Climate Responsive Water Management: The motivation for improving Ag-to-Urban Transfers: What's
at Stake?. John Wiener, U. of Colorado at Boulder and National Center for Atmospheric Research
<www.colorado.edu/ibs/eb/wiener> - hand-outs and presentations

In the beginning of European development of the Plains, notice the lack of vegetation — this was dry country!
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No woody vegetation away from watercourses before irrigation
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Meanwhile, back on the farm,
Out where the land isn’t going
into sprawl or urbanizing...

We've got big trouble even without
climate change!

Urbanizing or sprawl...
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BIG questions about this: water to acres varies, and the basis.
SWslslide  of the demand estimate is uncertain... And, no cimate effects!
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This is what the 2002-centered drought looked like in the Arkansas Valley — images of more water removals and climate change?
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Holbrook Headgate Works, May 2002
on the Arkansas River, North of La Junta —
Preview of how much of the future?




