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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Californiz Srate Offcs -
2300 Cotoage Way, Sulte W1E34
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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
.United States Senate .

131 Scpate Hart Office Building
Washingtan, D.C. 20510

Dlear Senator Feinstein: - o S ’

As Tequested by the Department of the Interior. [ am pleased to respond to your specific
questions in your October 30, 2001, lettar regarding the proposed Cadiz Groundwater Storage
and Dry-Year Supply Program. The answers to these questions, like our responsss 1o your
August ] letter, have been prepared in cooperation with National Park Service (NPS) Regional
Director Yohn Reynolds, U.S. Geolagical Survey (USGS) Califomia District Chief Mike
Shulters, County of 5an Bernarding Assistant County Administrator John Goss, aod
Metropolitan Water Digtrict’s Chief Executive Officet Ron Gastelum.

The following responses are provided to the answers posed in your letter:

Question 1: “It was not clear to me how much native groundwater the propoRemts of this
- project seek to take owt over the 50-yeaz }ife of the project. The Final EIS does not seem 1o
“ndicate the target or projected quantity of native groundwater to be extracted. Canthe BLM and
the general public determine whether the project will make econémic sense and the likelihood of
environmental impacts without this information™

Answer: The dmaft environmental impact staternent (EIS) and errviremmental
impact report (EIR,) stated that the transfier of up to two million acre-feet of indigenous
groundwatcr over the 50-year project life could oceur, and evaluated potential impacts to the
envirenment based on modeling using this assumption. The public review of the draft EIS/EIR,
rovealed that there was disagreement in the scientific commupity over the amount of
groundwater that could be transferred under the proposed program. Therefore, the BLM,
cooperating Federal agencies, and the County of San Bernardino propared & comprehensive
Groundwater Menitaring and Management Plan (which is included in the Final EIS/ETR) that
provides for protection of cntical environmental resourees and circulated it for public review.
Potential impacts to the environment were cvalnated assuming impleynentation of the
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management plan and the restrictions thet are placed on water exdrection from the groundwater
basin by the plan.  The Findl EIS/EIR states that the amount of groundwater that could be
transferred from the groundwater basin would be determined through implementation of the
‘management plan. We believe the management plan wil} provide us the necessary means 10
adgess and monitor the project’s impacts and take corrective actions tefore any advarse irmpacts
to critical Federal resausees ar= likely to ocowr. If all eorrective actions have been taken, and
adverse impacts are still determained likely to oceur, BLM would have the anthority to limit the
project salely 10 conjunctive use (2., Cojerado River water storage and retrieval). As for
whether the project will make economic sense under this plaz, Metropolitan and s board of
directors have the publie responsibility of making that deterpmmation.

Question 2: w\/hat are the proposed mi igation medsures for the project’s potential
environmental iapaet? Is this consistent with what is required by NEPAT

Answer: The proposed mitigation measures are described in detad! in the Final
EIS/EIR, Volume I The Groundwater Monitoring 2nd Management Plan is canvained in Volume
IV of the document. Additional mitigation measures, cuch as the terms and conditions 10 be set
by the Figh and wildlife Service in its biological opinion o BLM required by the Endangexsd
Species Act, as well as other standard mitigating messures routinely required by BLM for such
land use suthorizations, will also be required as conditions of any preject spproval in the Recatd

of Decision. The proposed mitigation Theasmes are copsistent with the requiternents of the
National Exvironmental Policy Act,

 Question 3: “Afleastene geologist that T have heard from claims that the yecharge rate
is a necessary piece of information to wuly assess the likelihood and severity of imparts from this
project o the aguifer and overlying lands, What leads you 1o believe that such informarion is not
vital before beginning the project?™

Answer: ‘We ngres that the recharge rate is important information, bt credible
hydrolagists representing bath Metropolitan snd the USGS ars unable to agree on the amot of
recharge 1o the groundwatsr basin. Therefors, BLM, NP&, USGS, and the Cotmty of 3an
Bemnardino agree that the Groundwater Monitoring and Management Plan they have developed
in cooperation with Metropolitan will require extensive scientific study and monitering facilitics
to more precisely determine the recharge into the groundwater basin.

Question 4; ~Given the scientific and public eriticism of the monitering sysem and the
preponderance of evidence that the recharge rate is no more then 5,000 acre-fecv/ycar, why
doesn't BLM simply limit the project to Colorado River water ytorage and no mare than 5,000
arge-fect/year of groundwater miniag?"

Answer: If the projsct pumps raore wilter tham it storss, there will be loss
proundwater discharge at Bristol and Cadiz Dry Lakes. ‘With time, this imbalance could cause
groundwater levels to decline henesth the dry lakes, This declipe in groundwatsr levels could
potentially impact crtical resources. The mansgement and monitoring plan is desigped to protect
the critical resources oo matter what the natural recharge rate is, by providiog Yearly waning' of
potential adverse impacts 10 crivical regources. With such sazly warning, adverse 1mpacls would
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