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.5;-If Two FORKS
RESERVOIR
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Two Forks
down-sized  

DENVER, Colo. — A Two Forks
dam less than half the size of the one
proposed by the Denver Water De-
partment would be the most cost-
effective answer to Denver’s future
water needs, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers recently concluded.
Denver-area water agencies were ap-
parently surprised by the nding
contained in the nal version of the
$37 million Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS).

Denver has proposed a 1.1-million
acre foot reservoir, which the nal
EIS indicates would cost about $525
million, including construction,
mitigation, and operating costs-over
a 50-year period. Charts in the re-
port indicate it would yield munici-
pal water at a rate of approximately
$600 per acre foot. The Corps says a
400,000-acre foot Two Forks dam
would cost $375 million and yield
water at $500 per acre foot.

The new alternative responds to
better information about future pop-
ulation growth. The draft EIS used
1982 estimates provided by the Den-
ver Regional Council of Govern-
ments which predicted in-migration
rates of 30,000 people per year until
the-year 2000. “These in-migration
rateshave not materialized and re-
cent forecasts have projected less
growth than was, forecast,” the nal 1
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Environmental impacts of both

projects. would be similar, though
mitigation costs for the smaller pro-
ject would be a little lower. Both re-
main the highest impact
alternatives. The EIS says both pro-
jects would inundate a 20-mile gold
medal shery and affect bighorn
sheep and 11 threatened or en-
dangered species at or near the pro-
ject site. .

To ll either of the two plans for
Two Forks dam, the Front Range
cities would have to divert addi-
tional water under the Continental
Divide from the Colorado River ba-
sin. This would add water to the
South Platte Basin and the decrease
in South Platte flows at the
Colorado-Nebraska border would be
minimal. The Corps noted that the
South Plattelalready flows 80 per-
cent below its natural levels because
of existing diversions.

Public hearings on Two Forks will
be held throughout Colorado and in
Nebraska in April. After the
hearings, Colorado Gov. Roy Romer
will make his recommendations. The
nal EIS notes that the Army Corps
“cannot make a permit decision that
is inconsistent with the recommen-
dations of the governor of Colorado.”
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