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23:  Implementation of the California Plan and intrastate transfers was included in the FEIS Flood Control alternative.  See response to Comment 37-11 for more details.



24:  Shortage conditions for the Colorado River have not been defined.  They were assumed for modeling purposes in the EIS.  Section 3.3.3.4 describes the Lake Mead water level protection assumptions and the modeling conditions under which California could receive less than its normal apportionment.


25:  See Attachment H for additional information.  





26:  Additional discussion has been added to the Lower Division Demand Schedules (FEIS Att. H) regarding the influence on surplus water deliveries.  The guidelines (FEIS Att. I) would be applied annually to whatever water surface elevation existed.



27:  The surplus triggers would be used once a year to determine whether surplus conditions would occur in the following year.  For example, in August 2007, while preparing the AOP for 2008, Reclamation would project the January 1, 2008 Lake Mead elevation using our 24 month study (2 year model).  If the water surface elevation of Lake Mead were projected to be above approximately 1163 ft, the surplus volume stipulated for Tier 1 for 2008 would be triggered for delivery during 2008, regardless of the resulting lake level within year 2008.  The monthly delivery to each Lower Division state would be according to its monthly surplus water demand schedule for Tier 1.  In addition, the amount of surplus water allowed for delivery in 2008 would be subject to a determination of beneficial use by the Regional Director, Lower Colorado Region.
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28:  The purpose of this action is not to get California to 4.4 maf and thus the 4.4 Plan (now the CA Plan) is not within the scope of this EIS. Water transfers within California and their effects on and off the river are being handled by joint and separate NEPA and CEQA documentation.  Through monitoring, verification, and accounting of all users uses, particularly as California begins to implement transfers and develop conservation programs, these data will be considered as part of the AOP process for measuring California's success in reducing its use to 4.4 maf. This description of monitoring, verification, and accounting of water use involves ongoing Reclamation processes that are outside the purpose and need of this action.

29:  Reclamation is currently and has been monitoring diversions, return flows and consumptive uses by water users along the Colorado River since 1964.  Reclamation is required by the Supreme Court (Article V, Supreme Court Decree in Arizona v California dated March 9, 1964) to prepare and maintain complete, detailed and accurate annual records of: releases of water through regulatory structures, diversions, returns and consumptive uses by State and diverter, water ordered but not diverted, and deliveries to Mexico in satisfaction of their entitlement. Reclamation began preparing this report in 1964.  Since then, the accounting and monitoring procedures have been augmented with a monthly report tracking users diversion, returns and consumptive uses throughout the year.   In addition to the monthly reporting and end of year accounting, Reclamation approves water use estimates by major water users before the beginning of each calendar year.  Title 43, CFR 417 requires entitlement holders to provide an estimate of monthly diversion requirements (schedule), for Reclamationˆs planning purposes, prior to the beginning of the calendar year.      The major water users are also required by contract to provide a monthly water use report which includes actual diversions and return flows. Others either report annually or have diversions and return flows reported by the USGS at the end of the year.  This information is reported to all interested parties in the monthly reports and the annual report titled "Compilation of Records in Accordance with Article V of the Decree of the Supreme Court of the United States in Arizona V. California, Dated March 9, 1964."   The schedules are reviewed by the water conservation, water contracts, and water operations staff to ensure that the next year demands do not exceed contract holders entitlements and that the water requested will be available in the system.  Monthly reports are tracked throughout the year to monitor trends in water use which indicate when users are likely to exceed their entitlements.     When surplus water is available, entitlement holders are allowed to divert up to their entitlement for surplus water, if any, in addition to their basic entitlement for a normal year in which no surplus would be available.  How much surplus water was diverted by an entitlement holder can be determined only at the end of the calendar year by comparing the actual use, as reported in the Decree Accounting report, to their entitlement.  Reclamation is developing a method to compare actual use to entitlements for the purpose of identifying surplus uses and uses in excess of entitlement.

30:  Reclamation is taking steps to require more accurate measurement and reporting of diversions and return flows to the river.  The most common case of water users who divert water without a contract involve persons who divert water from a well that is replaced with Colorado River water.  Reclamation is, and for the last 5 years has been, funding the Geological Survey to perform an inventory of wells in the Colorado river flood plain and on adjacent terraces and slopes that have the potential to pump Colorado River water.  The Geological Survey, at Reclamation's request and with Reclamation funding, has completed two reports which document a method for use in making a presumption if the use of water pumped by a well is pumping Colorado River water.   The first report, published in 1994, provides a method of accounting for the lower Colorado River between the mouth of the Grand Canyon and Laguna Dam.  The second report, published in 2000, provides a method of accounting for the lower Colorado River from Laguna Dam to Mexico.  All uses of Colorado River water must be reported  in the Colorado River water accounting report  required by the Supreme Court (Article V, Supreme Court Decree in Arizona v California dated March 9, 1964).    To date, the initial well inventory is about half complete and the methods documented in the reports identified above have been used to presume if new or planned wells would likely pump water that should be accounted for as Colorado River water.   Few existing wells have been made subject to the methods described within the above identified reports.    Reclamation recognizes that the accounting of water required by the Supreme Court must include accurate records of diversions, return flows, and consumptive use.  Past efforts to uniquely and separately identify unmeasured return flows for individual diverters have met with mixed success.  While estimates for many diverters currently exist, they cannot be considered definitive.  Reclamation and others recognized many years ago that estimates on unmeasured return flows could not be made without first estimating consumptive use by some method other than measured diversion less measured return.  To this end, the lower Colorado River Accounting System (LCRAS) was developed to estimate agricultural consumptive use as the evapotranspiration of the crops and related uses plus a portion of the residual of a water budget between major structures along the lower Colorado River.   CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE




