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South Platte Basin Overview

- The South Platte Basin, including the Metro Area:
« Is home to 70% of the State’s population
* Accounts for 80% of the State’s economic base
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Municipal &Industrial (M&Il) Water Needs

Urban Sector businesses and industry provide for the majority of
the State’s economy

Single biggest driver in need for additional water supplies is growth
State’s population is expected to nearly double by 2050

Most of the State’s growth will be in the South Platte Basin
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M&I| Water Needs
Medium Growth Gap in the South Platte Basin
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M&I| Water Needs
Medium Growth Gap in the South Platte Basin
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M&I Gap by County
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M&I| Water Needs

How to Meet the Municipal Supply Gap:

= ABalanced “4 Legs of the Stool” Approach
« Conservation and Reuse
 I|dentified Projects and Processes
« Transfers from Agriculture / Alternative Transfer Methods
«  Transmountain Diversions

= Storage to manage the water supplies
= Develop water supplies using multipurpose projects
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Alternative South Platte Portfolios
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Alternative South Platte Portfolios —

Additional Conservation
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Alternative South Platte Portfolios —
Climate Change
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Agricultural Water Needs

= 1.4 million acres of irrigated land — 40% of State’s total

= Seven of top ten agricultural producing counties in the State

= Represents approximately 75% of agricultural sales statewide
= Processing of West Slope agricultural products
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Agricultural Water Shortages (2050)

1600000

1400000

1200000

1000000

}[ Gap 262,000 AFY |

800000

Acre-Feet

%

600000

}{ Gap 160,000 AF/Y |

400000 -

200000 -

0_

South Platte Basin Republican Basin

m Water Supply Limited Consumptive Use % Gap

*Based on SWSI 2010 Agricultural Needs Projections 13



Environmental and Recreational

= Enjoyment of environmental and recreational values
o South Platte Basin is home to the most visited State Parks

o Environment and recreational opportunities important to
quality of life

o Urban environment and recreational opportunities important
to vibrant cities

= Various Attributes of Importance within the Basin
o State endangered, threatened, or species of special concern
o Important Riparian Habitat
o Migratory Bird Viewing/Hunting
o Fishing (including Gold Medal fisheries)

o Recreation (including skiing, and whitewater and flatwater
boating)




The South Platte Vision

Meet the Municipal Supply Gap

Minimize Traditional Agricultural “buy and dry”

Protect and enhance environmental and recreational attributes
Support a collaborative Statewide approach
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Overarching Themes for South Platte BIP

“A Good Colorado Plan Needs a Good South Platte Plan”

Solutions must be pragmatic, balanced, and consistent with
Colorado law and property rights

The South Platte River Basin will continue its leadership role in
efficient use and management of water

A balanced program is needed to investigate, preserve, and
develop Colorado River options

S :




The South Platte BIP Process

= Legislature determined Roundtable representation in 2005
o  Counties — Planners, Elected Officials
o  Municipalities — Water Planners, Engineers
o  NGOs - Environmental, Recreational Interests
o  Agricultural Interests
o Industry and Business Interests
o  Water Rights Holders
o  Otherinterested parties

= Metro Roundtable and S. Platte Basin Roundtable collaboration

« Expert assistance from West Sage and HDR

= Public meetings monthly; outreach meetings held throughout basin
= Website for information and comment

= BIP presented to CWCB and available for public comment
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SOUTH PLATTE BIP &
COLORADO’S WATER PLAN TIMELINE
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Questions and
Comments?

Contact Information:
mark.koleber@cityofthornton.net

southplattebasin.com
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