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IN20-1 The Southern Ute Indian Tribe has existing water rights under the Pine River
Project and the Ute Mountain Ute Tribe has been allocated water under the
Dolores Project.  However, the total water rights for the two Tribes are based
on a U.S. Department of Justice water right claim that would require water in
excess of what has been decreed.  The ALP Project would satisfy the remaining
water right claims of the Colorado Ute Tribes.  Because of the sovereignty of
the Tribes, they have a lawful right to choose how they would put their water to
use.
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IN20-2 Refer to General Comment No. 2 for additional discussion on costs.
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IN21-1 Comments noted.
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IN22-1 Comment noted.
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IN23-1 Refer to General Comment No. 14 for a discussion of Colorado Ute Tribal
water rights.

2 IN23-2 Comment noted.
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IN24-1 Refer to General Comment No. 15 for a discusion of dams on the Animas

River.
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IN25-1 Comments noted.  Reclamation's evaluation found that the Citizen's Alternative
would be more environmentally impactive, and would provide less assurance of
a reliable, adequate water supply for the Colorado Ute Tribes than the Preferred
Alternative.
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IN26-1 The purpose of the ALP Project is intended to satisfy senior water rights claims

of the Colorado Ute Tribes as set forth in the Settlement Act.  The settlement of
water rights of the Navajo Nation and Jicarilla Apache Tribe are separate
issues.
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IN27-1 The allowed depletions for the Colorado Ute Tribes is approximately the same
in the FSEIS as in the Colorado Ute Final Water Rights Settlement Agreement. 
As stated in Section 3.3.1.3, Water Yield of the FSEIS:  the purpose and need
statement describes an intent to implement the 1988 Settlement Act that
contemplated an average water supply of 62,200 afy (53,200 afy of depletion)
being made available to satisfy the Colorado Ute Tribes’ water rights claims in
the Animas and La Plata River basins.  Supplying this amount of water is the
goal by which each alternative was evaluated.  The goal is to allow the Tribes
the same depletion allowance as stated in the Settlement Agreement. The
amount of depletion per unit of water supplied is different in the FSEIS than in
the Settlement Agreement.  In the FSEIS a depletion rate of 50% was assumed. 
A higher depletion rate may be used in the future depending on how the two
Tribes put their water to use, however, they would still be held to a maximum
depletion rate of 53,200 afy.

IN27-2 Reclamation acknowledges that project operations would chronically reduce
both river flow and habitat to downstream aquatic resources.  This effect,is not
expected to be a major impact to native species and it is not directly
mitigatable.  Reclamation has committed to a monitoring program,to commence
immediately, that will address an on-going problem related to very low
recruitment to populations of native suckers in the Animas River.  Further, once
understood, Reclamation would consider implementing measures to increase
native sucker recruitment, if feasible.  Although not directly mitigating for the
effect the project would have on native fishes, increasing native sucker
recruitment is thought to be necessary in terms of maintaining these species in
the Animas River.  This commitment is more thoroughly described in Section
5.4.6 of the FSEIS.

IN27-3 The amount of water (allowed depletion in afy) that the two Colorado Ute
Tribes would receive under the Preferred Alternative, assuming that they
purchase the 13,000 afy of existing water rights, is approximately the same
depletion as allowed in the Colorado Ute Indian Water Rights Final Settlement
Agreement.  The Administration Proposal set out a project that would supply
only M&I water.  The two Colorado Ute Tribes have agreed to this concept by
way of Tribal resolutions agreeing to accept a project where the structural
portion of the project would only supply M&I water.

IN27-4 Refer to General Comment No. 1. 
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IN28-1 The Biological Assessment does state that the Project "may affect" critical
habitat in the San Juan River. However, as part of consultation with the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, a Biological Opinion has been developed and is
included as an attachment to the FSEIS.  The Biological Opinion concludes that
the project would affect, but not jeopardize, the fish, nor would it adversely
affect critical habitat.

IN28-2 Eagle migration will not be impacted by the ALP Project. Eagle roosting habitat
will be protected when the project is developed.  Potential impacts to elk and
mule deer migration are addressed in General Comment No. 11. 

IN28-3 Refer to General Comment No. 8 regarding recreational use of the Animas 
River and potential impacts. 
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Similar letter were received from six other individuals.  Their letters are
included as part of Form Letter A in Volume 3B.
Rebecca Cover, Paonia, CO
Thomas Dagan, Paonia, CO
Carol Ellis, Paonia, CO
Margaret Nies, Paonia, Co
Robert Teskey, Paonia, CO
Dawn Rae Tylak, Paonia, CO
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1 IN29-1 Refer to General Comment No. 3 for a discussion of pumping water uphill.

INDIVIDUALS IN29

Monique M Scobey
Page IN-57



1 IN30-1 Refer to General Comment No. 14 for a further discussion of tribal water
rights.
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(con’t)
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(con’t)
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IN31-1 Refer to General Comment No. 14 for a discussion of Reclamation’s position on
the water rights of the Colorado Ute Tribes.
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IN32-1 Refer to General Comment Nos. 2 and 3. 

IN32-2 Refer to General Comment No. 13 for a discussion of project scope.  See
General Comment No. 6 for a discussion of potential future uses of water. 
Refer to General Comment No. 2 concerning project costs.
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IN33-1 Comment noted.
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(con’t)
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IN34-1 Hydrology models performed by Reclamation do not predict, even under worse
case projections, that there will be significant depletions from operation of the
proposed Durango Pumping Plant.  Please refer to General Comment No. 10 for a
discussion of the pumping plant, and General Comment Nos. 8 and 9 for
discussions of impacts on rafters and endangered species.

IN34-2 The impacts to wildlife at Bodo from the creation of the Ridges Basin 
Reservoir are addressed in Sections 3.5, 3.6, 3.7, 4.7, and 5.4.  Please refer to
General Comment No. 11 for a further discussion of the impacts and mitigation
concerning the elk herd at Bodo.
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IN34-3 Refer to General Comment No. 2 for a discussion of project costs .
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IN35-1 Comments noted.  A discussion of damming the Animas River, and potential
wildlife impacts are included in General Comment No. 15 and 11.

IN35-2 An extensive Geologic Design Data Report was compiled for the proposed
Ridges Basin Reservoir.  The report looked at all potential geologic hazards
and situations including landslides.  The nature and extent of historic landslides
were noted along the base of Carbon and Basin Mountains.  Evaluation of the
recorded landslide characteristics has determined a low potential for the
reservoir to induce landsliding.  Landslides will also be monitored during
reservoir filling on an annual basis as part of the filling criteria and after filling.

IN35-3 Comment noted.

IN35-4 Comment noted.
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