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COMPARISON OF MAJOR CONSIDERATIONS  

Me chanical Plant -
Alternative V Land Treatment Plans  

   

Cost-Effective 

Desired by City/County 

Promotes Salinity Control 

Eliminates Water Rights 
Problems 

Easiest to Implement.  

Lower Manpower 
Requirements 

Avoids Further Environ-
mental Studies 

Land Under Option 

Flexibility for Future 
Reuse 

Easiest for Sludge 
Treatment 

Requires Small Land 
Areas 

Easiest for Expansion 

Increases Productivity of 
Grand Valley 

Meets Scheduled Treat-
ment Needs 

Yes - more cost effective 
than land treatment 

Yes - approved by: 
Valley-Wide Sewer Corn. 
Mesa Cty. Plan. Com. 
Mesa Cty. Comm'rs. 
Grant Junct. City Council 

Yes - no adverse impacts 

Yes - discharge to 
Colorado River 

Yes - no adverse impacts 

Yes - minimum plant staff 
required 

Yes - no studies required 

Yes - City acquired plant 
site 

Yes - effluent?: 30/30 
capable for future reuse 

No - sludge treatment 
required 

Yes - 50 acres 

Yes - on original plant site 

No - not initially; possible 
with re -use 

Yes - new plant start-up 
by 1981 

No - less cost effective than 
mechanical treatment 

No - not approved by City/ 
County officials 

No - contributes saline return 
flows to Colorado River 

No - diversion to irrigated lands 
served by irrigation canal 
companies 

No - private land acquisition for 
long term farming operation 

No - additional laborers during 
irrigation season 

No - EPA requires additional 
studies that would delay program 

No - land is not acquired 

No - reuse of aerated lagoon 
effluent < 30/30 not permitted 
by law 

Yes - sludge disposed of with 
effluent 

No - 500 to 3,300 acres 

No - large land acquisitions 
required in the future 

Yes - high management level 
system can increase production 

No - implementation could take 
several years 
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