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Mission Statements

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.

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.



Narrows Project
Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Lead Agency: United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of
Reclamation
Cooperating Agencies: United States Department of Agriculture, Forest Service

United States Department of the Army, U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers

Abstract:

The Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation), the Federal agency with administrative
authority under the Small Reclamation Projects Act (SRPA), in cooperation with the

U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, has
prepared this supplemental draft environmental impact statement (SDEIS) pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended, and the Council on
Environmental Quality and U.S. Department of the Interior regulations implementing
NEPA. This SDEIS updates a previously released draft environmental impact statement
(EIS) and describes the effects of granting a SRPA loan and authorizing use of withdrawn
lands to the Sanpete Water Conservancy District (SWCD) to construct the Narrows Dam
and Reservoir and to rehabilitate the existing Gooseberry (Narrows) Tunnel. The
purpose of the Proposed Action is to enable the SWCD to develop an existing
Gooseberry Project right to 5,400 acre-feet of water.

If the SRPA loan is approved and funds are obtained, SWCD would implement its plan to
develop a supplemental water supply for agriculture and municipal and industrial water
use in northern Sanpete County, Utah. Under the Proposed Action Alternative, if the
SRPA loan is approved, Narrows Dam and Reservoir would be constructed on
Gooseberry Creek to store and deliver project water through the Narrows Tunnel to
Cottonwood Creek. Project water would be conveyed through three pipelines for
delivery to existing water distribution systems in the project area. This supplemental
draft EIS updates data and analyses from the 1998 draft EIS, for the Proposed Action
Alternative, action alternatives, and the No Action Alternative and outlines mitigation
measures that would be implemented as part of the Proposed Action.

For Further Information, Contact: Mr. Kerry Schwartz
Water and Environmental Resources Division
Manager, PRO-700
Bureau of Reclamation, Provo Area Office
302 East 1860 South
Provo, Utah 84606-7317
Telephone: (801) 379-1150
faxogram: (801) 379-1159
email: narrowseis@usbr.gov

Filing Number: DES-09-55
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