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Mission Statements

U.S. Department of the Interior

The mission of the Department of the Interior is to protect and
provide access to our Nation’s natural and cultural heritage and
honor our trust responsibilities to Indian Tribes and our
commitments to island communities.

Bureau of Reclamation

The mission of the Bureau of Reclamation is to manage, develop,
and protect water and related resources in an environmentally and
economically sound manner in the interest of the American public.

New Mexico Office of the State Engineer and the Interstate
Stream Commission

To actively protect and manage the water resources of New Mexico
for beneficial uses by its people, in accordance with law:

e To investigate, measure, and distribute water in accordance
with water rights and interstate obligations,

e To administer a water rights system that lawfully and

effectively allocates and reallocates water and adjudicates
water rights to meet the needs of New Mexico’s growing
population, and

e To maximize use of New Mexico’s renewable interstate
stream apportionments in order to improve the sustainability

of New Mexico’s water supplies




Final Environmental Impact Statement
Long-term Miscellaneous Purposes Contract
Abstract

Prepared by: U.S. Department of the Interior, Reclamation
New Mexico Office of the State Engineer, Interstate Stream Commission

For further information,
contact: Marsha Carra, Reclamation, Albuquerque Area Office, 555 Broadway NE.,
Suite 100, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102; telephone (505) 462-3602

Reclamation proposes to enter into a long-term miscellaneous purposes contract with the Carlsbad
Irrigation District to allow the use of Carlsbad Project water for purposes other than irrigation.
Reclamation also would review any related separate third-party contracts between the New Mexico
Interstate Stream Commission and the Carlsbad Irrigation District. Reclamation and the Carlsbad
Irrigation District have entered into three previous short-term miscellaneous purposes contracts; the
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) addresses the effects of a long-term, 40-year contract.
In 2003, the New Mexico Office of the State Engineer, the New Mexico Interstate Stream
Commission, Reclamation, the Carlsbad Irrigation District, and the Pecos Valley Artesian
Conservancy District entered into a Settlement Agreement that resolves water rights litigation,
implements a plan to ensure delivery of water to the Carlsbad Irrigation District and state line, and
settles many water management issues on the Pecos River. The Settlement Agreement requires
Reclamation and the Carlsbad Irrigation District enter into a long-term miscellaneous purposes
contract that would allow the New Mexico Interstate Stream Commission to use Project water for
miscellaneous purposes, specifically delivery to the state line. A long-term miscellaneous purposes
contract is needed by the New Mexico Interstate Stream Commission to use up to 50,000 acre-feet of
Carlsbad Project water per year for delivery to Texas. A long-term contract would also partially
fulfill the Settlement Agreement. The water would be used to maintain long-term compliance with
the Pecos River Compact and the United States Supreme Court Amended Decree in Texas v. New
Mexico. Two alternatives, the No Action Alternative and the Proposed Action, are analyzed in detail
in this FEIS.

This FEIS has been prepared in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act and
Reclamation procedures and is intended to serve environmental review and consultation requirements
pursuant to Executive Order 11988 (Floodplain Management), Executive Order 11990 (Wetlands
Protection), Executive Order 12898 (Environmental Justice), the National Historic Preservation Act
(Section 106), Endangered Species Act (Section 7¢) and Departmental and Reclamation Indian Trust
Asset policies.

Statement Filing Number: FES 06-19
Date filed with the Environmental Protection Agency: July 21, 2006



Abbreviations and Acronyms

mg/L milligrams per liter NHL National Historic Landmark
pS/cm microsiemens per centimeter NHPA National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966
APE Area of Potential Effect NMDGF New Mexico Department of
Game and Fish
ARMS Archaeological Records NMISC New Mexico Interstate Stream
Management System Commission
BLM Bureau of Land Management NMOSE New Mexico Office of State
Engineer
BE Biological Evaluation NMRPTC New Mexico Rare Plant
Technical Council
CFR Code of Federal Regulations NMSA New Mexico Statutes
Annotated
cfs cubic feet per second NMWQCC New Mexico Water Quality
Control Commission
CID Carlsbad Irrigation District NOA Notice of Availability
Compact | Pecos River Compact NOI Notice of Intent
Corps U.S. Army Corps of Engineers NRCS Natural Resources
Conservation Service
FEIS Final Environmental Impact NRHP National Register of Historic
Statement Places
EA Environmental Assessment NWIS National Water Information
System
EIS Environmental Impact PVACD Pecos Valley Artesian
Statement Conservancy District
EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Reclamation Bureau of Reclamation
Agency
ESA Endangered Species Act of ROD Record of Decision
1973
FSID Fort Sumner Irrigation District USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
HIC Hagerman Irrigation Company SHPO State Historic Preservation
Office
MOA Memorandum of Agreement USGS U.S. Geological Survey
NEPA National Environmental Policy

Act of 1969
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