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Colorado River Delta Restoration

Minute 319 in which 
US and MX 
dedicate water for 
healthy Colorado 
River flows in the 
delta while also 
improving water 
supply reliability for 
all users
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Projected Supply and Demand in the Colorado River Basin

Source:  Doug Kenney, 2010.   Rethinking the Future of the Colorado River
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Yampa River – ecological vulnerability
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Some solutions might be too expensive
and energy intensive
and don’t help rivers

• Pipelines that import water from other basins
• Massive ocean desalination in CA and MX
• Icebergs?

Graphic here



Some solutions help water users 
and healthy rivers

conservation and efficiency for urban, energy, and 
agriculture water uses



UPPER BASIN WATER BANK

• Designed to:
– avoid Lee Ferry deficit
– protect water rights
– compensate water users for voluntary conservation

• more efficient that individual buyer-seller transactions
• more flexible than “buy and dry”

– has real costs, but costs are far less than pipelines or 
desalinization

– improve healthy river flows

• Basin Study assessed Upper Basin water 
bank at conceptual level
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Green River                         (ecological vulnerability), Yampa River                     (ecological vulnerability), Colorado
River                                 (ecological vulnerability), San Juan River               (ecological vulnerability) and Hoover
Dam to Davis Dam Flow Reductions                     (greater than 845 kaf in any one year) for each Time Period broken
down by Portfolio.  Color shows Green River                         (ecological vulnerability), Yampa River
(ecological vulnerability), Colorado River                                 (ecological vulnerability), San Juan River               (eco-
logical vulnerability) and Hoover Dam to Davis Dam Flow Reductions                     (greater than 845 kaf in any one
year).  The marks are labeled by Green River                         (ecological vulnerability), Yampa River
(ecological vulnerability), Colorado River                                 (ecological vulnerability), San Juan River               (eco-
logical vulnerability) and Hoover Dam to Davis Dam Flow Reductions                     (greater than 845 kaf in any one
year). The data is filtered on Water Supply Scenario, Post-2026 Management and Demand Scenario. The Water
Supply Scenario filter keeps Downscaled GCM Projected. The Post-2026 Management filter keeps multiple mem-
bers. The Demand Scenario filter keeps 6 of 6 members. The view is filtered on Portfolio and Time Period. The Port-
folio filter keeps Baseline, Portfolio B, Portfolio D, Portfolio C and Portfolio A. The Time Period filter has multiple
members selected.
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