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This section contains comment letters submitted by the following Indian tribes: 

IT-1 Ak-Chin Indian Community of the Maricopa Indian Reservation 
IT-2 Fort Mojave Indian Tribe of Arizona, California, and Nevada  
IT-3 Quechan Indian Tribe of the Fort Yuima Indian Reservation, California and     
            Nevada 
IT-4 Southern Ute Indian Tribe of the Southern Ute Reservation 
IT-5 Colorado River Indian Tribes of the Colorado River Indian Reservation, Arizona  
            and California    
IT-6 Yavapai-Apache Nation of the Camp Verde Indian Reservation 
IT-7 Tonto Apache Tribe of Arizona  
IT-8 Pascua Yaqui Tribe of Arizona  
IT-9 San Carlos Apache Tribe of the San Carlos Reservation 
IT-10 Gila River Indian Community  
IT-11 Navajo Nation, Arizona, New Mexico, and Utah 
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Reponses to Comment Letter IT-1 

IT-1-1 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. As discussed in Section 4.10 
of the Draft EIS and of the Final EIS, no vested water right of any kind, quantified or 
unquantified, including federally reserved Indian rights to Colorado River water, rights pursuant 
to the Consolidated Decree or Congressionally-approved water right settlements utilizing CAP 
water, will be altered as a result of any of the alternatives under consideration. 

IT-1-2 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  

IT-1-3 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-1-4 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.. 

IT-1-5 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. Also see response to 
Comment No. IT-1-1. 
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Reponses to Comment Letter IT-2 

IT-2-1 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. Reclamation conducted 
extensive public outreach, held public scoping meetings, and consulted with representatives from 
the cooperating agencies, Basin States, Indian tribes, non-governmental organizations (NGOs), 
and other interested parties to obtain input on the scope of the study.  The purpose and need for 
the proposed federal action as well as the action alternatives that were evaluated in the EIS were 
formulated based on the input that was received throughout the process.  

IT-2-2 and IT-2-3 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. As discussed in Section 1.1 
and 1.3, the tradeoffs between the magnitude and frequency of shortages are considered in EIS.  
The selection of the Preferred Alternative considers these tradeoffs while still being consistent 
with the Law of the River. 

IT-2-4  

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.   

IT-2-5 and IT-2-6 

Your comment is noted. Reclamation has included draft guidelines in the Final EIS (Appendix 
S), although dates regarding the administration of ICS have not been identified. Such dates will 
be specified in the final guidelines, anticipated to be implemented by the Record of Decision.  

IT-2-7  

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  While shortage 
determinations would reduce the annual release from Davis Dam, Section 4.3.6 indicates that 
Davis Dam releases under the Preferred Alternative are very similar to the No Action 
Alternative.   

IT-2-8 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 
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Reponses to Comment Letter IT-3 

IT-3-1 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-3-2 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-3-3 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. See response to Comment 
No. IT-1-1. 

IT-3-4 and IT-3-5 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. The information requested is 
found in Section 4.8.3.7 and Section 4.8.4.7. 

IT-3-6 through IT-3-8 
Your comment is noted. As discussed in Section 3.3.9 and Section 4.3.8, the proposed federal 
action will have no effect on the Imperial Dam to NIB river reach.   

IT-3-9  
Your comment is noted. See response to Comment No. IT-3-6 through IT-3-8. 

IT-3-10 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  
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Reponses to Comment Letter IT-4 

IT-4-1 
Reclamation does not concur with this comment. As noted in Section 3.2, reservoirs located 
upstream of Lake Powell and operated independently of Lake Powell would not be affected by 
the proposed federal action. 

IT-4-2 through IT-4-4 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. See response to Comment 
No. IT-1-1.  

IT-4-5 through IT-9 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. The Council on 
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations for implementing NEPA do not require identification 
of a Preferred Alternative in the Draft EIS.  Reclamation considered all public comments on the 
Draft EIS in identifying the Preferred Alternative.   

IT-4-10 

Pursuant to the CEQ regulations, a 30-day review period will commence after the publication of 
the Final EIS. 

IT-4-11 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 
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Reponses to Comment Letter IT-5 

IT-5-1 
Reclamation concurs with this comment.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-5-2 and IT-5-3 
The potential impacts to biological resources were analyzed and presented in Section 4.8.3.4 and 
4.8.4.6. The potential impacts to socioeconomic resources were analyzed and presented in 
Section 4.14.  

IT-5-4 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-5-5 

Your comment is noted. Reclamation has included draft operational guidelines in the Final EIS 
(Appendix S) that address the administration of the ICS mechanism.    
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Reponses to Comment Letter IT-6 

IT-6-1 and IT-6-2 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.   

IT-6-3  
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-6-4 

Reclamation does not concur with this comment. As discussed in Section 4.3.4.1 of the Draft EIS 
(renumbered to Section 4.3.4.2 in the Final EIS), conservation activities resulting from 
participation in a storage and delivery mechanism results in higher Lake Mead elevations, due to 
the system assessment whereby a percentage of the conserved water is retained in Lake Mead. 
Higher Lake Mead elevations would result in a decrease in the risk of shortages and an increase 
in the reliability of 4th priority Arizona water supplies. 

IT-6-5 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-6-6 

As noted in Section 4.4.3 of the Draft EIS and of the Final EIS, the proposed federal action will 
not affect the entitlements to water users within the Lower Division states. However, water 
deliveries to users within each state may be affected and were analyzed in the EIS. 

IT-6-7  
Reclamation does not concur with this comment.  As noted in Section 1.2, the interim guidelines 
would be used by the Secretary to determine those circumstances under which the Secretary 
would reduce the annual amount of water available for consumptive use from Lake Mead to the 
Colorado River Lower Division states (Arizona, California, and Nevada) (Section 1.7) below 7.5 
million acre-feet (maf) (a ‘‘Shortage’’) pursuant to Article II(B)(3) of the Consolidated Decree. 
Section 301(b) of the Colorado River Basin Project Act clearly states that, under those 
circumstances, diversions to the CAP would be limited. 

An analyses of the trade-offs between incurring more manageable yet more frequent shortages 
versus incurring no shortages for some period of time resulting in an increased risk of much 
larger, severe and less manageable shortages at a later date has been performed through the 
comparison of the alternatives that have been studied in the EIS. The Preferred Alternative 
proposes more frequent, less severe shortages, reducing the risk of incurring larger more severe 
shortages at a later date. These analyses included the potential impacts to water deliveries to 
CAP (Section 4.4.7.1 and Appendix G). 
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IT-6-8 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-6. 

IT-6-9 and IT-6-10 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. The apportionment to the 
Upper Basin and Lower Basin is outside the scope of this EIS. 

IT-6-11 through IT-6-14 
Reclamation does not concur with this comment.  Of the alternatives considered in the Draft EIS, 
the Basin States, Reservoir Storage, and Water Supply alternatives did not assume absolute 
protection to either of SNWA’s intakes (elevations 1,050 feet msl or 1,000 feet msl). In the Final 
EIS, the Preferred Alternative also does not provide absolute protection to SNWA’s intakes. 

IT-6-15 and IT-6-16 
Your comment is noted. Table E-1 in Appendix E lists Arizona water entitlement holders and 
priorities and aggregates all CAP water contracts into one entry under the heading Central 
Arizona Water Conservation District (CAP) for presentation purposes only. It was not intended 
to suggest that CAP contracts with the Secretary were subcontracts with CAWCD. Table 3.2-2 in 
the Draft EIS lists the individual AP contractors, including the Indian tribes. In the Final EIS, 
Appendix G was modified to more clearly explain the CAP framework (Section G.4.8). In the 
Final EIS, Table G-3 shows the CAP entitlements by priority and Table G-4 shows the CAP 
priority 2 Indian entitlements by sub-priority. Both tables clearly show the Yavapai-Apache 
entitlement. 

IT-6-17 and IT-6-18 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-6-19 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-6. 

IT-6-20 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-6-21  
This comment does not accurately reflect the information published by Reclamation in the Draft 
EIS.  As described in Section 2.3, Section 2.4, Section 2.5, the Basin States, Conservation Before 
Shortage, and Reservoir Storage alternatives proposed a storage and delivery mechanism that 
would encourage and account for augmentation and conservation of water supplies. In the Final 
EIS, Reclamation has identified the Preferred Alternative that includes a similar mechanism 
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(ICS). Draft operational guidelines have also been included in the Final EIS (Appendix S) that 
address the administration of the ICS mechanism.  

IT-6-22 to IT-6-24 
Reclamation does not concur with these comments.  See response to Comment No. IT-6-21.  

IT-6-25 and IT-6-26 
As noted in Section 1.2 of the Draft EIS, the interim guidelines would be used by the Secretary 
to allow for the storage and delivery, pursuant to applicable federal law, of conserved Colorado 
River system and non-system water in Lake Mead. Reclamation has included draft operational 
guidelines in the Final EIS (Appendix S) that address the administration of the ICS mechanism. 

IT-6-27 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-25.   

IT-6-28 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. See response to Comment 
No. IT-6-25. 

IT-6-29 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-25.  

IT-6-30 and IT-6-32 
Reclamation does not concur with these comments. The Basin States proposal (Appendix J) 
suggests that Arizona’s share of surplus under a Quantified Surplus Condition be distributed to 
“surplus demands in Arizona including off stream banking and interstate banking demands” 
(emphasis added).  

IT-6-33 
Your comment is noted.  Reclamation has included draft operational guidelines in the Final EIS 
(Appendix S) that address Lake Mead operations including surplus determinations. Inclusion of 
the statement “Distribute Arizona’s share to surplus demands in Arizona including Off-stream 
Banking and interstate banking demands” in the draft guidelines does not preclude distribution of 
surplus within Arizona to other surplus demands including Tribal surplus demands.  

IT-6-34 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. See response to Comment 
No. IT-6-25. 



Indian Tribe Comments  Volume IV
 

 

October 2007 IT-42 
Final EIS – Colorado River Interim Guidelines for 

Lower Basin Shortages and Coordinated Operations for 
Lake Powell and Lake Mead 

 

IT-6-35 and IT-6-36 

Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. Reclamation’s 
supplementing guidance states that if other projects in the affected area are likely to occur and 
the effects are reasonably foreseeable, they should be included and analyzed as part of the action. 

IT-6-37 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  The Yavapai-Apache 
Nation is not affected by the shortage-sharing compromise in the AWSA (Section 4.4.7.1) 
because the compromise affects those entities within the M&I/Indian category with entitlements 
less firm than the Nation’s entitlements. 

IT-6-38 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. As noted in Section 3.10.1,  
ITAs are “…‘legal interests’ in ‘assets’ held in ‘trust’ by the federal government for federally 
recognized Indian tribes or individual Indians” (USBR 1994).  For this analysis, the Indian water 
rights and land assets considered include federally reserved Indian rights to Colorado River 
water including rights established pursuant to Arizona v. California; Colorado River water Tribal 
delivery contracts where such contracts are part of a congressionally approved water rights 
settlement; and Indian reservations (Section 3.10.1).  

IT-6-39 

Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. However, based on the 
modeling assumptions used to distribute shortages to CAP users, the shortage to the Nation 
would be the same whether analyzed separately or included as part of the analysis with other 
CAP contractors.  Appendix G (Attachment B) provides the modeled shortages to the Nation for 
a range of shortages for selected years.  

IT-6-40 through IT-6-42 
Reclamation does not concur with these comments. No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  

IT-6-43 
Reclamation does not concur with this comment.  An analyses of the trade-offs between 
incurring more manageable yet more frequent shortages versus incurring no shortages for some 
period of time resulting in an increased risk of much larger, severe and less manageable 
shortages at a later date has been performed through the comparison of the alternatives that have 
been studied in the EIS. The Preferred Alternative proposes more frequent, less severe shortages, 
reducing the risk of incurring larger more severe shortages at a later date. These analyses 
included the potential impacts to water deliveries to users within the CAP (Section 4.4.7.1) 

IT-6-44 and IT-6-45 

Reclamation does not concur with these comments. See response to Comment No. IT-6-6.  
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IT-6-46 through IT-6-49 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. As noted in Section 2.4, the 
Conservation Before Shortage Alternative includes voluntary, compensated reductions in water 
use to minimize involuntary shortages in the Lower Basin and avoid risk of curtailments of use 
in the Upper Basin. The specific entities that might participate in a voluntary conservation 
program are unknown. However, for purposes of environmental analyses, it was assumed that the 
conservation amounts as specified in Section 2.4 would be achieved.  Details of the modeling 
assumptions are presented in Appendix M. 

IT-6-50 and IT-6-51 
See response to Comment No. G-6-40.   
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Reponses to Comment Letter IT-7 

IT-7-1 and IT-7-2 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.   

IT-7-3  

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-7-4 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-4.  

IT-7-5 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-7-6 

See response to Comment No. IT-6-6. 

IT-7-7 

See response to Comment No. IT-6-7. 

IT-7-8 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-6.  

IT-7-9 and IT-7-10 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-9 and IT-6-10.  

IT-7-11 through IT-7-14 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-11 through IT-6-14.  

IT-7-15 and IT-7-16 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. Table E-1 in Appendix E 
lists Arizona water entitlement holders and priorities and aggregates all CAP water contracts into 
one entry under the heading Central Arizona Water Conservation District (CAP) for presentation 
purposes only. It was not intended to suggest that CAP contracts with the Secretary were 
subcontracts with CAWCD. Reclamation concurs that the Tribe’s CAP contract is a two-party 
contract between the Nation and the Secretary.  In the Final EIS, Appendix G was modified to 
more clearly explain the CAP framework (Section G.4.8). In the Final EIS, Table G-3 shows the 
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CAP entitlements by priority and Table G-4 shows the CAP priority 2 Indian entitlements by 
sub-priority. Both tables clearly show the Tonto-Apache entitlement. 

IT-7-17 and IT-18 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-17 and IT-6-18.  

IT-7-19 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-6.  

IT-7-20 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-20.  

IT-7-21 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-21.  

IT-7-22 through IT-7-24 
Reclamation does not concur with these comments. See response to Comment No. IT-6-21.  

IT-7-25 and IT-7-26 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-25 and IT-6-26.  

IT-7-27 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-25.  

IT-7-28 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. See response to Comment 
No. IT-6-25.  

IT-7-29 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-25.  

IT-7-30 through IT-7-32 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-30 through IT-6-32.  

IT-7-33 
See response to Comment No. G-6-33. 
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IT-7-34 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. See response to Comment 
No. IT-6-25. 

IT-7-35 and IT-7-36 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-35 and IT-6-36. 

IT-7-37  

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  The Tonto-Apache Tribe is 
not affected by the shortage-sharing compromise in the AWSA (Section 4.4.7.1) because the 
compromise affects those entities within the M&I/Indian category with entitlements less firm 
than the Tribe’s entitlements. 

IT-7-38 
Reclamation does not concur with this comment. See response to Comment No. IT-6-38.  

IT-7-39 

Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. However, based on the 
modeling assumptions used to distribute shortages to CAP users, the shortage to the Tribe would 
be the same whether analyzed separately or included as part of the analysis with other CAP 
contractors.  Appendix G (Attachment B) provides the modeled shortages to the Tribe for a range 
of shortages for selected years. 

IT-7-40 through IT-7-42 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-40 through Comment No. IT-6-42.  

IT-7-43 

See response to Comment No. IT-6-43. 

IT-7-44 through IT-7-45 
Reclamation does not concur with this comment. See response to Comment No. IT-6-6.  

IT-7-46 through IT-7-49 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-46 through Comment No. IT-6-49.  

IT-7-50 and IT-7-51 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-50 and Comment No. IT-6-51. 
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Reponses to Comment Letter IT-8 

IT-8-1 and IT-8-2 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.   

IT-8-3  

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-8-4 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-4.  

IT-8-5 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary..  

IT-8-6 

See response to Comment No. IT-6-6. 

IT-8-7 

See response to Comment No. IT-6-7. 

IT-8-8 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-6.  

IT-8-9 and IT-8-10 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-9 and IT-6-10..  

IT-8-11 through IT-8-14 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-11 through IT-6-14.  

IT-8-15 and IT-8-16 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. Table E-1 in Appendix E 
lists Arizona water entitlement holders and priorities and aggregates all CAP water contracts into 
one entry under the heading Central Arizona Water Conservation District (CAP) for presentation 
purposes only. It was not intended to suggest that CAP contracts with the Secretary were 
subcontracts with CAWCD. Reclamation concurs that the Tribe’s CAP contract is a two-party 
contract between the Nation and the Secretary.  In the Final EIS, Appendix G was modified to 
more clearly explain the CAP framework (Section G.4.8). In the Final EIS, Table G-3 shows the 
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CAP entitlements by priority and Table G-4 shows the CAP priority 2 Indian entitlements by 
sub-priority. Both tables clearly show the Pascua Yaqui entitlement. 

IT-8-17 and IT-8-18 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  

IT-8-19 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-6.  

IT-8-20 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-8-21 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-21.  

IT-8-22 through IT-8-24 
Reclamation does not concur with these comments. See response to Comment No. IT-6-21.  

IT-8-25 and IT-8-26 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-25 and IT-6-26.  

IT-8-27 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-25.  

IT-8-28 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. See response to Comment 
No. IT-6-25.  

IT-8-29 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-25.  

IT-8-30 through IT-8-32 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-30 through IT-6-32.  

IT-8-33 
See response to Comment No. G-6-33. 
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IT-8-34 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. See response to Comment 
No. IT-6-25. 

IT-8-35 and IT-8-36 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-35 and IT-6-36. 

IT-8-37 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  The Pasqua Yaqui Tribe is 
not affected by the shortage-sharing compromise in the AWSA (Section 4.4.7.1) because the 
compromise affects those entities within the M&I/Indian category with entitlements less firm 
than the Tribe’s entitlement. 

IT-8-38 
Reclamation does not concur with this comment. See response to Comment No. IT-6-38.  

IT-8-39 

Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. However, based on the 
modeling assumptions used to distribute shortages to CAP users, the shortage to the Tribe would 
be the same whether analyzed separately or included as part of the analysis with other CAP 
contractors.  Appendix G (Attachment B) provides the modeled shortages to the Tribe for a range 
of shortages for selected years.  

IT-8-40 through IT-8-42 
See responses to Comment No. IT-6-40 through IT-6-42.  

IT-8-43 

See response to Comment No. IT-6-43. 

IT-8-44 through IT-8-45 
Reclamation does not concur with this comment. See response to Comment No. IT-6-6.  

IT-8-46 through IT-8-49 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-46 through IT-6-49.  

IT-8-50 and IT-8-51 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-50 and IT-6-51. 
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Reponses to Comment Letter IT-9 

IT-9-1 and IT-9-2 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.   

IT-9-3  

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-9-4 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-4.  

IT-9-5 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  

IT-9-6 

See response to Comment No. IT-6-6. 

IT-9-7 

See response to Comment No. IT-6-7. 

IT-9-8 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-6.  

IT-9-9 and IT-9-10 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-9 and IT-6-10.  

IT-9-11 through IT-9-14 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-11 through IT-6-14.  

IT-9-15 and IT-9-16 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. Table E-1 in Appendix E 
lists Arizona water entitlement holders and priorities and aggregates all CAP water contracts into 
one entry under the heading Central Arizona Water Conservation District (CAP) for presentation 
purposes only. It was not intended to suggest that CAP contracts with the Secretary were 
subcontracts with CAWCD. Reclamation concurs that the Tribe’s CAP contract is a two-party 
contract between the Nation and the Secretary.  In the Final EIS, Appendix G was modified to 
more clearly explain the CAP framework (Section G.4.8). In the Final EIS, Table G-3 shows the 
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CAP entitlements by priority and Table G-4 shows the CAP priority 2 Indian entitlements by 
sub-priority. Both tables clearly show the San Carlos Apache entitlement. 

IT-9-17 and IT-9-18 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  

IT-9-19 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-6.  

IT-9-20 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  

IT-9-21 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-21.  

IT-9-22 through IT-9-24 
Reclamation does not concur with these comments. See response to Comment No. IT-6-21.  

IT-9-25 and IT-9-26 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-25 and IT-6-26.  

IT-9-27 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-25.  

IT-9-28 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. See response to Comment 
No. IT-6-25.  

IT-9-29 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-25.  

IT-9-30 through IT-9-32 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-30 through IT-6-32.  

IT-9-33 
See response to Comment No. G-6-33. 
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IT-9-34 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. See response to Comment 
No. IT-6-25. 

IT-9-35 and IT-9-36 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-35 and IT-6-36. 

IT-9-37 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  The San Carlos Apache 
Tribe is not affected by the shortage-sharing compromise in the AWSA (Section 4.4.7.1) because 
the compromise affects those entities within the M&I/Indian category with entitlements less firm 
than the Tribe’s entitlement. 

IT-9-38 

Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  As noted in the fifth 
footnote on Table 3.10-2, the modeling assumptions used in the Draft EIS and the Final EIS 
assume that delivery losses of six percent on the Santa Rosa Canal would be incurred for the Ak-
Chin water. 

IT-9-39 

Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. However, based on the 
modeling assumptions used to distribute shortages to CAP users, the shortage to the Ak-Chin 
Tribe would be the same whether analyzed separately or included as part of the analysis with 
other CAP contractors.  Appendix G (Attachment B) provides the modeled shortages to the Tribe 
for a range of shortages for selected years.   

IT-9-40 through IT-9-42 

Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-9-43 

See response to Comment No. IT-6-43. 

IT-9-44 through IT-9-45 
Reclamation does not concur with this comment. See response to Comment No. IT-6-6.  

IT-9-46 through IT-9-49 
See responses to Comment Nos. IT-6-46 through IT-6-49. 
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IT-9-50 and IT-9-51 
See response to Comment No. G-6-40. 
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Reponses to Comment Letter IT-10 

IT-10-1 through IT-10-4 
Reclamation does not concur with these comments. The Council on Environmental Quality 
(CEQ) regulations for implementing NEPA do not require identification of a Preferred 
Alternative in the Draft EIS.  Reclamation considered all public comments on the Draft EIS in 
identifying the Preferred Alternative. Pursuant to the CEQ regulations, a 30-day review period 
will commence after the publication of the Final EIS. 

IT-10-5 

Reclamation does not concur with this comment. As discussed in Section 3.4.1 of the Final EIS, 
the depletion schedules for the Upper Basin states used in the EIS were developed by each Upper 
Basin state and are the best data currently available regarding future Upper Basin depletions. 
Reclamation will continue to work with the Upper Colorado River Commission and the Basin 
States and other stakeholders to update these depletion schedules as appropriate. 

IT-10-6 and IT-10-7 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. As described in Section 2.2, 
the No Action Alternative provides a reasonable representation of future conditions under no 
action, including with regard to Lake Powell operations. Pursuant to the LROC, the minimum 
objective release from Lake Powell is 8.23 mafy and the No Action Alternative assumes that 
operation. The other alternatives assume different Lake Powell operations as summarized in 
Table 2.8-2. Section 4.3.3.2 provides an analysis of the Glen Canyon Dam 10-year running total 
of annual releases for each alternative. Section 4.4.4.1 provides an analysis of shortages for each 
alternative. Section 4.4.6 provides an analysis of water deliveries to Mexico for each alternative. 

IT-10-8 
Reclamation disagrees with this comment. As noted in Section 1.1, the Secretary proposes that 
the guidelines be interim in duration and extend through 2026.  As noted in Section 4.2.2, the 
period of analysis was through 2060 in order to disclose potential resource impacts beyond the 
19-year interim period. Since the operational rules are unknown after 2026, all action alternatives 
were assumed to revert back to the modeling assumptions used for the No Action Alternative 
beginning in 2027. Throughout the EIS, the graphs, tables, and statistics clearly display the 
results of the entire modeling period.  

IT-10-9 and IT-10-10 
See response to Comment No. F-5-2. A sensitivity analysis regarding the modeling assumptions 
regarding water delivery reductions to Mexico has been added in the Final EIS (Appendix Q).    
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IT-10-11 
Your comment is noted. Additional graphs have been added in Appendix P regarding water 
deliveries. 

IT-10-12 and IT-10-13 

Reclamation does not concur with these comments. As discussed in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIS 
and of the Final EIS, no vested water right of any kind, quantified or unquantified, including 
federally reserved Indian rights to Colorado River water, rights pursuant to the Consolidated 
Decree or Congressionally-approved water right settlements utilizing CAP water, will be altered 
as a result of any of the alternatives under consideration. Furthermore, as noted in Section 4.4.3 
of the Draft EIS and of the Final EIS, the proposed federal action will not affect the entitlements 
to water users within the Lower Division states. However, water deliveries to users within each 
state may be affected and were analyzed in the EIS. 

Section 4.4.7.1 and Appendix G provides an analysis of shortages to all contractors within the 
CAP including tribes. 

IT-10-14 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-10-15 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-10-16 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-10-17 and IT-10-18 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-10-19 
Section 4.3.3.2 of the Draft EIS and in the Final EIS evaluates each of the alternatives regarding 
the 10-year running total of Glen Canyon Dam releases.  Appendix N also evaluates the 10-year 
running total of Glen Canyon releases for alternative methodologies for projecting future 
hydrologic inflows. 

IT-10-20 
See response to Comment No. IT-6-33. 
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Reponses to Comment Letter IT-11 

IT-11-1  

Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary. 

IT-11-2 through IT-11-8 
Your comment is noted. To the extent that additional Tribal water rights are developed, 
established or quantified during the interim period of the proposed federal action, the United 
States will manage Colorado River facilities to deliver water consistent with such additional 
water rights, if any, pursuant to federal law. Thus, modifications to system operation, in 
accordance with pertinent legal requirements, will be considered as Tribal water rights and will 
be exercised in accordance with applicable law. 

IT-11-9 and IT-11-10 
Your comment is noted. No change to the Final EIS was necessary.  

IT-11-11 
Your comment is noted. Some confusion may exist with respect to the modeled Upper Basin 
Arizona uses. As shown in Table C-1 of Appendix C, the Upper Basin states depletion schedules 
include Arizona use of 45 kafy for 2008 and 2009, and 50 kafy from 2010 through 2060.  In the 
hydrologic model, this node includes the use of the Navajo Generating Station, the City of Page, 
and the Gallup-Navajo project. 

IT-11-12 
Your comment is noted. Section 4.12 has been updated to include a discussion of the effects of 
the alternatives on operations to the marina at Antelope Point.  The assessment, conducted in a 
similar fashion to the other recreation resources at Lake Powell evaluated in the EIS, is based on 
the probabilities that the surface elevation of Lake Powell would fall below the level at which the 
marina can operate.      

IT-11-13 
Your comment is noted. Reclamation estimated the annual changes in pumping costs to supply 
water to the Navajo Generating Station and the City of Page (Section 4.11).  In addition, Section 
4.3.2 presents the analysis of the probabilities of Lake Powell falling below key elevations, 
including 3490 feet msl.  

IT-11-14 
See response to Comment No. S-1-21.   
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IT-11-15 

Your comment is noted.  The referenced sentence in Section 3.10.6.1 has been revised to include 
mining.   

IT-11-16 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.   

IT-11-17 through IT-11-19 
See response to Comment No. IT-11-2.  

IT-11-20 
Your comment is noted.  No change to the Final EIS was necessary.   

IT-11-21 
See response to Comment No. IT-11-13.  

IT-11-22  
Section 4.12 discloses the effects of the no-action and action alternatives on recreation occurring 
at Lake Powell.  This analysis concluded that lake levels would be similar among all the 
alternatives, with the exception of the Reservoir Storage Alternative, which would result in 
higher lake levels when compared to conditions occurring under the No Action Alternative.  The 
socioeconomic assessment concluded that there would be no substantial difference in recreation-
related economic activity among the alternatives because the lake levels and resulting recreation 
opportunities would be similar. 

IT-11-23 
As noted in Section 3.15.1, the Census data included Indian tribes.  

IT-11-24 and IT-11-25 
See response to IT-1-1. 

IT-11-26 
See response to Comment No. IT-11-13. 

IT-11-27 
See response to Comment No. IT-11-1.  
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IT-11-28 through IT-11-29 
See response to Comment No. IT-1-1 and IT-11-2.  

IT-11-30 

Reclamation does not concur with this comment. 
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