the Bur e a u
revealed that once the project was completed, full con t r o l
would lie with the District.



Adoption o f the Plan. I n Kar ch of 1954 , ~Cter

discussing t he Bur eau prop osa l with t he f orna t i o n steering
cOEnittee and othe r i nter est ed g roups , all of which
expressed approval of the plan, tho District adopted the
Bureau pl an as t hat it wi s hed to bui l d and asked the Bureau
t o p r oces s i ts feasibi lity report through the Depa r tmant ot
t he Interior wi th a vie w t o authorization of the pr o j ect as
a Federal Reclamation Project . At t he same time, even
t hough the feasibi lity r eport was not issued in draft form
until July I, 19 54 , the Distr i c t asked t he Bureau to
cons i der the possibilit y o f a p r econstruction contract under
which the Bureau would pre par e fi na l des i gn and
specifications for t he proj ect wor ks a t Di s t rict e xpense
while processing of the r e port proceeded t h r ough t he regular
steps. This proposa l seemed logica l as a t i me saver
rega rd less of the e ve n t ual method of financing t he project.
Wi t h plans and spec ificat ions i n hand , t he District would be
i n a posi tion t o pr oceed under a local bond issue if i t
became evident tha t the proj ect would not be authorized as a
federal Recla mat ion Project . On t he other hand, ir
Congressional authori zation were obtained, the usual two
yea r delay bet wee n authori zation and construction required
for preconstruct ion work would be avoided and construction
could s ta r t as soon as r unds were a ppropr iated. This unique
approach to f inal design proved so unusual that approval or
the Secretary of t he I nterior was deemed necessa ry . The
Secreta ry d id approve , howe ver , and a $72 0, 0 0 0
precon.tru ct i on cont ract wa s e xecuted in Augus t 1954 .

The Reg iona l Of f ice vers i on o f the Ventur a Rive r
Project f easi b i l i t y report was published i n December 1954
and sent t o the Commissione r o f Recl ama t ion i n Wa s h i ngton ,
D.C.

Oppo.itiQn t g t he Prgject . Publicati on of the f i na l
r eport b r ought t o l i f e the f i r st ser ious opposit ion t o t he
proj ect; , A group ce 11 i og itsel f -The Taxpaye rs ' Commi ttee ,"
wi th membership conSp i cuous ly ass ociated wi th t he Oi l
I nd ustry , i s s ued a br ochur e e nt i t l ed "The Se a r ch for ra c ts
a bout Ventur a ' s Water Pr Oblem . " The grou p ra i s ed quest i ons
about the a dv i s a b i l i t y of bu i l d i nq s uch a l a r ge pro j ect a t
t h i s t ime, po i nting to inabi lity of anyo ne t o prophesy 50 
yea r need , pos s i bil i t y of cheap desalted ocea n water , e t c .
They sugges t ed r e v i ew of Bureau f i nd i ngs by Stan fo r d
Resea rch I ns t itute . At the t i me , o i l int e r ests accounted
tor some 75 per cent o f the Oi.t ric t 's ass es s ed va l ue s o
the r e was adequa te justif ication for t he g roup ' s conce rn .
The group hi red a consulta nt t o make a r e view of t he
Burea u '. fi ndings . The consu l t ants gave the m t he answers
t hey wanted by s howi ng t hat a sma l le r project would suff i ce
i f use pr o j ections were li.ited to 25 yea rs rather t han the
50 - yea r r e payment period, Th i s convinced no one of t he
inva l i d i t y o f the Bur eau propos al, s o the g r oup e mployed
St anf or d Res e a r Ch Ins titute t o ma ke i nd e pe ndent .
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determina tions o t the area '. water needs. S.R. I. ' s r e po r t
conti~ed the tuture n.eds t o r water as determi ned by t he
Bureau, point i ng out t ha t tuture ~unicipal and industri a l
requir.~ents probably would exceed those projected by t he
Bureal.l . (Cu r r ent BUralll.l s t l.ldy appears to bear out; S. R.I. "s
conclusions) The S . R.I. repor t e f fec t ive ly ended the o il
i nterests a c t i ve o ppos i tion , a nd their represent at ives
becaxe staunch supporters when the Bureau agreed t o an
ascending schedule a t a nnual payments geared t o expected
expansion o t t be decand t or project water .

In p roc e s s i ng the Ve ntura River Pro j e ct report, t he
various bure a us within t he Depart~ent , L~ e U.S . Depa rtment
o t Agricult~re , the Army Engi ne ers , the U. S . Public Health
Se rv ice , and the State of Ca l i f o r n i a ~ere aske d to revi ew
the proposal. All of t he federal agenc ies presented very
fav o rable reports on tt.e pro ject. The Stat e o f Cali t ornia ,
however , submitted surprisingly vitriolic comments oppos i~g

the p roject. They c ontended that t he soal l e r p rojec t
p r opos e d i n t h e ir report t o t he County a t Vent l.l r a wOl.lld
prov ida a 25-year supply a t smaller un i t cost t or wate r
c o n s e rve d and wou l d be per~ectly satis ~a ctory beca use
Feather River water event u a l ly would be availabl e t o
Sou thern Calitornia ( a t abou t t~i ce the un i t cost under the
Bureau plan) t o ~eet r e qu i r e=e n t s a bov e the y ield o t the
State pr op osa l . ~e had an op por t un i t y t o rev ie~ the
comments be f ore t hey we r e forma lly sUb~itted and ha d
~eet ings with the S t ate ~ater Engineer i n h opes o f
convinc ing him o f t he merits o t the Bur e a u plan.
Untor t unately, t he State ~oul d not mod ity its p os ition , Ind
t he unf avor abl e comments ~ere submitted .

Pr o i e ct Authorizat i o n . Ea rly in February 1955 , ~hi le

the report revie~ procedl.lre ~as s till in prog res s ,
Cong r ess man Teague int roduced a Ventura River Projec t
authori zatio n bi ll i n the House ot Representative., and
Sena tor s Knowl and a nd Kuchel authored a s imila r bil l and
i ntr oduc ed it i n the Senat e. Me a nwh i l e, the r eview by other
ag e nci es ~a s completed a nd t h e r eport , approved by tho
Secr e t a ry o t t he I nte r i or, wa s sent t o the Bureau o t t he
Budget t o r con s ide r a tion .

Hea r ing s betore the House a nd Senate aUbcollllli t tees o n
Inter i or Atfa irs were SChedul ed r e spe c t i vel y for aucceacting
days in J une, 1 955 . I preceded the l oca l r e pre s e ntative . t o
Washington , O. C. by a bout one week in co~pany with J ohn
Hami lton and J ohn Morgan, the Bureau e ng i ne ers whO were to
present the r e p ort t o the SUbc ommitte e s . We s pent the ti~e

discussing th e pro j e ct with the t e chn i ca l a t a f f o f t h e
sUbcolllll i t tee a and wi th as many o t the me=b8r s a s we cou ld.
Co nsequent l y , by the date o t the hearing., mo st o f the
eOllllll ttee meabe r . had 500e f amiliarity with the propos.d
p roject . We had be e n f ortunat e ea rlier t o induce Commit t e e
Chairman As p i na ll to v isit t he p roject a r ea f or a personal



br i e fing on t h e l oc al ~ater proble~ a nd t he propo~ ed

s olut i on. Li~ew i 5e , ~e we r e a ble t o get Sena t o r Kuch el to
t ake a s i mi l ar t our a nd , o f c our s e Congress~an Ch a r l e s
Teague was ma de t h o r ough l y f a mil iar wi t h t he propos e d
pro j e c t. Thei r r e mar ks t o t he r e s pec t i v e subco mm i t tees . e r e
mos t he lp f u l. fo ur ~e~ers o f t h e Dist ric t 80ard c!
Di r e c t o rs , the Dist r ict 's Attorne y , Rober t R . Wi l l a r d , Sta r 
f ree Pr ess Ed i tor , Roy Pin~erton , oja i Val ley ra~er Keil
Ens c h, a nd I co~pri5ed t h e Di s t rict c onti ngent a t t h e
hear i ngs . Th r ough an i n t ensi ve info~ati on dil5e~ination

ca ~pai~n , ~ost l a bor u ni ons , serv i ce c lubs, and other loca l
civic g r oups h a d s ent comm unica t ions t o Washington a ttest ing
t o t he i r s upport o r t he p roj ect . To overcome t he adverse
co~ents o f t he State Di vi sion o f ~ater Resources, a group
o f Ois t r i c t repre s e n t a t i v e s a nd Ed i t o r Pi nker t on called on
t h o Ca l ifo rn i a Gove r nor a nd r e que s ted State support f o r the
project . As a r e s u l t , ~hen t he h e a rings c onvened , each
c o mm i t t ee chairre~n h~d i n ha nd a t e l eg r a m ~ig ned by t ha
Governor t ha t state d in e f f ec t t ha t r e g ardl e ss o f t he St a~e

Wa t e r Resource s co~ents, t he o f f ic ia l positi on o f
Ca l iforn ia ~a s t o fa vo r t h e Ven tura Rive r Pr o ject and
reque st its autho r i za t i on. Tho author i zing bi l ls .ere
approved by t h e r e s pective subcom.1ttees and f ul l cc~ittee$

o f eac h House a nd a pp r ove d by the Senate but f a ilej t o reach
t he f l oo r o f t h e House in 1 95 5 . Th1s was not t oo
disco~ rag ing , howe ver , a s it s e emed cer tain the Ho~se ~culd

act f avorab l y on the b ill soon afte r it r ec o nve ne d in 1956.

Repayment Cont r a c t Approya l . At the t ime t he Distr i c t
made i ts dec isi on t o s eek Federal f i na nc i ng ea r ly i n 1954 ,
a n op t im i s t i c SChe dUl e f or co=mence=ent of e torage a t
cas i t a s was e v o l v e d . Thi s g oal . as t he ~l nter of 1 958-59 .
As discusse d a bove, Dis t r ict -f i nanced fi na l d e s i gn and
prepa r ati on o f s peci r i c at i o ns i n adv a nc e of p r oj ect
a u t h o r i z a t ion wa s a first step t oward t hi s g oa l . Th is
cont r a c t wa s la ter e xpande d to cove r p re acqu isition rig~t

of · way wor r. s o tha t t he s ta r t o f cons t r uct i on on the dam
wou l d no t be he l d u p t hrough l a CK o f right o f ~ay . A s econd
s tep, a nothe r wi t h out p r e c ede nt, ~as to develo p a sui table
repa~ent con t r a c t a nd p re s e n t it t o t he v ote r s f or ap~roval

p r ior t o p r oj e c t auth ori zat i on . Fr om oe e t ings wi t h loca l
groups, it wa s appa rent a prep onde ra nce o f t he peopl e
f a vore d t he pro ject a nd o r g an i zed oppos i tion wa s
nonex ist ent. But , becaus e o f the gr e a t i~portance ot
cont rac t a pproval, a broad publ i c i nformat i on compa i gn . a s
unde r t a ke n . A s ma l l pa~phlet telli ng t he s tor y o f t he ~ater

probla~ and the pr oposed s olut i on wa s publ i s hed a nd
d istr i but ed wide ly . Th e Dis t rict t ook a boot h at the
Ve nt u r a Cou nty Fai r, and , us i ng a model o f t he res e rvoi r , a
model section o f t he proposed d am, and pertinent =aps ,
District pers onnel a nswer ed ques t i ons about t he propos ed
project a nd distributed copie s of the project broch~re . The
Ventu ra Cou nt y Sta r - Fr e e Pres s a l s o c ontinued i ts extensiv e
pUbl i city i n s uppo r t o f t he p roposed pro ject , The c ontract
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ele.:~icn r eevree shewinq " 30 :1 lIIa rqin a t "ye " " votes pz-c ...' au
t he ...·d ue o f t he pub lic i ty e ffe rt. There 1s l i t t l e doubt
t hil':'; t h i s ove r . ·he lDdns l y f a vcr /!l b le vote "'/!IS II r eece r in
obtaini ng final Congr • • s ional a ut ho r i za tion of t he proj ec t
ear ly in the 1956 session .

project Appropriat i ons. All of this mane uvering to
gaL~ proj ect eutheri zation , repayment cont rac t approval , and
co~p leted constructi on plahs and specifications would have
bee~ f or naught had on e additi on",l lIIove not been achieved .
Th i s was the mat t e r at o~tainin9 a n a ppropriat ion of Feder" l
fun~s to c omlllence const ruc tion e f the pro j ect . Normal
se~~ence of a proj ect's deve l e pment enta i ls Cong ress iona l
author iza tion du rinq a session of Congres s , f ol l owed in t he
ensu i n9 f isca l ye/!l r of '" reques t for a slIIal l appropriation
to cove r t he cost ot tinal design with reques t s f or
cons t ruct i on f unds f ol l owi ng i n IUbs equ ent f i s c a l ~'ears . 1'0
aChi eve project s tor age in t he wi nt e r of 1958-59. such a
l e i s ~re l y cour s e o f act i e D was out . To be i nc l ude d in a
pat"t i cul a r t iscal yea r a ppr opr iat i on r equest by t he
De part ment of the I nter i o r , an i tem mus t be i nc l uded in t he
Bureau 's s ubmi s s i on t o t he Secreta ry of t he Inte rior several
mont:.s be f ore t he beq i nni ng of t hat f i s ca l year a nd, as par~

c f !ot e r i or ' s request fo r funds . is sub j ect t o t h t:! scrutiny
of t~e Bur eau ot the Budget .

It ",a s no s~4 1 1 ma t t e r to convince al l concerned that
the Ventura River Pro ject had reac hed t he s t a ge by la te 1955
t hat inclusion of a cons t ruct i on a ppropriation r equest tor
Vent~ra Rive r Project t or f i s ca l year 1956-57, contingent on
pro ject lluthoriution , ;,'a5 j ustified . f'o r tt:nat e l y , because
of L~e prev i ously established record of t he Di s t rict f or
unprecedented ac t ions to s olve its wat er pro~lems , peop l e
thr oughout the Bur ea u o t Rec l ama t ion a nd the office o f the
Secretary e f t he Interior ent e r ed i nto t he spirit of t he
race against ti~Q. The y s aw a n oppor tuni t y to set some ne w
r e cords Whi ch woul d attest t o the i r pr o f iciency and co
ope r at ion. Consequently. t he Interior Depa rtment ' s
appropriation r equ es t f or fIsca l year 19 56 - 57 went t o the
Bureau of the Budget and t o Cong r ess with a request fo r $4 . 4
mill ion vent.uza River Pr oj ec t cons t ruc t ion f unds . Final
app<ovai o f these f unds seemed to be the on l y r e ma i n i ng
pre r equ i s i te t o co~encement of proj ect const ruc t i o n in the
su~mer of 1956 and attainment of t he goal o t s tor ing wate r
in Lake Cas i tas in t he wi nte r o f 19 58-59. Of course, there
were still a few lIino r details to work out . The Chief
Enqinee r and t he comm issi oner o f Rec l amati o n were most
re luc t ant t o adve r tise tor bids on t he d.alll before Congress
acted on the appropria tions . Yet , thi . was essential t o t he
schedul e, ~nd they were eventua l l y convinced. The
Dist rict 's water r ight pe rmits were slow i n coming fr om the
St~te but , a t leng l/!lst , were i , sued by t he State i n t ime t o
/!Ivoid d.e l ay in the cons t ruct ion s tart. Despit e a ctions
take~ t o co: p l e t e darn s i te r i ght- o f -"''''y work a head of the
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Jul y 1, 19 56 , ta r get date , probl ems in obtaining orders for
pos s essi o n and right of entry appea red for a time to
j eopardize t h e cons truct ion start, but these dif ficulties
a l s o we re resolved in due time . Perhaps the ~ost

d isconcerting problem o f all was t he discovery after the
$ 4 . 4 million request we nt to Congress that t h e need for
initia l f i s c a l year appropriations i n that amount was based
on a n extended construction schedUle that wo u l d call for
casitas storage in the winter of 1959-60 rat her than 1958
59. To achieve the e xpedited construction schedule to meet
the adopted goal of s torage ot 1958-59, a n addit i onal $2
mil lion woul d be needed the first fiscal year. No o ne
argued that this wa s t he case, but most members of the
intericr and Bureau of the BUdge t staff we r e apprehensive
about upsetting the precarious $4 .4 mill ion c ontingency
appropriation by asking for the add itional $2 millio n .
Congressman Teague and Senator Kuchel were equa l to the
task, however, and when the Public Works Appropriations were
approved on July 1 , 1956, they included an appropriation of
$6.4 million for Ventura River Project. Twenty-four hours
later the construction contract fo r Casitas Dam was awarded
to Winston Bros ., Inc. of Minneapolis. The contract
r equired that the dam be sufficiently completed by November
15, 1958, to permit i ts use f o r the storage of project
water .

Increased Cost. Just whe n it seemed that everything
was under control and com plet ion of the project on t i me
almos t a certainty , r i s i ng costs entered the picture. The
combination of increased costs f o r mater i a l and l a bo r plus
the in flated land prices reflected in right-of-~ay costs
~ade it plain t ha t the voter- a pproved construction ceiling
of $27,500,000 would f a l l some $4 . 4 mil lion short of meeting
total project costs. This le tt no alternative, other than
an incomplete p roject, but t o ask the people to vote
approval o f a r epayment contract amendment to raise the
cons truct ion c eiling t o $30,900,000 . Reasons f o r t he
increase were made known t o t he electorate , a nd the required
speci a l alection he ld . Th e 12 : 1 margin o f approval
indica tes strong continuing support f o r t he project a l t ho ug h
not quite so enthusiastic as indicated by t he 30 ;1 vote on
t he original p roposition.

Project Construction. During the investigat i o n ,
authorizat ion , f ina l des i gn period , and sUbseque n t three
ye ars o f project construction , there were many sid e l i g h t s
and other e v e n t s t h at mad e l ife int ere s ting. The District
maintained constant lia i son with t he Bur e a u construction
staft and the right- o f -way a cquisit i on people f r o m the
Depar t ment o f the Interior 's sol i c i t or' s Off i ce and we re
c al l ed on severa l occas ions to provide t est i mony and other
data i n conn ect ion with the s e vera l cond e mna t ion c ases
involve d 1n o bt ain i ng project r i ght s o f way. The Bureau
peop le were particularl y cogni za n t o f the District 's rol e as
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future ope rator o f the p roj ect and conferred on matters of
project des i gn and constr uction t ha t could affect th i s
future District f u nct i on .

To p rep are for its job of operating t he project works ,
the Dist r ict, among other things, recognized the need f or a
central l y located headquarters. After identifying the
approximate location of t he geographical center of t he
District , an investigation wa s made of the availability and
cost o f suitable property for such a headquarters . This
resulted in the purchase of the pres e nt 9-acre site at Oak
View. Soon after the land wa s purchased , and p reliminary
plann ing s ta r ted f o r a s uitable operation and maintenance
office and ya r d , we found t hat the Bureau planned to spend a
considerable sum t o r a temporary project construction
headquar te rs. As the District o f fice site appeared to be a
good location for this headquarters, we offered a portion o f
the area t o the Bureau on a r e nt - f r e e basis f o r their garage
and wa r eh ous e . Their plans also called for a t emporary
o ff ice building a t an e s t i ma ted cost of $50,000 . As this
would comprise part of the project cost repayable by the
District, it seemed like a waste to bui ld a ny t h i ng but a
permanent building that could se~'e as the District 's
op eration a nd maintenance office after it had served the
Bureau 's purposes. The Bureau wa s amenable to this
approach, and arrangements were worked out under Which the
District built the present office building with its own
f u nd s and provided it to the Bureau rent -free for the period
of construction. The Bureau, as mentioned above, built a
warehouse and ga rage on the Dist r ict's l and. At the end of
construction, the District f e l l heir to these facilities,
took over the office building, and c omn,enced operations wit h
a f i n e set of headquarters facilities .

construction of the project , while not entirely withou~

problems, was co~pleted on t ime. The heavy rains of early
1958 held up wo rk on the dam fill for a coup le of mont h s ,
but this was overcome by use of additional e qu i pme n t When
the we a t h e r cleared. De l ay s i n attaining agreement betwe en
the Bu reau and the State on specificat ions fo r t he
re location o f Highway 150, and more particularly a n t he
portion o f t he cost to b e r epaid by the project, led to a
s omewhat abbreviated construction period for this wor k .
Consequently , t he n t he f irst r a i ns ca~e in l a t e 1958 , the
r e located h i ghwa y wa s not completed . In o rder t o keep the
o ld road ope n unt i l such time as t he new route could be
u s ed , t he highway contractor placed an eight -foot- h i gh f i l l
on t op of the Coyot e Cr eek bridge. Th is seemed li ke a n
e xtra ord ina ry solut ion to the probl e m, but in the absence of
any large storms , wor ked out s a t is facto rily .

Th e Bureau of Reclamation operated the diversion and
s torage wo r k s t hrough t h e first wi n t er . These works and
complet e d portions of the conve yance system we re trans f e r r e d
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to the Di.t~ict fo~ ope~.tion and ~int.nance on July I,
19'9 . The balanco o t t he .y~tea was t~anl te~~ed to tho
District on OCtober I , 19S9, and the Bu~eau peoplo departed
to return onl y once a year t o evaluate t he Dist~ict's care
ot the sys t em.

The project wor ks constructed for the Dist rict by the
U. S . Bureau o t Reclamat ion were build t o .ade m waterworks
standards . Automation built i nto the s ys tem make. i t as
nearl y manua l operation free as practi cable . The
t e l eme t e r i nQ system insta l l ed in the project o~rated ove~

l eased telephone li ne s t o pe rform numer ous intell i gence
t unct i ons au tomatica l l y and t o provide o~rat ion i nforma tion
da te a t a cent ral control panel whi ch ca l l e a t tent ion t o any
ma lfunction or abno~al operating . ituetion a t a g l ance .
PUmping plants a re s t arted and stopped i n s equence as
r equi r ed to keep up of balanc ing r eservoir level.. The
cent ral control panel includes alarm suppl y a t an y Of the
Chlorination s tations . This board al s o i nc l Udes emergency
swi tches Whi ch pe rmi t an oper at or i n the District otf ice t o
shut down a pumping pl ant by limply t urn ing a s wi tch.
Becaus e of this reliable comprehensive t ele. eter i ng s ys tem .
the District 's ope rating f or ce i s a t r action of that ~h i ch

woul d be required without i t . For exa~pl e, under manua l
operation , ea ch o t t he Dist~ict ' s ••ven booster pu~ping

plants would requ ire some measure Of around-the-c l ock
survei llance . wi th t he syst e . , a s inql e pumpinq pl an t
t eChnic i a n prov i des r out ine ope r a t ion and maintenan ce
ee rv i ce s , an d one el ectron i c teChni cia n and an el ectr i c i an
look atter the tel emete ring system and t he elect rical
c ontrol e quipment at both the booster s t at ions and the tive
Chlorination stations . Tha t t he Di.trict ha. ope r a t ed and
maintained t he entire system in a hi qhl y s atistact ory manner
is evidenced by the laUdatory t e rms incorporated i n the
Bureau '. repor ts on i ts period i c i nspections o t the system.

ca s ites 2ecreaticn Ar'l. In its feasibi lity study on
Venture River Project , t he U. S. Bureau ot ReClamati on gave
r ecoqni t i on to t he r ecrea t i on potential Of Lake Ca sitas.

In legisla tion authoriling Ventura Ri ve r Pr oj ect,
Congr ess inCluded prcvisions to ~ expenditure o t $100, 000 ot
Tederal tund. on a nonre imbursab le basis t o r cons t ruct ion o t
"minimum ba s i c t ac ilitie s tor the accommodation ot the
v is i t inq publ i c .-

The U. S . Park serv i ce, an aqency of the V . S.
Oe~rt• • nt of the Int erior, aade a detailed s tudy ot the
r ecreation po t ential and cas e up with a proposed ma ster plan
o t development . One ot the Park Serv i ce 's early
recommendetions wa. tha t the County ot Ventura a s s u=e
responsibi l i t y fo r the r ecr eat i ona l development of the lake
as it was recoqnized that the area ot inte r est i n
r ecreati ona l u. e of the l ake would be much broader than that



cove r-ed by VRY.WD. The Count y declined the o f fe r on the
basis t ha t i t was Coun t y policy t o l i ll i t i t . pa r-t i cipa ti on
in r-ecr-eational act i vi t i es t o t he devel opment and ope r-a t ion
o f sila l l , rur-a l - t ype parks s uc h as Callp COli f ort a nd r oe t er
Park .

The Par-k Service estimated tha t capit a l inves t me nt i n
t he park would be a r ound $1 mi ll i on by the t ime f ull
pote nt i al o f the a r ea was developed. A mi l l i on buck. f o r
f un is no 5111 "11 1 5U1l1, a nd it was only on t he asaur-ance t hat
. ollle add iti onal financial a i d would be f orthco,.ing 1'rolll t he
St a te Depa r t me nt o f Fish and Game and tha t a ma j o r part o f
t he i nves t ment eventua l ly would be r-e pa id ou t o f park
r eve nues t ha t t he VRMWD Board s omewhat r e l ucta ntl y ag r-eed t o
handle t he pr oposed rec r ea t i onal program . Al s o, thi .
a ppeared t o be t he on ly way t o get the $ 100, 000 a t r edera l
money as t here vere s t r ings <'It tached which said , "no
ope r-a t i ng agency , no fu nds ."

I t has been pr ov en elsewher e that a well developed
rocreati on area can be s e l t - s upport i ng i f r ea s ona b l e f ees
are charged f or t he s e rvices rendered. However , t o get into
busi nes s , a s i za bl e capital out l ay is e ssent i a l t o cover t he
COllt o f min i mulll f acil it i es . Ear-l y yea r- recof r eeene.e f o r
cap i t a l \o'ere u :t iz;a t ed by the Pa r k Service t o be $680 , 00 0 .

Thus ta r , the Dist r-i c t ha s concent r llt ed on t he se
t ell tur-es of t he ea r l y yea r section o f t he pl a n , t otal
i nve s t.ent being approxi mat ely $ 6~O , O O D . As me ntioned
pre v i ously. $10 0, 000 of this a.ount has coee f r o.. t he
r ederal Gove r-nment and was used alaost entir-e ly t or ..ain
pa r- k r-oads and p i pe t or t he mains i n the park water- syst e • •
One hundred . e ve nt ee n t housand dol l ar-~ hllve bee n f urni Shed
by the St a te of Californ ia unde r its Wil dl ife Conservat i on
Board prograa for e nhancement o f f i shi ng . These funds were
us ed e xclusive l y t er tiahlnq acce s s f ac il ities cons ist i nq of
add1tional lIIa1n r oads, peraanent r fIJ'P taci l i t i e s . docks, a nd
c hemi ca l t el l ets. Thi s cove rs half of tot a l requested
a llocati on a. an additiona l $117, 000 wi ll be r-equ i r-ed f or a
co nc r e t e ra=p . ec t ion a nd pa r-k ing area when lake nea rs
capaci t y . The balance has co=- troa the Dist r- ict t axpaye r s .
ThrouQh e~nditure 0 1' the . e funds . developlllent has about
r eachl8d the s t age e rpected by t he Parlt Se rvi ce unde r i ts
ear ly years pr-og raa . A .e rvi ce .tation was i ncl uded i n th i s
phase ot the plan, but, t hus fa r , we have fe lt no need f or
that coneasa ion.

Annual vi. i tat ion. to the park la.t fi s cal year
exce~18d 500,000 . Ra ve nue t e r t h i s pe r iod Wll& around
$ 162 , 000 , so.e $10 ,000 l eslI tha n operatio n a nd Dai nten~nce

expenses c ha rqed to t he pa r k . Revenue fo r the firs t e i ght
months ef thi s fiSC4l year have a mounted t o $1 09 , 800 as
coapared wi th e xpense. t otall ing $1 07 , 650 f or t he same
period . So , i t appean at l ong last t hat revenues wil l
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e xceed e xpenses and some or the t axpa ye r s ' doll a rs wil l
. t a rt t rickli ng back t o t he t a xpa yers ' pocke ts. This narro~

vt ..w ... r " h.. r"~rotllti...n " r"" rinlln<':'i "'l [>ie"_"r.. nhviou,.ly
igno res the broa d impor tant aspects o f th i s f a c i lit y . Any
good chambe r o f co~erce or economic develop~ent s t udent
wil l con f i rm t he f a c t that each t ou r i st t o the area s pe nds
so~ething in t h e ne ighborhood o f t e n dol l ars per da y t h a t
otherw i se would not ha ve fo und i ts wa y i nto t he l oc a l
economy . If they are right, and I s e e no reason t o doubt
i t, operat ion of the Lake Casit a s Recr eat ion Area is
p roviding an a nnua l i nc r e ment of so~e $5 , 000 , 0 00 to t he
economy o f t h e District area, no t an insigni ficant a mount in
any l eag ue .

Wate r Supply Di f t i cyl ties . The 8 ,000 t o 9,000 a cre 
f e et at sto rage a ccumu lat e d by t he Bureau i n t h e f i r s t ye a r
o f opera ting p lus a p a r t i a l l y til led Ma ti li ja Reservoir
compr ised the enti r e pro j e ct wate r supply wh en t he Dist r i c t
t o ok over i n 1 959 . The wi nters o t 1959- 60 , 1 96 0- 61 , a nd the
ea r ly part o f t he wi nt er of 1961-62 we r e so deticie nt in
rainfa l l t h a t accret ions t o storage between June o f 1 959 and
rebru a r y 1 962 were p ract ica l ly nonexistent . Consequent l y ,
by th e e nd or ca lenda r y e a r 1 96 1, t h e avai labl e supply h a d
reached s uch a l ow po i nt t hat a l location o f t h e ba l a nce o f
the s tored wa t e r a mong the c urr ent custo~e rs ot t h e Di s t r ict
a ppea red to be the on l y solution f or continuing i n business.
Leve l of casi tas wa s about one a nd one - haI r fe e t above the
b ottom o r t h e lowest i ntake ga t e , s o designs had b e e n
p repa r e a fo r ba rge - mount e d pumps t o pe rm i t u t il iz ation of
the 3,000 acre -reet o f a eaa s tor age by pumpi ng into t he
i n take , Th i ng s looke d very bleak Whe n , early i n Feb r uary of
19 62 , a t o r r e nt i a l s t orm h i t t h e a r ea . Over twe nty inche s
o t ra i n t e ll ~ithin a t ive-day per iod , a nd water wa s
e ve rywhe r e . Wh en t h e s torm was over and mos t o f the s t r eam
f l ow a c c oun t e d t or , Lake c asi t as cont ained 53,000 acre - tee t
at wate r a na Mat i l i ja was f u ll . Th e Good Lord had provided ,
a nd f rom t hat aay t o this t he re has been a n ample supply o f
p r oject wate r t o meet al l needs.

p i s t rict Ext e ns ion o r Proj e c t ~orks . ~~en t h e Ventura
Riv er Project wa s conc e i ve d a nd pre limi na ry p l ans we r e being
p r ep ared , i t wa s r e c ogn ized that t he s ys t e m ot mai n
convey a nce p ipelines wou l d hav e t o be a ugmented by the
addition o r l ateral distri b uti on p ipe lines b e ror e a l l a r e as
o f the Di s t r ict woul d be able t o obt ain Dist r ict water
servi ce. To av oid cons truc ti on ot many mi les o t pipel i ne
tha t would n ot be required unt i l a ctua l devel op~ent t o ok
pla c e , the d e cision wa s made a t tha t t ime t o l i mit red era l
pro j ect c onst ruct ion t o a backbone -type mai n conv e ya nc e
system thr oughout the Dist r ict , This l e f t f u t ure
c ons t ruct i o n of submains and lateral p i pelines a s a
r e s p ons i b i l i ty at the Dis tri c t . Mu ch at the Dist r ict 's
manpower and t ina nci a l r e s ourc e s ha s been de vot e d t o the
fi nancinq, desiqn , and c ons t ruct i on o f these essential
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addi tions t o t he pro j ect s ystem . To date, the District h~ s

i nvested approximate l y $3 mil l i on in s ucn add itions to t he
sys t e g , abou t $1 mil l i on ot t hi s amount being t or lateral
pipel i nes and s e rvi c e connections f or . hich the District is
being reimbursed . TVo of the more signit icant secti ons ot
pi pel i ne i nc l ude among pro j ect extensi ons are the four ~ iles

o t J 3-inch-diameter f r om Ca nada Larga down Ventur a hvenue t o
the northerly city limits ot Vent u r a and the Rincon p ipe
s ystem ~hich made a code rn communi t y wa t e r syst em ava il ab le
to industry and co~un it i es a long t he Rincon t ha t
theretofo r e had r e l i ed o n truc ked water fo r t he i r domest i c
supply .

Problems with Mat i l i 1a pam. Early in 195 4 , tho St a te
Oiv is i on of Dam Sa fe t y made its period ic check of Mat ili j a
Dam. They noted s e r i ous crac king in several cell s ot the
top f i ve lifts ot t he dam a rch and or de r ed that co res be
t aken and sonic tests perto~ed to appraise the e xtent ot
the deteriora t ion. While t he Water Di s t rict had operated
the Mati l l ja Facili ties s i nce 1959 under leas e agree~ent

wi th t he Fl ood Cont r o l District, the State people looked t o
t he Flood Control Dist rict as owne r of the structure t or
pe rform~nc. of required tests and corrective measures. The
Flood Cont r ol Dist r ict cont r ac ted ~i th Bechtel Corporat i on
i n August 1964 fo r pe r fo~ance of t he tests. Their report
was t ransmitted t o t he Flood Control Di s t rict in March 19 65.
The ir i nvestigat ion confi rmed t hat the c racked cell concrete
was badl y deteriorated due t o alkali aqqreqate reaction but
t he ba l ance ot t he arc h concr e t e was sound. They a l s o
reported t hat the l i mi t ed work they had done on checklnq t he
s tability o t the abutments ind icated pos s i ble abutment
t roubl e. sacht e l recomme nded insta l la tion ot stra in gages
a t seve r al level s i n eac h abutment t o permit measurement of
a~utment behavi or under all l oad i ng condi tions . They
es timat e d t ha t s evera l years wou l~ be r equired to obtain
e nouqh da t a t o determ i ne t he Rtabi li t y o f t he abutments .
Three a l ter na t i ves we r e s uqgusted f or c or recting the t aulty
concrete prob l em i t a but me nt t e s t s showed t hem t o be sound.
These were ( 1) r emove a nd replace the taul t y ce lls , 12)
r emove t he top 30 t e et ot the arc h, or (3) r e move the dam.

The St a t e expre s s ed a n unwi l l ingness t o permit t he dam
t o be operat ed through a nother winter at its tull height.
Si nce r e moval and r epl a ceme nt of f aUl ty concrete was deemed
impr ac t i cable , the ava ilable alte r nat i ves s ee med to be
remove t he t o p 30 t eet o r r e move the da m. Studies made by
the Wat er Distr i c t s howed that whi l e removal of t he t op 30
fee t o f the dam wou l d r e duce i ts capacity t r om 7 ,000 acr e
fee t t o 3 ,80 0 a c r e - t e et, t he r e s e rvo i r ' s us etul nes s as a
de tention storage fa c i lity would s til l be abou t two-thi r ds
o f i ts fu l l he ight potentia l . I t occurred t o us t ha t
rem oval o f on l y a portion of the t op 30 fee t suf tic ient t o
p r ov ide s p i l l way capacity f or t he design tl ood would be l e s s
costl y and just as s a t i s fa c tory as r emoving the entir e t op

- 14-



o r the da~ . Th e ~ater Dist r ict u rged tha Floo~ Control
Di s t r i c t t o take this course ot acticn ~hich i t &ventually
did after ~uch dis c uss ion . Abutment tests have been carried
out t hrough two fi l l and emp ty cycles, and preliminary
a na lysis o f t he t e s t data indicates that t h e abutments are
a dequat e . Ho~ever , Bachtel Corporation is undecided as to
wh ethe r o r not t h e tests s hould contin~e through Cne me r e
cycle .

Th e New Bu re~u s tudy. St r eamf low records since the
or i g ina l Bur eau study was made in 1953 reveal that the
d roug ht p eri od t ha t comr.enced i n 1 9 ~ 4 and contin~ed through
19 64 was a d r ie r period o f r ecord than the 1918-1935 period
us ed by t he Bur eau i n 1 953. Hence, the calculated safe
a nnual y i e ld of t he p roject instead ot being 27 , 8 00 acre 
feet ha s be en reduc ed t o about 26 ,000 acr e - feet . Loss of a
portion of Mat i l i j a ' s e f f ect iveness has reduced t he
project 's capability so~ewhat 50 that it present~y is
conside red t o te abo~t 25,000 acre- feet annually. c ertain
other change s hav e occur red since 1953 that tend to
i nval i d ate t h e wate r r e qu i r e me nt projection made by the
Bu reau in 1953 . Fer capita use of ...ater has increased
marked l y due t o t h e usa of new home appliances. Recent
population proj e~tio~s ind icate greater population densities
t han stud ies made i n 1953, and deve Lopaerrt. of s te& P h illside
l a nds i nd i ~ates that mo r e of the a rea ...ithin the Dist rict
will eventua l l y be deve loped t o "'a te r using uses than wa s
consid ere d p r a c t i ca bl e in 1953. Considering all of t he
ab ove , i t appea red t~at t he t ime h ad Cc~e f o r a second look
at t he area's f u t u r e requ ireme nts t o r wa t er and
cons i d e r a ti on ot f ur t he r deve lopment of local supplies to
me e t s uch needs. In June of 1965 , t h e Di s t r i ct completed a
matched - f und , c o -ope r a t ive invest igat i o~ agreement wi t h the
Bureau ot Reclamatio~ f or t hos e purp os e s. ~bi l e t h e s tudy
has not be en c ompl e t e d yet in r ega r ds to cost estimat es a n d
issua nce o t a wr i t t en r epor t , cert a i n basic conClus ions h ave
b e en mad e known . The new water re qu i r eme nt proj ect ion was a
r eal s h o cker as thei~ studies sho...ed A. D. 2020 requ i r eme nt
of 79,0 00 acre- f eet annual ly , s ome 4 5 , 0 0 0 a c re- feet more
than the suppl y ava i lable from ex ist i ng water c on s ervat i on
works . with regard t o f ur ther develo pme nt o f the local
supply , t h e Bureau c oncluded that e n l a r gement of t h e Robl e s 
Cas i tas Canal to 2, 000 cubic- f eet -per-second c a pacit y and
rais i ng of casitas Dam to pr ov i de a total storage o f J OO,O OO
acr e -feet we r e t he only economically f e a si b l e pro ject
e x t ensions . Th e comb i ned eff e c t of t hese t wo modi f icati ons
would be to increase t he available supp ly by some 4, 000
acr e - feet annually. If and when wate r needs approach the
magnitude pro jec t e d by the Bur e au, maj or workS f or the
i mp or t a t ion o f wa t e r f rom e lsewhere or fo r des a l t i ng o f s ea
wa t e r wil l surely be needed .
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I t e cur r e nt Water Situa tion. Despit e the dire
pr edictions tor an i~pend i ng WAt e r shortage i n t he not too
dis tant future , the Dls~rict pre s ently enjoys an abundant
s upply f or present de~ands . St orage i n Lake Casitas stands
at 112, 50 0 acre-feet with sever a l t housand acre -feet more
e xpected th rough continued in f low, r iver divers iOnS, a nd
trans f e rs from ~a t il i ja Pese rvo i r whi c h is now at capa c i t y .
The proj e ct has a capabili t y a t t h i s l e ve l o f stora ge t o
provi de 16 , 000 ac re-fee t per year on a safe a nnua l yi e l d
ba s i s ;,'hile <lOT.nua l ;,'ater sa l es s t and a t a.ooo ac r e- fee t.
So , it appea rs t hat fo r qu i t e a fe~ ye a r s i nto t he fu t u r e
e xisti ng wate r suppl y f ac il it i e s .il l s upply all o! t he
area' s needs fo r supp l eme nt a l wate r .

~cn c lu ~ i~~ . The Oi s t r ict 's func t i o ns are pe rfor~ .d by
'" a t""f ! c t conper.ent , ded i cated , we l l-tra in ed err.ployees. 1:1
~y v i ew t he pe op le o f t~~ District a r e fort unate i~de.d to
have i t s vaeer syste", and i ts other act iv iti e s in suc!'1
c apable hands. The pee,ple of t he Di!lotrict <::" :'1 t a ke pride in
t he qua j i t.y o f t he i r wate r systel:l '~' ith its ....eli 1!l3intllined
s u r fac e faci litie s and !:;ea\lti ful and uSllble lAt.e ColI.i t a, "nd
its extensive r ec r e at i ona l f ac il it i e s . One need not pon~er

l ong t o rea l ize t hat ~ithol:t tr.e Ventura Rive r Project t he
a rea t ruly ~ould have no fu ture.
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