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

Dear Mr. Martin:

I am writing to voice my opinions and concerns regarding the Lower Owens River Project Draft
Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement.

The potential of the LORP is tremendous and I hope that someday I will see a restored riparian
habitat along the lower Owens River providing much-needed habitat for wildlife of all kinds.

However, the DEIR/EIS fails to describe essential components of the projects; in fact, it presents
project alternatives in violation of the 1991 Long Term Water Agreement and project goals.

Pump station and delta flows: In the 1991 agreement, LADWP agreed to a maximum capacity
pump station of 50 cfs; now you are seeking to triple that to a 150 cfs pump station. Please keep
your word and SELECT A 50 CFS PUMP STATION ALONG WITH 9 CFS ANNUAL
AVERAGE DELTA BASEFLOWS, which will allow maximum amount of water to the delta
in order to meet the delta habitat goals.

Funding: The DEIR/EIS says that "monitoring and adaptive management" will only be adopted
if funding is available. Without such management, full implementation of the LORP cannot
happen successfully. Meet your legal obligations, commit to funding the entire project.
CHOOSE FUNDING OPTION TWO.

Recreation Plan: The DEIR/EIS does not provide adequate plans for balancing differing
recreational uses, grazing, and habitat protection. There are no plans for new and increased
recreational uses-sure to happen as the habitat flourishes. Please make a THOROUGH
ASSESSMENT OF CURRENT AND POTENTION RECREATIONAL USE in the area and
come up with a RECREATION MANAGEMENT PLAN that will also protect natural habitats
and cultural resources.

I urge LADWP to stop its delays and counter.proposals, abide by the water agreement, and work
to make the LORP a model project.

Sincerely,

f' A -]°. ~~/~(~-/

Cin~~
Owens Valley Resident

RECEIVED

JAN 1 3 2003
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January 14,2003

Mr. Clarence Martin
Los Angeles Department of Water and Po'wer
300 Mandich Street
Bishop, CA 93514

Dear Mr. Martin,

I am writing to comment on the Lower Ov"ens 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 flow!;: A 150 cfs pump station violates the Inyo-LA 1991
Water Agreement. LADWP has notjustifi,ed 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 station and 9 cfs anmual average delta baseflows. This option allows the maximum
amount of water flow to the ~lta under th1e agreements and approaches 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) Funding: Monitoring and adaptive marulgement 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 option that adequately funds the LORP.

3) Recreation plan: There is no recreation IPlan in the DEIR/EIS, nor is there a description of
current and anticipated recreational uses 01: the LORP area. The document should contain a
thorough assessment of curremt 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 goal!; of the project, thoroughly describe all management
plans to the public, choose the least environmentally damaging alternatives, and guarantee

adequate funding. "",I

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Sincerely, .J~~l.ll1'\)
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January 10, 2003

q 35/5Mr. Clarence Martin
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
300 Mandich Street

Bishop, CA 93514 j

Dear Mr. Martin,

3) Recreation olan: 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 resourrces.

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Sincerely,

RECEIVED

JAN 1 3 2003

AOOEDUCTM~ER
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Mr. Clarence Martin
Los Angeles Department of "1ater and Po'wer

~~~h~~~~h9~~~~t ;;~~Jli[f;';'

Dear Mr. Martin,

I am writing to comment on ~ Lower Ovvens River Project Draft Environmental Impact Report
and Environmental Impact S~ement.

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

1) Size of the um station an delta flow:~ A 150 cis pump station violates the lnyo-LA 1991
Water Agreement. LADWP not justified using a larger pump station that is three times
larger than the water agreemeijt allows. A larger pump station won't allow enough water to
reach the Delta and may help ~ADWP to Jpump more groundwater from the valley. LADWP
should select the 50 cis pump $tation and ~) cis annual average delta baseflows. This option
allows the maximum amount <')f water flow to the delta under the agreements and approaches
current flows. This is needed to meet the delta habitat goal of maintaining existing and new delta
habaitats for waterfowl and to Icomply witJl1 the Water Agreement.

I

2) Funding: Monitoring and adaptive marLagement are absolutely essential to the success of the
LORP, but the DEIR/EIS repe~tedly state~; that funding limitations may prevent their full
implementation. To meet its qbligations, JLADWP should select funding option 2, which is the
only option that adequately ~ds the LO~:P .

3) Recreation Qlan: There is np recreation plan in the DEIR/EIS, nor is there a description of
current and anticipitated recre4tional uses of the LORP area. The document should contain a
thorough assessment of currenlt and potential recreational use in the LORP area and a plan to
manage that recreation in order to protect :tlatural habitats and cultural resources.

Mr. Martin, the LORP is a val1Iable projec:t, and I want it to work. I urge LADWP to abide by
the ternlS of the Water Agree~ent and the goals of the project, thoroughly describe all
management plans to the pubUc, choose file least environmentally damaging alternatives, and
guarantee adequate funding. I

Thank you for your considera~on of my Clomments,

Sincerely,

l ,-,::
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January 10, 2003

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

Dear Mr. Martin,

I am writing to comment on the Lower Owen:s 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 \tVater A£lreement and the established project goals. Some
of my concerns include:

1) Size of the pump station and delta~ A 150 cfs pump station violates the Inyo-LA
1991 Water Agreement. LADWP has not justified using a larger pump station that is
three times larger than the water agrleement 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 the maximum amount of water flow to the delta
under the agreements and approachE~s 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 marlagement are absolutely essential to the
success of the LORP, but the DEIR/I=:IS repeatedly states that funding limitations may
prevent their full implementation. To meet its obligations, LADWP should select funding
option 2, which is the only option 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,

RECEIVEDSincerely,

JAN 1 3 2003
c..e-/
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January 10, 2003
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'" ,
"'t'Mr. Clarence Martin

Los Angeles Department of Water an(j Power
300 Mandich Street
Bishop, CA 93514

Dear Mr. Martin,

I am writing to comment on the Lower Owen~) River Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report and Environmental Impact Sta1tement.

I appreciate the great potential of the LORP. However, the DEIR/EIS fails to describe
essential components of the projec1: 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 f~ A 150 cfs pump station violates the Inyo-LA
1991 Water Agreement. LADWP ha:3 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 the maximum amount of water flow to the delta
under the agreements and approaches current flows. This is needed to meet the delta
habitat goal of maintaining existing and new (jelta habitats for waterfowl and to comply

with the Water Agreement.

3) Becreaticn plan: There is no recreation plan in the DEIR/EIS, nor is there a
description of current and anticipatEid 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 rnanage that recreation in order to protect natural

habitats and cultural resourc:es.

Sincerely, ~~Q~P Y)'la1\J)
&'.A.~.J "\- ~. ~ ~ .

jA~! 

1 3 2003
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