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[bookmark: _voetfxrhla8]Part 1
Article found at www.sltrib.com/sltrib/opinion/49473461-82/nevada-colorado-lake-river.html.csp 
	[bookmark: _k22czyj7iymo]Drying Up
[bookmark: _k22czyj7iymo]Nevada's Mulroy makes a point 
Tribune Editorial Salt Lake Tribune 
Updated: 04/26/2010 05:49:10 PM MDT
Nobody would ever call Pat Mulroy diplomatic. The executive director of the Southern Nevada Water Authority can be abrasive and confrontational, and her recent comments about Nevada and Utah water resources were true to form.
She told a Las Vegas television audience that Utah is a backwater, where people are water gluttons and not very bright into the bargain. And she offered Utah an alternative to letting the SNWA siphon water from an aquifer beneath the Snake Valley, which straddles the Utah- Nevada state line: Give Nevada some of Utah's share of Colorado River water whenever Lake Mead runs dry.
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Of course, it's all nonsense. Mulroy knows Utah can't revise the seven-state Colorado River Compact, which divvies up Colorado River water. And Nevada's claim on Snake Valley water is in doubt. The Nevada Supreme Court has invalidated all the rights to Nevada groundwater the SNWA had claimed north of Las Vegas to fill a $2 billion pipeline to Sin City. That ruling also puts the Snake Valley proposal in limbo. Mulroy's threatened "deal" is mostly a meaningless rant.
But the dire image she conjures of a Las Vegas without water for its swimming pools, or, indeed, for the homes of its new subdivisions is a very real possibility. And it could be the future of other Western growth centers—St. George, Cedar City, Phoenix and Los Angeles—as well.
That's because the Colorado River and the two reservoirs it feeds, Lake Powell and Lake Mead, are drying up. Lake Mead is at 44% capacity and the two combined are at 55% capacity. Research published in 2008 by the Scripps Institution of Oceanography at the University of California, San Diego, shows a 50-50 likelihood that both Lake Powell and Lake Mead will reach a level so low they cease to be storage reservoirs by 2021 if climate change continues its present course and consumption stays the same. Other studies show climate change is happening faster than was predicted two years ago.
The Colorado River Compact of 1922 was based on an assumption that 7.5 million acre-feet of water would be available from the Colorado for the three Lower Basin states every year, and the four upper states could divide up the rest. But now scientists know the Southwest is historically drier than data in the '20s implied. Even without climate change, what we consider drought is likely to become the norm.
As difficult a task as it would be, the Colorado River Compact should be revised to reflect reality.
And Mulroy is right that Utahns' water use is gluttonous. That has to change, too.
[bookmark: _yizyspm8irbt]Questions:
This editorial indicates some of the tensions that exist in areas dependent on water from the Colorado River. Take a few minutes to write out individual answers to these questions, then compare and discuss answers within your group.
1. What do you already know about allocation and use of water in the Colorado River Basin?
2. What learning issues concerning Colorado River water rights do you have?
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Abstracted from article posted at www.coloradoriverkeeper.org/archives/article.cfm?NewsID=885
[bookmark: _vyxkhfevyv1r]Utah's first N-plant won't float without water rights 
By Rachel Waldholz 
Salt Lake Tribune 
Updated: 04/09/2010 05:10:09 PM MDT
The former uranium boomtown of Green River sits along I-70 in eastern Utah, 100 miles from the closest city. Now it may become the Western outpost of America's nascent nuclear renaissance. Blue Castle Holdings, a three-year-old, politically connected startup, wants to build a nuclear power plant there -- Utah's first, and the first in the West since 1987.
Nuclear power has recently gained cachet -- and the backing of the Obama administration -- for its potential to help avert climate change. Nuclear generation emits a fraction of the greenhouse gases of coal or natural gas generation, and provides a steadier energy supply, at a larger scale, than solar or wind arrays. In January, President Obama made nuclear power the center of his "clean energy" agenda in his State of the Union speech. Two days later, he announced a commission to study nuclear waste solutions, and proposed tripling federal loan guarantees for new plants to $54 billion.
The Green River proposal has sparked intense skepticism. Critics ask where the funding will come from, where the electricity will go, and, of course, what will happen to the waste. But the first hurdle is more immediate. In the Utah desert, this possible climate change solution is colliding with one of its projected consequences: water scarcity.
Blue Castle needs some 50,000 acre-feet annually -- enough water to supply up to 100,000 homes -- to cool the reactors of its proposed 3,000-megawatt plant, which would produce enough electricity to power nearly 3 million households. In 2007, the company struck a deal to lease 53,600 acre-feet from Utah's San Juan and Kane counties, which are about 150 miles south of the proposed reactor site. Blue Castle has applied to move the counties' diversion points upstream, onto the Green River, from their current locations on the San Juan River and Lake Powell. Aaron Tilton, Blue Castle's CEO and a former Utah state legislator, believes the Green, the Colorado's major tributary, has enough water for the project; in an average year, he says, the plant would lower the river by less than 2 inches.

[bookmark: _a7whbs2j2ppz]Protest Hearings on Water for Nuclear Reactor to be Held January 12 in Green River, Utah
On January 12, 2010, the Utah Division of Water Rights will hold hearings on the protests of the withdrawal of water from the Green River for a proposed nuclear power plant a few miles west of the City of Green River, Utah. The hearings start at 9:00 a.m. at the John Wesley Powell Museum, 1765 East Main, Green River, Utah.
The hearings will consider the applications by the Kane County and San Juan County Water Conservancy Districts to change the use, place of use, and points of diversion for 53,600 acre feet of water for the reactor planned by Blue Castle Holdings, Inc. (formerly Transition Power Development LLC). Blue Castle Holdings Inc. (BCH) intends to site the reactor on Utah School and Institutional Trust Lands Administration land that has been leased to Emery County for an industrial park. Although BCH news releases (www.bluecastleproject.com) state that BCH owns the proposed site, BCH has not purchased the land.
The requirements for approval of an application for a new appropriation or a change are found at Utah Code 73-3-8. According to Section 73-3-8, it shall be the duty of the state engineer to approve an application if:
· There is unappropriated water in the proposed source.
· The proposed use will not impair existing rights.
· The proposed use will not interfere with the more beneficial use of the water.
· The proposed plan is physically feasible.
· The proposed plan is economically feasible.
· The proposed plan will not be detrimental to the public welfare.
· The applicant has the financial ability to complete the proposed works.
· The application was filed in good faith and not for purposes of speculation or monopoly.
· The appropriation will not unreasonably affect public recreation.
· The appropriation will not unreasonably affect the natural stream environment.
Abstracted from announcement posted at www.livingrivers.org/archives/article.cfm?NewsID=876
[bookmark: _kusu8ztpfkr3]Questions:
1. Why does a nuclear power plant need so much water? What happens to the water?
2. Which stakeholder groups would you expect to find at this protest hearing?
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[bookmark: _p91eiek92xae]Part 3
[bookmark: _kjfexadyrrcr]After the Meeting: Assignment 
As interns in the Utah Division of Water Rights, you are asked to examine the various arguments and data advanced by particular stakeholder groups with respect to the Green River reactor proposal. (http://www.uraniumwatch.org/bluecastleproject.htm) The goal is to provide an unbiased, fact-based summary and position statement for each group that can be used by the State Engineer in ruling on this proposal.
Each intern (working group) will focus on one stakeholder group. Plan to share your results, in the form of a ten-minute presentation, with the State Engineer and his staff on Wednesday morning.
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