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BACKGROUND

In secordanes with Section 102 (27 (e of the Natiomal Fnviconmental Policy Act (NEPA}
o 1969 a5 amended. the Mid-Pacific Region of the Buresu of Reclmoation
iKeclamationy bas touned an Environmerntal [mipact Swtemens b noc reguaiced for the
propased execution el ibe Long=Tenn Water Service Contract for the City of Liodsay,

of the Central Valley Project f VP Tais Findioe of Mo S3ignilicam lmpacts (FONST s
supponicd by Reclamation’s Friamr Divisiem Lemg-Term Comtract Kenewal
Invironmental Asscssmen (EALL dated January 2001 and the Suppiemenal
Ervirouerental Assessarent for cho Cin of Lindvey, Frigat I¥vision. J0-Yoar Lang-Term
Clerrerary Renews!, dated Mareh 2004, herein incorporated by reterenc.

Section 3469 of the Central Valley Project Iimprovement Act of 1992 (CVPLAY stipulates
that Ruclamation must prepare and complete a Programmatic Enviroomental [mpact
Statement {PEIRS), pursuant 1o MEPA, analyzing the direet and indirect unpacts anc
benelits associated with the bnplementation of the CVPLA. This was completed with the
Record of 12e¢ision signed on January: 9, 200

o accordanee with Scction 3404(cy of the CVPLA, authorization of lang-term condract
renewals (LTCRS) alse eequines appropriate coviconmental review. This was Whe subject
of the Friant Dhvision Lopg-Term Contract Benewal A (Triant EAY. which tered from
the CVPIA PEIS. The PEIS addressed the impacts and bencfis of implementing the
CYPLA provisions CVP-wide and allowed subsequent environmeniz] documents o tier
from and 10 incotporate the PEIS analysis. The Friant EA analyzed localized impacts of
continued water delivedes of 2,500 acre feer per year (alfv) of Class 1 Friant TV water
tes €1ty Of Lindsay (Lindsay), tesultiog fraom the 25-vear long-tenm contract. The Friant
EA assumed the 23-vear period would begin m 2000 and end in 2024, However, the City
of Lindsay's vnginal long-term contract (Noo 5-07. 20 W0428) does oot cxpire witil
2025, The CVPIA peovided incentives {or contraciors to renew their contract early,
Therefore it is anticipated the City of Lindsay would sipn their new Jong-Lerm contract in
2005, Under the peovisions in Public Law B8-44, (RREAY Secuon 94¢) o the Reclamation
Pragect Act of 193%; Reclamation Project Act of 1436, Reclamation Project Aoy of 1963,
and CVI'LA, Reclamation found the Caty of Lindsay 15 a Municipal and [mlustrial and
Reclamation is uftering Tindsay 4 40-year comracl. Therefore, Reclamation prepared a
Supplemental EA (SEA) in March 2004 o analyze the impacts o environmental
resources for the continued water delivertes frem 20N 10 2046,

The purpese of the propased acuon is 10 exceute the Lang-Term Water Service Contract
with City of Lindsay for & vears. The approval and long-term contract would be
congisten] with the prowisions m the CVEPLA, Reclamatioo Progect Act. and Reelamation
Reform Act (RRAY This Proposed Action is necessary [ provide ooimerropied CY P
wiler deliverics by the Oty of Lindsay for municipal and industrial purposes for 40 vears.

Thees allematives were identified inothe Friant BA for the renewal of the long-term
contmet between Reclamation and ke Friant Divisioo Conlraclors, The altematives
represented 8 range ol water serviee ageeefents provisions that conld be implemented for



the lonp-term contraet renewals. The Ne-Action Alemarive consiss of renewing the
existing water service contract i deseritied by the Preferred Altemative of 1he PEIS. n
November 1999, Reclamation published a proposed Jong-lerm waler service contract. bn
April 2000, the CVP Contraciors presented an altemalive long-temn service conirl
Reclamatien and CVIP Contractors continued wo negalialy the CYP-wide tenns and
conditions with these proposals serving as the “bookends”. The findd comrad languape
and the long-tesm rencwyl Proposed Action represents a nepotinied position botween
Alcrmatives |1 and 2, The analysis of the final comruel Janpuage was included in the Final
Frianmt EA, complewed m JTaouary 2001,

The Friant 'a and the scope of the analysis werg developed consistent swith repolations
and Cowneil of Eovircmments] Queality, The enalvsis in the BA Hods that the renewal of
the conlrar) js. in visence, & contimauan of the “status gue™. Although there are lirancial
and administrative clianges (o the contraets. they perperume Lhe existing use and
allocation of resoutces {ie. the sane amount of water is being peovided w the same lands
for existing/ongoing purpeses). The analysis in the EA and SEA. therefore, addresses the
praposed chanpes to the contract and the potential cnvironmenidal effects of those
changes, As indicated in the incorporated by referenced Frnam LA, SEA, and in this
F{™%S1, Reclamation has found that these contract changes would not result in significant
irnpacts ot the cnviconment,

FINDINGS

In accordance with XEPA and its implementing regulations and consisient with the
amalysis in the Froant EA, the Mid-Pacilic Repion of Rectamation has found that the
Proposcd Action to renew @ long-werm contract lor water service Tor City of Lindsay is
not @ major federal aciion that woueld significanly alfeet the quality of the buman
eovircomend, Conzequently, an crvironmental impact statemane i1 not required, This
finding i supporcd by the following laciors:

L. Surface Water Resourges  Under the propased action, CVE operations and use
arnounis wonld remain the same as existing conditions. T'be Proposed Action would
bave ne elfect on total warer sepply. too additional waser supplies would be delivered
and uses would remain consisient. Therefore, no significant impacts would eceur to
watcT resources s a resull of this action.

2. Crrounsfwater Reosources — Lindsay would continue managing available surface
waler and groundwater as in the past, During dry penods, more groundwater s likely
a be pumped when econemically beneficial gr when CVP water is limited. Providing
surface waer supplics to 20446 conld resolt in slight benefits 1o groundwaler resounces
depending npon hydrology. Mo sipnmificant changes te, or imacts 10 groundwaier
would oeeur as @ result of the Proposed Action.

3. Weater Quality - The propesed Jong-term comract renewal would nol change
surface ot groondwater qualifty from existing cvnslitions. The warer delivered under



this proposed action is small and is of high enough quality w net lead o any
discemable changes in water gualivy when added 10 creeks of pereolation ponds,

3. Fisheries  The Proposed Action is expeciedf 1o continue using both CYP surface
water and proundwater. Therefiore, the Proposed Action waould have po anpecls on
Tishery rosources.

3. Lamel Tlse Resources — The Proposed Action would nar result in growth-inducing
impacts because thery would be no changes to CVP operations of contract amounts
bevond the 2,500 af'y of water, The Proposed Acuon would ool resalt in signeticam
impacts o changes W land use.

. Biological Besources — The Mroposed Action, celative e the Ke Action
Alternative. does not increase the waler service comract ameuents, requice additionat
faciliies (dars, canals. cte.), or convert natoral hakitat to farmland, homes or
busimesses, Consequent]y, the continued historic operations uader the Proposed
Action would not eesubt in any changes to the area’s biofogical resources.

7. Threatened and FEndangered Specics - Consultation pursiant to the Endangerad
Species Act has been completed for the Proposed Action. Based on 1hese compleled
consultations, the Proposed Action would bave oo sipnificant effect on listed species.

§. Recreational Resoucees — Recrestional opportunities would cemain unchange:d,
CVP facilies and nperations would mot change as o resule of the renewal of the long-
term ¢ontract, The Proposed Action would have no ionpac s 10 recreation in the

Te b

9, Sccivecononic Resaurces - The Proposed Actionr would have a less than
significan eltect on sorio-cconomical tesourées, Duc to the higher relisbility of M1
CVE waler, the long-term voniract renewal would not result in large varations in
watet deliveries or sipnificant changes in gross rovenue, net tevenae, and
employment in the region.

10, Cultural Resources - The Proposed Action will nol resolt in impacts te

eligible or srgnificant cullara] resources bevanse no additional inlrastnciure would be
constrteted and oo land use chabges or copversions o larmland or other uses ars
proposed. Incaddition, there would be no increase in deliveries, land use changues, or
conversion of existing patural habitat into farmland oo mber uses.

11, Sogial Conditiens  The Prupesed Action does put change the CVP maoagement,
(zeilitics operatian, ar resalt in any new construction of addional facilities.
Indepencent of the Propased Action, present high vhemplovment rates would
comtinue for the area. Agriculture would remain a lacge ecmployer in the San Joaquin
Vailey angl in City of Lindsay. This small gmount of water (2,500 affy) for M users
woukl oot reswit in significam changes o suciad conditions of uhempioyment rates.



[2. Abr Qualiy. — The Proposcd Action salld pot ehange existing CVEP Gaeilites,
eperations, or Tesudt in construction «f new facilities. Theredore, 1he Proposed Action
wirgld hiver no significant impacts on abr qualiny,

13, Geology and Suils - The Proposed Action relative to the No Action Allemative
would cominue CVP water deliveries to Lindsay with no change in the contrio
amowm, There would be no new construciion of faclities and aperations which waouid
affect soil erosion, CVE operations and flows would cuntinue 10 be conditeted o
prevent scouring and bank erosion. Conjunctive use would have no edentifiable
mmpact upon pealopy o soils.

14, Visual Resources — The Proposed Action would not result in construction of ngw
facilities or land distarbing activitics thal coald alier the visual environment.
Therefore, the Praposed Action would not bave a sigoilicant eflect on the scrvice
artd’s unigue of scenic [andscape fealures.

15. Environmental Jusitce — The Proposed Aclion would not have a
Jisproporticnawely high adverse affect on any one ethnic greop compared 1o #nother,
ineluding land pwners, fapners, and farm workers. However, any changs would
reflect more on individwals and skill levels who are gencrally economically
disagvantaged. The Froposed Action would oot have 2 dispropoertienately high and
advurse or environmental ¢ffect on minorly of low-income populations.

[6. Indian Trust Assets — The Proposed Action relative to the No Action Altemanive
would contipue OV water delivenes with no change Lo the contract amownt, There is
no change o TV managemeont. rescrvoiv operdtions, of facilities that would imerfere
with existing Indian Trust Assets (TTAz) water rights or diversions.




