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FA1-1 The commentor is correct in that NTUA does not currently provide water

service to the Sanostee Chapter.  The FSEIS has been modified to reflect this
change.  See Section 2.5.1.



FEDERAL AGENCY FA1

2

3

4

5

FA1-2 The FSEIS has been revised to clarify and correct the characterization of the
current condition and maintenance record of the existing iron ductile pipeline,
including the results of the most recent inspection.  See Section 2.5.1.

FA1-3 The purpose of the pumping plant between Ojo Amarillo and Nenahnezad is to
boost water over the higher elevation of the Nenahnezad-Morgan Lake area
when the pressure at Farmington falls to near the contracted pressure level.  The
statement about the distribution system booster stations has been deleted from
the text.  See Section 2.5.1 and Attachment E.

FA1-4 NNMP-1 has been revised to include 4.0 MG additional storage at the Cortez
Tank site as cited for NNMP-2 and NNMP-3.

FA1-5 The FSEIS has been revised to reflect that the Shiprock treatment plant would
remain in use under Alternative NNMP-1.  The form of agreement between
NTUA and the City of Farmington for future water is beyond the scope of this
document.
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FA1-6 The FSEIS has been revised to include drying beds for a sand separation system.
Regarding the effects on the San Juan fishery, the document has been revised to
correct the inconsistency in the analysis.  See Section 2.5.1.

FA1-7 The FSEIS has been revised to reflect that the existing Shiprock water pipeline
would not be closed under any NNMP alternatives.
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FA1-8 Operation and maintenance costs have been included in Section 2.5.1 (Table 2-
54) of the FSEIS.  Pipeline maintenance costs should remain similar to current
NTUA experience.  Treated water purchase is assumed at current contract rates.
 Shiprock treatment plant costs include added sand separation cost over the cost
of treatment at Farmington.  With increased use within Farmington, pressure at
the connection may fall, requiring some pumping, that will add energy and
maintenance costs over current costs.
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FA1-9 Comment noted.
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FA2-1 The 404(b)(1) Evaluation has been amended to provide additional information. 
See Attachment B in Volume 2.

FA2-2 Reclamation has modified the FSEIS to better describe impacts to native fish in
the Animas River.  Direct mitigation for these impacts in the Animas River is
not possible.  There are many ways to mitigate for losses of aquatic habitat by
taking measures to enhance recruitment of native suckers in the Animas River. 
Unfortunately, not enough is known about this apparent on-going problem
requiring additional studies before a plan can be proposed.  Native fishery issues
are discussed in Section 3.6.3 of the FSEIS.

FA2-3 See response to FA2-1 above.  The revised Section 404(b)(1) Evaluation, 
included in Volume 2 Attachment B of the FSEIS, provides more detail on the
evaluation criteria used to compare the relative impacts between Refined
Alternatives 4 and 6. Chapter 9 of the 404(b)(1) Evaluation provides a summary
of this evaluation leading to the selection of the "least damaging practicable
alternative."  

FA2-4 No single-use conveyance of water from Ridges Basin to the La Plata River is
currently proposed.  Flow augmentation throughout a portion of the La Plata
River has been discussed between Reclamation and the Fish and Wildlife
Service as a possible mitigation measure to off-set project impacts on native
fishes in the Animas River.  While the obvious benefits to native fishes in the La
Plata River is clear to Reclamation, the cost of implementing this measure may
be prohibitive.  If Reclamation were to commit to this mitigation option, the
resulting in-stream flow wold need to be protected within a portion of the La
Plata River in order to maintain the benefits desired for native fishes. 
Reclamation is of the understanding that this can be achieved in Colorado under
state law.  There would be other issues relating to this proposal that would need
to be better understood, including how the consumptive use of this water would
be treated under the Endangered Species Act, however, at this point in time
Reclamation is exploring other mitigation measures for the project's effect to
Animas River native fishes.
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FA2-5 Information on the functional analysis of wetlands, and the capability of the

wetlands potentially impacted under Refined Alternative 4 and Refined
Alternative 6 to achieve the functions characteristic of wetland systems, is in the
404(b)(1) evaluation (see Attachment B in Volume 2).  Ecosystem value is
inherent in the functional assessment.  In addition, the evaluation criteria used to
compare the significance of the environmental impacts between Refined
Alternative 4 and Refined Alternative 6, an adjunct to the functional assessment
of wetlands, is presented in the 404(b)(1) evaluation (see Attachment B to the
FSEIS).
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FA3-1 Comment noted.  Reclamation has revised the discussion on significance criteria in
Section 3.6.2 of the FSEIS.

FA3-2 Reclamation recognizes that there would be the potential for adverse effects to the aquatic
resources of the Animas River with operation of the ALP Project, but Reclamation also
shares concerns with the Service and CDOW, the New Mexico Department of Game and
Fish, and the Southern Ute Indian Tribe that the data base on the Animas River currently
falls short of allowing a better definition of base line conditions and development of
specific measures to reduce or eliminate impacts to aquatic resources there.  Reclamation
has committed in the FSEIS to work closely with the agencies listed above to identify and
quantify impacts and to develop mitigation to ameliorate them (see Section 5.4.6 for
commitments for aquatic resource impacts).

FA3-3 The monitoring of aquatic habitat, water quality, hydrology, and other related elements in
the Animas River will be undertaken by Reclamation in cooperation with the Service, the
CDOW, the New Mexico Department of Fish and Game, and the Southern Ute Indian
Tribe.  An evaluation of existing stresses to the aquatic ecosystem, including cumulative
impacts, will be made, to the extent possible, during this evaluation.  See Section 3.6.4 for
a further discussion of the monitoring program.

FA3-4 A more detailed description of project impacts to the downstream aquatic resources is
provided in the FSEIS, especially to native fishes.  Reclamation also acknowledges that
project operations would impact trout habitat throughout the year.  October was identified as
the month that would be affected more than other months.  Reclamation has included
mitigation measures to reduce adverse impacts to the trout fishery in the FSEIS. 
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FA3-5 Mitigation plans for aquatic resource impacts have been included in the FSEIS. 
Included are measures to reduce adverse impacts to the trout fishery such as:  1)
minimum bypass flows past the Durango Pumping Plant; 2) screening the
pumping plant intake to reduce impingement losses to small fish; and 3)
supplying trout for stocking the river through the Southern Ute Indian
Reservation.  Also included are more defined mitigation measures for projected
impacts to the native fish.  Although Reclamation recognizes the potential
impacts to the native fish habitat caused by the modeled project operations,
there also appears to a problem in the Animas River related to native fish
recruitment, in particular to the native sucker populations.  If recruitment to
adult populations remains low, the entire population could eventually be lost. 
Reclamation proposes to expand the scope of an ongoing monitoring program
in the Animas River so that the native recruitment issues can be better
understood. Reclamation will evaluate the hypotheses that:  1) drifting larval
bluehead and flannelmouth (native) suckers are being entrained in irrigation
canals downstream of the pumping plant; and 2) some drifting larval suckers
survive to reach the San Juan River, but are unable to return to the Animas
River to recruit as adults.  Once better understood, Reclamation would identify
possible actions to reduce or eliminate the recruitment problems and,
subsequently, include participation in implementation of these actions as part of
the overall mitigation plan for the native fish impacts in the Animas River.  A
firm proposal describing Reclamation's proposed mitigation plan for the
impacts to native fish habitat would be developed by no later than 2005, or at
least two years prior to project pumping.  If project impacts cannot be fully
mitigated on the Animas River, other river systems within the San Juan Basin
will be evaluated for in-kind mitigation opportunities.  Due to the timing of the
project water uses, the proposed mitigation plan may also include the use of
mitigation banking to offset future impacts.

FA3-6 Three alternatives for the NNMP are discussed in the FSEIS.  In response to comments
received from the Navajo Nation, changes have been made in the discussion of the NNMP
in the FSEIS.  See Section 2.5.1.

FA3-7 Changes have been made in the FSEIS to reflect the potential impacts to Wildcat Creek near
SH141 from relocation of the CR211.  See Section 3.4.4 of the FSEIS.


