Form Letter D



Mr. Pat Schumacher

Bureau of Reclamation .

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Cilizen’s
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-

quate and does not meet the

basic requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural aliernatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns; .
— Maost (70°%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply !
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles; :

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Addiﬁon? %r.n\r;wsp{sf 6}1 '\JEI" l
Signed: (baﬁuﬂl
Address:
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Poulder, CO
Qudef

Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN80. Please refer to the responses made
tothe original comment letter.
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I Mr. Pat Schumacher
I Bureau of Reclamation

i
|! | oppose the DSEIS's preferred
I alternative for the Animas-
' LaPlata project which includes a
| large reservoir in Ridges Basin
| and pumping plant. Instead,. |
: urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
| the Animas River Citizen's
| Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
| lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
guate and does not meet the
basic requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water

needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin

Reservoir would displace up to-
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.8. and Colorado taxpayers

will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.
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This letter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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Mr. Pat Schumacher

Bureau of Reclamation =———

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizens
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:.

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meet the
basic requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional comments:

-Signed: /fﬂ(f &UL/

Address:
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Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made

to the original comment letter.
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I M. Pai_Schuma_cher
! Bureau of Reclamation
W

[
: | oppose the DSEIS's preferred
I alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
| large reservoir in Ridges Basin
l'and pumping plant. Instead, |
: urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
| the Animas River Citizen's
| Coalition Alterative, for the fol-
| lowing reasons: —

I — The DSEIS for the Animas-
! LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
:quate_ and does not meet the
| basic requirements of the
I National Environmental Policy
|| Act to provide sufficient factual
| information to allow the public
| and decision-makers to make an
: informed decision among alter-
| natives;

| — None of the suggested future
I uses for A-LP water justifies the
|' enormous cost and environmen.-
| tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River: ==
— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colerado ) taxpayers

will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
“obligations.

Additional comments:
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Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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Bureau o\ Reflamation =~ 2< 7]
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| oppose the BSEIS's preferred
alternative the Animas-
LaPlata projs=t which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 8,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition, Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meet the
basic requirements: of
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
infarmation to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives; ;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

the_

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns: |
— Most (70%) of the Indian water |
needs identified for A-LP supply |
power plants and coal mines,:
with another 16% supplying golf |
courses and resorts; |
— The proposed Ridges Basin |
Reservoir would displace up to |
800 elk and deer, and threatened |
endangered native fish species !
and bald eagles; :
— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers |
will pay $330 million for the pro- !
posed A-LP project, while cheap- :
er and less destructive alterna- |
tives meet Indian water rights |
obligations. :
I
1
1

Additional comments: Se.;.}.wt
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Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation ~

| oppose the DSEIS's preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen’s
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
guate and does not meet the
basic requirements of the
MNational Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives; :

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do
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not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional comments:

Signeqﬁﬁééwwﬂ/ﬁfu
Address: o
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Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN80. Please refer to the responses made
tothe original comment Ietter.
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i the Animas

Mr. Pat Sehumacher
Bureau of Reclamation

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
River Citizen’s
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-

f |0WII’IQ reasons:

e e M M e N G e S e e R e

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meet the
basic requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-

tal damage A-LP will cause the s

Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

,industrial needs in Durango and

not subsidize municipal and

other toWwns;.
— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pra-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.
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Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN80. Please refer to the responses made
tothe original comment letter.
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Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation W27

| oppose the DSEIS's preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, I
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meet the
basic requirements of
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

the

industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional comments:

Signed:

=
Address: S

'l Julie Emerson
22305 Universnf Blvd Apt
' Denver, CO 80210 .3:5;,!

— T — T —— -

Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer t
to the original comment letter. o theresponses made
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Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation

| oppose the DSEIS's preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 8,
the Animas River Citizen’s
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meet the
basic requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles; -

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Mayk T, Fweaf'

Additional comments:
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Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN80. Please refer to the responses made
tothe original comment letter.
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1 Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation

| oppose the DSEIS's preferred
alternative for the Animas-

LaPlata project which includes a

large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen’s
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

|
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1 — The DSEIS for the Animas-

: LaPlata Project is woefully inade-

; Quate and does not meet the

1 basic requirements of the

I National Environmental Policy

: Act to provide sufficient factual

i information to allow the public

I and decision-makers to make an

: informed decision among alter-

| hatives;

I — None of the suggested future

: uses for A-LP water justifies the

| enormous cost and environmen-

| tal damage A-LP will cause the
I Animas River;

: — The DSEIS mischaracterizes
| the: non-structural alternatives,

I discounting them because they
prt:mde only Indian water and do

not subsidize municipal and

industrial needs in Durango and

other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water

needs identified for A-LP supply

power plants and coal mines,

with another 16% supplying golf

courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin

Reservoir would displace up to

800 elk and deer, and threatened

endangered native fish spectes

and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers |
will pay $330 million for the pro- |

posed A-LP project, while cheap- | |
er and less destructive alterna- |
tives meet Indian water rights !
obligations. ]

Additional comments:
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Thisletter is nearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment |etter.
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Mr Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation

| oppose the DSEIS's preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
guate and does not meet the
basic requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.5. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional comments: A
igned: - }’2

Address: 24 S M‘-b
/ 5’@3 o2

Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN80. Please refer to the responses made
tothe original comment letter.
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Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen’s
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meet the
basic requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
nafives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

e ———— R R R e

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns,

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional comments:

Sigﬂed—: )/

Dekmico Lo 536

e

- Em . .

|
I
I
|
[
I
|
1
1
1
1
]
1
1
1
I
I
I
1
1
1
1
|
1
|
I
|
|
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
|

D12

Thisletter is nearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
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Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation

) [_,.\\‘

| oppose the DSEIS's preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
guate and does not meet the
basic reqguirements of ‘the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River; i

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.8. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian. water rights
obligations.

Additional comments:
o
Tim b? rmg)
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Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN80. Please refer to the responses made
tothe original comment letter.
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i Mr. Pat Schumacher ——
I Bureau of Reclamation P\G\\

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternatwe for the Animas-
LaPIa’fa project which includes a
Iarge reservoir in Ridges Basin
Iand pumping plant. Instead, |

—_— N -

! urge you to adopt Alternative 6y

 the Animas River Citizen's
1 Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
: lowing reasons:

[ -
1 — The DS’EI_S. for the Animas-

|| LaPlata Project is woefully inade-

B S

basic’ ‘requirements
National Environmental POII'G}-_‘
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaractenzes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

not subsidize municipal

“with anof!

| quate and does not meet the P

o i e

and |
industrial needs in Durango and '

other towns; .

— Most (70%) of the Indian water

needs identified for A-LP supply

power plants and coal mines,

- 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts:

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Flaselwm would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish speclesl
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers -
will pay $330 mlllien for the pro-
lile cheap-
e alterna-
lives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional comments: i

Signed: LC M

Addres =
55 SHoanta 5
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Sozol
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Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN80. Please refer to the responses made
tothe original comment letter.
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Mr. Pat Schumacher s
Bureau of Reclamation ‘E?L 'k

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead; |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:;

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meet the
basic reguirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual

and decision-makers ta make an
informed decision among alter-
natives:;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

e R R I R i [ P R

L e

information to allow the public

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and ceal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations. :

Additional comments:

Signed:
Address:

DAVE MEREDYTH LIFE
AGENT

2270 W 3RD AVE
DURANGD CO 81301-4B06

Thisletter is nearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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Mr. Pat Schumacher R

Bureau of Reclamation ()2"1\#
19

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meset the
basic.requirements . of the
National Environmental Palicy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts; C
— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional comments:

- ¢ .
Signed: W %@% _
Address: €| Ver A‘/;yf(e’,{;
e Cedur H*’dyhfj D
(L; [0r'k—£g éf.f”y;{ ffﬁ i

gfo»fﬂlf

This letter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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51

Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 8,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-

| LaPlata Project is woefully inade-

quate and does not meet the
basic requirements of “the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous -cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
prowde only Indian water and do

i T e e

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and ceoal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights |
obligations. |

[
|
Additional ¢ ?men : |
7, |
Signed,/
Address:

Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN80. Please refer to the responses made
tothe original comment letter.
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D18

M@0, not subsidize municipal and
! Bureau of Reclamation =" industrial needs in Durango and

e e e e e

e

| oppose the DSEIS's preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meet the
basic requirements. of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
| tal damage A-LP will cause the
| Animas River;

| — The DSEIS mischaracterizes
| the non-structural alternatives,
discounting  them because they
provide only Indian water and do

e e e R BT et e e

American

red Cross  Lakewood, CO 80226

other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indign water
needs identified for A-LP-supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorade taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional comments:

APR
Signed: &0 2000

Address:

JRnd L. s

+ Donna S. Provance
Apt. C
7377 W Kentucky Dr,

This letter is nearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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i Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation

| oppose the DSEIS's preferred
alternative: for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen’s
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

LaPlata Project is woefully inade-

quate and. does not meet the  posedA-

basic requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;
— None of the wggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
I Animas River;
: — The DSEIS mischaracterizes
i the non-structural alternatives,
I discounting them because they
: provide only Indian water and do

]
1
1
]
[
|
| |
1
1
|
[
1
i
1
i
i — The DSEIS for the Animas-
1
1
1
i
1
I
|
1
i
i
|
i
1
i
1
|
I

—

not subsidize municipal and |
mdustnal needs in Durango and !
other towns; :
— Mast (70%) of the Indian water |
needs identified for A-LP supply !
power plants and coal mines, |
with another 16% supplying golf ;
courses and resorts; i
— The proposed Ridges Basin |
Reservoir would displace up to |
800 elk and deer, and threatened 1
endangered native fish species :
and bald eagles; I
— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers |
will pay $330 million for the pro- !
P project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional commenys

ilgnedﬁz‘ % QW

ddress;

257 40 5&?( -

G{an e (en (o
$Lo0%

Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN80. Please refer to the responses made
tothe original comment letter.

D19

Page 301



FORM D

Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation

= other towns;

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Aliernative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-

LaPlata Project is woefully inade-

guate and does not meset the
basic requiremenis of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

the Animas-

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less desiructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional comments:

Signed: @%;ﬁMK
Address:
525 lakewsod Lir:
@aé, 5‘}1;-3@;,6‘0
CoFO-deYO

This letter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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Mr. Pat Schumacher —_—
" Bureau of Reclamation
, uo\

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen’s
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meet the
“basic requirements of the
“National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cast and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-

posed A-LP project, while cheap-

er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional comments:

s ;
Signed: Jevm B -Svs
Address:

g T
vaa-&&} o
Froolf

Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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Mr. Pat Schumacher .\ ( X
Bureau of Reclamation

| oppose the DSEIS's preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meet the
basic requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
nafives:

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes\_'

the non-structural alternatives,

—_—

not subsidize municipal and |
industrial needs in Durango and !
other towns; :
— Most (70%) of the Indian water |
needs identified for A-LP supply !
power plants and coal mines, }
with another 16% supplying golf |
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened |
endangered native fish species :
and bald eagles; |
— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers |
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap- }
er and less destructive alterna- |
tives meet Indian water rights |
obligations. ‘

Additional comments:

Signed:f/\f{‘ﬁ!?au %‘;7&,,_/

Address’ 0 4r, &
bl Ancbisen Mebie G

Mol st P il Bt Fo5=2)
_ f f’fé-c.'{' %ﬁ{gizdni&’

Ty Prbpract PHFE

This letter is nearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do
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Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas ~ River Citizen’s
Coaglition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
guate and does not meet the
basic requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual

information to allow the public

and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

APR |8 20mp

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 18% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up tc
800 elk-and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.8. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

-

Thisletter is nearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bureau of Reclamation ———
| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
quate and does not meet the
basic. requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

0 .\%\

=

not subsidize municipal
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations. :

Additional comments:

Signed:ié,\cgﬂ,&wéz(

Address:-n S UED =—
17 APACHE TR,

REDSTONIE
Co €D

Thisletter is nearly identical to Comment Letter IN80. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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1 Mr. Pat Schumacher

[
s
| oppose the DSEIS's preferred

1
i
1
1
1
I
I
1
1
i
1
1
1
!
1
1
1
1
1
]
1
I
I
1
]
i
I
I
1
1
1
1
i
1
1
1
1

1

Bureau of Reclamation

9%0\

alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,

the Animas River Citizen’s

Coalition Alternative, for the fol-

lowing reasons:

¥ The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
guate and does not meet the
basic requirements of the

National Environmental Policy

Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives:

None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;
+<The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durange and
other towns;

—Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

v The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

.8, and Colorado taxpayers:

will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights

obligations.
/A 2020
Additional comments: 7Za g Y

Signeds :
Address:

Tyrone L. Steen
15577 Cala Rojo Drive
Colorado Springs, CO 80926
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Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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Mr. Pat Schumacher
B s
Bureau of Fieclamanonr}?: .

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
guate and does not meet the
basic requirements of
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among altet-
natives:

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

the

—— e N e

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional ments:
Signed: (; ;_,,.,.,
Address:

R0 Box 3o
{5.\3'17@.;_‘)‘. Co. DM VZ

This letter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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i Mr. Pat Schumacher

Bureau of Reclamation /5}\\
| oppose the DSEIS's preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
guate and does not meet the

National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

requirements  of the

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resorts;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-

‘er and less destructive alterna-

tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Signed:
Address:

DIANE VOYTKO
7210 W 34TH PL
WHEAT RIDGE CO 80033-6223

Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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Mr, Bat-Schumacher not subsidize municipal and

Bureau of Reclamation industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

| oppose the DSEIS's preferred — Most (70%) of the Indian water

alternative for the Animas- needs identified for A-LP supply

LaPlata project which includes a power plants and coal mines,

large reservoir in Ridges Basin  with another 16% supplying golf

This letter is nearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.

and pumping plant. Instead, | courses and resorts; I
urge you to adopt Alternative 6, — The proposed Ridges Basin :
the Animas River Citizen's Reservoir would displace up to |
Coalition Alternative, for the fol- 800 elk and deer, and threatened 1
lowing reasons: endangered native fish species :

: and bald eagles; |
— The DSEIS for the Animas- — U.S. and Colorado taxpayers |

LaPlata Project is woefully inade-  will pay $330 million for the pro-
quate and does not meet the posed A-LP project, while cheap-
basic regquirements of the er and less destructive alterna-
MNational Environmental Policy tives meet Indian water rights
Act to provide sufficient factual obligations.

information to allow the public

and decision-makers to make an  Additional comments:

informed decision among alter-

natives; Signed:

— None of the suggested future W; ~

uses for A-LP water justifies the W
enormous cost and environmen- M

tal damage A-LP will cause the —, -~ ,%31,
Animas River; 66}5 2 &7M : %
— The DSEIS mischaracterizes

the non-structural alternatives, é g @
discounting them because they 3

provide only Indian water and do i[fé = g@‘ Soz
________________ BT

- — " — — .

&
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Mr. Pat Scﬁur'ﬁacher S
Bureau of Reclamation ;}LI.‘-\( J

o

-

| oppose the DSEIS’s preferred
alternative for .the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes a
large reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you to adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
guate and does not meet the
basic requirements of the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— None of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The DSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they

not subsidize municipal and
industrial needs in Durango and
other towns;

— Most (70%) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power planis and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
courses and resoris;

— The proposed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

— U.S. and Colorado taxpayers
will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
et and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
obligations.

Additional comments:
Signed: S 7‘*_’\ ,é;-t__;’C\L
Address: 2a.Ps Prse 'c(!-c;'l i
Coloveds Springs: €
gcq—w

This letter is nearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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63 Renthaen Flace

s T

Mr. Pat Schumacher
Bursau of Reclamation

| oppose the DSEIS's preferred
alternative for the Animas-
LaPlata project which includes &
farge reservoir in Ridges Basin
and pumping plant. Instead, |
urge you io adopt Alternative 6,
the Animas River Citizen's
Coalition Alternative, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

— The DSEIS for the Animas-
LaPlata Project is woefully inade-
guate and does not meet the
basic requirements of  the
National Environmental Policy
Act to provide sufficient factual
information to allow the public
and decision-makers to make an
informed decision among alter-
natives;

— Mone of the suggested future
uses for A-LP water justifies the
enormous cost and environmen-
tal damage A-LP will cause the
Animas River;

— The BSEIS mischaracterizes
the non-structural alternatives,
discounting them because they
provide only Indian water and do

A Mo de Srors

not subsidize municipal and
industrial neads in Durango and
cther towns:

— Most {70%:) of the Indian water
needs identified for A-LP supply
power plants and coal mines,
with another 16% supplying golf
gourses and resorts;

— The propssed Ridges Basin
Reservoir would displace up to
800 elk and deer, and threatened
endangered native fish species
and bald eagles;

. — U8, and Colorado taxpayers

will pay $330 million for the pro-
posed A-LP project, while cheap-
er and less destructive alterna-
tives meet Indian water rights
phligations.

Additional comments:

Signed:
Address:

5 1
hoRe b D - ok

Thisletter isnearly identical to Comment Letter IN8O. Please refer to the responses made
to the original comment letter.
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