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XIII.  Form Letters

Introduction

This section centers on more than 100  form letters concerning the Navajo Reservoir
Operations DEIS, representing over one-third  of all letters sent to Reclamation during the
public comment period .  The form letters are, by definition, essentially the same, but they
differ slightly, as follow s:

1. Most are a four-point letter (some of these omit the last standard  paragraph)—
59 received .

2. Fewer are the four-point form letter, with slight mod ifications—39 received .

3. There is also a five-point form letter relating to the San Juan River fishery that
d iffers from sender to sender only in the dollar amount spent on fishing—
8 received , or with additional comment—2 received .

4. Two letters with slight variations on the form letters were also received .

For purposes of response, the three main versions of the four-point form letter (above) are
printed , and  responses are given at the side on the same page.  To avoid  needless
duplication, the form letters are printed  only once.

Issued Raised

� Ninety-five of the form letters submitted  centered  on the following:

– Questions as to whether costs of modifying Navajo Reservoir Operations
should  be attributed  to the ALP Project rather than the ALP Project being
considered  a benefit of Navajo Reservoir Operations

– Various questions about the accuracy and  integrity of the formulation process
and  viability of the alternatives

– Flow Recommendations implementation questions and  issues/ impacts
related  to full development and  flexibility

– Issues about impacts analysis and  its adequacy, mitigation, and  irreversible/
irretrievable resource commitments



586
Volume III – Comments and Responses

FEIS – Navajo Reservoir Operations

– Concern about the methods used  to compute impacts to trout fishing and
related  effects in the local economy

� Fifteen additional letters expressed  concern about changes in the quality of the
fishery or the angling experience.

Individuals Included (by Surname)

Adkins

Angel

Armstrong

Arner

Baker

Barns

Bitonti

Briscoe

Buyok

Cayne

Chaulk

Chaulk

Ciluffo

Collzer

Cooper

Coubrough

Crabtree

Darnell

Decker

DePire

Duncan

Emmons

Ergel

Ewing

Forrest

Gaudette

Giovanini

Giovanini

Gladstone

Goodwin

Gurney

Hadley

Hagedorn

Haxton

Hecht

Helmick

Hitchcock

Holmes

Hopper

Hurtado

Islac

Johnston

Jones

Kahwajy

Ketron

Kloskowski

Kozan

Kwist

Larson

LoCricchco

Loubet

Marcy

Marcy

Martinez

Martinez

McGuigan

Miller

Miller

Mittman

Moore

Mora

Murphy

Newton

Nichols

Nickles

Padilla

Padilla

Parise

Peter

Petty

Phillips

Potenza

Poutre

Poutre

Raffety

Raths

Ray

Reading

Rees

Rhien

Rodgers

Rosebrough

Scherer

Seifelt

Sevier

Shepard

Smith

Smouse

Spires

Sproul

Squier

Stankiewicz

Swann

Tatman

Terry

Todd

Torrison

Turpin

VanValkenburg

Vigil

W alker

W hite

W hite

W hite

W iebe

W illiams

W ilson

W ollerman

Youngblood

Zelhart

Zobay

Zwiener
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FLTYPE1-1 Please see the responses to General
Comments 29 and 31.

FLTYPE1-2 Please see the response to General Comment 30.

FLTYPE1-3 Please see the response to General Comment 30.

FLTYPE1-4 Under the Preferred Alternative, peak releases
from Navajo Dam are anticipated to be sufficient
to scour and transport sediment down the river. 
See the response to General Comment 28 which
discusses rafting and sedimentation.

FLTYPE1-5 Please see the resonse to General Comment 23.

FLTYPE1-6 Please see the responses to General Comments 3
and 16.
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FLTYPE2-1 Please see the responses to General
Comments 29, 30, 31, and 32.

FLTYPE2-2 Please see the responses to General Comments 3
and 16.
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FLTYPE3-1 Please see responses to General Comments 1
and 10.

FLTYPE3-2 Please see responses to General Comments 5
and 9.

FLTYPE3-3 Please see the response to General Comment 8.

FLTYPE3-4 Please see the responses to General
Comments 3, 4, and 5.

FLTYPE3-5 The SJRBRIP and associated Flow
Recommendations are discussed in Volume I
(Chapter 1) and the Flow Recommendation
executive summary can be found in Volume II
of the EIS.  For a detailed discription of the
Flow Recommendations, please refer to the
Flow Recommendations for the San Juan River
(Holden, 1999).  Also, please see responses to
General Comments 11, 22, and 15.

FLTYPE3-6 Please see responses to General Comments 1, 2,
22, 28, 29, 30, and 31.

FLTYPE3-7 Please see the responses to General
Comments 1d and 17.
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