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January 10, 2003

Mr. Clarence Martin
rLos Angeles Department 0 Water amj Power

300 Mandich Street

Bishop, CA 93514

Dear Mr. Martin

3) Recreation alan: Ther is no rE!creation plan in the DEIR/EIS, nor is there a
description of current and anticipated recrE~ational uses of the LORP area. The
document should contain a thorough ,assessrnent of current and potential recreational
use in the LORP area and plan to manage that recreation in order to protect natural
habitats and cultural resour es.

Mr. Martin, the LORP is a aluable project, and I want it to work. I urge LADWP to
abide by the terms of the ater AgrE~ement and the goals of the project, thoroughly
describe all management plans to the public, choose the least environmentally
damaging alternatives, and uarantee c3dequa1:e funding.

Thank you for your consider~tion of my comments.

RECEIVED

JAN 1 3 2003

AOUEDUCTMANAG£R
qISHG> ADMINISTRATIVE OfF~F

q 3 Sf :s -(!) I B 2

Sincerely,

& Ah 11 J I ) I ~"b"Jt.-yl

Ip(~.v~ /6L

mwh
Comment Letter No. 102

sketcham

sketcham

sketcham

sketcham
102-1

sketcham
102-2

sketcham
102-3



mwh
Comment Letter No. 103



mwh
Comment Letter No. 104

sketcham

sketcham
104-1



mwh
Comment Letter No. 105

sketcham

sketcham

sketcham

sketcham
105-1

sketcham
105-2

sketcham
105-3



:;100-3~~ /(f)
t

Mr. Clarence Martin
Los Angeles Department of'Water and I'ower

300 Mandich Street

Bishop. CA 93514

Dear Mr. Martin,

Thank you for your consideration of my conunents.

~

ESTELLE DELGADO
14123 liberty Way
Victotville, CA 92392

RECEIVED

JAN 1 3 2003

AOOEDUCT MANAGER
"S4-IOP ADMINISTRATIVE rE~E
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January 10, 2003
:~

,if
~
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Mr. Clarence Martin
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

300 Mandich Street

Bishop, CA 93514

Dear Mr. Martin

Sincerely,
RECEIVED

.Q;~lI~
JAN 1 3 2003

"QlJEDUCT MANAGER
i-JOP 4f)MINlC;TQATI.VE QFF~E

mwh
Comment Letter No. 107

sketcham

sketcham

sketcham

sketcham
107-1

sketcham
107-2

sketcham
107-3



mwh
Comment Letter No. 108

sketcham

sketcham

sketcham

sketcham
108-1

sketcham
108-2

sketcham
108-3



Mr. Clarence Martin

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

300 Mandich Street

Bishop. CA 93514

(Jon & Paula L~,dinger

274.'3 Carol Lane
~hop. CA 9.'3514

Dear Mr. Martin,

I am writing to comment on the Lower Owen~; River Project Draft Environmental Impact

Report and Environmental Impact Statement.

The DEIRIEIS fails to describe ese,ential components of the project and presents project

alternatives that directly violate the 1991 Long Term Water Agreement and the established

project goals. My main concerns are:

1) Size of the pump station and delta flows: A 150 cfs pump station violates the Inyo-LA 1991

Water Agreement. LADWP has not justified using a pump station that is three times larger

than the water agreement allows. A larger pump station won't allow enough water to reach

the delta and may help LADWP to pump more groundwater from the valley. LADWP should

select the 50 cfs pump statio,: and 9 cfs annual average delta baseflows.

2) Funding: Monitoring and adaptive manag~:ment are abS'olutely eS'S'ential to the S'ucceS'S' of

the LORP, but the DElR/ElS repeatedly S'tateS' that funding limitationS' may prevent their full

implementation. To meet itS' obligationS', LADWP MUST S'elect funding option 2, which is' the

only option that adequately fundS' the LORP.

3) Recreation plan: There is no recreation plc~n in the DEIRIEIS, nor is there a description of

current and anticipated recreational uses of the LORParea. The document MUST contain a

thorough assessment of current and poten1;ial recreational use in the LORP area.

Mr. Martin, the LORP is a valuable project, and I want it to work. I urge LADWP to abide by the

terms of the water agreement and the goal.!" of the project, thoroutjhlydescribe all

management plans to the public.

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Sinc"r"IYif M-d..- 1i!LII.k1l ~
RECEIVED

cc: Inyo County Board of Supervisc?rs
JAN 1 3 2003

AQUEDUCT MANAGER:,ISHOP 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFK;E
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January 10, 2003

Mr. Clarence Martin
Los Angeles Department of Water andl Power
300 Mandich Street
Bishop, CA 93514

Dear Mr. Martin,

I am writing to comment on the Lower Owens River Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report and Environmental Impact Statement.

I appreciate the great potential of the LORP. However, the DEIR/EIS fails to describe
essential components of the project and presents project alternatives that directly
violate the 1991 Long Term Water Agreement and the established project goals. Some
of my concerns include:

1) Size of the pump station and delta fI~ A 150 cfs pump station violates the Inyo-LA
1991 Water Agreement. LADWP ha~i not justified using a larger pump station that is
three times larger than the water agreement allows. A larger pump station won't allow
enough water to reach the Delta and may help LADWP to pump more groundwater from
the valley. LADWP should select thE! 50 cfs pump station and 9 cfs annual average
delta baseflows. This option allows 1he maximum amount of water flow to the delta
under the agreements and approache:) current flows. This is needed to meet the delta
habitat goal of maintaining existing and new delta habitats for waterfowl and to comply
with the Water Agreement.

2) Fundinq: Monitoring and adaptive management are absolutely essential to the
success of the LORP, but the DEIR/EIS repeatedly states that funding limitations may
prevent their full implementation. To meet its obligations, LADWP should select funding
option 2, which is the only o~tion that adequately funds the LORP.

3) Recreation plan: There is no recreation plan in the DEIR/EIS, nor is there a
description of current and anticipated recreational uses of the LORP area. The
document should contain a thorough assessment of current and potential recreational
use in the LORP area and a plan to manage that recreation in order to protect natural
habitats and cultural resources.

Mr. Martin, the LORP is a valuable project, and I want it to work. I urge LADWP to
abide by the terms of the Water Agreement and the goals of the project, thoroughly
describe all management plans to the public, choose the least environmentally
damaging alternatives, and guarantee adequate funding.

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

RECEIVED

JAN 1 3 2003

AOOEDUCT MANAGER
,ISHOP ADMINISTRATIVE CEFK:E
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