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INYO C«>UNTY CA TrLEMENS ASSOCIATION
AND

INYO MONO COUNTY FARM BUREAU

CLARENCE MARTIN
LADWP

JAN. 8, 2003

DEAR CLARENCE,

THE FOLLOWING COMMENTS ON THE LORP EIR/EIS HAVE BEEN APPROVED BY THE
BOARDS OF DIRECTORS OF THE INYO CATTLEMENS ASSOCIATION AND THE INYO MONO
COUNTY FARM BUREAU. MEMBERSIflP IN THESE ASSOCIATIONS REPRESENT ALL
AGRICULTURE IN INYO AND MONO COUNTIES.
WE BELIEVE THAT SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE IS THE SINGLE MOST IMPORTANT
ASPECT OF THE LORP. ALL RANCHES AFFECTED BY THE LORP ARE IN BALANCE. TIllS
MEANS THAT CERTAIN NUMBERS OF CATTLE ARE DISTRIBUTED rnROUGHOUT THE
VALLEY AND INTO THE MOUNTAINS AT DIFFERENT TIMES OF THE YEAR. PASTURES ARE
IRRIGATED AND CATTLE ARf. ROTATED. RANCHERS ARE ABLE TO MAKE A LIVING BY
MAINTAINING NUMBERS. nIB LOWER OWENS RIVER PROVIDES FORAGE FOR FOUR
RANCHES FROM OCTOBER TlllROUGH APRIL. THE LOWER OWENS RIVER IS THE
LIFEBLOOD FOR THOSE RANCHES.

COMMENTS: WILL THE LORP BE AS COMMl1TED TO SUSTAINING AGRICULTURE AS IT
Wll..L BE TO PROVIDING HABITAT TO SO-CALLED INDICATOR SPECIES?

PAGE S-3 OTHER WRP MANAGEMENT ACTIONS ,. THE WRP ALSO INCLUDES A LAND

MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR LAiDWP LEASES WITIllN THE LORP PROJECT AREA. IT FOCUSES
ON ENHANCING NATIVE HABITAT DIVERSITY WIllLE ALLOWING FOR SUSTAINABLE
GRAZING." FURTHER COMMENTS WILL BE FOCUSED ON WInCH ALTERNATIVES AND
MANAGEMENT CRrrERIA WILL HA VE A GREATER OR LESSER IMP ACT ON SUSTAINABLE
GRAZING.
WE FAVOR THE PREFERRED AI.. TERNA TIVE -150 CFS -PUMP BACK STATION. THIS WOULD
GIVE LADWP MORE FLEXIBlliITY IN CONTROLLING SEASONAL HABITAT FLOWS TO THE
DELTA THIS WOULD ALSO REDUCE THE POSSmILITY OF CHANGING THE DYNAMICS OF
THE DELTA.
THE 50 CFS PUMP BACK STATION ALTERNATIVE WOULD ALWW UP TO 150 CFS TO BE
SPREAD OUT ONTO THE DELTA. THIS AMOUNT OF WATER, ALL AT ONCE, WOULD LAY
THE GRASSES OVER AND DEPOSIT ORGANIC MATERIAL ON EDmLE FORAGE. THUS, LESS
FORAGE WOULD BE A V AILA$LE FOR GRAZING. BY SA VING WATER FROM BEING WASTED
ON THE DELTA, LADWP HAS THE OPPORTUNITY TO KEEP STOCK WATER AVAILABLE IN
DITCHES. OTHERWISE, WINDMILLS COULD BE CONSTRUCTED FOR STOCK WATER

PAGE 11-5 WE FAVOR THE ALTERNAnVEINmALRELEASE REGIME I-GRADUAL
BASEFLOWS AND DEFERRED SEASONAL HABITAT FLOWS. UNDER TIllS AL TERNA nVE,
THE 40 CFS BASEFLOW WOUll-D BE ESTABLISHED OVER A TWO OR rnREE YEAR PERIOD.
LADWP AND THE LESSEES WOULD BE ALLOWED THE PROPER AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED
TO MAKE APPROPRIATE GRAZING MANAGEMENT DECISIONS. THERE WOULD ALSO BE AN
OPPORTUNI1Y TO OBSERVE POTENTIAL FLOODING AND MAKE NECESSARY REMOVAL OF
MUCK AND TULES AND BEAVER DAMS.

PAGE 2-29 "ACTIVETULEREMOVALWILLONLYBECONDUCTEDINRAREINST~~ E I V E D

JAN 
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TULES WOULD NOT BE REMOVED OR MANAGED BY CONTROLLED BURNS." PAGE 7-13 "IN
GENERAL, THE LORP Wll...L BE MANAGED TO AVOID THE USE OF CONTROLLED BURNS." IF
SUST AlNABLE GRAZING IS TO CONTINUE ALONG THE OWENS RIVER, USE OF CONTROL
BURNING ALONG WITH TULE AND MUCK REMOVAL IS ESSENTIAL MANAGEMENT. BASE
FLOWS OF 40 CFS ALONG wrtH SEASONAL HABITAT FLOWS UP TO 200 CFS WILL COVER A
GREATER AREA WITH WATER THERE Wll...L BE SIGNlFICANTL Y MORE UNDESIRABLE
VEGETATION. TULES, RUSHES, Wll...D ROSE, AND OTHER INEDffiLE VEGETATION WILL
TAKE OVER AREAS WHERE CATI1..E ONCE GRAZED. WE SUGGEST A YEARLY BURNING
PROGRAM OF 200 TO 500 AC~S TO IMPROVE VEGETATIVE CONDmONS AND CONTROL
POSSffiLE WILDFIRES. WE ALSO SUGGEST THAT MONEY BE MADE AVAILABLE FOR
NEEDED TULE AND MUCK RttMOV AL. WE APPROVE OF THE CONTINUING BEAVER
REMOVAL PROGRAM.

PAGE 6-19 PULSEFLOWS PERIOD 4 NOV.-DEC. "PULSE OF 30 CFSFOR5 DAYS 248AF
Wll.L BE RELEASED TO BENEFIT WILDLIFE AND TO RECHARGE mE FRESHWATER LENS."
IF GRAZING IS TO BE SUSTAINED ON mE DELTA, mE PERIOD 4 RELEASE IS NOT mE
WAY TO DO IT. CATTLE OCCupy mE DELTA FROM NOV. 15 TO MAY 1. DESIRABLE
FORAGE WOULD BE COVERED WIrn WATER AND ICE. mE BASE FLOW OF 6 TO 9 CFS
ALREADY SUPPLffiS AMPLE WATER TO mE DELTA WIrn VERY LI1TLE EVAPORATION
AND EVAPO -TRANSPORTATION. WE SUGGEST mAT NO PERIOD 4 PULSE FLOW BE
APPLffiDTO mE DELTA.

UTILIZATION RATES, MENTIONED THROUGHOUT THE DRAFr EIR -EIS, ARE
UNNECESSARY IN GRAZING MANAGEMENT OF THE LORP. FIELD EVALUATIONS WILL BE
COMPLETED EVERY YEAR AND TREND, EITHER UPWARD OR DOWNWARD, WILL BE
ESTABLISHED. WE BELIEVE THAT A DOWNWARD TREND SHOULD DETERMINE IF
UTILIZATION RATES ARE TO BE ESTABLISHED.

PAGE 2-2 ITEM 21 GRAZING MANAGEMENT PLANS SHOULD BE CHANGED TO LAND
MANAGEMENT PLANS AS PER ECOSYSTEM MANAGEMENT PLAN. CHAPTER 4. PREPARED
BY ECOSYSTEM SCIENCES AUG. 2002

THANK-YOU, CLARENCE, FOR YOUR WILLINGNESS IN CONSillERING OUR COMMENTS. AS
ALWAYS, WE APPRECIAm TEm SUPPORT 'mE LADWP HAS EXTENDED TO THOSE OF US IN
AGRICUL TORE. I

PRESIDENT. INYO MONO FARM BUREAU

D s:--+ /
ZACK SMITH

h

;l

KEMP PRESillENT. rO COUNTY CA 1TLEMENS ASSOCIATION

~ ~ L'J./
~ '/-1- PHONE 760 878-2321 FAX 760 878-2253
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LAW OFFICES OF
CHARl,ES E. STEIDTMANN

J c 36 '9 PINE c'TREET" ,)

SUITE 818
AN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94104

Telephone (415) 397-1565
Facsimile (415) 397-2477

§!eidtmann@aol.com

January 3, 2003

Mr. Clarence Martin
tLos Angeles Department ofWa r and Power

300 IvIandich Street
f"

Bishop, CA 93514 ;'f;"

Subject: Comments on the Lowfr Owens Ri,rer Project Draft EIR/EIS

Dear Mr. Martin,

I appreciate the opportunity to C~ mment on this very important project. The LORP has enormous
potential benefits. However, th re are many i;tatements in the Draft EIR/EIS which call into question the
successful implementationofth project and which could result in si~ificant project impacts that would
not be mitigated. Please consid r my comments on the following issues:

Pump station and Delta flows: AlSO cfs pump station violates the Inyo-LA 1991 Water Agreement. A
larger pump station won't allow nough water to reach the Delta and may help LADWP to pump more
groundwater from the valley. L DWP should select the 50 cfs pump station and 9 cfs annual average
delta baseflows. This option all ws the maximum amount of water flow to the delta under the agreements
and approaches current flows. his is needed to meet the delta habitat goal of maintaining existing and
new delta habaitats for waterfo I and to comply with the Water Agreement.

Lack of commitment to monit ring, adaptiive management and mitigation measures: Monitoring
and adaptive management are a solutely esse:ntial to the success of the LORP, but the DEIR/EIS
repeatedly states that funding Ii itations ma)' prevent their full implementation. To meet its obligations,
LADWP should select funding ption 2, whil;h is the only option that adequately funds the LORP.
However, option 2 should be re tated to say ]...ADWP would fund all of Inyo County's shortfall not "some
or all of Inyo County's shortfall ''as it does in the draft document (p.2-8). Additionally, option 2 lacks
funding for mitigation measure PS-2 and V -2. A commitment to fully fund these measures should also
be included in funding option 2. In light ofLADWP's tremendous financial resources, the project should
not be compromised by lack of unding.

Lack of funding for noxious eed control: All of the LORP areas and habitat goals are at risk if
saltcedar and other noxious we ds are not controlled. The spread of saltcedar presents a serious problem
in the Owens Valley and the L RP Draft EIR/EIS must realistically address this problem. The document
states that new saltcedar growth resulting from theLORP would be a significant Class I impact, but defers
control of this problem to the s arate pre-e~~isting Inyo County saltc~dar control program that has
unsecured funding (mitigation easure V-2). If the LORP is truly to be "one of the most environmentally
significant river habitat restorat ons ever undertaken in the United States," as Mark Hill, LADWP

RECE
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JAN I 7 2003
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consultant, states it is, then it mu~ include provisions for guaranteed funding for control of saltcedar and
other noxious weeds in order to atoid signific1mt impacts and meet the project goals.

Recreation plan: There is no re~reation plan in the DEIR/EIS, nor is there a description of current and
anticipitated recreational uses of he LORP ar~:a. 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 cultu al resources.

Impact To Brine Pool Transiti n Area: Thc~ Class I impact to shorebird habitat in the brine pool
transition area, identified in Dra EIR/EIS Table S-1, can and must be avoided. This is an area that is
used by thousands of ducks and eese and tens of thousands of shorebirds. It is in an area that has been
recognized by the National Audu on Society as a Nationally Significant Important Bird Area and is part
of the U.S. Shorebird Conservati n Plan. This is a very important wildlife habitat. The existing flows to
this transition area have been reI ased by LADWP for many years. Have they been in violation of the
existing court injunction that the say would prohibit mitigation of this impact? If the current flows are
allowable, it is inapproriate to ar ue that maintaining those flows under the project is not feasible.
LADWP can and must avoid this impact by maintaining existing flows and by not allowing this area to
dry up in late spring and summer as currently happens. Additionally, ifLADWP insists that this impact is
unavoidable, they have an obliga ion under C]~QA to explore mitigation alternatives that are feasible.

Source of additional water to s pply the LORP: The Draft EIR/EIS fails to disclose whether or not
LADWP will attempt to recover he additional 16,000 acre-feet/year of water that the project will require
beyond the current releases. Wh re will the additional 16,000 acre-feet/year of water that the LORP will
require come from? Will there b increased groundwater pumping? Will there be new wells drilled?
Will it come from existing aque uct supplies~1 What will be the impacts of the need for 16,000 acre-
feet/year more water? The DE IS should clearly disclose LADWP's intention to replace or not
replace the 16,000 acre-feet/year with groundwater pumping. The document fails to recognize the
inadequacy of current pumping anagement 1:0 attain the vegetation protection goals of the Long Term
Water Agreement. The Draft EI IS therefore greatly underestimates the likelihood of potential future
impacts due to any groundwater umping associated with the LORP.

Grazing: Understory impacts a a result of current grazing are severe in riparian habitats in much of the
LORP area. In many places the is no understory and there are no young willows or cottonwoods.
Several habitat indicator species such as the yellow-breasted chat are dependent on habitats with trees and
a dense understory in the ripari zone. Unless the diversity of habitat provided by understory growth
significantly improves, the habit t goals for tile river system will not be met. Monitoring for understory
development as described on p. -78 will not be conducted unless the need for it is determined in some
unspecified future time by unsp cified means. Whether or not this important monitoring function is
needed should not be left to som future decision. There should be a clear comittment to conduct this
monitoring as the need for it is bvious. Protocols for this monitoring data collection and analysis should

also be included in the EIR/EIS.

Additionally, individual grazing lease management plans are not provided in the document and LADWP
has denied requests by reviewer to see them. Without these critical documents and with no evaluation of
the present lease condition and end present~:d in the Draft EIR/EIS there is no way to compare change
over time when evaluating whet er the goals of the project are being met. There is no way for
commenters to evaluate propos d management, monitoring and the need for mitigation. This is

inadequate.

As one of the most significant r1ver habitat r~:storations in the country, the LORP represents an
unprecedented opportunity ifthf Los Angeles Department of Water and Power properly implements the
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project. I hope the Final EIR/EIS [ Will reflect al real commitment to make the project live up to its full

potential.

Sincerely,

Charles E. Steidtmann



league of ~men ~ters of the eastern sierra, inc. -box 1496 -bishop, california 93515

January 8, 2003

Mr. 

Clarence Marti
4Los Angeles Depart ent of Water and Power

3?O Mandich Street
LB1Shop, CA 93514 w,~~,.,'c

Re: 

CoImnents on Lower Owens River pro"ect Draft ErR Ers

Dear Mr. Martin:

The League of Wome Voters of the Eastern Sierra supports
measures which pro ide water for the preservation and
maintenance of nati e vegetation and animal habitats, local
domestic use and t rist related industry. The purpose of
the Lower Owens Ri er Project (LORP) is to serve as
mitigation for imp cts from historic groundwater pumping in
the Owens Valley. (This mitigation was required by the 1991
ErR on the Long Te Water Agreement.) This purpose will
not be served if t LORP were to lead to additional
groundwater pumpin or further damage to vegetation or
animal habitat.

The EIR/EIS describ s two preferred alternatives that differ
by the size of the ump station that returns part of the
flow of the Owens iver to the aqueduct. Option 1, the 150
cfs pump station, c uld facilitate more groundwater pumping
and decrease wetla vegetation in the Owens River Delta.
The Lead Agencies st choose the 50 cfs pump station
alternative if the ORP is to accomplish its purpose asmitigation.

Addi tional Groundwalter Pumping
The extra capacity to pump water from the lower Owens River
to the aqueduct un er Option 1 will be used only a few days
a year. It will ta e many years for the City of Los Angeles
(City) to recapture enough water to payoff the increased
cost of the larger ump station, estimated at three milliondollars. 

An analysis by the Environmental Protection Agency
concludes the larger pump station is not cost effective.
The 150 cfs pump st tion with extra capacity would make it
possible for the City to install additional wells below the
present aqueduct i take and increase groundwater pumping.
The EIR/EIS should ake it clear that the LORP pump station
shall not be used to facilitate more groundwater pumping.

RECE IVED
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Effects on Vegetation and Animal Habitat
It is anticipated t at the LORP will decrease the amount of
water that now reac es the Owens River Delta. Historic
flows to the Delta ave averaged about 10 cubic feet per
second (cfs). The ORP will deliver 6 to 9 cfs, not
counting seasonal f ows. If a 150 pump station is
installed, most of he seasonal flows will be returned to
the aqueduct. The 0 cfs pump station will allow enough
seasonal flow to br.ng the total water to the Delta nearer
the current amount. A decrease in available water could
result in a decreas~ in Delta wetlands.

The EIR/EIS contains two conflicting conclusions on the
impacts of the decrej:ase in flow to the Delta if the 150 pump
station is selected (Sections 6.3 and 6.4) DWP's analysis
(Impact Assessment #1) predicts no impact to the wetlands;
Inyo County's analysis (Impact Assessment #2) predicts
impacts from the reduced flows. Impact assessment #1 does
not discuss the imp~cts of salinity of the soils and water
upon wetland health-land expansion. In general, Owens Lake
soils and groundwat~r are too saline to support vegetation.
The soils must be l~ached and a lens of fresh water floated
on top of the salty ,groundwater before vegetation can
establish. I

Impact Assessment #1 models the Delta Habitat Area as a pool
that fills to capac~ty, and then overflows in response to
higher flows. (Page6-24). Pools with no outlet eventually
become saline. The I Brine Pool Transition area may be a
necessary part of t! e Delta, acting as a drain to carry the
leached salts out 0 the Delta to the Brine Pool. Managing
the Delta to decrea e the transition area could cause salts
to stay in the Delta or build up, stopping expansion or
reducing the wetland area. The final EIR/EIS should discuss
the role of salts in Delta maintenance and expansion, and
the impacts on sali~ity and wetland vegetation, of reducing
the overflow to the Brine Pool.

The reduction of th i Brine Pool Transition area is listed as
a significant impac to shorebird habitat that cannot be
mitigated, because f a September 2000 State Court
injunction. This i junction actually dates from February
1950 and was modified in September 2000 to allow releases
for the purpose of implementing the LORP and the Owens Lake
dust control projects. It does not appear to add any new
restrictions. Since it has been legal under this injunction
since 1950, and from 2000 to present, to allow water to flow
in the transition area, the EIR/EIS must explain why it is
no longer legal to 40 so once the LORP has been implemented.
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The 50 cfs pump station alternative minimizes the
possibility of signtficant adverse impacts to vegetation and
animal habitat that! cannot be mitigated, and so should be
chosen in order to fulfill the purpose of the LORP to
mitigate for past adverse impacts.

Sincerely,

R lJ~it~c<--=-. ---
Pat Williams
President
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