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The Phantom Dams of the Crystal River

The Crystal River, just downstream

from Redstone. Photo by Brent Gardner-Smith.

A dam once envisioned on the upper Crystal River would drown the town of Redstone under an
artificial lake bigger than Ruedi Reservoir, submerging the Redstone Castle and putting the town's
historic coke ovens under water.
It's one of two conceptual dams on the books for the upper Crystal. While it is not clear if anybody
actually plans to build these dams, or a smaller version of them, officials are keeping the plans alive in
. state water court, keeping alive the prospect of
some sort of
water storage project in the area. That's
raising alarm among Crystal Valley residents, many of whom would like to see the conditional water
rights abandoned and the Crystal protected for its wild and scenic qualities.
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original POP. At this time it is not possible to print the document with
annotations.

Pew people, including offcials, think the Osgood Reservoir will ever be built, says Redstone resident
Bil Jochems, whose house would be under 200 feet of water if a dam was built.

"But why are they keeping the rights alive?," Jochems said. "Who knows what might happen fift
that can be done."

years from now? So, I think it is important to knock these rights out, if
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the Crystal Valley Environmental
the Crystal River Caucus and a veteran of
Protection Association, which fought against the reservoirs in the 1970s, and won. Or so it seemed,
until a fresh set of color maps showed conceptual plans for the Osgood and Placita reservoirs are stil
Jochems is a member of

alive.

After reviewing these maps, the caucus voted 34-0 in January approving a motion to ask Pitkin
County to fight the conditional water rights associated with them. And then the Crystal Valley
Environmental Protection Association sent a letter to Pitkin County, warning the specter of dams is
hindering a federal Wild and Scenic River designation.

The group is also concerned the potential reservoirs wil push back the boundaries of the proposed
Hidden Gems wilderness areas, as the maps show and the districts have requested.

To print the document, click the "Original Oocument" link to open the
original PDF. At this time it is not possible to print the document with
annotations.
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The fresh opposition in the Crystal River valley comes as the two organizations that hold the
conditional water rights, the Colorado River Water Conservation Oistrict and the West Oivide Water
Conservation District, are expected to file their diligence reports in state water court in Glenwood
Springs for Judge James Boyd to review and rule on.

The districts must show they are moving toward "perfecting" the storage and diversion project in
order to take water out of the river and put it to "beneficial" use. Such "diligence" hearings are
required every six years and the districts have so far successfully retained their 1957 conditional water

rights, which were approved by decree in 1958.

Representatives from both districts are meeting March 16 to plan for the upcoming filing. The West
Divide Oistrict holds conditional rights to take water from the Crystal to divert the water to irrigate
the dry mesas south of Silt and Rifle or to produce oil shale.
And the River District's board, which represents 15 Western Slope counties, is set to decide in April
on its approach to the May filing deadline. In all, the River District holds conditional water rights to
store 271,000 acre feet of water in five reservoirs associated with what's called the West Oivide
Project.
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The Placita Reservoir site, looking downsteamfrom Highway 133 as it climbs to McClure Pass. The
the photo to the lower right. Photo by Brent Gardner-Smith.

road to Marble is to the out of

There have been detailed plans to send water from the Crystal to the dry mesas on the opposite side of
the hill since 1909. And a 1966 plan was authorized by Congress that would irrigate western Garfield
County fields, provide water to growing towns along the Colorado River and pipe water for the oil
shale industry expected to develop north of Rifle.
Today, the River Oistrict stil holds a conditional right to store 128,728 acre-feet of

water behind a

just downstream from Redstone's charming and historic main street. The Osgood
Reservoir, named for Redstone founder John C. Osgood, would be larger than Ruedi Reservoir, which
holds 119,000 acre feet.
280-foot dam

It also holds a conditional right to store 62,009 acre-feet behind a 285-foot-tall Placita dam, just
downstream from the turnoff to Marble, at the site of what was once the largest coal mine along the
Crystal. Today, it's marked by two yellow houses on a hilly curve downstream from a wetland where
the Crystal meanders through red wilows. Both sites are in Pitkin County.
The rights are conditional until the storage facilities are in place, and in some respects are theoreticaL.
But the River District asserts that even if the specific storage and diversion plans may have changed
since 1957, the conditional rights remain.

In a February memo, Pitkin County Attorney John Ely said the districts "may abandon the more
unrealistic storage rights on the Crystal itself but we wil not know what plans they wil seek to
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preserve or establish, if anything, until May. The County needs to be prepared to evaluate and oppose
this diligence application if appropriate."
The two districts are still considering their options, said Chris Treese, the River Oistrict's external
affairs director, but if they file for diligence, it wil be to prove they have been diligent about
planning, and about protecting the water rights. The fiing is not expected to include new construction
plans for various dams, canals and tunnels proposed to store and divert water from the Crystal.

"There are obviously a lot steps in developing a water project, let alone a water project that would be
as controversial as this one, if built as decreed," Treese said. "But the water court recognizes that. The
burden of proof is that we have made sufficient progress, or that we have been diligent in moving
toward an actual development of
the water rights, putting those water rights to actual use."
the districts don't want
to build the specific facilities that created the conditional water rights, Colorado water law is flexible
enough to allow the district to hang on to the rights and develop some type of Crystal storage project.
Water projects can "morph" as water demands change, Treese said, so even if

Oespite that flexibility, state water law does require holders of conditional water rights to show they
"can and will" build the facilities in a reasonable time. That's an issue the Crystal River Caucus
believes Pitkin County can challenge them on.

"I don't think they've ever looked the judge in the eye and said, 'Your honor, we can and we wil
the big dams on the Crystal are not considered
build these reservoirs,''' Jochems said. Even if
possible, at least one small dam appears to be on the drawing board.
"We would like some resolution to the attitude that this water is up for grabs," said Oorothea Farris,
the current president of CVEP A. "Weare not up for grabs. We don't want reservoirs."
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the quaint homes in Redstone, stil above water. Photo: Brent Gardner-Smith

Many in the Crystal valley thought the dams had been defeated decades ago. Wilderness Workshop's
effort to expand wilderness boundaries closer to the Crystal prompted opposition from the districts,
which wrote a letter demanding new boundaries that wouldn't interfere with their conditional water
rights. It was the districts maps, which show how the proposed boundaries would conflict, that
galvanized the Crystal River Caucus and CVEP A.

But after getting a fresh look at the two big conceptual reservoirs, Crystal River Caucus members
want the water districts to abandon their conditional water rights and remove the threat of any dams
on the Crystal.

It's not first time that the Placita and Osgood dams ran have into local environmental opposition. In
fact, the federal Bureau of
Reclamation credits residents in the valley with keeping the West Oivide
Project shelved.
"The area's populace has recently become more environmentally aware in recent years, as is
evidenced in the growth controls which are in effect in adjoining Pitkin County and in the activities of
the Crystal River Protection Association as they affected the development of the plans of the West
Oivide Project," states a 1982 report by the federal Bureau of Reclamation that is stil in the library in
the Bureau's Grand Junction offce. "This attitude is one which is strong and is growing."

Reclamation scrapped the plans for the dams and instead developed a 1982 plan to pump water from
the Colorado River but it found that plan was economically unfeasible.
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The West Divide board has been preparing for the May hearings for over a year. According to
minutes from its January 2010 board meeting, its attorney feared "most of West Oivide' s conditional

rights could be lost" and recommended quarterly meetings with the River Oistrict to strategize.
the sites for the potential West
building the Osgood
Oivide Project's reservoirs. The board's conclusion: there is "no possibility" of
Reservoir, its minutes said, but it might still be "possible" to build a "small reservoir" that would
impound 5,500 acre feet on the upper Crystal River at Placita.
By November, West Divide board members had taken a field trip of

the board of
the West Divide Water Conservancy Oistrict,
Samuel Potter, the president of
acknowledged district representatives were meeting March 16 to discuss the hearing and had met with
Crystal River Caucus members, but he didn't return messages seeking elaboration.

the
West Oivide Project moving forward to provide water for agriculture, growing towns and the prospect
of oil shale development.

The West Divide Water Conservancy Oistrict was formed on April

17, 1964 in anticipation of

Like the River Oistrict, it is a taxing entity and levies property taxes across its district boundaries.
"That's galling, to be paying taxes to someone who theoretically wants to put me under 200 feet of
water," Jochems said.
the conditional water rights and their role in a larger water management
Given the potential value of
puzzle, it's unlikely the districts would abandon the water rights altogether. And the districts know
that smaller dams and reservoirs on the Crystal, built with the water rights created by the conceptual
bigger dams of old, could be both feasible and valuable.

A 1995 study prepared for the River Oistrict by Resource Engineering Inc. concluded a smaller dam
on the Crystal could benefit Carbondale. "As development occurs along the Crystal River, whether
individual homes, small subdivisions or commercial development, new water supplies wil need to be
developed," it said.
A 2003 report from Grand River Consulting for the River District found a Crystal dam "could provide
water supplies for existing irrigation demands and instream flow uses, and for future domestic
demands."
As late as 2007, the River District indicated its ongoing interest. In the policy statement it adopted, the
board said it "supports the development of all authorized and participating projects under the
Colorado River Storage Project Act (CRSP A) wherever possible."

The West Divide Project is a participating project. The Crystal Valley Environmental Protection
Association thinks even the specter of a dam is a problem.

"We do not think anyone takes these proposed reservoirs seriously, yet they threaten to deny
designation of the Crystal River as a Wild and Scenic River and cost the taxpayers money as they
continue to be defended," wrote Farris, a former Pitkin County commissioner and the current chair of
the CVEP A board. "The districts are also attempting to keep some territory out of the Hidden Gems

proposal to protect the same conditional water rights."
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Looking toward Chair Mountain in the scenic upper Crystal River valley.
Takenfrom the Placita Reservoir site. Photo: By Brent Gardner-Smith.

Obtaining federal Wild and Scenic designation for the Crystal River has long been a goal of CVEP A
members, although it had not been acted on for decades until recently. The BLM prepared a feasibility
study in 1982, but that's as far as the process went.

There is no doubt that the upper Crystal River valley is scenic, and the Crystal River is still somewhat
wild. While the river is heavily diverted for irrigation, it is not dammed and unlike the Fryingpan and
Roaring Fork, its headwaters aren't siphoned to the Eastern Slope.
But Wild and Scenic regulations do not preclude rivers with dams and reservoirs. The designation can
be applied to specific stretches, meaning the designation might not prevent dams from being built.
"I don't get to the conclusion that Wild and Scenic would help to defeat that nece.ssarily, but it might
help," Pitkin County Attorney Ely told the county's Healthy Rivers board. "And I don't want to
abandon looking at it, but I don't see it as a panacea for a lot of ills on the Crystal."

Whatever the outcome from what is likely to be a long Wild and Scenic process, Crystal Valley
residents are urging the county to oppose the conditional water rights this spring if the water districts
file to keep them.

"This is 54 years of stringing this thing along and claiming they are making steady progress toward
the building of these reservoirs, but the steady progress is just a bunch of reports and nothing is being

http://dev .aspenjournalism.orgl

3/1 0/20 11

Page 10 of25

. Aspen Journalism

the ground," Jochems said. "So I think finally, we're realizing, gee, by now a court may be
done of
tired of hearing 'it's eminent, we're going to do it.' If nothing is done, the way things are going, it
looks to me like it could go another 54 years in the same status. So it is time to step in and take some
action. "

the two water districts want to retain what they consider valuable water rights, they have to
soon convince Judge Boyd in water court that they are making reasonable progress toward perfecting
their 1957 water rights, which are predicated on the idea of sending water around the corner to the
mesas.
But if

The districts must show the court there has been a "steady application of effort" to complete the
project "in a reasonably expedient and efficient manner under all the facts and circumstances." The
districts successfully did so in their 2005 diligence filing.
As Treese explains it, the court is looking for long-term diligence, Treese said, not construction plans.
And he said the districts want to keep their options open.

"There are stil demands," Treese said. "You can use water rights to meet changing demands. And if
those demands are changing and it is no longer high-mountain pastures on the West Oivide mesa, but
its environmental purposes, and energy development in another location, or municipal needs, than
Colorado's water law has that flexibility. And these water rights are a potential asset for meeting
those demands."
But Oorothea Farris and others in the Crystal River valley hear that as a threat, at least as long as it
the reservoirs alive. "We don't want to be threatened with, 'Well, it's very
keeps the prospect of
important for us to hold on to these rights, so that if something comes along we have that as our gold
cup.' We don't want that."

The same decree that created the conditional rights on the Crystal made offcial the water rights for
Ruedi Reservoir. Ruedi was once the name of a village with about 18 homes, a train depot and a
school along the Fryingpan River. Groundbreaking for the dam was held on July 19, 1964. The
vilage of Ruedi is now under water.

That resonates with Farris.

"Everybody does say, 'Oh, they'd never do anything to flood Redstone,''' Farris said. "At the same
time, it has happened in the past, and it could (happen again)."
- by Brent Gardner-Smith

leave a comment
bgs I March 3

The History of the West Divide Proii
Moving the Crystal River's Water to the Opposite Side of

the Mountain

By Brent Gardner-Smith
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the West Divide Project. Photo by Brent Gardner-Smith.

To understand the prospect of, and the evolving rationale for, the Osgood and Placita Reservoirs, it

is helpful to imagine driving from Marble to OeBeque. Every day, water from the Crystal River
makes this same journey.
First, the water runs into the Crystal River from several high-mountain tributaries above Marble. Then
it flows down alongside Highway 133 until it reaches the Roaring Fork River at Carbondale. From
there, it flows alongside Highway 82 to Glenwood Springs and into the Colorado River, which flows
westerly along 1-70 to Parachute and onto Grand Junction.

The idea of bringing water from the upper Crystal River, which rages with water during normal spring
run-off periods, to the 40-mile long stretch of mesas between New Castle and Parachute is actually an
old idea.

"As early as 1905 consideration was given by ranchers in the Divide Creek area to supplementing the
limited irrigation water available in local streams, with diversions from the Crystal River, as runoff in
this river basin was in excess of irrigation demand," a 1982 Bureau of Reclamation report on the West
this project, it was found to be too costly and diffcult
Oivide Project noted. "After an inspection of
for the ranchers to attempt."
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Looking over Hunter Mesa along Mamm Creek above Rife. It's hard to take a photo of the landscape
in the area without capturing evidence of the many natural gas wells that have been driled in the last
decade. The mesas south of 1-70 between New Castle and DeBeque may lack water, but they've got
plenty of natural gas. Photo: Brent Gardner-Smith.
In 1909, an engineer from Oenver named Peter O'Brian filed a map with the state water court that

illustrated a plan to take water from the Crystal River on a long journey to the Oivide Creek area.
O'Brian called his project "The Garfield County Oitch" and he claimed it would give him the right to
divert 1 ,000 cubic feet per second from the Crystal River for "irrigation, domestic, storage and power
purposes" and send it around the corner, if you wil, to the arid mesas south of Rifle.
The headgate, or diversion point, for the Garfield County Oitch was to be on the west, or river-left,
side of
the river between Nettle Creek and Thompson Creek about four miles upstream from
Carbondale.

From there, the water was to flow in a winding ditch across the mountainsides above Carbondale and
Glenwood Springs, crossing Thompson Creek, Edgerton Creek, Four Mile Creek, Three Mile Creek
and South Canyon Creek. Eventually the water would reach East Oivide Creek and West Oivide
Creek before reaching East Mamm Creek, south of

Rifle. In all, the water was to travel 75 miles in the

Garfield Ditch.

The plan to bring Crystal River water to the mesas got a boost when the West Oivide Project was

included in the Colorado River Storage Project Act, which was approved by Congress in 1956. This is
the same law that authorized the Glen Canyon, Flaming Gorge and Paonia dams on Muddy Creek.
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The legislation also instructed the Interior Secretary to give "priority to completion of planning
reports" for another 19 dams and water projects, including the West Oivide Project.
Within a year of the River Storage Project Act being passed, the River Oistrict filed for conditional
water rights for the West Oivide Project and successfully obtained a decree date of April 22, 1957,
which is a relatively junior water right compared to senior rights that can date back to the early 1900s.

The River District's version of the West Divide Project was similar to the 1909 "Garfield Oitch,"
relying on the idea of running water through a series of canals alongside the Crystal River and then
around the Glenwood Springs corner and across the mesas clear to Horsethief Creek near Battlement
Mesa.
In addition to the Placita and Osgood Reserviors, the plan included three other reservoirs called Yank
Creek (13,695 acre feet), which is on a tributary to Thompson Creek above Carbondale, and two
reservoirs on the West Oivide side, Ory Hollow (45,000 acre feet) and Kendig (15,450 acre feet). In
all, the River Oistrict claimed 271,000 acre feet of storage water on the West Oivide Project.

The Placita dam was estimated in 1957 to cost $2.5 milion and the Osgood dam $5.3 milion. The
Placita dam was to be 285 feet high and the Osgood dam 280 feet high. Both dams were to have
hydro-electric facilities and the right to run 1,000 cubic feet per second of water through them.

To print the document, click the "Original Oocument" link to open the original POF. At this tim
with annotations.
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Above is the map for the Osgood Reservoir filed as part of the 1957 conditonal water rights decree.

Below is the map that goes with the Placita Reservoir decreed conditonal rights.

To print the document, click the "Original Document" link to open the original POF. At this tim
with annotations.
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The decree states that water from the Crystal River was to be used for "generation of electric energy,
domestic and municipal purposes, industrial purposes, including but not limited to the production of
oil shale, irrigation purposes, and stockwatering purposes."
But the decree for the West Divide Project water rights was conditional, until the facilities to store and
divert the water were physically in place, as which point the conditional water rights would become
adjudicated, or perfected.

Oistrict Court Judge Clifford H. Oarrow declared that the water rights "shall be and are conditioned
upon the application of said water to the beneficial uses for which said decrees were awarded with
reasonable diligence and within a reasonable time."
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possible to print the document with annotations.
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The re-sized Placita Reservoir would back up water around the corner toward Marble far enough to
cover the Bogan Flats campground. It would also require moving 4.5 miles of
Highway 133, as the
reservoir would have a surface area of 748 acres.

The dam itself was to be a "rolled earthfill and rockfill structure" requiring 7.4 million cubic yards of
materiaL. Standing 301 feet above the river bed, the Placita dam was to 40 feet wide and 1,630 feet

long. The plan called for diverting all but about 1,000 cfs of the Crystal River's water under the
mountain toward Silt. Overall, the 1966 reservoir and canal plan required purchasing 1,600 acres of
private land and the use of 600 acres of federal land.
The second big change to the River Oistrict's plan was to run the water under Huntsman Ridge
through a tunnel and canal system instead a series of canals around the corner near Glenwood
Springs.

The plan 1966 stil included the Yank Creek Reservoir on a tributary to Thompson Creek, but it did
away with the Dry Hollow Reservoir on the West Oivide side. Instead, it added the Haystack
Reservoir, with 7,590 acre feet of storage, at the top of Wilow Creek to act as a receiving reservoir
from the Huntsman tunnel and canaL.

To print the document, click the "Original Document" link to open the original POF. At this tim
with annotations.
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"The West Divide Project is planned to primarily provide irrigation to stabilize and expand
agricultural development and to put in readiness initial municipal and industrial water supplies for
processing plants and urban developments expected to be established in connection with the vast oil
shale reserves nearby," the 1966 report to Congress declared.
"A total water supply of 193,100 acre-feet annually would be obtained for project use at points of
diversion," the report stated, but noted that "flexibility is provided in the plan, however, in order that
the water supplies for municipal and industrial use may be increased if found desirable as the oil shale
industry progresses and the accompanying needs for water become more firmly defined."
The report estimated there would be enough to water "for about a 150,000-barrel-per-day oil shale

development" and "with only a modest revision of the plan, a much greater quantity of water could be
delivered for the industry."

That "modest revision" was the "Hot Springs Reservoir" to be built at the narrows just below the
Penny Hot Springs across from Filoha Meadows. The '66 report envisioned, if
needed, storing water
in the Hot Springs Reservoir to meet downstream needs so more water could be sent into the
Huntsman tunnel.

"Most of the project water supply would be obtained from the Crystal River east of the Huntsman
Hils, and the keystone of project development would be the diversion of large quantities of Crystal
River water by the Huntsman Canal to the opposite side of

the hils where the water could be utilized

to best advantage."
Elsewhere, the report observes "some releases would be made from the reservoir to Crystal River for
the water would be conveyed through the 25-mile Huntsman Canal to
West Oivide Creek."

downstream uses but most of
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Once the water reached the far side of the hil, it would be spread through lateral canals six miles to
the east and 49 miles to the west, all the way to OeBeque. In addition to fueling the oil shale business,
the report told members of Congress the water would also foster "new communities in now
undeveloped areas."

Looking north

from Hunter Mesa toward the Colorado River valley and the ridge of

the Hogback

north of 1-70. Photo: Brent Gardner-Smith.

the 1966 report to Congress is a March 21, 1966 letter from Felix L.
Sparks, the director of a state agency called the Colorado Water Conservation Board, to Floyd E.
Dominy, the now legendary commissioner of
the Bureau of
Reclamation.

Included in the appendix of

"Many alternative plans were considered and the one presented in the proposed report appears to be
the most feasible one," Sparks wrote.
The CWCB was informing the Bureau of Reclamation, which in 1966 was near the height of its dambuilding power, that it was solidly behind the idea of building a reservoir bigger than Ruedi Reservoir
on the Crystal River at the bottom of McClure Pass.

To print the document, click the "Original Document" link to open the original PDF. At this tim
possible to print the document with annotations.
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Sparks closed by saying "the State of Colorado concurs with the proposed report on the West Divide
project, and urges its earliest authorization and construction."
Overall, the report championed how water from the Crystal River valley could fuel the boom expected
from oil shale development. It also noted that "numerous oil companies have expressed interest in
obtaining water from the project."
While the report struck a bullish note overall, a required note from a budgetary official in the
Congressional report stated that "the West Oivide project has one of
the highest costs per acre
any
reclamation
project.
The
investment
per
farm
would
be
approximately $273,000.
($1,710) of

The 1966 plan said the West Oivide Project would cost $99.8 milion, or about $678 million today.
The Placita dam was estimated to cost $20.7 million and the Huntsman tunnel was expected to cost
$42.7 million, in 1966 dollars. In addition to the cost of the plan, the budget official also asked if the
project was even necessary.
"i also question whether there is enough demand in the near future to necessitate the immediate
authorization of this project and believe it would be preferable for the project to be deferred until it is
clear that there will be a real demand for the project water for the development of oil shale reserves,"
the budget official wrote. "However, if the oil shale reserves are developed, it would seem to be an
unwise use of resources to commit water to irrigation if the future demands for municipal and
industrial water are as great as anticipated in the project report."
the project, for while the West Oivide

That budget note may have had an influence on the outcome of

Project was indeed authorized in 1968 by Congress, money was not appropriated to build it.

Then the Crystal River valley got organized and fought against the very concept of damming the
Crystal.
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A 1982 planning report on the West Oivide Project
prepared by the Bureau of Reclamation re-worked the plan yet again. It did away with the Placita
Reservoir, the Osgood Reservoir, the Huntsman Hils tunnel and canal system and virtually anything
to do with the Crystal River valley. Instead, the Bureau planned to pump water up from the Colorado
River from a location about three miles east of Silt up to reservoirs on the mesas and then distribute
the water through lateral canals.
There was, however, one problem with the $195 milion proposaL.

http:// dev .aspenj ournalism. orgl

311012011

Page 23 of 25

Aspen Journalism

"The West Oivide Project plan as presented in this report is not economically justified," the planning
report stated right up front.
Why the move away from the dams on the Crystal?

"The plan at the time of project authorization in 1968 provided for storage and regulation of the flows
the Crystal River, east of
the Huntsman Hills, as the principal project water supply," the 1982
of
report stated. "Soon after authorization, strong opposition from local residents and environmental
interests developed to a reservoir on the Crystal River. In attempting to find a feasible plan that would
be acceptable and still utilize Crystal River flows, a number of alternatives were studied."
the project in 1968, it became
evident that the likelihood, timing, and water needs of potential oil shale development in the project
area were unpredictable. At the same time, conservation groups and residents of
the Crystal River and
Roaring Fork River valleys raised strong objections to construction of Placita Reservoir and alteration
of Crystal River flows."
Put another way, the report found that "subsequent to authorization of

In response, the West Divide Oistrict appointed a citizen's advisory panel that reviewed ten different
the effort, the group discovered that "there were landslides"
at the Yank Creek Reservoir site, making it a less than ideal place to store large amounts of water.
alternatives during 1975. And as part of

"As time progressed there were indications that the residents of the Crystal River Valley would
oppose any diversion from the river, even without onstream storage," the Bureau's report stated.

It seemed to be last nail in the coffn for the West Oivide Project.
the Crystal RIver valley were recently jolted back
nearly 30 years by the sight of the new maps from the River Oistrict showing both the Osgood and
Placita Reservoirs looking like fresh possibilities again.

And so perhaps it is not surprising that residents of

For while the Bureau appears to have gone out of

the dam-building business, the River Oistrict and

the West Divide Oistrict may not have.
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Resources and Documents
· About Us
· Comments on Aspen's hydro proposal
· Proposed EP A fracking study
· Transmountain diversions report
· Who owns Pitkin County?
Also of interest...

· Slim chance for radioactive water from local drilling.
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"The remaining 20 percent of
into rivers and streams under guidelines of

the produced-water waste stream, Neslin continued, is discharged
the Colorado Water Quality Control Oivision." The

Post Independent
03/09/11

· NPR CEO Vivian Schiller Resigns After Board Oecides She Should Go .
"NPR President and CEO Vivian Schiller has resigned after NPR's board of directors decided
that she could no longer effectively lead the organization." NPR
03/09/11

· Ron Schiller not going to Institute.

"Ron Schiler has informed us that, in light of the controversy surrounding his recent
statements, he does not feel that it's in the best interests of the Aspen Institute for him to come
work here." Slate
03/09/11

· Filling the Front Range Water Gap.

"Our groups' new report, "Filing the Gap," offers a balanced, realistic blueprint for meeting
Front Range water needs through 2050 while protecting our state's waterways and outdoor
heritage." From HuffPo

03/09/11

· Oanforth remembers Dunaway.
"Ounaway and I felt the same way about the importance of local journalism. We were both
writer-owners. Such beasts were virtually extinct. Businessmen or chains owned newspapers,
not mere writers." The Aspen Oaily News
03/03111
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