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Madam Chair, Chairman Grijalva, Ranking Member McClintock, Congressman Shadegg, it is my very great pleasure to appear before you today to express my views on the Adaptive Management Program established by Secretary of the Interior Babbitt in 1996 to implement the long-term monitoring program Congress directed be undertaken in the 1992 Grand Canyon Protection Act.


As you can tell from my written testimony, I have some considerable doubts about the current direction of the Adaptive Management Program.  I question the value of the artificial floods created by bypassing water around the hydropower generators at Glen Canyon Dam.  If the sand is going to fall back into the river in 6 to 8 months, what is the point?  Aren’t we moving toward Einstein’s definition of insanity – doing the same thing over and over and expecting a different result?

But primarily I am troubled by the adversarial – we’uns/they’uns – design of the program.  The underlying assumption of the Adaptive Management Program is that, in order to improve downstream resources, hydropower and even water deliveries must be restricted, redirected and/or diminished.  That, to me, is just wrong.  Water deliveries cannot legally be adversely affected under the 1992 Act.  Hydropower generation can be limited only if it can be proven that doing so improves a more important downstream resource.  In my view, that means only the endangered humpback chub, not commercial river rafting or commercial trout fishing.  Those interests obviously disagree and the jury is still out on the chub.


But see the inherent adversarial nature of the program’s very essence!  That is what is really wrong.


We need to look no farther than the Lower Colorado River to see what this program should be.  There the Multi-Species Conservation Program is maintaining, and even creating, habitat while preserving water supplies and hydropower.  This win-win program design could work in the Grand Canyon if the people doing the work wanted it to or were told to create such a program.


What is missing is a clear leadership vision that will push the Adaptive Management Program toward improving all the resources and not just the ones championed by various interest groups.  My fervent hope is that that leadership will become evident before even more litigation is spawned by what I see as a train wreck of conflicting opinions.


Thank you for the opportunity to testify.  I would be happy to answer any questions you may have.
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