“Many devices which work on a small scale do
not work on a large scale.”

Galileo
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Alternative Futures for Changing Landscapes
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Scenarios The Upper San Pedro River Basin

PLANS

Plans A scenario in which population growth is as forecast and an

interpretation of the current plans of the area are followed

Plans | Variation in which the current (1990) population doubles
Plans 5 Variation in which Mexico experiences high urban and rural growth

Plans 5 Variation in which a more conservative interpretation of the area plans

is used

CONSTRAINED

Constrained A scenario in which population growth is low and development is
directed to urban areas

Constrained | Variation in which Fort Huachuca's population doubles

Constrained 2 Variation in which Fort Huachuca closes

OPEN

Open A scenario in which population growth is high and few contrals on type
or location of development

Open | Variation in which Fort Huachuca closes, and there are controls on

rural residential land splits

Open , Variation in which Fort Huachuca’s population doubles and Mexico

experiences high urban and rural growth
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Groundwater Change in Meters Plans: Impact, 2000 - 2020
High Gain High Loss
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Open - Plans Constrained
New Development 2000-2020
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Groundwater

Groundwater R Groundwater
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Simulated Streamflow of the San Pedro River Flow
(1940-2020)
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Species Richness
Open: Impact, 2000-2020
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San Pedro Sierra Vista Open




San Pedro Benson Open







