


    

   
   

   

   
    

 
 

  
    

  

 
  

   
   

     

  
  

       
      

    
    

 

the '07 Guidelines, now has to look completely different. 

When you get close to dead pool, you've got a "run of the river" system, which means that the only water 
that leaves a reservoir is the amount that comes in. Given that we're apparently redefining that for Powell on 
the fly, the new versions of 6C and 6D somehow have to restrict releases from Powell to not much more than 
comes in. 

A simple approach to the new rule here might be rewrite the release rules when you're in the "Mid-Elevation 
Release Tier" (below 3,575) and the "Lower Elevation Release Tier" (below 3,525) to cap releases to inflow 
minus evaporation. That would set a sort ratchet that would prevent a further decline in Lake Powell below its 
current dangerously low levels. 

We can cap Powell releases at the 24-month study's "minimum probable" unregulated Powell inflow level, 
with the option of raising the release an April review based on the "most probable" unregulated inflow. Minus 
evaporation. You have to subtract evaporation from that. 

Cuts in section 2D of the Interim Guidelines would have to be rewritten, with Arizona, Nevada, and California 
taking a proportional share of system losses right off the top. 

You can do this some really complicated ways, based on the distance downstream of each user's intake - so 
Imperial and Yuma would take a bigger system losses hit, and Las Vegas (pulling straight out of Lake Mead) 
would only suffer evaporative loss. Notably, this gets us to the 2 million acre of cuts needed. 

This obviously doesn't touch the Upper Basin. The process Interior is using for this round of crisis 
management - a straight up revision to the '07 Guidelines - doesn't seem to offer a clear path to force the 
Upper Basin to come up with contributions of their own. Since the '07 Guidelines were signed, the Upper 
Basin has delivered more than 10 million acre feet of water above the required 8.25 million acre foot annual 
requirement. The key  here is clearly to get Lower Basin overuse under control. We all have to contribute. A 
scheme for Upper Basin contributions involves the next wet year -forego some of the Upper Basin storage and 
get that water into Lake Powell instead. 

Sincerely, 

Jenny Pelt 
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