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1:  Comment Noted.2:  Comment Noted.
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3:  Please refer to the response to Comment 10-4. 4:  An EIS need not consider an infinite range of alternatives, only reasonable and feasible ones and those reasonably related to the purposes of the project that afford a reasoned choice by the decision maker.  The rule of reason shall be utilized in development of a range of alternatives.  NEPA does not require a separate analysis of alternatives which are not significantly distinguishable from alternatives actually considered, or which have substantially similar consequences.  For these reasons, Reclamation considered the Pacific Institute proposal but eliminated it from further analysis because part of it did not meet the purpose and need of the proposed action and the remainder of the alternative mirrored the Six State's Alternative which was analyzed in depth for the DEIS.   Please also refer to the response to Comment 11-2.
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5:  The purpose and need acknowledge California's efforts to lower their Colorado River consumptive use. The DEIS did note that in Section 1.4, Related and Ongoing Activities, the 4.4 Plan, now the California Colorado River Water Use Plan (CA Plan), was under development.  Further, the CA Plan is not a federal action. To the extent federal actions are required as part of the plan, each element will undergo appropriate environmental compliance.  As evidenced by the recent draft version of the CA Plan, this is still a work in progress although various parties have different views.  Reclamation has never viewed surplus as a part of the CA Plan.  Moreover, the measure of progress in implementing the CA Plan concerns reduction in water need rather than physical or institutional arrangements.6:  Revised depletion schedules provided by the Basin States were used in FEIS analyses.  See response to Comment No. 14-10 for more detail.7:  The area of potential effect has been expanded for the FEIS to include the Colorado River and 100-year floodplain to the Southerly International Boundary within the U.S.  Section 3.16 of the EIS, Transboundary Impacts, addresses potential effects within Mexico.8:  An anlaysis of the frequency with which the triggering criteria for BHBFs and low steady summer flows would be met under each of the alternatives has been conducted for the FEIS (see Section 3.6).  When compared to the baseline conditions, the probability of a BHBF being triggered under the preferred alternative is reduced by 1.1% during the interim period (through 2016) and by 0.1% during the remaining period (through 2050).  The probability of a low steady summer flow being triggered under the preferred alternative is reduced by 2.9% during the interim period and increased by 0.3% during the subsequent period.  Given the margin of error in forecasting runoff, these proposed minor changes are not expected to impact the resources in the Colorado River corridor form Glen Canyon Dam to the headwaters of Lake Mead.




