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Furean of Land Mansgement
Las Vegas Fleld Office

4701 N. Torrey Pines Dr.

Las Vegas, NV §9130.2301
By faesirolle: (703) 515-5016

Re: BLM EIS SNWA Virgin/Muddy River Project
Dear Mr. Johnson:

Thank you for the opportumity to comment on the praposed, "EIS for the Virgin apd Muddy
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mcwonCwmaﬁmBoM(CWCB)bﬁemwwwhbmoﬁug,
protecting, conserving and developing Colorado's water resources in onder to secure the grestest
utilization of those resources fr the benefit of present and fishure gencrtions, and to minimixe
the risk of flood damage and related economic losses. The CWCB has a long associstion with
activities concening the Colorado River Compact and the *Law of the River." The Colorado
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for consideration i the development of the EIS for the Southern Nevada Water Authority’s
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Cozmpacr, The proposed action by the SNWA 1o divers siface water fram the Virgin River and
the Muddy Sver bofore that water reaches Lake Mead has potearial legsl, sacial and
€avirenmental impleations throughout the entire Colomdo River Basin. An ETS narrowly
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account the direot and indirect consequences of the proposed action. Given the substantial
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the Colorado River Compact amang the seven Colorado River Basin States and related issues
associared with the “Law of the River,”
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provisions specified in Title 0T of 8. 2532 but ok no position on the balance of the bill. Jn thas
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progress wwards giore efficient wilization and expansion of water resonrces in coviain areas
critical. mmm&emmmmaﬁm&mmdhmuemmlyw
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from its appartioned share of the Colarado River, it is clear that Nevada will be vaable 1o rely
solely on the Colorado River during prolonged droughis or to meet its fisre demands.
However, Colorado also believes thar the Lower Basin, es a whole, has developed mare
“Colorado River System™ water than it is legally entitled w pursuant 10 the Colorado River
Compac: and we therefore expressed significant copcems ahous the development of amy
additional surface water supplies from the Colarsdo River or its wiburaries in the Lower Basin.
Colarado did suppory the development of non-wributary groundwarer supplics in Nevada and we
believe the develapment of aon-tributary groundwater is critical 1o meeting the long-term water
supplies needs for Nevads, Towards that ead we urged Nevads to procecd with coastruction of
the infrastruciure necessary 1o develop and deliver those groundwater supplies. We contmue to
support the development of Nevada's non-gibntary groundwster esources, bur remain very
conceryed about the development of any additianal surface water supplics ar this time.

In addition to considering the “no action™ altemative, and given this background, the EIS seam
for this project needs to consider the following:

1. Consideration should be given 1o the viability of the project if it were to be developed
solely on non-tibmary groundwater resamrces available 1o Nevada,

2. The EIS team should consider the porential for augmentation of Colorado River
System water through desalinization, westher modificarion and other means that could
dd wet water to the Colorado River Basin, Such projects are needed in order for
Colorado 10 support the proposed praject. Absent such sugmentation or reductions in the
overall use by the Lowet Basin, Colorado has significant concerns with the

of the proposed prajecs. The praject will diminish flows into Lake Mead by over 100,000
acre-feet per year. This is Colorado River System water and is suhject 1o the terms of the
Colorado River Compacy of 1922, Diminished inflow to Lake Mead is detrimental o
Upper Basin interests bocaase it increases the risk that Upper Basin uses will be curtailed.
It way also adversely impact power generation.

3. The HIS should consider the effects of reduced inflow to Lake Mead and the Colovado
River an the salinity of the Colorado River. Would these reductions adversely impact the
shility of the U.S. 10 comply with Minute 242 1o the Mexican Treaty?

Colorado wonld note that we ave in substantial agreement with the comments submitted on
%lfome Agnin, thanks very much for the opportunily % comment on this importans
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