
Tribal



TRIBAL TR1

Monique M Scobey
 

Monique M Scobey
Page TR-1



TRIBAL TR1

1

TR1-1 The proposed Navajo River Water Development Plan has been incorporated      
into the FSEIS in Section 4.3.3 and project impacts to this proposed plan are 
evaluated in Section 4.6.4 of the FSEIS under Indian Trust Assets. 
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TRIBAL TR1

2 TR1-2 The FSEIS has been modified in Section 4.2.1 to clarify that the implementation
of the Jicarilla Apache Tribe Water Rights Settlement utilizes water from
Navajo Reservoir to fulfill parts of the Settlement and such use is within the
authorized purposes of the Navajo Unit of the Colorado River Storage Project.
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3

TR1-3 Section 4.2.3 of the FSEIS has been modified to reflect that some of the Jicarilla
Apache Tribe’s settlement water may be used without Section 7 consultation.
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4
TR1-4 Reclamation agrees that a water right is considered an Indian Trust Asset.
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TRIBAL TR1

TR1-5 Mitigation measures for impacts to Jicarilla Apache Tribe water rights are
provided in Section 4.6.4 of the FSEIS.5

6 TR1-6 Mitigation measures for impacts to Jicarilla Apache Tribe water rights are
provided in Section 4.6.4 of the FSEIS.
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7

TR1-7 Chapter 3 of the FSEIS has been revised to provide consistency between
Chapters 3 and 4 in describing the significance of impacts associated with 
ITA water rights.
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8

TR1-8 The Navajo River Water Development Plan has been incorporated into the
FSEIS in Chapter 4 under Cumulative Effects and project impacts evaluated
under Indian Trust Assets.
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9

11

12

10

TR1-9 Mitigation measured for impacts to Jicarilla Apache Tribe water rights are
provided in Section 4.6.4 of the FSEIS.

TR1-10 Mitigation measures for impacts to Jicarilla Apache Tribe water rights are
provided in Section 4.6.4 of the FSEIS.

TR1-11 Section 4.6.3 of the FSEIS has been revised to provide a better background of
the Jicarilla Apache Tribe’s water rights settlement.

TR1-12 Attachment F of the FSEIS has been modified based on the most recent
information available to describe the relationship of modifying the Project
pumping plan and identification of any additional water depletions within the
San Juan River Basin.
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12
(con’t)

13

14

15

TR1-14 The FSEIS in Chapter 4 includes more detailed discussions of the projected
impacts to the Jicarilla Apache Tribe’s ITA’s and mitigation measures.

TR1-13 The FSEIS in Chapter 4 includes more detailed discussions of the projected
impacts to the Jicarilla Apache Tribe’s water rights and mitigation measures

TR1-15 Section 4.6.3 of the FSEIS has been modified to reflect that the City of Gallup’s
portion of the Navajo-Gallup water supply is not an Indian Trust Asset.
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16

17

18

TR1-16 The socioeconomic impacts resulting from the inability of the Tribe to utilize its
water rights are described in the FSEIS commensurate with what we know of
the Tribe’s future use of such water rights.

TR1-17 Comment noted.

TR1-18 The impact analysis section of Chapter 4 of FSEIS includes recognition that all  
future Indian water uses may be competing for a currently limited quantity of     
water depletions.
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18
(con’t)

19

20

TR1-19 Attachment F in Volume 2 has been updated to reflect the most current
understanding of any additional water depletions identifiable beyond
currently modeled 

TR1-20 The FSEIS includes recognition that all future Indian water uses may be
competing for a currently limited quantity of water depletions and addresses
an appropriate level of mitigation.
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21

22

TR1-21 The model input, output, and assumptions have been reviewed in the past and
are  in continuous review as updates and improvements to the model progress.   
Reclamation is actively involved in the modeling effort and it’ systematic         
modifications and improvements.

TR1-22 Although it is true that with a higher efficiency factor, less water would be
required to be diverted from the Animas River by the Colorado Ute Tribes, the
average flow at a selected point downstream would essentially remain the same.
What would be affected would be the timing of those flows.  This is primarily a
function of the return flows that return to the Animas River from diversions and
uses upstream.  Section 2.1.1 of the FSEIS has been modified to provide the
overall rational for the 50% depletion factor.  
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22
(cont’)

Monique M Scobey
Page TR-16



TRIBAL TR1

Monique M Scobey
Page TR-17



TRIBAL TR1

23

24

TR1-23 Attachment F in Volume 2 has been updated to reflect present understanding of
any additional water depletions identifiable beyond currently modeled
depletions.

TR1-24 As part of the continuing process to improve the reliability of the hydrology
model, the natural flow estimates are now under review.  The possibility of
yielding additional water from this analysis is unknown at this time.
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24
(con’t)
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TRIBAL TR2

1

TR2-1 The impacts to Navajo water resources were projected based on existing
information that Reclamation currently has.  Wording has been inserted into the
FSEIS to reflect that these uses are not inclusive of all future Navajo Nation
development needs.
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TRIBAL TR2

1
(con’t)

2

3

4

TR2-2 Your comment has been incorporated into the referenced statement in Section
4.6.5 of the FSEIS.

TR2-3 The permit transfer is a component of proposed legislation and is outside the
scope of the FSEIS.

TR2-4 Comment noted.
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5

TR2-5 The FSEIS has been modified to reflect that 4,560 acre-feet represents about
50% of the future demand of the seven chapters.  The Navajo Nation Municipal
Pipeline has been designed to deliver this 4,560 acre-feet on an annual basis. 
This is the allocation to the Navajo under the ALP Project.  Facilities to provide
water for unmet demands would be the responsibility of other entities.  It was
estimated that per capita water demand would be approximately 179 gallons per
capita per day.  This would be sufficient to meet future municipal demands of
the Navajo Nation with an allowance for the increase in per capita per day
demand for water that would be expected from future lifestyles.
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6

7

8

9

TR2-6 Comment noted.

TR2-7 Comment noted.  Section 2.5 of the FSEIS has been modified to clarify the
water supply to the Navajo Nation under Alternatives 1 and 7.

TR2-8 The irrigated agricultural lands indicated on Map 2-3 represent lands that could
be purchased by the Colorado Ute Tribes for the acquisition of water rights
associated with the non-structural component of certain alternatives under
consideration. Irrigated agricultural lands within Indian reservations, including
those near Shiprock, New Mexico, are not shown as they would not be
considered for acquisition.  For clarification in the FSEIS, the title of Map 2-3
has been changed to "Location of Irrigated Agricultural Lands with Potential to
be Purchased for Acquisition of Water Rights" and a footnote has been added to
Map 2-3 to further explain and to clarify apparent discrepancies associated with
reservations boundaries.

TR2-9 Comment noted.
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10

11

12

13

14

TR2-10 With Alternative 8, Aztec Reservoir would be the storage location for water
supplied to all New Mexico entities (San Juan Water Commission and Navajo
Nation) from the ALP Project.

TR2-11 Comment noted.  Section 2.5 of the FSEIS has been modified to reflect that the
Shiprock plant will remain in operation. 

TR2-12 An option has been added in Section 2.5 of the FSEIS for Alternative NNMP-2
that would include an alternative intake location upstream of the Chaco Wash to
avoid the problems described in the comment.  The alternative location would
be located at the Hogback Diversion.

TR2-13 Section 2.5 of the FSEIS has been modified to state more clearly that NNMP-2
uses the existing 30-year old pipeline when comparing the characteristics of the
alternatives.

TR2-14 Comment noted.
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15

16

17

18

19

20

TR2-15 The cost of conveyance through the NIIP has been included in the cost estimate
of treated water under NNMP-3 in the FSEIS.  See Section 5 of the FSEIS.

TR2-16 Comment noted.  Section 2.5 of the FSEIS has been modified to reflect that the
Shiprock plant would also remain open under Alternative NNMP-3.

TR2-17 Comment noted.  Section 2.5 of the FSEIS has been modified to reflect that the
Navajo-Gallup Water Supply Project will only provide water to some areas of
the Navajo reservation which currently do not have a domestic water supply.

TR2-18 Comment noted, and changes made to the FSEIS.

TR2-19 Mitigation measures for impacts to Navajo Nation water development are
provided in Section 4.6.4 of Chapter 4.

TR2-20 Unit prices employed for pipe material and installation were based on recent
Reclamation experience in New Mexico as reported in the referenced Technical
Review of 1999.  FSEIS estimated unit prices range from $3.20 to $3.80 per
inch diameter per foot of installed pipe for sizes from 16 inches to 34 inches. 
This compares conservatively with the cost of $3.31 per inch per foot for the 3.3
mile, 30-inch diameter ductile iron pipeline completed last year for the City of
Durango, Colorado.  Smaller diameter per footunit prices trend lower.
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21
TR2-21 For each alternative various environmental effects have been described along

with an estimate of construction cost and average year operation cost. It was
assumed that selection of the Preferred Alternative would be based on
considerations of reliability, adaptability to future changes (such as construction
of a Navajo-Gallup treatment plant), degree of operational control,
environmental acceptability and other user preferences rather than an economic
analysis that would involve assumptions of future actions of others.
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TRIBAL TR3

1
TR3-1 Comments noted.
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TRIBAL TR4

1

2

3

TR4-1 Having a gas-fired power plant located on the Ute Mountain Ute Reservation in
New Mexico is one of the non-binding M&I uses.  If some agreement could not
be worked out to have the depletions for the power plant charged to the
Colorado Ute Settlement in Colorado, then an option is to locate the plant on
the Ute Mountain Ute Reservation in Colorado.  Text has been added to the
FSEIS to reflect this in Section 2.1.1.

TR4-2 Comment noted.  Text has been modified in Section 2.1.3 of the FSEIS.

TR4-3 Comment noted.  Language has been added to the text in Section 2.1.3 of the
FSEIS.  
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