requirements of the
1922 Compact
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Figure 2. Colorado River Basin Historical Supply and Use

—10-YEAR RUNNING AVERAGE BASIN WATER USE
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The harm GC Dam has done to
the Colorado River Compact

sEvaporated 26 maf
sIncreased salinity
Porous sandstone hijacked 18 maf
*Destroyed a priceless ecosystem
* Dewatered the delta




Designh specifications are
inadequate for transferring
water downstream as the
reservoir approaches empty
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~ Hoover inlets are
vertical towers and intake height can be
adjusted as sediment fills the dead pool

Glen Canyon inlets are fixed horizontally
~ and cannot be height adjusted. . ..
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Design spec
are inadequate for

bypassing probable
‘maximum floods




1983
spillway
damage at

1 7% of
design

capacity




APRIL to JULY VOLUMES
1983 & 1984 - 13.6 maf
1884 - 30 maf

Statistical maximum - 50 ma
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:K’KKK GC Dam is the best alternative to \f\’\t
meet the requirements of the GCPA .
| y

) * Complete restoration of GC river corridor
. * Increase critical habitat by 500 miles |
\ . * NoTCD or sediment augmentation expenses /i

* Reduced Salinity
e Save Water
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A2AAELEMENTS FOR ALL ALTERNATIVES
- Restore pre-dam habitat conditions

- Evaluate the failings of the AMP

‘Emulate the public's desire for
a healthy river ecosystem

¢

Stop doing the same {°
and expecting /’ ,«" S
A B

different results




Stop doing the
same and
expecting
different results
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