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Federal Agencies
Comment Letters and Response to Comments 



-

~ United States Department or the Interior 

~ BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
Yuma Field Office 

2555 East Gila Ridge Road 
Yuma, AZ 85365 
www.blm.gov/al'j 

In Reply Refer To: 

16 10 (C020) January 13, 20 11 


Memorand um 

To: 	 Restoration Group Manager; U.S. BUTeau of Rcclamation. LC 8400, Lower Colorado 
Regional Office; P. O. Box 61470; Boulder City, Nevada 89006-1470 

From: 	 James T. ShoatT 
Field Manager 

Subject: Environmental A ent for the Laguna Division Conservation Area 

This memo is to submit.he Yuma Field Office comments on Ihe Laguna Division Conservation 
Arca Environmental Assessment. Our comments are included in the attached document using 
"track changes" and also in a spreadsheel. 

If you have any questions, please contact Planning and Environmental Coordinator David 
Daniels at 928 ] 17-3206. 

Attachments 

-._ -.. 


http:submit.he
www.blm.gov/al'j
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Response to Comments from Bureau of Land Management (BLM); Yuma Field Office 

BLM-1 	 BLM’s interest and participation in the Project is appreciated. 

Documents DM 6.13, Yuma Field Office Resource Management Plan 
(2010), and the Interagency Standards for Fire and Fire Aviation 
Operations (2010) were incorporated to Section 1, along with additional 
relevant documents.  The Mittry Lake Wildlife Area Plan (MLWAP) was 
incorporated by Reference in Section 6.  Full citation for the MLWAP can 
be found in section 6. 

BLM-2 	 Comment read and acknowledged.  See Appendix C, Objectives, 
Constraints, and Mitigation Measures for the Proposed Removal and 
Prescribed Fire Activities.   

BLM-3 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged. 

BLM-4 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.  See Section 3.5 under 
subsection entitled “Land Status” for discussion on land ownership of the 
project area. 

BLM-5 	 The PFIA will develop a PBP that will address the establishment and 
maintenance of fuel breaks according to protocols set by the PFIA.  Water 
tenders will be addressed and incorporated into the PBP.        

BLM-6 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.  See Section 2.2 under 
subsection entitled “Phase One – Removal and Clearing.”    

BLM-7 	 See BLM-2. Manual clearing of the proposed project site is anticipated if 
a prescribed fire is implemented to clear remaining biomass and prepare 
the site for construction activities.   

BLM-8 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged. 

BLM-9 	 Hazardous materials are discussed in Section 3.0 under subsection Critical 
Elements Topics Removed from Further Analysis.  At this time there are 
no known hazardous materials and contaminants identified or reported in 
the area by the authorized land managers delegated by Reclamation.  If 
there is a discovery of any hazardous materials or contaminants within the 
project site, the site shall be appropriately remediated.   

BLM-10 	Discussion on Imperial Dam LTVA can be found in Section 3.1, Section 
3.5, Section 3.9, Section 4.5, and Section 4.9. 

BLM-11 	 Reclamation conducted two public scoping meetings on March 18, 2010 
and coordinated a conference call with the Yuma Safe Produce Council.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

From these meetings, comments and concerns were discussed and are 
incorporated in this EA. A discussion on public involvement can be found 
in Section 5.0 in this EA and public comment letters and responses to 
comments can be found in Appendix E of this EA.  Mitigation measures 
are found in section 4.5 and Appendix C. 

BLM-12 	See BLM-4. 

BLM-13 	See BLM-4. 

BLM-14 	 See BLM-10. In the event of the implementation of a prescribed fire, the 
PFIA will establish procedures in the PBP to notify the public about the 
implementation of the prescribed fire method to ensure public health and 
safety. 

BLM-15 	 See BLM-4. 

BLM-16 	See BLM-4. 

BLM-17 	 See BLM-10 and BLM-14. 

BLM-18 	See BLM-2. 

BLM-19 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.  See Section 4.1.3. 

BLM-20 	 See BLM-19. 

BLM-21 	 Change in conditions post lighting of prescribed fire should be addressed 
in the PBP developed by the PFIA. Roles and agency responsibilities will 
be defined in the PBP. 

BLM-22 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.  See Appendix C for 
objectives, goals, constraints, and mitigation measures.     

BLM-23 	See BLM-2. 

BLM-24 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged. 

BLM-25 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged throughout this EA.      

BLM-26 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.  See Section 4.2.2. 

BLM-27 	See BLM-26. 

BLM-28 	 See BLM-26. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

BLM-29 	 See BLM-6. Creation of fuel breaks will occur prior to the prescribed fire. 
Activities will be conducted to the extent practicable to avoid impacts to 
LTVA and covered species activities.  Activities can begin once 404 
permitting is completed.   

BLM-30 	 Removal of vegetation before breading season would reduce the impact to 
nesting birds in the area due to lack of habitat.  Once disturbed, vegetation 
will not be available until habitat is restored in 2014. 

BLM-31 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged in Section 3.2 of this 
EA. 

BLM-32 	 The PFIA will provide necessary equipment to perform burn. This 
includes but is not limited to fire suppression devices. 

BLM-33 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

BLM-34 	 See BLM-6. The PFIA will be responsible for surveying and removal of 
unauthorized persons during prescribed fire activities. 

BLM-35 	 The term unauthorized persons will be defined in the PBP.  Roles and 
agency responsibilities will be defined in the PBP.      

BLM-36 	 Mitigation measures should be addressed in the PBP of the PFIA.   

BLM-37 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.  The budget for 
prescribed fire activities will be established by Reclamation and the PFIA. 

BLM-38 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

BLM-39 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged. 

BLM-40 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged. 

BLM-41 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.  

BLM-42 	See BLM-4. 

BLM-43 	See BLM-4. 

BLM-44 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged. 

BLM-45 	 See BLM-11. Concerns are acknowledged and addressed in Appendix C.    



 

 
 
 
 
 
 

State Agencies
Comment Letters and Response to Comments 



ARIZONA DEPARTMENT 

OF 


ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 


1110 West Washington Street· Phoenix, Arizon a 85007 
(602) 771-2300 · www.azdeq.gov 

December 21 , 2010 

United States Department of the Interior 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Attn: Ms. Dana Anat (LC-262S) 
P.O. Box 61470 
Boulder City, NV 89006 

Re: 	 Yuma County: Draft EA-Laguna Division Conservation Area Riparian and Marsh 
Restoration-Enhancement Project 

Dear Ms. Anat: 

The ADEQ Air Quality Division has reviewed your lener, dated November 30, 2010, regarding 
the Laguna Division Restoration Project. The project. as described. will likely have a de minimis 
impact on air quality. However, considering the prevailing winds, and problems with IO-micron 
particulate matter nonattainment in the county, to comply with applicable air pollution control 
requirements and minimize any adverse impacts on public health and welfare, the following 
infonnation is provided for your consideration, where applicable, during the construction phase: 

REDUCE DISTURBANCE ofPARTICULA TE MA ITER during CONSTRUCTION 

This action, plan or activity may temporarily increase ambient particulate matter (dust) levels. 
Particulate matter 10 microns in size and smaller can penetrate the lungs of human beings and 
animals and is subject to a National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) to protect public 
health and welfare. Particulate matter 2.5 microns in size and smaller is difficult for lungs to 
expel and has been linked to increases in death rates; heart attacks by disturbing heart rhythms 
and increasing plaque and clotting; respiratory infections; asthma attacks and cardiopulmonary 
obstructive disease (COPD) aggravation. It is also subject to a NAAQS. 

The following measures are recommended to reduce disturbance of particulate matter, including 
emissions caused by strong winds as well as machinery and trucks tracking soil off the 
construction site: 

I. 	 Site Preparation and Construction 
A. 	 Minimize land disturbance; 
B. 	 Suppress dust on traveled paths which are not paved through wetting, use of 

watering trucks, chemical dust suppressants, or other reasonable precautions to 
prevent dust entering ambient air 

C. 	 Cover trucks when hauling soil; 

Northern Regional Office Southern Regional Office 
1801 W. Route 66 • Suite 117 • Flagstaff. AZ 86001 400 West Congress Street· Suite 433 • Tucson, AI 85701 

(928) 779- 0313 	 (S20) 628-6733 

Printed on recycled paper 

Janice K. Brewer 

Covernor 


http:www.azdeq.gov


Ms. Dana Anat 
December 21, 2010 
Page 20f2 

D. 	 Minimize soi l track-out by washing or cleaning truck wheels before leaving 
construction site; 

E. 	 Stabilize the surface of soil piles; and 
F. 	 Create windbreaks 

n. Site Restoration 
A. 	Revegetate any disturbed land not used; 
B. 	 Remove unused material; and 
C. 	 Remove soil piles via covered trucks. 

The following rules applicable to reducing dust during construction, demolition and earth 
moving activities are enclosed: 

• Arizona Administrative Code RI8·2-604 througb -607 
• Arizona Administrative Code RI8·2·804 

Should you have any further questions, please contact me at (602) 771·2375 or David Biddle. of 
the Planning Section Staff, at (602) 771·2376. 

Very truly yours, /J rr-­
~?i,v~
Diane L Arnst, Manager 
Air Quality Planning Section 

Enclosures 

Bret Parke, EV Administrative Counsel 
David Biddle, EV Program Specialist 
File No. 249599 
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c. 	If the burrriog would.occur at a solid waste facility in violation of 40 CFR 25&.24 and the DircctOr has not issued a variance 
under ~S. § 49-763.01. . . . ' 

E. 	C¥.n outdoor fmI of d8JIgcro\lS material. A fire sedor the disposal of.i dangerous material is allowed by the provisions of this 
Section.. wbcn the material is too dangerous to store and tnwsport. and the Dir~ has issued a pemrit for the fire.. A VCImit iSS'llcd 
undec-this l1\lb;cction shall contain all provisions in subsection (D)(3) except for rubsections (D)(3)(e) .and (D)(3Xf). The DirectOr 
shall permit fires for the disposal of d~geroU5 materials only when DO safe altl%Tlative method of disposal exists, and burning the 
matcrialt does 0 01 result in the ' emission of hazardous or toxic 5IlbstaDces either directly or 's,s a product of combustion in amounts 
that Will cndar.gcr health or safety. . . 

F. 	Open ou1door fires of household waste. An open outdoor fire for the disposal of household waste is .allowed by provisions of Ibis 
SectiQJl wben penn.itted in writing by the Director or. a delega!ed authority. A permit issued illl:der this subsection shall COlltain all 
proVlsiOll5"in mbsect:ion (DX3) except for rubscctiOos (DX3Xc) and (D)(3Xf). -The permittee shall conduct open outdoor fires of 
household wa..<te in an approved waste burner and shall eithct: . . 
1. Bum bousehold waste generated on·site on farms or ranches of 40 acres or more where no household waste collectioo or disposal 

service is IVllllahle; or .. 
2. 	Bum·household waste g~era!:ed on·site where DO bousehold waste coikction and disposal servjce is t.vailabie and where the 

nearest other dwelling unit is II! least 500 feet away. 
G. Pennits issued by I delegiUed authority. The DUcctor may delegate authority for the issuance of open burning permits to a county, city, 

town, air pollution control district, or fire district. A delegated antbority" may not issue a pemrit for its own open burning activity. The 
Director shall not delegate iutbority to issue. permits to burn dSllger0u9 materia] under subsection (E). A C?OUDty, city, town, air 

· pol1ution control ·district, or fue district with delegated auth"Ority from the Director may assign that: authority to one. or more private 
· fire protection service providers that perform fire protection servieea wi.thin the coUllty, city, town, air pollution cm:trol district, or 

fire district A piWte fire protection provider shall not dire.ctly or indirectly conditioo the issuance of open burning pcmits on the 
applicant beiJJg a cnstomer. Fen:nits issued under this !Nbsection shall compJy. with the requirements in subsection (D){3) and be in a 
fcmnat prcsa"!:"bed by the Director. Each delegated authority shall: . 
1. Maintain a copy of ClLCb pemUt iOOlled for the previOU5 five yean available for ;n.<!pCCtion by the Director. 
2. For each pmnit currently issued, have a means of contacting the person anthorized'by the pennit to set an opeD fire if an order to 

extinguish open burning is issued; and 
3. Annually submit to the Director by May 15 a record of daily·burn activity, excluding household waste bum permits., on a form 

Provided by the DirCctOT for the previOUll ca1eod&:r year contBining ·the information required in subsections (DX3Xej and (DX3 ) 
(f). 

a. The DiTecror shall bold an annual public meeting for interested parties to review operations of the open ou~oor fire program and 
. discnss emissiCII miuct:ion technlqma · . . . : . 

. l Noftring in th.is Section is intended to permit any practice that is a violation of any starule, ordinance, rule, err regulation. 

IDstorica.l Note 
Adoptcd. effective May 14, 1979 (Supp. 79·1). Amended effective October 2, 1979 (Supp. 79·5). COlTCCtiOD, 5Ilbsoction (C) repealed 


effective 0ctciI~ 2, 1979, not shown (Supp. 80- I). FormecSect:iOll R9.3-60i.-.:eoumben:d without change as Section R18;-2-602 

(Supp. 87·3). Amended effective Septem~ 26, 1990 (Sttpp. 9O-l ). Former Section RI8·2-602 rmumbered to RU·2·802, new 


Section RI 8·2·602 rcuumb"ered from RI8--2-401 effective November IS, 1993 (Supp. 934). Amended by final .rulcmaking·ar: 10 

A.A.1l 38B., effective March 1q, 2004 (Supp. 04·1). . 

Rl8-l-603. RepeaJtd 

Historiw Note 
Adopted e:ffectiVt May 14, ·1979 (Supp. 79·1). Former Section R9·3·603 renumbered without change 85 Section RI8·2·603 (Supp.. 


87-3). Amended effective Septcniber 26, 1990 (Supp. 90-3). Former SeCtion Rl 8-2-603 renumbered to Rl 8.2;803, n~ Section 

Rl8-1-603 rel:iumbered from RI8-2-403 effective Novembei IS, 1993 (Supp. 93-4). Repealed effective October 8,1 996 (Supp. 


%-4). 	 . 

R18-l-604. OptD· Artas, Dry Wasbes. or RJvtrbeds 
A. No person shat} cause, suffer, allow, OJ" pennit a building OJ" its appurtcoances, or a b.uilding or subdivision site, OJ" 11. driveway, or a 

puking area, or a vacant lot or sales lot, or an urban or fUburbll.D open area. to be constructed. used, altered, repaired, demolished, 
cleared:, or leveled, or the earth to be moved or excavated, without taking reasonable precautions to limit excem:ivc amounts of 

· particulate muter from. becomi.Dg mbomc. Dust and other ~ of air <;OIltmninabts shaD be kept to a minimum by good modem. 
practices ruch as using an approved dust SUJ¥C.SSant OJ" adhesive soil stabiliu:r, paving, covering, laodscapiDg, COIltinUOuJ wetting, 
dctouriIJg, barriIJg access, or other acceptable me"ans. . . 

B. No pc:n;on shall cause, suffu, ailow, or pennit a vacant Jot, or an urban or suburban open area, to be driven over or used by motor 
vehicles. trucb, cars. cyclcs., .bik.es., or buggies, or by animals such as hones, without taking reasonabll; JlICC8Utions to limit excessive 
amounts of particulates from becoming airborne. Dust shall be ·kept .to a minimum by using an approved dust suppressant, or 
adhesive soil ltabilizer, or by paving, or by barring eccess to theproperty, or by other acceptable means. 

C. No person shall operate a motor vehicle for recreational pUlpOses in a diy wash, riverbed or open area in such a vlay 89 to cause or 
.conlnbute. to visible dust ·emissions which then cross property lines into a res:idtDtilil, recreationa], institutiona], educational, rcta.il 
sales, hotel or business premises. For purposes of this subsection Rmotor vehicles" shall incl!J-de, but not be limite:l to trueD, em, 
cycles., biJtes, buggies and 3-wheclen. Any pmon who violates the provisions of this subsection sb.all be.subject to prosecution 
under ARS. ·9 49-463. . 

Historical Note 
..Adopted.effect:ivcMay 14, 1979.(SuW. 79·1). Fmmer SectiooR9-3-604 m:nmibttcd without cl:umge as SectimJ RI8-20604 (Supp. 

87~3.). Amended effective Septem.~ 26, 1990 (Supp. 90-3). Fonner Sect:ion R18:2-604 rcmnnbered to RI8·2·8M, DCW Sect:ion 
RI8-2-604 renumbctcd from RI8·2-404 and amended effective November IS, 1993 (Supp. 93-4). 

http:becomi.Dg
http:49-763.01
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Rl8-l-60S:RDadways and Streets 	 . 
A. 	No per'SOll shall cause, suffer, allow or pennit die use, repair, constructioo or reconstruction of a roadway or alley witblJllt takio.g 

reasonable precautions to prevent Q.cessive amounts of paniculate matter from becoming aii-borne. Dust and other particulates shall 
be kep.t to a minimum by employing tempOl1!lj' paving, dust suppressants, wetting down, detouring or by other reasonable melD!j. . 

B. No pCIBon shall .cause., ~er, allow or permit transportation of materials lik~Jy to give rise to airborne dust without taking reasonable 
precaVtions, su~b 88 wetting, applying dust suppressants, or covering the load, to prevent p!lI1:icu1a1e matter from bcC:>miog airborne. 

. . Earth or other ma1el"ial that is deposited by trucking or earth moving equipment shall be .rmloved from·paved streets by the puson 

responsible:for suc~ deposits. . 


IDstorical Note 

Adopted cffectiveMay 14, 1979 (Supp. 79-1). Formet"Sectioo R9-3-60S ~bercdwithout change as Section RIS-2-60S (Supp. 


. g7-3). Amended effective Septemw26; 1990 (Supp. 90-3). Former Section R18-2-60S remIIllbcm:l to RI8-2-80S, new Section 

RI8-2-60S rt:IlUD1bered from RI8-2-40S effective November IS, 1993 (Supp. 93-4). . 


Rl8-2-606. "Material Handling 
No pen;on shall cause, su:ffe:r, allow or permit crushing. screening. handling. t:ransp:xting or conveying of materials or other ~ons 
likely to TCSUlt in significant amClUllIll of airborne dust without taking reasonable prcc8lltions, such as tfie"USe of spray ban, wetting agenta, 
dust suppressants,: covering the load, and hoods!o prevent excessive Ilmounts ofparticulate matter from becoming airborne. • 

IDstorlcal Note 
Section RI8-2-606 remm:I~ from R18·2-406 effective November 15, 1993 (Supp. 93-4). 

ru8-:1.-607. Storage Piles 
A. No pcr5CDl shall canse, suffet", allow, or pamit organic or margmic dust producing matcrial. to be ~ piled, or Otherwise stored 

without taking reasonable pre:ca.utions such as chemica! stablliDtion, wetting, or covering to prevent excessive 1IID0unts ·ofparticulate 
matter from becoming airborne. . 

B. Stacking and reclaiming machinery utilized at storage piles shall be opc:ntted at all times with a minimum fall of materia.! and in such 
mllDD.~, or with the use of spray hm and- wetting agents, as to prevent excessive amoUllts of particulate matter from becoming
airborne. 	 . . 

IDstorfcal Note 
S~tion RI8·2-607 renumbered from RI~-2~7 effective Nove:mber 15, 1993 (Supp. 93-4). 

R18-1.-608.Mlneral Tailings . 

No pernon shall cause., suffer, allow, or pl!"l1Ilit construction of mineral tailing piles without taking reasonable prccau.tions to prevent 

excessive amounts of particulate matter from becoming airborne. Reasonable precautions shall mean wetting. chemica] stabilization, . 

revegetation or such othermcasures as are approved by the~. ( . 


. WrtorkaJ Note· . . 

SectionR18-2-608 rcnum~ from R1g.2-408, new Section R18:2-40S adopted effect:iveNovembcr 15, 1993 (Supp. 93-4). 


Rl3--2-609. Agricultural Practices . 
A person shall not cause., suffer, allow, or permit th~ performaricc ofagricultural practices.outside the Phoenix and Yuma~g areas, 
as ddiIled in 40 CFR 81303, which is iDcorporated by rd"erence in Rl8-2.210,. iDcluding tilling of land and application of fcrtilizeis 
without ~grcasonabl~ precautions to prevent ·excessive amounts ofparticula.te m.attQ- from bccam.ing airborne. 

. . Historical Note . . . . . 

Section R18-2-609rQl1llDbend from. R18-2-409 effective November 15, 1993 (Supp. 93-4). Amended by flna.! roJemaking al6 


A..AJt 2009; effective May 12., 2000 (Supp. 00-2). Amended bY. final ruJemaJcing 81 11 A:A.R 2210, dIective July 18, 2005 

(SUpp. 05-2). 


R18-1.-610. Definitions for RI8-Un 
The dcfitlltions in Article I of this Oiapter and the following definitions Ilpply to Rl&:-2-611: 

I.•Access mltriction" means restricting or eliminating public access to noncmpland with. si~s or pbjs:icaI.obstructiOIl. 
2. ~Aggregate cover" means gravel, concrete., recycled road base, caliche, or other similar material applied to noncropland. 
3. ~Artificial wind hairier" meims a pbysical barrier to 1hc wind. 	 . 
4. 	 -Best management practiCe:" means a ·tcchciq1lc verified by scientific research, that OD. a ·case-by-wc baSis is practical, 

CCOn9mlcaIly' feasible., and effective in reducing PM 10 emissions from. a regulated agricultural B.Ctivity. 
5. 	 "Chemical irrigation" means B.ppl~g a fertilizer, pesticide. or other agricultural chemical to cropland. throuib an iIrigation 

system. . .. . 
6. "Combinin"g tractor operations" means peri"orming two or more tillage, cultivation, planting, or harvesting operations with a single 

trB.ctor or harvester pass. . . . 
7. "Commercial farm" means 10 or more contiguous acres ofland used for agriCUltural purpo.!!cs within the boundary ofthe Maricopa 

PM}O nonattalnment area. 
8. ·Coaimercial farmer" means ·m individual, entity, orjoiot opcntion in genetBJ control eta commercial fmm. 
9. "Committee" means the GOVtrnor's Agricbltural Best Management Practices Committee. 
10. ·Cover crop" means plants or a green manure crop grown for'seasonal soil protcci:i.on or soil improvement: 
11. "Critical area planting" means.. using trecs,. shrubs,.mes, grasses, or other vegetative cover on nonc:ropland. ( ' 
12. "Croplanci" means land OD a commercial fumJhat 

a. b withiIJ the time-£nsJne offinil harvest to plBnt emergence; . . 
b. Has·been tiDed in a prior year and is suitable for crop p:oduction, but is t:urTeDtly fiillow; or 
c. Is a tum-row. 	 . 

http:protcci:i.on
http:ofparticula.te
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ARTICLE 8. EMISSIONS FROM MDBn.E SOURCES (NEW AND EXISUNG)­

( . RlS-Z-SOl. Classif1catiOD of Mobile Sourtu 
A. This Article is applicablc to mobile S01JrGCIi which ~thcr move while emitting aD- cMtam.lnants or arc frequently moved during thc 

course of their utilization but arc oot classified as motor vehicles, agricultural vehicles, or agricultural equipment wed in normal 
fium operations. . 

B. Unless"otherwisc specified, no mobile sourcc shall emit smokc·or dust the opacity of which exceeds 40%. 

Histor ical Note 
Adopted effCctivc Fcbruary 26, 1985 (Supp. S8-1). Amended effectivc September 26, 1990 (Supp: 90-3). AmCilded effective 

febnwy 3,1993 (Supp. 93-1). Former Section RI8-2-S0 I reDumbered to Section RIS-2-901, new Se.ction R18-2·30 1 
Iimlmbercd frmp RJ8-Z...6Q.I effective November IS, 1993 (SUpp. 93-4). 

Rl S-Z-802. Orf-road MathiDcry 
A No person shall ewse. allow or pennit to be emitted iDto the atmosphere from any off-road machinl!t)', rnloke for any?Cfiod greater 

than 10 consa:utive seconds, the OJl!lcity of wliich exceeds 40"". Visihle cmissiOOl when starting cold equipment shall be exempl: 
from this rcquircmCD t for the first 10 minutes. 

B. 	Off-road machUlCf)' mall ·includc truCD, ·graders, scrapers., rollel"S, locomotives and other construction and mining machinCf)' not 
normally driven on a: completed public roadway. " 

HIstorical N ote 
Adopted effectivc February 26, 1988 (SiIpp. 88-1). Amended effective September 26, 1990 (Supp. 90-3). Forml!:r Secticm R1S-2-S02 

remJIDbcrcd to Section RI &"-2-902, new Section R1S-Z-S02 renumberccl from R1S-Z-60Z effective"Novembe:r IS, 1·993 (Supp. 
934). . 

R18-Z-803: Heatcr-planer Units 
No pClson shall .cBllSc, allow or permit to be emltted into the atmosplJere from any heater-planer operated for the purpose ofreconstnJct:iug 
asphalt pavCll1ents smoke the opacity of which excocds 20"A. Howcvl!:r three minutes' upset time in any ODC hour mall not constitute a 
violation of this Section. 

H1storitaJ Note 
Adopted effective February 26, 19S8 (Supp. 88-1). Amended effective September 26, 1990 (Supp . . 90-3). Former Section RI 8-Z· 803 

rcoumbc:red to Section RI8-2-903, new Section RIS-Z-803 renumbered from Rl S-Z-603 effective"November IS, 1993 (Supp. 
. . 93-4). 

ru8-Z-804. Roadway aud Sitc Cleanin gMathin ery 	 " 
A. No person shall cause, allow or permn to be emitted. into the atmosphere from any roadway and site cleaning machinery smoke or dust 

for any period greateI" than 10 consecutive scco:nds, the opacity of which. exceeds 40%.. ¥lSIbJe emissions when starting cold 
eqWpm"ent shall be aempt from thi! n;quircmcot fur the first 10 minutes.. 

B. In addition to COIIIplyiJ;lg with subscc60n (A), no person sball·cguse, allow or ~t the cleaning of any site, roadway, ar allt:y withM 
IBkiog ~nable prccantions to p;cvcnt particulalC mat:ter from becoming airborne. Reasonable preca1ltionS may iDclude applying 
durt ruppressams.. Earth or :otber matail1 mall be removed from pam streets ooto which earth or other material has been 
transported b-, trucking or earth moving equipment. erosion by water or by otber means. 

. Ristoric..il Nute 
Adopted effective Fcbruary 26, 1995 (Supp. 88-1). Amo,c!ed dI'ectivc September 26,1990 (Supp. 90-3). Amcnded dfcctivc 

. February 3, 1993 (Supp. 93-1). Pormer Section R18-2-S04 renumbered to Section R18-2·904, neW Section RI 8-2-804 
. iUlumbercd from RlS.2-604 effectiveNovc:mber IS, 1993 (Supp. 93-4). 

ru8-]-80S. Asphalt or Tar Kcttles 
. 	A. No person shall canse, allow or pcmlit to be emitted into the atmosphere from any asphalt or tar kettlc smoke for any period greater 

. .than 10 consecutive: seconds, the opacity ofwhich exceeds 40'.4. · . . . . 
B. In addition to comPlyin8 with subsection (A), no person shall cause, allow or. permjt the operation of an asphalt or tu kettle without 

minimizing ~ Contaminant crussions by utilizing all of tile following control measures: . 
I. The control oftemperature recommCllded by the asphalt or tar mlll~ 
2. The operation of !be. kettle with·lid closed except whCIJ charging; 
3. The pumping of asphalt fron;I the kettle or the drawi;lg of asphalt through cocks with DO. dippinS; 
4. The dipp.iJ:g oflm in III approm manner; 
5. The mruntmullg of the kettle .in clean, properly adjusted, a.n.d good operating condition; 
6. The firing of the kettle with liqlrid petrol~ gas or other fuels acceptable:' to thc Director. 

. .' Historical Note 
Adopted effective February 26, 1988 (Supp. 88-1): Amended effective Septem~ 26,1990 (Supp. 90-3). Former ScCtianRll!-Z-80S 

renumbered to Section RI S -2~905, new Section RIS-2-S05 renumbered from RlS-2-605 .effective November l5, lS93 (Supp. 
· 93-4). 

( 
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Response to Comments from the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality/Air 
Quality (ADEQ-AQ) 

ADEQ/AQ-1 	 Due to the fact that our action may temporarily increase the ambient 
particulate matter levels, particulate measurements will be performed in 
accordance with the National Ambient Air Quality Standard to protect 
public health and welfare. The following measures will be taken to reduce 
disturbance of particulate matter, including emissions: 

•	 Minimize land disturbance 
•	 Suppress dust on traveled paths which are not paved through 

wetting, use of watering trucks, chemical dust suppressants, or 
other reasonable precautions to prevent dust entering ambient air 

•	 Cover trucks when hauling soil 
•	 Re-vegetate any disturbed land not used 
•	 Remove unused material 
•	 Remove soil piles via covered trucks 



ARIZONA DEPARTM ENT 
OF 

ENVIRO NMENTAL Q UALITY 

)I n;ce K. 8._ 
~rnor 

, 

1110 West W.shington Slreet · Phoenix, Arilona 85007 
(602) 77 1-2300 • www.ndeq.gov Henry R. o",win 

ActinS Director 

January 18, 20 II 

Ms. Dana Anal 
U.S. Department of Inlerior 
Bureau of Reclamation 
P.O. Box 61470 
Boulder City, NY 89006 

SENT VIA E·MAIL: danat@usbr.gov 

Rc: Draft Environmental Assessment for Laguna Di vision Conservation Area Restoration 
Project 

Dear Ms. Anat: 

Thank you for the November 30, 201 0 notice on the Drall Environmental Assessment for the 
Laguna Division Conservation Area Restoralion Project. The Arizona Department of 
Environmental Quality, Water Quality Division (ADEQ) is responsible for ensuring the delivery 
of safe drinking water to customers of regulated publ ic water systems under the Safe Drinking 
Water Act, permits for proposed discharges to surface waters of the United States under the 
federal Clean Water Act (CWA), permits under the State Aquirer Protection Permit program and 
water quality certifications of certain federal licenses and pennilS. ADEQ would like to make 
you aware of some water quality issues that may need to be considered. 

We agree that a CWA Section 404 permit may be required by the U.s. Army Corps or Engineers, 
and that a state-issued CWA section 401 certification o f the pcmlit may be required 10 ensure 
thallhe permitted activities will nol result in a violation of Arizona's surface water quali ty 
standards. For questions, please contact Bob Scalamera at (602) 771-4502 or bye-mail at 
RS3@azdcg.gov. The CWA 401 application form call be downloaded from ADEQ's website: 
b ttp;l!www.i!7..deg.l.!.ov/runctionifonnsiappswate r. htmll~. 

Depending on the scope of the CWA Section 404 pemlit, a pennit for storm water discharges 
may be required. Stonnwater discharges associated wi th construction activities (clearing, 
grading, or excavating) that disturb one acre or more must obtain a general pennit for coverage 
orstormwaterdischarges under the Arizona Pollutant Discharge Elimination System's 
(AZPDES) Construction General Pennit. As part ofpe'nn it coverage, a Stonnwater Pollution 
Prevention PIon (SWI'I'I') must be prepared, and implemented during Ihe course of construction, 
The SWPPP must comply wi th ADEQ's Construction General Pennit's SWPJlP requirements, 
and must identify such e lements as the project scope. anticipated acreage of land disturbance, 
and the best management practices that would be implemented to reduce soil erosion, and 

North~m R~glon~1 OffK~ South~r" Regiomol Ofnc~ 
180 1 W, ROllCt 66' Suite 117 • fl~"st..ff, AZ 86001 400 W~'( eongrns Street · Suite 433 • TIiCSOIl, Al85101 

(928) 779-0313 (520)628- 6733 

mailto:RS3@azdcg.gov
mailto:danat@usbr.gov
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contain or minimize the pollutants that might be released to waters of the U.S. In addition to 
preparing the SWPPP, the project proponent must file for pennit coverage before construction. 
The Construction General Pennit. SWPPP checklist. and associated fonns are available on 
ADEQ's website at: http://www.azdeq.gov/environlwater/pennitslslonnwaler.html#const. For 
questions. please contact Chris Henninger in our Stonnwater and General Pennits Unit at (602) 
771-4508 or by c-mail at cph@azclcq.gov. 

We appreciate the opportunity to review and provide comments. If you need further infonnation, 
please contact Wendy LcStarge ormy staff at (602) 771-4836 or via e-mail at wlJ@azdcq.gov, 
or mysel f at (602) 771-4416 or via c-mail atlcl@azdcq.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Linda Taunt, Deputy Director 
Water Quality Division 

mailto:atlcl@azdcq.gov
mailto:wlJ@azdcq.gov
mailto:cph@azclcq.gov
http://www.azdeq.gov/environlwater/pennitslslonnwaler.html#const


 

 
 

 
 

 

Response to Comments from the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality/Water 
Quality (ADEQ-WQ) 

ADEQ/WQ-1 The ADEQ’s interest in the Project is appreciated.   

Due to the fact that our action may temporarily increase risk to water 
quality during the implementation of the project, Reclamation is in the 
process of submitting Section 404, 401, and 402 permits.  Mitigation 
measures will be followed according to the outcome of the Section 404 
permitting process.    



THE STATE OF ARIZONA 

GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT 
5000 W. CAREFREE HIGHWAY 

PHOENIX, AZ 85086-5000 

(602) 942-3000 · WWW.AZGFD.GOV 

REGION IV, 9140 E. 28TH ST., YUMA, AZ 85365 

GOVERNOR 
J.\HICE K. BREWER 

COMMISS IONERS 
C/l.lIR, JENtflFER L MAfHIN, 1"tto£f'I1~ 
RoBERT R. WOOOIfOUSE, ROLL 
NooI.IAH W. fREElMN, CfIIHO VA UET 
JACI( r. HI!S1ED, 5rRING£RVILl£ 

J.W. HARRIS, TUCSON 

DIRECTOR 
L.o.IlRY D. VOYLES 

DEPUTY DIRECTORS 
GARY R. HOW\nE~ 
Boll BflOSCflEIO 

December 27,2010 

Bill Singleton 
Bureau of Reclamation 
P.O. Box 61470 
Boulder City, NV 89006 

Re: Laguna Division Conservation Area Draft Environmenta1 Assessment 

Dear Mr. Singleton: 

The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) has reviewed the November 20 10 Draft. 
Environmental Assessment for the Laguna Division Conservation Area. At the present time the 
Department has no comments based on our understanding of the proposed action and the infol111ation 
provided in the Draft Environmental Assessment. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and provide comments this project. If you have any questions, 
please contact me at 928-341-4069. 

Sincerely, 

Tab Bommarito 
Habitat Specialist 
Region N , Yuma 

cc: 	 Karen Reichhardt, Bureau of Land Management 
Pat Barber, Regional Supervisor, Region IV 
Jill Dale. Bureau of Rcclamation 
Laum Canaea, PEP Supervisor. Habitat Branch 
Leslie Fitzpatrick, US Fish and Wildlill, Service 
Troy Smith, Habitat Program Manager, Region IV 

AGFD # MIO-1227l005 

http:WWW.AZGFD.GOV


 

 
 

 

Response to Comments from the Arizona Game and Fish Department (AGFD) 

AGFD-1 AGFD’s interest and participation in the Project is appreciated. 



Anal. Dana 

From: Bruce Davis [bdavis@land.azgov] 
Sent: Wednesday, December DB, 20102:52 PM 
To: Anat, Dana 
Subject: Comment regarding Laguna division EA 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Flagged 

Good Afternoon: 

I believe that you may have listed incorrect locations in Ari zona for your project. 


Page 6 of t he EA states that the project lies within Sections 31 and 36 at Township 6 South , 

Range 21 West. From Figure 2 . it appears that you i ntended to say Section 31, T65, R21W and 

Section 36, T65, R22W. 


The same holds true for T75, R21~~ as sections 12, 13 and 14 are in T7S, R22W. I ha ve 
verified these locations with our State Land Mapping system and use of your Figure 2. 

If I am in error , please advise. 
Sincerely. 

Bruce S. Davis, Water Resource Specialist Arizona State Land Department Water Rights and 
Agric ulture Section 
1616 W. Adams St reet 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 
602-542-2670 
602 -542-3507 (Fax) 
bdavi s@land . az .gov 

mailto:s@land.az.gov


 

 

 

	

Response to Comments from the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD); Water Rights 
and Agriculture Section  

ASLD-1 	 Reclamation has verified your comments regarding the location 
descriptions on page 6 of the draft EA and the coordinates of the project 
site and the ASLD’s coordinate description of the coordinates are the most 
accurate. The location description for the Project has been changed to 
reflect the correct and most accurate coordinate description in Section 1.0 
(p.7). 
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COLORADO RIVER COMMISSION <.,OF NEVADA 

December 29, 2010 

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 

Attention: Ms. Dana Anat (LC-262S) 

Lower Colorado Regional Office 

P.O. Box 61470 

Boulder City, NY 89006·1470 


Re: Comments on tnc Bureau of Reclamation' s Draft Environmental Assessment 

for the Lag/Ina Dil'ision Conservation Ar"a. Yllma COllnty. AZ muJ Imperial 


Dear Ms. Anat: 

l be Colorado River Commission of Nevada (CRCN) and the Southern Nevada Water 
Authority (SNWA) have reviewed the Draft Environmental AssesSmenl Lagulla DiI'ision 
Consen'Olion Area (EA) dated November 2010, prepared by the U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation (Bureau) under the Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation 
Program (MSCP), and are pleased to submit these joint comments in its regard. The 
attached comments arc intended to strengthen the EA through clarification, corrections, 
and potential wording improvements. 

Thc CRCN and the SNWA express their support for the proposed project. The inclusion 
of a large. scale riparian and marsh restoration and enhancement project in the Laguna 
Division Conservation Area (LDCA) is in line with the requirements of the MSCP and is 
considered to be highly beneficial to the overall environment in the project area. 

lbank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft Environmental 
Assessment for the Laguna Division Conservation Area. We appreciate the high level of 
effort, expertise, and collaboration that the USBR· MSCP Work Group brings to the table. 
Jfyou have any questions, please feel free 10 contact me at (702) 486·2670. 

Sincerely, 

McClain Peterson 
Manager, Natural Resources Program 

MP/jln 
Attachment 

555 Eo Wuhlngton Awoo..., Stoll. l i OO. Las Veg... NcwodIo 89 101· 1065 ~, (702) 486-2670 
FIOX: \702) 486-2695 

TOO, (702) 486-:1698 
hllp,/ Iwww.""",. "v.1IO" 

~I- ___ 



Colondo Rivtr Com mission & Southe", Nenda WaIn Authority 
DRAFT Burnu or R«llmation EA LDCA 

Review Commeau 

Package: 
l<.evlCWCI": 

November 20 I 0 Draft Environmental Assessment LDCA 
1..11.1.. «- 3r<W" 

D.,,, 
VI3C' line: 

12n9120 10 
en trteCfln CnVtmnmcnlllJ t"taJIItlll "" "''' .." 

Item 
N•• 

Refeftnce Comment R~p 

Cod. 
Response 

I General Check all Table numbering/referenus. Some of the tables appear to be 
numbered andlor re ferenced incorrectly throughout the document. 

2 General Please check inconsistencies in bu lleted lists with uses of periods, semi 
colons, colons, commas. tenses, etc. 

1 Figure I 11 is not clea r on th is map what the red polygon is. Suggest expanding the 
legcnd to define the project area (and the red bou ndaryline). 

4 

, 

Figure 2 

Figure 3 
[&. in general] 

It is nOI clear what this map is dcpicting. Check legcnd related to the 
purpose of th is figure; the map secmsbusy and confusing. A Site Map (or 
Project Map) might show the various proposed work elements and project 
phases over just the LOCA . 

Suggest addi ng more text in the documenl discussing the pipeline 
elements in greater detail with respect to proposed project work, i .e~ 

design engineering, equipmenlAnaterials 10 be used, environmental 
consequences (impacts or effects) for each analyzed resource from each 
specific work element(andlor work phase~ and proposed mitigation. 

6 Figure 4 This figure is oot terribly useful or re levant if there is nO overlay ofthe 
proposed action and with no vicinity map to show !his graphic's daw 
importance or re levance. Suggest adding project boundary overlay 10 !he 
figure and adding !eXI discussion about why these data points {of these 
!WO bird species] in particular are presented, or omit figure entirely. 

7 Table 4 Not sure how useful or relpful!his table is in the context of !he project as 
a whole. Suggest some text discussion, or omit entirely if not 
relevanllimportanl or useful 10 the projecl discussion. 

8 

9 

Section 1. 1 

Section 2.2 

First numbered list On page 9. Did you mean somdhing like'Avoid, 
min imize, and fully mitigate adverse effects of covered act ivi tic:by 
im lementinfl LCR MSCP habitat and JoecieJ co/ue,. ...ation meaJweJ. .. '? 
Section 2.2 states ~with lip to 100 cfs of water thot would be available for 
project use~ then bter it says "a maxinllm base water flow of 100 cfs." 
Then on page 14 of the document ( 16 of the pdf) it re fers to flood events 

Page I of 5 



Colondo Riv~r Comm ission & Soalb~rn Neva da Wat~r .... utbority 
DRAFT Buuau or RKlamation [A LOCA 

RtvlewCommtnu 

Packag~: 

Kl'Y~Wer. 

Item 
No. 

10 

II 

12 

13 

Nov~mbef" 2010 Draft Environmmtal Assessment LOCA Date: 12129120 10 
\...K\... &3NWI\ V "';l line: t:.l1 ll1CCl1n cnv'ronmtnIaJ rumnm 

R~rerence Comment R~p 

Cod. 

and pulse Ilows. The document should specify further what the average, 
min, and max Ilow is, what the Ilow rate and duration athe lloodlp~lse 
Ilows are and the expected consumptive use (or change in consumptive 
use from now to thcn). My understanding is there is no change in 
consumptive use. but I think that should be stated clearl . 

Section 2.2 Suggest revising reach names on maps and in text with respect to tIlis 

[& in general] particular project. Fi gure I calls out Reach I, 2, 3, etc. along the MSCP 
Planning Area, but page 14 discusses Reach 1,2, etc. [t is difficult for the 
reader to know that these reacho; are different. 

Section 2.2 Table I. Is there any work beyond 2014 planned, such as maintenance, 
fuels reductionlvegetation thinning over time, change of land 
ownership/management? Could cite LCR MSC P work plan or other 
document if there is more detail provided elsewhere. 

Section 2.2 LC R MSCP FEIS Re>Vegetation Design Criteria Box. Last two bullets. 
Is there any work planned beyond the 13 yean? Fuels reduction? Any 
consideration of the need for vegetation th inning in the longterm? Who 
will do this? Consider monitOl'ilg and reporting requirements as per 
permits' terms and conditions. 

Section 3.1 Regulatory Setting, State paragraph. First sentence: administrative code 
reference should be for Arizona. 

'" rolt ' 010' 

Response 

14 

" 
Section 3.3 

Section 3.3 

Also, in general, where Ari:wna agency regulations and consulations are 
discussed, perhaps California agency regulations and consultations should 
also be mentioned ifnot already? 

First sen tence of fi rst paragraph. Suggest adding whalthe outcome was 0 

contacting the Native American tribes. 

Last sen tence of last paragraph. Suggest adding to the end of the 
sentence: ..... for construction or any surfacedisturbing activities.'" Or 
oerhaos move entire I)3.ra lUfloh to Section 4,J.3Calthoul!.h there is already 

Page 2 of 5 



Colorado Rivu Commission & Southu n Nevada Water Authority 

DRAIT Bureau or Redamalion EA LDCA 


ReviewComments 


Package: November 2010 Draft Environmental Assessmenl LDCA Date: 1212912010 
Kevlewer: \...K\..."':>NWA UISCI line: t._ngmeenny.::nvlfOnmemal I'lannmg <£ I'OHC~t:"OIOgy 

Item Rererence Comment Rup Response 
No. Cod. 


s imilar language in Seetion 4.3.3). 


16 
 In reference to 'routine wetland delineations ' and 'wetlands investigations 
reports,' suggest adding information about USACE/Corps concurrence 
and/or consultation lin concen with the Reclamation 2010 repon 
mentioned on page 25]. It would be appropriate to cite contact and'or 
documentation with the Corps regarding the site's jurisdictiol1l1 
delineations or determinations if there was or will be any (presuming yes 
s ince there will be 404 permitting). 

17 

5e<:tion 3.4 

Seetion 4.1.2 Suggest moving the paragraph after the Estimated Fuel Consumption table 
to earlier in the section if the prescribed bum" the first action 
chronologically. 

18 Seetion 4.1.3 Suggest adding mitigation measures for during and [if any] after 

1& in general] 
 constnJction. Are there any mitigation measures for maintenance ....o rk? 

In general, a site map with the various proposed work elements and 
projeet phases within the LOCA and discussion of impcts (in Sectir>n 
4.0) for each work element and work phase would he lp for clarity. The 
document seems heavy 011 discussing the prescribed bum and light on 
discussing the clearing, construction, pipeline, equipment/materials, 
ingress/egress roads, restoraion (revegetatiOIl) phase, etc., especially 
regarding the environmental consequences. 

19 Section 4.2.2 Last sentence of first paragraph re: shortterm impacts. Suggest stating 
that the shon-term impacts would be permitted with applicable regulatory 
authorization via compliance documents. 

20 Sections 4.2.3, The mitigation described in the document seems shon on the constroction 
4.5.3 ponion of the project. Suggest adding discussion ofconslruction's 

treatment of fuels, noise pollution, staging areas, truck and heavy [& in general 
load/equipment traffic, etc. during critical times fo r listed species (e.g., 

(4.1.3,4.5.3)] 
avoiding construction and heavy equipment use during bird breeding 
seasolls, conducting pre..construction clearaoce surveys via qualified 
bio logist before beginning any surfae&disturbillg work, etc.). 

Page 3 of5 
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Colorado River Commiss ion & Southern Nevada Water Authority 

DRAFT Burtau olRed gmgtion £A LDCA 


Review Comments 


Package: November 2010 Draft Environmental Assessment LDCA Date: 1212912010 
",eVleWer: ..... "'..... 4t ::>r<WA u,sc'p"ne: t:ngmeennglt:nvlrOnmental !'Iannmg & !'Ollcyllj'Ology 

Item Reference Commenl R~p Response 
N • . Cod, 

21 Se<:lion 4.3.3 Do you need to add CA SHPO to the second paragraph of this seclinn? 


22 
 Se<:lion 4.7.3 Suggest omitting firsl sentence in this seclion because your BMPs as part 
ofyour SWPPP and penn it lerms and conditions will serve as your 
mitigat ion 10 offset water quality impaclS. 

23 Se<:tions 4.7.3 Check '401 perm it' use here. I think this is actua lly Se<:tion 402 ofthe 

&4. 10.4 
 Clean Water ACI (National Pollutant Discharge Eliminalion System 

(NPDES)) when referencing a general stonnwater pennit and Siorm 
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP); however, a Section 40 I water 
quality cenification may be required in conjunction with a Se<:tion 404 
permit. 

24 Se<:tion 4.8.2 Second sentence of th ird paragraph in this Se<:tion. Suggest omitting the 
phrase "and would be similar to the exist ing intake StnlClUre in design." 
Perhaps better to leave this to the design to detennine. 

25 Section 4.1 0.1 Gila Proje<:t paragraph. Add 'annually' to the last sentence oflhe section 
after the phrasc ' . . . 300,000 acro-feel <an of Colorado River water ... ' 

Section 4.10.4 First sentence of the Land Use and Recreation paragraph. Consider 
rewriting this sentence as it is awkward and difficult to understand wilh 
the use of so many 'negatives.' 

26 

Visual Resources paragraph. Regarding the mention of open watr, is 
open water still part of the design? I seem to reca ll me ntion ofa design 
change [during a project presentation by the consultant] that the planned 
open water area has been reduced or maybe even elim inated. If so, then 
perhaps open water reference; in the document need revised. 

27 Section 4.10.4 

Consider adding USACE, AZ Dept of Environmental Quality, ICAPCD, 
and other oounty agencies, AZ SHPO, Cal/EPA, CA SHPO if these 
additional agencies were contacted about the project. The body ofthe 
document should probably also then reflect this consultation or 
coordination. 

28 Section 5.1 

Page 4 of5 
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Response to Comments from the State of Nevada Colorado River Commission of Nevada 
(CRCN) and Southern Nevada Water Authority 

CRCN-1 	 The CRCN’s interest in the project and comments are appreciated.  

This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.  

CRCN-2 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

CRCN-3 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged in Section 1.0     

CRCN-4 	 See CRCN-3  

CRCN-5 	 More technical information on project design details is provided in 
Appendix A. The impacts of the project design are discussed in Section 
4.0 according to the critical elements identified for the proposed project.     

CRCN-6 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.  A project location 
map is incorporated showing survey points provided by AGFD.     

CRCN-7 	 The data reported by this table indicates the presence of BRLA and SWFL 
directly adjacent to the proposed project site over time and is relevant to 
the Targeted Species discussion in Section 3.2 and Section 4.2.   

CRCN-8 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

CRCN-9 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.  See section 2.2. 

CRCN-10 	 The references to the three reaches within the levied water delivery system 
were used in past and recent presentations for the proposed project to the 
Laguna Steering Committee, conferences, public scoping meetings and 
other various meetings.  Thus, Reclamation will continue to reference the 
three sections of the levied water delivery system as reach one, reach two, 
and reach three.        

CRCN-11 	 After 2014, two to three years of anticipated maintenance activities would 
be conducted until the native plants and re-vegetation have established 
within the proposed project site. Beyond this estimated timeframe, there 
is no anticipation of maintenance.   

CRCN-12 	 See CRCN-11.  Maintenance of the site once project implementation and 
re-vegetation is complete during the 2-3 year period is to be determined.     

CRCN-13 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged. 

CRCN-14 	 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

  
 







CRCN-15 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged. 


CRCN-16 Reclamation is in the process of obtaining a CWA Section 404 permit 

from the Corps.  This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged. 

CRCN-17 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

CRCN-18 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.  See Section 4.0 to see 
mitigation for the construction phase of the project where applicable.     

CRCN-19 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

CRCN-20 See CRCN-18.   

CRCN-21 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

CRCN-22 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

CRCN-23 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

CRCN-24 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

CRCN-25 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

CRCN-26 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

CRCN-27 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   

CRCN-28 This comment is appreciated and is acknowledged.   
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Comment Letters and Response to Comments  



Center for Biological Diversity . National Wildlife Federation 


Pacific Institute· Sierra Club Southwest Waters Committee 


December 30, 2010 

Dana Ana' (LC-2625) 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

Bureau of Reclamation 

P.O. Box 61470 
Boulder City, NV 89006 

Re: Laguna Division Conservation Area draft Environmental Assessment 

Dear Ms Anat: 

On behalf of the Center for Biological Diversity, Nationa l Wildlife Federation, Pacific 
Institute, and the Sierra Club Southwest Waters Committee, we write to provide our 
comments on the Laguna Division Conservation Area (LDCA) draft Environmental 
Assessment (DEA). Our groups have a long and demonstrated interest in restoration of 

lower Colorado River habitats; the Pacific Institute was the original proponent of the 

Laguna Division restoration conceptual design and was a member the Laguna Division 

Planning Group. We strongly support restoration and enhancement of the Laguna Reach 

of the Colorado River, among other portions of the Colorado River and its delta. 

Colorado River flows through the roughly six~mile long l.aguna Reach, bounded by the 

Imperial and Laguna dams, are strictly controlled. Although the Laguna Reach boasts 
many former mea nders and abandoned river channels, the Imperial Dam diverts more 

than 9CJllo of the Colorado River's remaining flow into th·e All American and Gila Gravity 

Main canals, immediately upstream of the Laguna Reach. Total annual flow through the 
reach is about 400,000 acre-feet, primarily to sluice sedi ment from the All American 

Canal desilting works, as well as small volumes to sluice sediment below the dam and to 

maintain the elevation of Mittry Lake, south of the proposed project site. With the 

exception of high releases in 1998, flows through the re.ach over the past twenty years 

have remained within existing channels. 

The reach bears little resemblance to pre-dam conditions. According to a March, 2007, 

Reclamation vegetation map based on a 2004 survey, the project area appears to 

contain only saltcedar and arrowweed communities. The old main river channel is now a 

backwater; most flows through the reach pass through the "California Wasteway," 

sluicing and settling sediment. Given Reclamation's tight hydraulic controls and the very 

degraded nature ofthe reach, the proposed project is very appropriate and welcome. 

Given our long involvement in the project and clear interest in Lower Colorado River 

restoration, we were very surprised and disappointed not to have been notified of LDCA 
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project scoping. Some ofthe following comments would have been more appropriate 
at the scoping stage but, having been denied that opportunity, we offer them now. 

We appreciate the Yuma Area Office's (VAO) release of 104 acres from the Laguna 
Division Sediment Disposal Site for use by the LDCA restoration project. To the best of 
our knowledge, the VAO does not know how much sediment is actually stored on the 

sediment disposal site, how much remaining storage capacity is available on the site, or 
how much storage will be required over the next fifty years. These unanswered 

questions are important because the current boundaries of the Sediment Disposal Site 
include several abandoned river channels that would be excellent restoration sites. The 
final EA should describe the operations of the Sediment Disposal Site, the amount of 
sediment stored on-site, remaining storage capacity, long-term storage needs, and the 
potential for the proposed restoration project to expand to include the river channels to 

the immediate west of the existing project footprint. 

P. 12 ofthe DEA notes that Reclamation would have "up to 100 cfs" available for project 
use. How was this discharge rate determined? Why not 150 cfs or 200 cfs? According to 
more detailed project presentations, the net consumptive water use of the proposed 
project will be less than one percent greater than the CUlrrent losses to saltcedar and 
other evaporative surfaces. Given the Significant, measulrable benefits of improved 
habitat diversity and expected benefits to listed species, why aren't additional flows 

considered for the project? 

It is not clear why Section 2, "Description of Proposed A·ction and Alternatives," does not 
actually contain a detailed description of the proposed action, such as proposed 
acreages of the various habitat types. According to Apptmdix A, the proposed action 
would create 71 acres of open water, 97 acres of deep marsh, 174 acres of transition 
zone, 426 acres of cottonwood-willow, and 409 acres of mesquite habitats. 

We would like to see an additional action alternative that increases the marsh and 
cottonwood-willow acreages by incorporating the Sediment Disposal Site abandoned 
river channel areas and additional flows. 

Our organizations strongly support restoration of the Laguna Reach. The proposed 
action, including the provision for additional flows for the Old River Channel and for 
Mittry Lake, offers a welcome step in this direction. We believe that the proposed action 
could be more ambitious and could create additional, high quality habitats by expanding 
into unneeded areas of the Sediment Disposal Site. We support the implementation of 
the proposed action as described, with the understanding that Reclamation should 
pursue future expansion of the LDCA into the eastern portion of the Sediment Disposal 
Site and should dedicate additional Colorado River water to the project. Preserving 
these options for the future may require increasing the sizing and capacity of the water 
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delivery pipeline feeding the project site, but otherwise should not appreciably change 
the project design. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. PI ease do not hesitate to contact 
us if you would like clarification or additional information on any ofthese suggestions. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Cohen 
Senior Associate 
Pacific Institute 
mcohen@pacinst.org 

Fred Cagle 

Chair 
Sierra Club Southwest Waters Committee 

fredca gle@sbcglobal.net 

Garrit Voggesser 
Di lrector 
Tr ibal Lands Conservation Program 

National Wildlife Federation 
Voggesser@nwf.org 

Robin Silver 

Co-Founder/Board Member 
Center for Biological Diversity 

rsilver@biologicaldiversity .org 

mailto:rsilver@biologicaldiversity.org
mailto:Voggesser@nwf.org
mailto:gle@sbcglobal.net
mailto:mcohen@pacinst.org


  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

	

	

	

	 

Response to Comments from the Center for Biological Diversity (CBD); National Wildlife 
Federation; Pacific Institute; Sierra Club Southwest Waters Committee  

CBD-1 	 The Center for Biological Diversity (CBD), National Wildlife Federation, 
Pacific Institute, and the Sierra Club Southwest Waters Committee’s 
support in the LDCA Restoration Project is appreciated.   

Expansion of the Laguna Division Conservation Area boundary into 
Reclamation’s dredge spoil boundary was considered and 104 acres was 
released for proposed project site. Further expansion into the dredge 
disposal area may interfere with the long-term storage needs of dredge 
spoil and reduce the remaining storage capacity of the site.  This action 
would directly impede a main goal of the LCR MSCP to, “accommodate 
present water diversion and power production and optimize opportunities 
for future water and power development, to the extent consistent with the 
law” (LCR MSCP Habitat Conservation Plan, 2004).  Further information 
regarding the dredge disposal site is beyond the scope of this EA.       

CBD-2 	 Water needed to irrigate the Laguna Division Conservation Area was 
originally estimated from the available acreages for the project.  Further 
consideration was taken after looking at gaging station data in the Main 
Canal known as USGS 0952250 Gila Gravity Main Canal at Imperial 
Dam, AZ-CA.  The monthly values used were determined from the mean 
daily values from 1943 – 2009.  Mean daily data flow data was compiled 
into maximum, minimum and monthly mean flows.  From these values 
available water to the Laguna Division Conservation Area was determined 
by subtracting the capacity of the Main Canal, 2,200 cfs, by each monthly 
maximum release.  The capacity of the Main Canal was used instead of 
the capacity of the Gila Basin because it is the limiting flow of the system.  
Historical monthly maximum values show an available flow as high as 
225 cfs for project use. However, recent years, 2008 and 2009, show 
available flow decreasing to as little as 100 cfs in May of 2009.  From 
these values it was determined that 100 cfs would adequately irrigate the 
proposed project site without detrimentally effecting downstream users or 
causing a shortage in the system.   

CBD-3 	 Project details can be found in Appendix A “Laguna Division 
Conservation Area: Project Update for the MSCP Steering Committee.  
October 2010. 

CBD-4	 See CBD-1. 
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December 30, 2010 

Dana Anat (LC-2625) 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
Bureau of Reclamation 
P.O. Box 61470 
Boulder City, NV 89006 

Commenton Laguna Division Conservation Area Draft Environmental Assessment 

Dear Ms Anat: 

Please accept this letter with comments from the Environmental Defense Fund (EDF) on 
the Laguna Division Conservation Area (LDCA) draft Environmental Assessment (DEA). 
EDF has long held an interest in management and restoration on the Colorado River. 

First and foremost we commend USBR for considering a restoration project that has direct 
hydrologic linkage to the Colorado River. The proposed Laguna Division project is "river 
restoration" in a way that many projects of the Lower Colorado River Multi-Species 
Conservation Program are not, specifically in its location in the riparian corridor and in its 
use of river flows to supply the project with water. We are pleased to see USBR promoting 
this project for these reasons, and encourage USBR to develop additional restoration 
projects with these criteria. 

Second, we urge USBR to explore the potential expansion of this restoration project to 
include USBR lands that have apparently been reserved for dredge spoils. We understand 
that USBR operations require lands to dispose of dredged materials. However, we consider 
restoration the best use of riparian lands, and urge USBR to explore both disposition of 
dredge spoils at another site, as well as opportunities to minimize the footprint needed to 
dispose of dredged materials such that restoration of the Laguna Division Conservation 
Area might be expanded to include more acres. 

Finally, we would like to see USBR maximize the acreage in this project devoted to marsh 
and cottonwood-willow habitat types. The on-river location of this project makes it ideal 
for these habitat types that are othenvise quite rare along the Lower Colorado River. 

2334 North BroaMay T 303 440 4001 NEW! York, NY I Austin, TX I ~rt orNill&, AR I Boston, MA I Bwloor, COl Ra &igh, NC 

Bo Li d&l, CO 803J4 F 303 440 SCl52 Sara'll&rto, CA I Sifi Frifidsw, CA I Wasnn!lon, DC I ~iillg, China I La Paz, M&)jy) 

edf.org 



Thank you for the opportunity to comment. an d please do not h e sitate to let uS know ifyou 
h ave question s. 

Sh, ce,e ly, 

Jennifer Pitt 
Director, Colorado Rive r Project 



 

 
 

 

 

	

	

Response to Comments from the Environmental Defense Fund (EDF) 

EDF-1 	 See response to comment CBD-1. 

EDF-2 	 Original criteria for project design included development 50 to 100 acres 
of open water / marsh, greater than 200 acres of cottonwood – willow, and 
less than 500 acres of upland habitat.  The constraints for habitat 
development included available land and water for restoration purposes, 
minimization of both initial construction and long-term operation costs, 
and minimization to existing operations.  Final habitat design looked at 
existing topography and depth to groundwater to determine which 
acreages of open water / marsh, cottonwood – willow, and mesquite 
habitats were available for site use.  Due to the high groundwater table and 
low elevations, marsh and cottonwood – willow habitat types were 
maximized to their fullest extent, comprising of more than 768 acres 
versus 409 acres of mesquite throughout the project area. 
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