
United States Section
International Boundary and Water Commission

Scoping Meeting Summary
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement
Rio Grande and Tijuana River Flood Control Projects
New Mexico, Texas and California

March 2005

Final Report



A i 
 
P:\9129-43926 (IBWC PEIS)\Scoping Meetings\Scoping Report\Table of Contents.doc 

Contents 

Section 1 Introduction  
1.1 Background ...............................................................................................................1-1 
1.2 Purpose and Objective .............................................................................................1-2 
1.3 Scoping Meeting Synopsis.......................................................................................1-3 

Section 2 Advance Notifications  
2.1 Notice of Intent .........................................................................................................2-1 
2.2 Cooperating Agency Request Letter......................................................................2-1 
2.3 Media Notifications..................................................................................................2-1 
2.4 Notifications to Agencies, Elected Officials, Organizations,  
 and Individuals .........................................................................................................2-2 

Section 3 Summary of Issues and Concerns 

Appendices 
Appendix A  Public Notification Materials 
  Item 1 Notice of Intent 
  Item 2 Cooperating Agency Request Letter 
   Item 3 Agencies Requested to Participate as Cooperating  
    Agencies and Responses 
  Item 4 Affidavits of Publication 
  Item 5 Notification Letter and Mailing List 
Appendix B  Scoping Meeting Presentation Materials and Handouts 
Appendix C  Scoping Meeting Registration Sheets 
Appendix D  Written Comment Sheets Received During the Public Comment Period 
  Item 1 El Paso, Texas Meeting 
  Item 2 Las Cruces, New Mexico Meeting 
  Item 3 Presidio, Texas Meeting 
  Item 4 Imperial Beach, California Meeting 
Appendix E  Response Forms Received During the Public Comment Period 
Appendix F Comment Letters Received During the Public Comment Period 
Appendix G Comment Letters Received and Postmarked After Close of the Public 

Comment Period 



A ii 
 
P:\9129-43926 (IBWC PEIS)\Scoping Meetings\Scoping Report\List of Tables.doc 

Tables 

Table 1-1 Scoping Meeting Sites and Attendance .............................................................1-3 
Table 2-1 Newspaper Notifications for the Public Scoping Meetings............................2-1 
Table 3-1 Issues Raised Orally at Scoping Meetings (Open House Discussions) .........3-3 
Table 3-2 Master List of Individuals or Agencies Submitting Written Comments ......3-6 
Table 3-3 Summary of Scoping Comments ........................................................................3-8 
Table 3-4 Summary of Issues Identified During Public Scoping ..................................3-11 
Table 3-5 Summary of Scoping Comments by Source and Format ..............................3-15 
Table 3-6 Summary of Scoping Comments by Subject ...................................................3-16 



A  1-1 

P:\9129-43926 (IBWC PEIS)\Scoping Meetings\Scoping Report\Section 1.doc 

Section 1 
Introduction 
 
The United States Section of the International Boundary and Water Commission 
(USIBWC) has proposed to gather information necessary to analyze and evaluate 
impacts of management activities for the flood control projects maintained by 
USIBWC along the Rio Grande and the Tijuana Rivers.  The four Rio Grande flood 
control projects are located between Percha Dam in Sierra County, New Mexico, and 
the Gulf of Mexico. The Tijuana River flood control project is in the United States 
portion of the Tijuana River in San Diego County, California.   

The findings of this evaluation will be documented in a Programmatic Environmental 
Impact Statement (PEIS).  The environmental review of this project will be conducted 
in accordance with the requirements of Section 102(2)(c) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended, CEQ Regulations (40 CFR 
Parts 1500-1508), other appropriate regulations, and the USIBWC procedures for 
compliance with these regulations. Copies of the PEIS will be transmitted to federal 
and state agencies and other interested parties for their review and comment and will 
be filed with the Environmental Protection Agency in accordance with 40 CFR Parts 
1500-1508 and USIBWC procedures. 

This report is an administrative record of public comments received during the 
scoping period (December 10, 2004 to February 7, 2005) and at the scoping meetings 
that were held on January 11, 12, 13, 19, and 27 in El Paso, Texas; Las Cruces, New 
Mexico; Presidio, Texas; McAllen, Texas; and Imperial Beach, California, respectively. 

This document is organized as follows. Section 1.0 is an introduction, Section 2.0 is a 
summary of the advance public notifications provided to elected officials, government 
agencies, organizations and individuals, and Section 3.0 provides a summary of 
comments received. Appendix A provides public information materials (Notice of 
Intent, affidavits of publication, notification letters and mailing list). Appendix B 
provides a copy of the presentation materials used and the handouts provided at the 
public scoping meetings. Appendix C contains a copy of the registration sheets from 
the public scoping meetings. Appendices D through G provide public comments 
received during and after the scoping process regarding the project. 

1.1 Background 
The USIBWC maintains four flood control projects along the Rio Grande: 

1) Canalization Project, extending 105.4 river miles from Percha Diversion Dam in 
New Mexico to American Diversion Dam in El Paso County, Texas; 

2) Rectification Project, extending 86 river miles from American Diversion Dam to 
Fort Quitman, Texas; 
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3) Presidio-Ojinaga Flood Control Project, extending over a total length of 15.2 river 
miles including the Rio Grande and spur levees at Cibolo Creek and Brito Creek in 
Presidio, Texas; and  

4) Lower Rio Grande Flood Control Project (LRGFCP), extending 186 river miles on 
the Rio Grande from the town of Peñitas, Texas, to the Gulf of Mexico, and 
including 119.9 miles of interior floodway. 

In addition, the USIBWC maintains the Tijuana River Flood Control Project, located in 
the United States portion of the Tijuana River, containing 2.3 miles of channel starting 
at the international boundary. This project represents a continuation of the flood 
control project located in Mexico, and provides flood protection to areas of San Diego, 
California, in the United States. 

The purpose of the proposed federal action is to identify, evaluate, and implement 
alternatives for the management of existing flood control projects in the Rio Grande 
and Tijuana River that would allow USIBWC to comply with its mandate for flood 
protection, water deliveries, and/or boundary stabilization, while creating 
opportunities to enhance environmental and recreational resources. 

The USIBWC, as Lead Agency, proposes to collect information necessary for the 
preparation of the PEIS. The PEIS will consider a range of alternatives, including the 
no action alternative, based on issues and concerns associated with the projects. The 
PEIS will identify, describe, and evaluate the existing environmental, cultural, 
sociological, economic, and recreational resources; explain the flood 
control/protection projects; and evaluate the impacts associated with the alternatives 
under consideration. The types of issues that may be addressed in the PEIS include, 
but are not limited to, impacts to water resources, water quality, cultural and 
biological resources, threatened and endangered species, land use, environmental 
justice, socioeconomics, agricultural lands, and recreation. 

1.2 Purpose and Objective 
The intent of the scoping process is to gather public input to help identify the 
significant issues and narrow the scope of the PEIS based on comments. The public 
scoping period must occur as soon as possible after the decision to prepare the PEIS is 
made, and after the Notice of Intent (NOI) is published in the Federal Register. The 
USIBWC published the NOI in the Federal Register on December 10, 2004.  Public 
meetings were held in January of 2005 as part of the scoping process, one in each of 
the five USIBWC flood control project areas. Public comments were accepted through 
February 7, 2005.  

Full public participation by interested federal, state, and local agencies and 
organizations as well as the general public was encouraged during the scoping 
process. Notification of the public meetings was made through letters to agencies, 
organizations, and individuals; newspaper announcements; and publication of the 
NOI in the Federal Register.  Each mailing contained a response form on which 
comments could be written and submitted. An address to mail comment letters was 
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provided in all communication to potential stakeholders. Discussion was encouraged 
during the scoping meetings and verbal comments were noted.  Comment forms were 
distributed during the meetings, and could be turned in during the meeting or mailed 
to the USIBWC after the meeting.  

This document is a record of the public scoping meetings and of advance public 
notifications, meeting documents, verbal comments received at the meetings, and all 
written comments received during the scoping period. 

1.3 Scoping Meeting Synopsis 
The public scoping meetings were held in five locations that were selected to 
correspond with the five areas in which the USIBWC maintains flood control projects. 
Table 1-1 lists the meeting dates, locations and attendance. 

Table 1-1 
Scoping Meeting Sites and Attendance 

Date of Public Scoping Meeting a Meeting Location Attendance b 

Tuesday, January 11, 2005 
El Paso Marriott 

1600 Airway Boulevard 
El Paso, Texas 

23 

Wednesday, January 12, 2005 
Holiday Inn Las Cruces 

201 East University Avenue 
Las Cruces, New Mexico 

27 

Thursday, January 13, 2005 
Presidio Chamber of Commerce 

202 West O’Reilly Street 
Presidio, Texas 

23 

Wednesday, January 19, 2005 
Four Points Sheraton Hotel 

2721 South 10th Street 
McAllen, Texas 

16 

Thursday, January 27, 2005 
Imperial Beach City Hall 

825 Imperial Beach Boulevard 
Imperial Beach, California 

11 

a    All meetings started at 6:00 PM, local time 
b    Indicates number of persons who signed the sign-in sheet, not including USIBWC or contractor staff. Actual   
      attendance numbers may have been higher since some people did not sign in. 
 

The meeting rooms were arranged with theater-style seating and a presentation 
screen in the front of the room. Poster stations in the back of the room covered three 
topics: Purpose and Need and the NEPA Process, Alternatives Development, and 
Biological Resources. The posters covered the following subjects: 

 Purpose and Need and the NEPA Process 

o Purpose and need 

o What is NEPA? 

o Role of the Scoping Process 

o The PEIS process 

o Preliminary alternative evaluation criteria 
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o Issue areas to be considered in environmental analysis 

 Alternatives Development 

o Project area maps 

o Project area photos 

o Project area aerial photos 

o Alternatives formulation process 

o Preliminary range of alternatives 

 Biological Resources 

o Agencies with jurisdiction 

o Evaluation of impacts 

o Biological resources in Project area 

The meetings began with a Microsoft PowerPoint presentation by USIBWC and their 
consultant, Camp Dresser and McKee Inc. (CDM), followed by time for attendees to 
browse through the poster displays and ask questions to individual representatives 
from USIBWC and their consultant. Attendees were asked to sign in on registration 
sheets placed at the entrance to the room.  Written comment sheets and flip charts 
were available to attendees to write their comments. Attendees provided oral 
comments during open house discussions after the formal presentation at the El Paso, 
Presidio and Imperial Beach meetings. At the Las Cruces and McAllen meetings, 
participants went directly to the poster stations after the presentation, and asked 
questions and provided comments to USIBWC and consultant staff individually. All 
participants were encouraged to provide written comments, even after expressing 
them orally, and turn them in at the meeting or by mail on or before the February 7, 
2005 postmark deadline. 
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Section 2 
Advance Notifications 
 
2.1 Notice of Intent 
A Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare a PEIS was published in the Federal Register by 
the USIBWC on December 10, 2004. The NOI is included in Appendix A - Item 1. 

2.2 Cooperating Agency Request Letter 
The USIBWC sent letters to federal agencies, state agencies, and tribal governments 
soliciting their participation as Cooperating Agencies during the NEPA process. A 
total of 87 letters were sent on November 16, 2004. Seven responses were received. Of 
these responses, 5 agencies agreed to be cooperating agencies and 2 declined. The 
agencies agreeing to be Cooperating Agencies are: 

 United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Los Angeles District 

 United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Galveston District 

 United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), New Mexico Ecological Services 
State Office 

 New Mexico Office of Cultural Affairs, Historic Preservation Division 

 United States Bureau of Reclamation (USBR), Albuquerque Area Office 

A sample copy of the request letter is provided in Appendix A - Item 2.  Agencies 
receiving the request letter, a summary and copies of the responses received are 
shown in Appendix A - Item 3. 

2.3 Media Notifications 
A Public Notice announcing the purpose, dates and locations of the scoping meetings 
was published in the legal section of five local newspapers as shown in Table 2-1. 
Copies of the publisher’s affidavits are provided in Appendix A - Item 4. 

Table 2-1 
Newspaper Notifications for the Public Scoping Meetings 

Newspaper Legal Notice Publication Dates 

Las Cruces Sun News December 14, 15 and 16, 2004 
El Paso Times December 14, 15 and 16, 2004 

The International, Presidio, Texas December 16, 23 and 30, 2004 
The Monitor, McAllen, Texas December 21, 22 and 23, 2004 

San Diego Union-Tribune December 14, 15 and 16, 2004 
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2.4 Notifications to Agencies, Elected Officials, 
Organizations, and Individuals 

The USIBWC mailed a notification letter for the public scoping meetings to 1,647 
elected officials, federal/state/local agencies, organizations, and individuals. The 
letter, mailed December 10, 2004, contained a description of the USIBWC flood control 
projects, example lists of potential alternatives, and example lists of potential criteria 
to be used for evaluating alternatives. Dates and times of scoping meetings, and 
instructions for submitting written comments were included. A response form was 
included for recipients to return stating their desire to continue or not continue 
receiving information on the project. A copy of the letter, a blank response form, and 
the mailing list for notification are included in Appendix A - Item 5.  

Nine of the notification letters sent out were returned as undeliverable. These are 
shown with a strikethrough in Appendix A - Item 5. 
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Section 3 
Summary of Issues and Concerns 
Issues and resource areas of concern were identified from the comments received 
during the public scoping meetings and public comment period. The items identified 
during the scoping process will be used to help determine a final list of issues and 
resource areas to be addressed in the PEIS.  

Comments were received in five formats: oral, response forms, written comment 
sheets, letters, and e-mails. Oral comments that were made during the scoping 
meetings and noted by the USIBWC consultant are included in this Section. Response 
forms were mailed to 1,647 potential stakeholders and those returned to the USIBWC 
are summarized in this Section. Written comment sheets were distributed during the 
scoping meetings and were returned to the USIBWC either during the meetings or by 
mail. Comment letters and e-mails include any letter or e-mail received by the 
USIBWC regarding the project during the scoping period. 

Input received during the scoping process was handled as follows:  

1) Oral comments received during the open house discussions and poster sessions 
were noted and are summarized in Table 3-1. 

2) A master list of respondents was prepared based on all the written responses 
received during the public scoping meetings and public comment period. This list, 
divided into agencies, organizations, and individuals, is shown in Table 3-2. 
Copies of comment sheets, response forms, and comment letters and e-mails 
received are included in Appendices D, E, F, and G. Response forms expressing a 
desire not to receive future communication from the USIBWC on this project are 
not included in Table 3-2 but are included in Appendix E. 

3) A potential list of resource areas to be addressed was developed as a guide, prior 
to the scoping process, and includes the following: 

a. Agricultural economics 
b. Agricultural land and water use 
c. Agricultural social issues 
d. Air quality 
e. Cultural resources 
f. Environmental justice 
g. Fisheries and aquatic ecosystems 
h. Flood control 
i. Geology and soils 
j. Groundwater resources 
k. Hydroelectric power production and energy 
l. Hydrology 
m. Indian trust lands 
n. Noise 
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o. Public health and environmental hazards 
p. Recreation resources 
q. Regional economics 
r. Transportation 
s. Urban land use 
t. Urban water supply economics 
u. Utilities and public services 
v. Vegetation and wildlife 
w. Visual resources 
x. Water quality  
y. Water supply and water management 

 
4) Scoping comments are summarized in Table 3-3. Comments postmarked after the 

end of the public scoping period are not included in Table 3-3. Of the 25 potential 
resource areas to be considered, the comments received addressed 12 areas: 

a. Agricultural economics 
b. Agricultural land and water use 
c. Environmental justice 
d. Fisheries and aquatic ecosystems 
e. Flood control  
f. Hydrology  
g. Recreation resources 
h. Urban land use 
i. Vegetation and wildlife  
j. Visual resources  
k. Water supply and water management  
l. Water quality 

 
5) For each of the resource areas in the responses received, a listing of specific issues 

raised in the comments was developed. This listing is included in Table 3-4. These 
issues will assist in defining the scope of the PEIS analysis for their corresponding 
resource area. 

6) Table 3-5 is a summary of the sources of all comments received. 

7) Table 3-6 is a summary of the number of comments received and the number of 
issues identified for each resource area. 
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Table 3-1 

Issues Raised Orally at Scoping Meetings (Open House Discussions) 
No. Comment Commentator 
EL PASO MEETING 
1 Dredge return flow canals so they will drain properly. Beneficially use 

sediment removed. Investigate effects of meanders on water use, and 
consider holding lakes instead. Evaluate impact of stagnant areas on 
mosquitoes. 

Robert Kimpal 
Farm Owner 
 

2 Concerned about the public process. How can we be sure our comments 
will be taken seriously? 

John Kiseda 
El Paso Zoo 
Audubon Society 

3 What is the percentage of the $66M predicted to be used for Canalization 
improvements that will go towards habitat enhancement? 

Sal Quintanilla 
Texas Master 
Naturalist 

4 Where will the funding come from for the $122M in projects in the 
Canalization Reformulation Report? Issues of water delivery, sediment 
control, and vegetation control (exotic species) are important. 

Lorenzo Arriaga 
U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation 

5 Consider using herbicide or beetles for control of salt cedar. Pecos River 
project successfully used beetles. 

John Kiseda  
El Paso Zoo 
Audubon Society 

6 
Will funding request be made for improvements in Rectification Project? 

Maria Trunk 
Friends of the Rio 
Bosque 

7 How will specific projects be documented after PEIS? Will there be a more 
project-specific EIS? Water rights and water quality, including salinity, 
eutrophication, bacteria and meeting NM and TX water quality standards 
should be considered in objectives and performance measures.  

John Hernandez 

8 What is role of USIBWC in Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) 
determination? Appropriately weight recreation and public health 
considerations. Recognize that homeland security and maintenance of 
international boundary severely limit other available options. Is wastewater 
treatment within the scope of this project? 

Eric Hutson 
Paso del Norte 
Health Foundation 

9 Will weighting of objectives in Alternative evaluation be made public? Joe Groff 
10 Delay of original Canalization EIS was a good idea. It allows for 

stakeholder input. 
John Hernandez 

11 
What will happen to the first Canalization EIS? Will issues raised in the 
original EIS be revisited in this PEIS? 

Henry Magallanez 
Elephant Butte 
Irrigation District 
(EBID) 

12 Will this PEIS override the original Canalization EIS? Joe Groff 
13 Suggest contacting New Mexico State University cooperative extension 

officer for Fish and Wildlife Service, Audubon Society, and other local 
agencies for lists of species sightings in project areas. 

John Kiseda  
El Paso Zoo 
Audubon Society 

14 
What is the time horizon of this proposed activities? 

Eric Hutson  
Paso del Norte 
Health Foundation 

15 Salt cedar will not grow in shade, so quickly revegetate after eradication to 
establish shade. Broad herbicides are not the answer. Consider removing 
salt tainted soil. 

Unattributed 

LAS CRUCES MEETING 

 

Public open house discussion did not take place at this meeting. However, the following issues 
were raised during the informal portion of the meeting: 

• Control access to levee roads to avoid damage to levees and vegetation 
• Will USIBWC project be coordinated with the City of Las Cruces Rio Grande 

Comprehensive Plan? 
• Include recreational opportunities near the City of Las Cruces 
• Control salt cedar 

PRESIDIO MEETING 
1 Consider eradication of exotic species and effects of salt cedar removal. Lacy Carlson 
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Table 3-1 
Issues Raised Orally at Scoping Meetings (Open House Discussions) 

No. Comment Commentator 
2 

Cooperation with Mexico so far has been minimal in Lower Rio Grande 
Valley. Agency coordination important, especially with Mexico. 

Robert Flores 
Texas Water 
Development Board 
(TWDB) 

3 Is coordination with the Mexican Section of the IBWC, Comisión 
Internacional de Límites y Aguas (CILA), taking place? 

Ben DeLuca 
U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

4 Role of Mexican authorities. Make invitations at a more local level. Local 
agencies are willing to do what they can.  

Dora Lopez 

5 Consider water quality monitoring, wastewater treatment in Mexico; 
$750,000 from North American Development Bank (NADB) to Presidio, 
what has come out of this money?; salinity of return flows from Mexico; 
farming in the U.S. is disappearing due to water quantity and quality; water 
quality as it pertains to human health issues, and wetlands. Look at issues 
from the farmer’s perspective. Salt cedar was brought in by a Federal 
agency, so a Federal agency should get rid of it. 

Carlos Nieto 

6 When arroyos do not drain they affect farming. Alamito Creek is an 
example. 

Jarrel McCaogh 
 

7 Consider erosion and providing an easement. Carlos Nieto 
8 Consider the salt cedar problem and who will finance it? unattributed 
McALLEN MEETING 

 

Public open house discussion did not take place at this meeting. However, the following issues 
were raised during the informal portion of the meeting: 

• Avoid or reduce habitat fragmentation 
• Assess right-of-way and land tenure needs for the creation of wildlife corridors 

IMPERIAL BEACH MEETING 
1 

Does PEIS have a website? Where can public get more detail? 
David Gomez 
Congressman Bob 
Filner’s office 

2 Public needs more access to information. Consider USIBWC buying 
additional property as an alternative. Also consider water quality benefits. 
Will PEIS look at off-site alternatives, such as downstream improvements? 

James Peugh 
San Diego Audubon 
Society 

3 Are effects downstream of flood control project considered? Consider 
benefits and impacts both upstream and downstream of project. For 
example, trash removal is an upstream/downstream issue. State interested 
in water quality objectives and relationship of project to TMDL program. 

Bart Christensen 
State Water 
Resources Control 
Board (SWRCB) 

4 

Look at sustainable design criteria and best practices. Need to consider 
ongoing projects in Tijuana. 

Oscar Romo 
Tijuana River 
National Estuarine 
Research Reserve 
(TRNERR) 

5 Is flooding in area considered in the Purpose and Need? Consider impacts 
of water velocity in concrete channel. 

Carolyn Lieberman 
U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service 

6 Can we comment on all USIBWC flood control projects or just Tijuana 
River Project? 

Josh Goff 
U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection 

7 Project should use integrated land management and should not conflict 
with plan to address bacteria levels. There is a potential conflict with other 
objectives if we only look at flood control. 

Ed Kimura 
Sierra Club 

8 City of San Diego does sediment and trash removal downstream of the 
USIBWC Project. Upstream sediment and trash control is important. Will 
proposed project affect/exacerbate trash problem? Will there be any 
improvement to canyon collectors? Are upstream structures being 
considered? Will project look at increasing capacity to handle sewage 
flows? 

Michael Handal 
City of San Diego 

9 Look at ongoing projects in Mexico as part of hydraulic/hydrologic 
modeling. 

Oscar Romo 
TRNERR 
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Table 3-1 
Issues Raised Orally at Scoping Meetings (Open House Discussions) 

No. Comment Commentator 
10 Consider water quality needs and requirements, including bacteria and 

nutrients. Project should produce water quality benefit. Look at 
downstream impacts of sediment removal. Trash removal should be listed 
as an objective, especially to offset the effects of mowing. Mowing 
exacerbates trash problems by allowing sediment and trash to pass 
downstream. Trash creates flooding problems. Is there any data to show 
that mowing willows actually increases flow capacity? Why are willows 
being removed? Not in original plan. 

James Peugh  
San Diego Audubon 
Society 

11 

Has project resulted in increased flow rates or flooding? 

Carolyn Lieberman 
U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) 
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Table 3-2 

Master List of Individuals or Agencies Submitting Written Comments 
Designator Commentator Format Submitted 
EL PASO MEETING (EP) 
Agencies 
EP-01 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) (Ida Munoz) Comment Sheet 
EP-02 United States Bureau of Reclamation (USBR) (Lorenzo Arriaga) Comment Sheet 
Individuals  
EP-03 John Hernandez Comment Sheet 
EP-04 Al Blair Comment Sheet 
EP-05 Robert Kimpel Comment Sheet 
LAS CRUCES MEETING (LC) 
Agencies 

LC-01 La Union SW & Hispanic Farmers and Ranchers of America (HFRA) 
(Edward Provencio) Comment Sheet 

LC-02 Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)  
Socorro Area Office (Cliff Sanchez) Comment Sheet 

LC-03 Las Cruces Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)  
(Andy Hume) Comment Sheet 

Organizations 

LC-04 Southwest Environmental Center (SWEC) /Amigos Bravos 
 (Nubia Ortiz) Comment Sheet 

LC-05 Caballo Soil and Water District (Bruce Redd) Comment Sheet 
Individuals 
LC-06 Donaciano Gonzalez Comment Sheet 
LC-07 Jean Apgar Comment Sheet 
PRESIDIO MEETING (PR) 
Agencies 
PR-01 Office of Border Health (Dora Lopez) Comment Sheet 
PR-02 Texas Department of State Health Services (Rebecca Wainright) Comment Sheet 
Organizations 
PR-03 Rio Grande Institute (Tyrus Fain) Comment Sheet 
McALLEN MEETING (MC) 
 No written comment sheets were received at or as a result of this meeting. 
IMPERIAL BEACH MEETING (IB) 
Organizations 
IB-01 TRNERR (Oscar Romo) Comment Sheet 
OTHER COMMENTS RECEIVED (OC) 
Agencies 
OC-01 El Paso Water Utilities (EPWU) (Ed Archuleta) Response Form 
OC-02 City of El Paso, TX (Rick Conner) Response Form 
OC-03 Presidio County, TX (Jerry Agan) Response Form 
OC-04 City of Rio Hondo, TX (Santiago Saloana) Response Form 
OC-05 Texas Office of the Governor (Mike Morrissey) Response Form 
OC-06 Elephant Butte Irrigation District (EBID) (Lee Peters) Response Form 
OC-07 Village of Hatch, NM (Judd Nordyke, Mayor) Response Form 
OC-08 Comanche Nation (Donnita Sovo) Response Form 

OC-09 New Mexico State University (NMSU) Cooperative Extension 
(Denise McWilliams) Response Form 

OC-10  Texas House of Representatives (Aaron Peña) Response Form 
OC-11 California Coastal Commission (Mark Delaplaine) E-mail 
OC-12 USFWS (Carlsbad, CA) (Therese O’Rourke) Letter 
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Table 3-2 
Master List of Individuals or Agencies Submitting Written Comments 

Designator Commentator Format Submitted 
OC-13 USFWS (Albuquerque, NM) (Susan MacMullin) Letter 
OC-14 California State Water Resources Control Board (Bart Christensen) Letter 
OC-15 U.S. Customs and Border Protection (San Diego) (David Brown) Letter 
Organizations 
OC-16 TX Master Naturalist Trans Pecos Chapter (Paul Aston) Response Form 
OC-17 R.J. Brandes Co. (James Machin) Response Form 
OC-18 The Nature Conservancy (Sonia Najera) Response Form 
OC-19 SWEC/Amigos Bravos (Nubia Ortiz) Letter 
OC-20 San Diego Audubon Society (James Peugh) Letter 
OC-21 Rio Grande Institute (Tyrus Fain) Letter 
OC-22 Friends of the Rio Bosque (Maria Trunk) Letter 

OC-23 Hubert & Hernandez, P.A. Law Offices for Elephant Butte Irrigation 
District (EBID) (Gary Esslinger) Letter 

OC-24 SWEC (Kevin Bixby) Letter 
Individuals 
OC-25 Carl Boyd  Response Form 
OC-26 Arlan Raatz Response Form 
OC-27 Jack Briggs Response Form 
OC-28 Leon Silverstrom Response Form 

OC-29 Louis Lamit Response Form and 
Letter 

OC-30 Kevin Doyle E-mail 
OC-31 Thomas Schuster Letter 
OC-32 Rebecca Miller Letter 
Other Comments Received – Postmarked After Close of Public Comment Period (AC) 
Agencies 
AC-01 NRCS Socorro Area Office (Cliff Sanchez) E-mail 
Individuals 
AC-02 William Forbes Letter 
 
LC   

 
Las Cruces Meeting         01/12/05  

EP El Paso Meeting               01/11/05  
PR Presidio Meeting              01/13/05  
MC McAllen Meeting              01/19/05  
IB Imperial Beach Meeting   01/27/05  
OC Other comments received by mail/fax/e-mail  
AC Other comments received by mail/fax/e-mail – postmarked after close of public comment period 
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Table 3-3 
Summary of Scoping Comments 

Resource Area 
Designator 

Geographical 
Area 

Referenced 
Commentator AE AL EJ FA FC HG RR ULU VW VR WQ WS NC 

EL PASO MEETING                

Agencies                

EP-01 RGW TCEQ         X  X   
EP-02 CAN USBR         X   X  
Individuals                
EP-03 ALL John Hernandez             X 
EP-04 RGW Al Blair             X 
EP-05 RECT Robert Kimpel  X          X  
LAS CRUCES MEETING                
Agencies                
LC-01 ALL La Union SW & HFRA  X    X   X X    
LC-02 ALL NRCS Socorro Area Office    X     X     
LC-03 CAN Las Cruces MPO    X  X X   X    
Organizations                
LC-04 CAN SWEC/Amigos Bravos       X  X     
LC-05 CAN Caballo Soil & Water District         X     
Individuals                
LC-06 CAN Donaciano Gonzalez     X         
LC-07 CAN Jean Apgar     X         
PRESIDIO MEETING                
Agencies                
PR-01 ALL Office of Border Health   X           

PR-02 ALL Texas Department  
of State Health Services       X   X    

Organizations                
PR-03 RGW Rio Grande Insitute         X     
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Table 3-3 
Summary of Scoping Comments 

Resource Area 
Designator 

Geographical 
Area 

Referenced 
Commentator AE AL EJ FA FC HG RR ULU VW VR WQ WS NC 

IMPERIAL BEACH MEETING 
                

Organizations                
IB-01 TR TRNERR      X      X  
OTHER COMMENTS RECEIVED                
Agencies                
OC-01 ALL EPWU             X 
OC-02 ALL City of El Paso, TX             X 
OC-03 ALL Presidio County, TX             X 
OC-04 ALL City of Rio Hondo, TX             X 
OC-05 ALL Texas Office of the Governor             X 
OC-06 ALL EBID             X 
OC-07 ALL Village of Hatch, NM              X 
OC-08 ALL Comanche Nation             X 
OC-09 ALL NMSU Cooperative Extension     X  X  X   X  
OC-10 ALL Texas House of Representatives             X 
OC-11 TR California Coastal Commission    X X X X X X X X   
OC-12 TR USFWS (Carlsbad, CA)    X     X     
OC-13 CAN USFWS (Albuquerque, NM)   X           

OC-14 TR CA State Water Resources Control 
Board           X   

OC-15 TR U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
(San Diego, CA)        X      

Organizations                

OC-16 RECT TX Master Naturalist Trans Pecos 
Chapter       X  X     

OC-17 ALL R.J. Brandes Co.             X 
OC-18 ALL The Nature Conservancy              X 
OC-19 CAN SWEC/Amigos Bravos    X X X   X     
OC-20 ALL San Diego Audubon Society     X    X  X   
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Table 3-3 
Summary of Scoping Comments 

Resource Area 
Designator 

Geographical 
Area 

Referenced 
Commentator AE AL EJ FA FC HG RR ULU VW VR WQ WS NC 

OC-21 RGW Rio Grande Institute    X X  X       

OC-22 RECT Friends of the Rio Bosque       X  X X    
OC-23 CAN EBID X  X      X   X  
OC-24 RECT,CAN SWEC    X  X  X X    X 
Individuals                
OC-25 ALL Carl Boyd     X         
OC-26 ALL Arlan Raatz             X 
OC-27 ALL Jack Briggs             X 
OC-28 ALL Leon Silverstorm             X 
OC-29 ALL Louis Lamit    X    X X     
OC-30 ALL Kevin Doyle             X 
OC-31 RGW Thomas Schuster      X   X     
OC-32 RECT, CAN Rebecca Miller X    X       X  
                
 RECT Rectification Project     AE Agricultural Economics   
 CAN Canalization Project     AL Agricultural Land and Water Use   
 PRES Presidio Project     EJ Environmental Justice   
 LRGV Lower Rio Grande Valley Project     FA Fisheries and Aquatic Ecosystems   
 TR Tijuana River     FC Flood Control  
 RGW Rio Grande Watershed projects     HG Hydrology   
 ALL All projects, or general comment     RR Recreation Resources   
       ULU Urban Land Use  
       VW Vegetation and Wildlife   
       VR Visual Resources  
       WQ Water Quality   
       WS Water Supply and Water Management  

       NC Keep Informed or Request for Information, but no  
comment 
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Table 3-4 

Summary of Issues Identified During Public Scoping 
Resource Area Issue Source Commentator 
Agricultural Economics 

effects on pecan crop •  comment letter • Rebecca Miller 

 
analyze economic effects of shifting 
water rights from agriculturally productive 
to non-productive use 

• comment letter • EBID 

Agricultural Land and Water Use   

 use dredged sediment beneficially • public meeting (EP) 
• written comment sheet 

• Robert Kimpal 

 end grazing leases • written comment sheet • La Union SW & HFRA 
Environmental Justice    

 
cooperate with Mexican agencies/CILA • public meeting (PR) • Robert Flores 

• Ben DeLuca 
• Dora Lopez 

 

increase public access to information • public meeting (PR) 
• public meeting (IB) 
• written comment sheet 

• David Gomez 
• San Diego Audubon Society 
• Joe Groff 
• Dora Lopez 

 
use sustainable design criteria and best 
practices 

• public meeting (IB) 
• written comment sheet 
 

• TRNERR 

 do not favor one state over another and 
consider disadvantaged populations 

• comment letter • EBID 

Fisheries and Aquatic Ecosystems 

  

protect current fish species and promote 
wildlife habitat 

•  comment letter 
•  response form 
•  written comment  sheet 

• NRCS 
• Las Cruces MPO 
• USFWS 
• San Diego Audubon Society 
• Rio Grande Institute 
• SWEC (Kevin Bixby) 
• Louis Lamit 

 construct fish passages • comment letter  • SWEC/Amigos Bravos (Nubia Ortiz) 

Flood Control 

  
control flooding that inhibits the use of 
local roads 

•  written comment sheet • Donacio Gonzalez 
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Table 3-4 
Summary of Issues Identified During Public Scoping 

Resource Area Issue Source Commentator 

Flood Control (cont’d) 
recontour Tijuana River for flood control •  comment letter • San Diego Audubon Society      

 
use holding ponds, wetlands and lakes 
for flood control 

• written comment sheet 
• comment letter 

• Robert Kimpal 
• SWEC (Kevin Bixby) 

 
adequate personnel to control major 
floods 

• response form • Carl Boyd 

 
use two-dimensional modeling such as 
FLO-2D for flood control studies 

• comment letter 
• written comment sheet 

• SWEC/Amigos Bravos (Nubia Ortiz) 
• SWEC (Kevin Bixby) 
• Jean Apgar 

 
eliminate mowing if not necessary for 
flood control 

• comment letter • San Diego Audubon Society 

Hydrology 

  

do not channelize or destroy river 
meanders 

• written comment sheet 
• comment letter 

• La Union SW & HFRA 
• Las Cruces MPO      
• Thomas Schuster         

 
improve flow of river and enlarge 
floodplains 

• written comment sheet • SWEC (Kevin Bixby) 

 
dredge return flow canals for proper 
drainage 

• public meeting (EP) 
• public meeting (PR) 
• written comment sheet 

• Robert Kimpal 
• Jarrel McCaogh 

 
continue to dredge the channel • comment letter  • EBID 

• Rebecca Miller 

 
do not dredge the channel • comment letter • Thomas Schuster 

 
do accurate sediment loading analysis • comment letter • SWEC (Kevin Bixby) 

 
investigate effects of stagnant water on 
mosquitoes 

• public meeting (EP) 
• comment letter 

• Robert Kimpal 
• EBID 

Recreation resources 
 promote recreation through bike and 

walking trails 
• written comment sheet 
• public meeting (PR) 
• response form 
• comment letter 

• Las Cruces MPO      
• SWEC/Amigos Bravos (Nubia Ortiz) 
• TX Dept. of State Health Serivices 
• NMSU Cooperative Extensión 
• Rio Grande Institute 
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Table 3-4 
Summary of Issues Identified During Public Scoping 

Resource Area Issue Source Commentator 

Recreation resources (cont’d) 
prohibit the use of motorized vehicles in 
the riverbed 

• response form 
• comment letter 

• Las Cruces MPO      
• SWEC/Amigos Bravos (Nubia Ortiz) 

Urban land use    

 
purchase more property as an 
Alternative 

• public meeting (IB) 
• comment letter 

• San Diego Audubon Society 
• SWEC/Amigos Bravos (Nubia Ortiz) 

 

act within California Coastal 
Management Program 

• comment letter • California Coastal Commission 

 

remove brush and sediment to deter 
illegal border crossings 

• comment letter  • U.S. Customs and Border Protection 

 

act within existing regional, State and 
local land use plans 

• comment letter • EBID 

 

discourage land development near river • comment letter • SWEC (Kevin Bixby) 

Vegetation and wildlife 

 

remove salt cedar and replace with 
native species of vegetation 

• response letter 
• written comment sheet 
• public meeting (EP)  
• public meeting (PR)  
 

• TCEQ    
• NRCS  
• La Union SW & HFRA   
• Rio Grande Institute  
• John Kiseda 
• Lacy Carlson 
• Carlos Nieto      
• Bruce Redd     

 

protect and restore riparian habitat • public meeting (EP) 
• public meeting (PR) 
• comment letter 

• NRCS  
• Paul Aston   
• Tyrus Fain   
• SWEC (Kevin Bixby) 
• John Kiseda 
• USFWS Carlsbad 
• SWEC/Amigos Bravos (Nubia Ortiz) 
• Friends of the Rio Bosque 
• Thomas Schuster 

 

release regular flood flows from Caballo 
Dam to promote native vegetation and 
sustain channel geometry 

• comment letter • SWEC (Kevin Bixby) 
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Table 3-4 
Summary of Issues Identified During Public Scoping 

Resource Area Issue Source Commentator 
Vegetation and wildlife (cont’d) 

 do not mow in floodplain • comment letter • SWEC/Amigos Bravos (Nubia Ortiz) 
• San Diego Audubon Society 

 mow in floodplain  • comment letter • EBID 
• U.S. Customs and Border Protection 

 protect and restore habitat for listed and 
sensitive species 

• comment letter • USFWS (Carlsbad) 

Visual Resources 

 clean up trash along the Rio Grande • written comment sheet • La Union SW & HFRA 
• Las Cruces MPO 

 enhance scenery by means of flora/fauna 
in Rio Bosque Wetlands Park 

• comment letter • Friends of the Rio Bosque 

Water quality 

  
  

salinity, eutrophication, bacteria, and 
state standards in scope of work 

• comment letter 
• public meeting (EP) 
• public meeting (IB) 

• CA State Water Resources Control Board  
• Eric Hutson 
• Carlos Nieto 
• Ed Kimura 
• San Diego Audubon Society 
• EBID 

 
use of herbicides and effects on Rio 
Grande 

• written comment sheet • TCEQ 

 

trash and sediment collection in scope of 
work 

• comment letter 
• public meeting (IB) 
• written comment sheet 

• CA State Water Resources Control Board  
• San Diego Audubon Society 
• Michael Handal 
• Jim Peugh 
• Oscar Romo 

 

TMDL coordination • comment letter • CA State Water Resources Control Board 

Water supply and water management 

  

no water can be used, lost or wasted 
without water rights 

• comment letter • EBID 
• Rebecca Miller 

 

explore all options to obtain water rights 
for river restoration measures 

• comment letter • SWEC (Kevin Bixby) 

 
EP     El Paso meeting              01/11/05 
PR     Presidio meeting             01/13/05 

  IB      Imperial Beach meeting  01/27/05 

 
 

  
 



Section 3- Summary of Issues and Concerns  
Scoping Meeting Summary 

 

A  3-15 

P:\9129-43926 (IBWC PEIS)\Scoping Meetings\Scoping Report\Section 3.doc 

Table 3-5 
Summary of Scoping Comments by Source and Format 

Source 
No. of 

Comments
1.  SOURCE OF COMMENTS   
     a.  Cooperating Agencies   
          Cooperating Agency Request Letters Sent by USIBWC 87 
          Responses Received: (1) Will Participate 5 
                                              (2) Unable to Participate 2 
                                              (3) No Response 80 
     b.  Sources of Comment Letters and Affirmative Response Forms Received   
          Federal Agencies 3 
          TX State Agencies 2 
          NM State Agencies 0 
          CA State Agencies 1 
          TX Local Agencies 4 
          NM Local Agencies 3 
          CA Local Agencies 1 
          Irrigation or Water Districts 2 
          Organizations 8 
          Individuals 8 
     c.  El Paso Scoping Meeting    
          Persons in Attendance 23 
          Written Comment Sheets Received 5 
     d.  Las Cruces Scoping Meeting   
          Persons in Attendance 27 
          Written Comment Sheets Received 7 
     e.  Presidio Scoping Meeting   
          Persons in Attendance 23 
          Written Comment Sheets Received 3 
     f.  McAllen Scoping Meeting   
          Persons in Attendance 16 
          Written Comment Sheets Received 0 
     g.  Imperial Beach Scoping Meeting   
          Persons in Attendance 11 
          Written Comment Sheets Received 1 
2.  FORMAT OF COMMENTS RECEIVED   
     Written Comment Sheets 16 
     Response Forms Received (affirmative) 18 
     Letters Received 12 
     Email Comments Received 2 
               Total Comments Received 48 
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Table 3-6  
Summary of Scoping Comments by Subject 

Description 
No. of 

Comments 
1.  NUMBER OF COMMENTS RECEIVED FOR EACH RESOURCE AREAa  
     Air Quality 0 
     Agricultural economics 2 
     Agricultural land and water use 3 
     Agricultural social issues 0 
     Cultural resources 0 
     Environmental justices 3 
     Fisheries and aquatic ecosystems 8 
     Flood control 9 
     Geology and soils 0 
     Groundwater resources 0 
     Hydroelectric power production and energy 0 
     Hydrology 7 
     Indian trust lands 0 
     Noise 0 
     Public health and environmental hazards 0 
     Recreation resources 8 
     Regional economics 0 
     Transportation 0 
     Urban land use 4 
     Urban water supply economics 0 
     Utilities and public services 0 
     Vegetation and wildlife 18 
     Visual resources 5 
     Water quality 4 
     Water supply and water management 6 
     Keep informed or request for information, but no comment 18 
2.  NUMBER OF ISSUES IDENTIFIED FOR EACH RESOURCE AREAb   
     Agricultural economics 2 
     Agricultural land and water use 2 
     Environmental justice 4 
     Fisheries and aquatic ecosystems 2 
     Flood control 6 
     Hydrology 7 
     Recreation resources 2 
     Urban land use 5 
     Vegetation and wildlife 6 
     Visual resources 2 
     Water quality 4 
     Water supply and water management 2 
a   Comments received as indicated on Table 3-3  
b   Tabulated from comments received as indicated on Table 3-4  
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WI030008 ((Jun. 13, 2003)) 
WI030032 ((Jun. 13, 2003)) 

Volume V 
Missouri 

MO030003 (Jun. 13, 2003) 
MO030005 (Jun. 13, 2003) 
MO030007 (Jun. 13, 2003) 
MO030018 (Jun. 13, 2003) 

Nebraska 
NE030003 (Jun. 13, 2003) 
NE030007 (Jun. 13, 2003) 
NE030010 (Jun. 13, 2003) 
NE030011 (Jun. 13, 2003) 
NE030041 (Jun. 13, 2003) 

Volume VI 

Alaska 
AK030001 (Jun. 13, 2003) 

Oregon 
OR030001 (Jun. 13, 2003) 
OR030007 (Jun. 13, 2003) 

Washington 
WA030011 (Jun. 13, 2003) 

Volume VII 

None

General Wage Determination 
Publication 

General wage determinations issued 
under the Davis-Bacon and related Acts, 
including those noted above, may be 
found in the Government Printing Office 
(GPO) document entitled ‘‘General Wage 
determinations Issued Under the Davis-
Bacon And Related Acts’’. This 
publication is available at each of the 50 
Regional Government Depository 
Libraries and many of the 1,400 
Government Depository Libraries across 
the country. 

General wage determinations issued 
under the Davis-Bacon and related Acts 
are available electronically at no cost on 
the Government Printing Office site at 
http://www.access.gpo.gov/davisbacon. 
They are also available electronically by 
subscription to the Davis-Bacon Online 
Service (http://
davisbacon.fedworld.gov) of the 
National Technical Information Service 
(NTIS) of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce at 1–800–363–2068. This 
subscription offers value-added features 
such as electronic delivery of modified 
wage decisions directly to the user’s 
desktop, the ability to access prior wage 
decisions issued during the year, 
extensive Help desk Support, etc. 

Hard-copy subscriptions may be 
purchased from: Superintendent of 
Documents, U.S. Government Printing 
Office, Washington, DC 20402, (202) 
512–1800. 

When ordering hard-copy 
subscription(s), be sure to specify the 
State(s) of interest, since subscriptions 
may be ordered for any or all of the six 
separate Volumes, arranged by State. 
Subscriptions include an annual edition 
(issued in January or February) which 

includes all current general wage 
determinations for the States covered by 
each volume. Throughout the remainder 
of the year, regular weekly updates will 
be distributed to subscribers.

Signed in Washington, DC this 2nd day of 
December, 2004. 
John Frank, 
Acting Chief, Branch of Construction Wage 
Determinations.
[FR Doc. 04–26812 Filed 12–9–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510–27–M

INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY AND 
WATER COMMISSION, UNITED 
STATES AND MEXICO 

United States Section; Notice of Intent 
To Prepare a Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement for Its 
Flood Control Projects Within the Rio 
Grande and Tijuana River Basins

AGENCY: United States Section, 
International Boundary and Water 
Commission, United States and Mexico.
ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare a 
programmatic environmental impact 
statement (PEIS). 

SUMMARY: This notice advises the public 
that pursuant to section 102(2)(c) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, as amended, the United States 
Section, International Boundary and 
Water Commission (USIBWC) proposes 
to gather information necessary to 
analyze and evaluate impacts of 
management activities for the flood 
control projects maintained by USIWB 
along the Rio Grande, from Percha Dam 
in Doña Ana County, New Mexico, to 
the Gulf of Mexico; and in the United 
States portion of the Tijuana River in 
San Diego County, California. The 
findings of this evaluation will be 
documented in a PEIS. 

This notice is being provided as 
required by the Council on 
Environmental Quality Regulations (40 
CFR 1501.7) and the USIBWC’s 
Operating Procedures for Implementing 
Section 102 of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, to 
obtain suggestions and information from 
other agencies and the public on the 
scope of issues to be addressed in the 
PEIS. Public meetings will be held to 
obtain community input to ensure all 
concerns are identified and addressed in 
the PEIS.
DATES: The USIBWC will conduct five 
public meetings at the following 
locations and dates: (1) El Paso, Texas 
on January 11, 2005, from 6 to 9 p.m. 
m.s.t. at the El Paso Marriot, 1600 
Airway Blvd., El Paso, Texas 79925; (2) 

Las Cruces, New Mexico on January 12, 
2005, from 6 to 9 p.m. m.s.t. at the 
Holiday Inn, 201 E. University, Las 
Cruces New Mexico 88005; (3) Presidio, 
Texas on January 13, 2005, from 6 to 9 
p.m. c.s.t. at the Presidio Chamber of 
Commerce, 202 W. Oreilly Street, 
Presidio Texas 79845; (4) McAllen 
Texas on January 19, 2005, from 6 to 9 
p.m. c.s.t. at the Four Point Sheraton 
Hotel, 2721 S. 10th Street, McAllen, 
Texas 78503; and (5) City of Imperial 
Beach (San Diego County), California on 
January 27, 2005, from 6 to 9 p.m. P.s.t., 
at the Imperial Beach City Hall, 825 
Imperial Beach Boulevard, Imperial 
Beach, California 91932. 

Full public participation by interested 
federal, state, and local agencies, as well 
as other interested organizations and the 
general public is encouraged during the 
scoping process which will end 60 days 
from the date of this notice. Public 
comments on the scope of the PEIS, 
reasonable alternatives that should be 
considered, anticipated environmental 
problems, and actions that might be 
taken to address them are requested.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Comments will be accepted for 60 days 
following the date of this notice by 
Daniel Borunda, Environmental 
Protection Specialist, USIBWC, 4171 N. 
Mesa Street, Suite C–100, El Paso, Texas 
79902. Phone: (915) 832–4701, FAX: 
(915) 832–4167, e-mail: 
danielborunda@ibwc.state.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

1. Proposed Action 

The USIBWC maintains the following 
four flood control projects along the Rio 
Grande, in the United States: 

A. Canalization Project, extending 106 
miles from Percha Diversion Dam in 
New Mexico to American Diversion 
Dam in El Paso County, Texas. 

B. Rectification Project, extending 86 
miles from American Diversion Dam to 
Fort Quitman, Texas. 

C. Presidio-Ojinaga Flood Control 
Project, approximately 15 miles in 
length and located along the Rio Grande 
within the sister cities of Presidio, Texas 
and Ojinaga, Chihuahua, Mexico, 

D. Lower Rio Grande Flood Control 
Project (LRGFCP), extending 180 miles 
between the town of Peñitas, Texas, to 
the Gulf of Mexico. 

These projects were constructed with 
the objectives of providing flood control 
to urban, suburban, and agricultural 
areas adjacent to the river; stabilizing 
the International Boundary between the 
United States and Mexico (Rectification 
Project, Presidio-Ojinaga Project, and 
LRGFCP); and ensuring water deliveries 
(Canalization Project, Presidio-Ojinaga 
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Project, and LRGFCP). In addition, 
USIBWC maintains the Tijuana River 
Flood Control Project, located in the 
United States portion of the Tijuana 
River, extending 2.3 miles from the 
international boundary. This project 
provides flood protection to areas in the 
United States. 

The proposed federal action that will 
be evaluated in the PEIS may include 
activities to ensure adequate flood 
control and water deliveries per 
international agreements and treaties, 
while identifying opportunities for 
enhancements to the riparian ecosystem 
and the development of recreational 
opportunities. 

2. Alternatives 
The USIBWC, as the lead agency, 

proposes to collect information 
necessary for the preparation of a PEIS 
and to analyze alternatives for the 
management of the flood control 
projects to ensure compliance with the 
projects’ mandates (flood protection, 
water deliveries and/or boundary 
stabilization) while creating 
opportunities for habitat restoration and 
recreation. Management activities to be 
evaluated may include: (1) Construction 
activities, such as raising and setting 
back levees, recreating meanders, and 
modifying the river channel; (2) 
maintenance activities such as 
vegetation control, channel dredging, 
and erosion control; and (3) other non-
structural activities, such as land 
management and grazing. 

The PEIS will identify, describe, and 
evaluate the existing environmental, 
cultural, sociological and economical, 
and recreational resources; describe the 
flood protection projects; and evaluate 
the impacts associated with the 
alternatives under consideration. 
Significant issues which have been 
identified to be addressed in the PEIS 
include, but are not limited to impacts 
to water resources, water quality, 
cultural and biological resources, 
threatened and endangered species, and 
recreation. Coordination with the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
will ensure compliance with the Fish 
and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1973, 
as amended. Cultural resources 
assessments for the project areas will be 
coordinated by the New Mexico State 
Historic Preservation Officer, the Texas 
State Historic Preservation Officer, and 
the California State Historic 
Preservation Officer. Other federal and 
state agencies will be consulted, as 
required, to ensure compliance with 
federal and state laws and regulations. 

The USIBWC has invited several 
agencies to participate as cooperating 
agencies pursuant 40 CFR 1501.6, to the 

extent possible. Other agencies may be 
invited to become cooperators as they 
are identified during the scoping 
process. 

The environmental review of this 
project will be conducted in accordance 
with the requirements of NEPA, CEQ 
Regulations (40 CFR parts 1500–1508), 
other appropriate federal regulations, 
and the USIBWC procedures for 
compliance with those regulations. 
Copies of the PEIS will be transmitted 
to federal and state agencies and other 
interested parties for comments and will 
be filed with the Environmental 
Protection Agency in accordance with 
40 CFR parts 1500–1508 and USIBWC 
procedures. 

The USIBWC anticipates the Draft 
PEIS will be made available to the 
public by November 2005.

Dated: November 16, 2004. 
Susan E. Daniel, 
General Counsel.
[FR Doc. 04–26502 Filed 12–9–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4710–03–P

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

Notice [04–145] 

Notice of Establishment of a NASA 
Advisory Committee, Pursuant to the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5 
U.S.C. App. 1 et seq.

AGENCY: National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration (NASA). 

Explanation of Need: The 
Administrator of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration 
has determined that the establishment 
of the NASA Summit Industry Panel 
2005 is necessary and in the public 
interest in connection with the 
performance of duties imposed upon 
NASA by law. This determination 
follows consultation with the 
Committee Management Secretariat, 
General Services Administration. 

Name of Committee: Summit Industry 
Panel 2005. 

Purpose and Objective: The Panel will 
draw on the expertise of its members 
and other sources to provide its advice 
and recommendations to the Associate 
Administrator for Space Operations on 
plans, policies, programs, and other 
matters pertinent to the Space 
Operations Mission Directorate’s 
responsibilities, including integrating 
and implementing aerospace industry 
approaches, resources, and capabilities 
to support the Space Shuttle Program 
(SSP), the International Space Station 
(ISS), and future needs of the Agency as 
applicable to the preparation and 

conduct of the Integrated Space 
Operations Summit (ISOS) currently 
scheduled for 2005. The Panel will hold 
meetings and make site visits as 
necessary to accomplish their 
responsibilities. The Panel will function 
solely as an advisory body and will 
comply fully with the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act. 

Lack of Duplication of Resources: The 
Panel’s functions cannot be performed 
by the agency, another existing 
committee, or other means such as a 
public meeting. 

Fairly Balanced Membership: 
Membership will be selected from 
among industry representatives to 
ensure a balanced representation of 
expertise and points of view in 
scientific and technical areas relevant to 
space flight and exploration. 

Duration: Ad hoc. 
Responsible NASA Official: Col. (Ret) 

Stephen Pitotti, Special Assistant for 
Program Integration for the Deputy 
Associate Administrator for Space 
Station and Shuttle, National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, 
300 E Street, SW., Washington, DC 
20546, telephone (202) 358–4764.

P. Diane Rausch, 
Advisory Committee Management Officer, 
National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration.
[FR Doc. 04–27149 Filed 12–9–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7510–13–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 52–008] 

Dominion Nuclear North Anna, LLC; 
Notice of Availability of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for an 
Early Site Permit (ESP) at the North 
Anna ESP Site and Associated Public 
Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC, 
the Commission) has published 
NUREG–1811, ‘‘Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement for an Early Site 
Permit (ESP) at the North Anna ESP 
Site,’’ (DEIS). The site is located near 
the Town of Mineral in Louisa County, 
Virginia, on the southern shore of Lake 
Anna. The application for the ESP was 
submitted by letter dated September 25, 
2003, pursuant to 10 CFR Part 52. The 
application included a site redress plan 
in accordance with 10 CFR 52.17(c) and 
52.25. If the site redress plan is 
incorporated in an approved ESP, then 
the applicant may carry out certain site 
preparation work and preliminary 
construction activities. A notice of 
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ITEM 2 
Cooperating Agency Request Letter 



















 
 
 
 
 

ITEM 3 
Agencies Requested to Participate as 
Cooperating Agencies and Responses 



Agencies Requested to Participate as Cooperating Agencies 

Agency Location Yes a No b 

United States Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service Albuquerque, NM   
United States Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service Temple, TX   
United States Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service Davis, CA   
United States Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service Las Cruces, NM   
United States Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service El Paso, TX   

 
United States Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service Escondido, CA   
United States Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service Marfa, TX   
Environmental Protection Agency 
Region VI Dallas, TX   
Environmental Protection Agency 
Region IX San Francisco, CA   
United States Army Corps of Engineers  
Fort Worth District Fort Worth, TX  ■ 
United States Army Corps of Engineers 
Albuquerque District Fort Bliss, TX   
United States Army Corps of Engineers 
Albuquerque District Albuquerque, NM   
United States Army Corps of Engineers 
Los Angeles District Los Angeles, CA ■  
United States Army Corps of Engineers 
Galveston District Galveston, TX ■  
Bureau of Land Management 
California State Office Sacramento, CA   
Bureau of Land Management 
Palm Springs/South Coast Field Office              North Palm Springs, CA   
Bureau of Land Management 
State Director Santa Fe, NM   
Bureau of Land Management 
Las Cruces Field Office Las Cruces, NM   
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
 Pacific Region 1 Portland, OR   
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
Southwest Region 2 Albuquerque, NM   
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office Albuquerque, NM ■  



Agencies Requested to Participate as Cooperating Agencies 

Agency Location Yes a No b 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service  
Ecological Services 
c/o Texas A&M University at Corpus Christie 

Corpus Christi, TX   
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
Austin Ecological Service Office Austin, TX   
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office Carlsbad, CA   

Texas Historical Commission Austin, TX   
New Mexico Office of Cultural Affairs 
Historic Preservation Division Santa Fe, NM ■  
Office of Historic Preservation 
Department of Parks and Recreation Sacramento, CA   
California State Water Resources Control Board Sacramento, CA   
Regional Water Quality Control Board 
San Diego, Region 9 San Diego, CA   
California Department of Fish and Game 
South Coast Region 5 San Diego, CA   

New Mexico Environment Department Santa Fe, NM   

New Mexico Department of Agriculture Las Cruces, NM   

New Mexico Office of the State Engineer Santa Fe, NM   
New Mexico Department of Game and Fish 
 Santa Fe, NM   

New Mexico Department of Game and Fish Las Cruces, NM   

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality Austin, TX   

Texas Water Development Board Austin, TX   

Texas Department of Agriculture Austin, TX   

Texas Parks and Wildlife Austin, TX   
United States Bureau of Reclamation 
Upper Colorado Region Salt Lake City, UT   



Agencies Requested to Participate as Cooperating Agencies 

Agency Location Yes a No b 

United States Bureau of Reclamation 
Lower Colorado Region Boulder City, NV   
United States Bureau of Reclamation Great 
Plains Region Billings, MT   
United States Bureau of Reclamation 
Oklahoma-Texas Area Office Austin, TX  ■ 
United States Bureau of Reclamation 
Albuquerque Area Office Albuquerque, NM ■  
United States Bureau of Reclamation 
Southern California Area Office Temecula, CA   
United States Bureau of Reclamation 
El Paso Field Division Office El Paso, TX   
Ysleta Del Sur Pueblo 
Pueblo Council El Paso, TX   
Kickapoo Traditional Tribe of Texas 
Shawnee Agency Eagle Pass, TX   

Acoma Pueblo Acomita, NM   

Alamo Navajo Chapter Magdelena, NM   

Cochiti Pueblo Cochiti, NM   

Isleta Pueblo Isleta, NM   

Jemez Pueblo Jemez Pueblo, NM   

Jicarilla Apache Tribe Dulce, NM   

Laguna Pueblo Laguna, NM   

Mescalero Apache Tribe Mescalero, NM   

Nambe Pueblo Santa Fe,  NM   

Picuris Pueblo Penasco, NM   

Pojoaque Pueblo Sante Fe, NM   



Agencies Requested to Participate as Cooperating Agencies 

Agency Location Yes a No b 

San Felipe Pueblo San Felipe Pueblo, NM   

San Ildefonso Pueblo Santa Fe, NM   

San Juan Pueblo San Juan Pueblo, NM   

Sandia Pueblo Bernalillo, NM   

Santa Ana Pueblo Bernalillo, NM   

Santa Clara Pueblo Española, NM   
Santo Domingo Pueblo 
 Santo Domingo Pueblo, NM   
Taos Pueblo 
 Taos, NM   

Tesuque Pueblo Santa Fe, NM   

Zia Pueblo Zia Pueblo, NM   

Zuni Pueblo Zuni, NM   

Barona Band of Mission Indians Lakeside, CA   

Campo Band of Kumeyaay Indians  Campo, CA   

Cuyapaipe Band of Mission Indians Alpine, CA   

Inaja - Cosmit Band of Indians Escondido, CA   

Jamul Indian Village Jamul, CA   

La Jolla Band of Mission Indians Pauma Valley, CA   

La Posta Band of Mission Indians Boulevard, CA   

Los Coyotes Band of Mission Indians Warner Springs, CA   



Agencies Requested to Participate as Cooperating Agencies 

Agency Location Yes a No b 

Manzanita Band of the Kumeyaay Nation   Boulevard, CA   

Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians Santa Ysabel, CA   

Pala Band of Mission Indians Pala, CA   

Pauma/Yuima Band of Mission Indians  Pauma Valley, CA   

Rincon Nation of Luiseño Indians Valley Center, CA   

San Pasqual Band of Indians Valley Center, CA   

Santa Ysabel Band of Diegueño Indians Santa Ysabel, CA   
Sycuan Band of the Kumeyaay Nation  
 El Cajon, CA   

Viejas Band of Kumeyaay Indians Alpine, CA   
a    Willing to participate as a Cooperating Agency 
b    Not willing or unable to participate as a Cooperating Agency 
 



















 
 
 
 
 

ITEM 4 
Affidavits of Publication 

 













 
 
 
 
 

ITEM 5 
Notification Letter and Mailing List 

 











































































 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX B 



SIGN- IN SHEET 
PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 
RIO GRANDE AND TIJUANA RIVER  

FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS 
NEW MEXICO, TEXAS, AND CALIFORNIA 

 

Date:  __________________ 

   Location:___________________ 

 

Name    Affiliation  Street Address  City, State, Zip  Phone Number (optional) 

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 



 
WRITTEN COMMENT SHEET 

PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 

RIO GRANDE AND TIJUANA RIVER  
FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS 

NEW MEXICO, TEXAS, AND CALIFORNIA 
 

Thank you for attending this public scoping meeting.  Our purpose for hosting this 
meeting is to give you an opportunity to assist us in identifying pertinent environmental 
issues for analysis in a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement.  The 
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement will evaluate potential effects of 
strategies to meet the need for flood control and boundary stabilization, continue 
maintenance of water deliveries, and identify opportunities for environmental or 
recreational improvements.  Please use this sheet to bring to our attention potential 
environmental issues that you feel should be analyzed in the Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement.  You may use the back of this sheet if necessary.  
 
Please print your comments below:    Date: __________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________ 

Your Name ( please print): ________________________________________________ 

Affiliation:  _____________________________________________________________ 

Street Address:  _________________________________________________________ 

City, State, Zip:  _________________________________________________________ 

Phone Number (optional):  ________________________________________________ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Please hand this form in tonight, or mail it to: 
 

Mr. Daniel Borunda 
Environmental Protection Specialist 

Compliance Section, USIBWC 
4171 North Mesa Street, C-100 

El Paso, Texas  79902 
 

Please note:  Your letter must be postmarked by February 7, 2005 
to ensure consideration in the Draft PEIS. 



WRITTEN COMMENT SHEET (Continued) 
PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 
RIO GRANDE AND TIJUANA RIVER 

FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS 
NEW MEXICO, TEXAS, AND CALIFORNIA 

 
Continued from other side: 

 

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________ 

Your Name: (please print):  _______________________________________________ 

Affiliation:  _____________________________________________________________ 

Street Address:  _________________________________________________________ 

City, State, Zip:  _________________________________________________________ 

Phone Number (optional):_________________________________________________ 
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U.S. International Boundary and Water U.S. International Boundary and Water 
CommissionCommission
Rio Grande and Tijuana River Flood Rio Grande and Tijuana River Flood 
Control Projects PEISControl Projects PEIS

Public Scoping MeetingPublic Scoping Meeting

January 11, 2005January 11, 2005

El Paso, TexasEl Paso, Texas

Meeting AgendaMeeting Agenda

Welcome and introductionsWelcome and introductions

Purpose of meetingPurpose of meeting

NEPA processNEPA process

Program purpose and needProgram purpose and need

Project descriptionProject description

Preliminary alternatives and evaluation Preliminary alternatives and evaluation 
objectivesobjectives

Environmental impact areas to be Environmental impact areas to be 
consideredconsidered

Meeting FormatMeeting Format

Presentation followed by:Presentation followed by:

Stations with more detailed information Stations with more detailed information 
about key topicsabout key topics

Opportunity for public comments:Opportunity for public comments:

Comment formsComment forms

Topic stationsTopic stations

Flip chartsFlip charts

Purpose of MeetingPurpose of Meeting

USIBWC intends to prepare a Programmatic USIBWC intends to prepare a Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for 
management activities of flood control projects in the management activities of flood control projects in the 
U.S. portions of the Rio Grande and Tijuana RiverU.S. portions of the Rio Grande and Tijuana River

Management activities may include:Management activities may include:

Structural activities (construction)Structural activities (construction)

NonNon--structural activities (maintenance)structural activities (maintenance)

Collaboration with other agencies and landownersCollaboration with other agencies and landowners

Purpose of MeetingPurpose of Meeting

Per NEPA requirements, USIBWC needs to Per NEPA requirements, USIBWC needs to 
obtain public input on the obtain public input on the scopescope of:of:

The environmental analysisThe environmental analysis

Preliminary alternativesPreliminary alternatives

Preliminary evaluation objectivesPreliminary evaluation objectives

Public MeetingsPublic Meetings
El Paso, Texas El Paso, Texas -- January 11January 11

Las Cruces, New Mexico Las Cruces, New Mexico -- January 12January 12

Presidio, Texas Presidio, Texas -- January 13January 13

McAllen, Texas McAllen, Texas -- January 19January 19

Imperial Beach (San Diego County), Imperial Beach (San Diego County), 
California California –– January 27January 27

NEPA ProcessNEPA Process

What is NEPA?What is NEPA?

National Environmental Policy ActNational Environmental Policy Act

Encourage environmental protection for the Encourage environmental protection for the 
benefit of future generationsbenefit of future generations

Applies to Federal agencies and activitiesApplies to Federal agencies and activities

What is NEPA?What is NEPA?

Requires Federal agencies to:Requires Federal agencies to:

Consider environmental costs and benefits of Consider environmental costs and benefits of 
proposed action before any decision is made on proposed action before any decision is made on 
the actionthe action

Involve other agencies and the public early onInvolve other agencies and the public early on

Consider the potential for significant Consider the potential for significant 
environmental effects of proposed federal actionsenvironmental effects of proposed federal actions

Consider reasonable alternatives and measures to Consider reasonable alternatives and measures to 
lessen potentially significant effectslessen potentially significant effects

Document environmental analysis and process for Document environmental analysis and process for 
decisiondecision--makersmakers
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Why a PEIS?Why a PEIS?

Federal actions required to prepare one or Federal actions required to prepare one or 
more of the following:more of the following:

Categorical Exclusion (CE)Categorical Exclusion (CE)

Environmental Assessment (EA)Environmental Assessment (EA)

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
(PEIS)(PEIS)

NEPA Process NEPA Process -- PEISPEIS

Identification of Stakeholders

Public Notification

Scoping Meetings

Development of Alternatives

Draft PEIS

Public Hearings

Respond to and Incorporate Comments

Final PEIS

Record of Decision

S c o p i n g    P r o c e s s

Public
Participation

Proposed Agency Action

Stakeholders

Stakeholders

Role of Scoping ProcessRole of Scoping Process

Open and objective process for determining Open and objective process for determining 
the scope of issues and alternatives to be the scope of issues and alternatives to be 
addressed in the environmental analysisaddressed in the environmental analysis

Purpose of Scoping Meeting is to:Purpose of Scoping Meeting is to:

Identify public and agency concernsIdentify public and agency concerns

Define the issues and alternatives that will be Define the issues and alternatives that will be 
examined in the PEISexamined in the PEIS

Facilitate efficient environmental review Facilitate efficient environmental review 
process by helping ensure that the PEIS process by helping ensure that the PEIS 
adequately addresses relevant issuesadequately addresses relevant issues

Purpose and NeedPurpose and Need

USIBWC ProjectsUSIBWC Projects

USIBWC maintains four flood control USIBWC maintains four flood control 
projects along the Rio Grandeprojects along the Rio Grande

Canalization Project Canalization Project –– PerchaPercha Dam to Dam to 
American Dam American Dam 

Rectification Project Rectification Project –– El Paso to Ft. QuitmanEl Paso to Ft. Quitman

PresidioPresidio--OjinagaOjinaga ProjectProject

Lower Rio Grande Project Lower Rio Grande Project –– From From PePeññitasitas to to 
the Gulf of Mexicothe Gulf of Mexico

USIBWC maintains the Tijuana River Flood USIBWC maintains the Tijuana River Flood 
Control Project (U.S. portion)Control Project (U.S. portion)

USIBWC ProjectsUSIBWC Projects

Program Purpose and NeedProgram Purpose and Need

The purpose of the proposed federal action The purpose of the proposed federal action 
is to:is to:

identify and evaluate alternatives for the identify and evaluate alternatives for the 
management of existing projects management of existing projects 

assist USIBWC to comply with its mandate assist USIBWC to comply with its mandate 
for flood protection, water deliveries, and/or for flood protection, water deliveries, and/or 
boundary stabilizationboundary stabilization

identify opportunities to enhance identify opportunities to enhance 
environmental resourcesenvironmental resources

coordinate with other entities in the coordinate with other entities in the 
development of recreational opportunitiesdevelopment of recreational opportunities

Project DescriptionProject Description

Project Description Project Description ––
Canalization ProjectCanalization Project

From From PerchaPercha Dam in Sierra County, New Dam in Sierra County, New 
Mexico to American Dam in El Paso County, Mexico to American Dam in El Paso County, 
Texas Texas –– 106 miles106 miles

Constructed in 1938Constructed in 1938--1943 to:1943 to:

Provide flood protectionProvide flood protection

Ensure water deliveries per 1906 Convention Ensure water deliveries per 1906 Convention 
to Mexico and to the Rincon, Mesilla and El to Mexico and to the Rincon, Mesilla and El 
Paso valleys in the U.S.Paso valleys in the U.S.
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Project Description Project Description ––
Canalization ProjectCanalization Project

Project consists of: channel, floodways, Project consists of: channel, floodways, 
levees, diversion dams and canals, siphons, levees, diversion dams and canals, siphons, 
and other structuresand other structures

Current management/maintenance activities:Current management/maintenance activities:

Sediment controlSediment control

Vegetation control and grading of floodways Vegetation control and grading of floodways 
and leveesand levees

Land leasing Land leasing –– grazing, recreation and row grazing, recreation and row 
cropscrops

Project Description Project Description ––
Canalization ProjectCanalization Project

Environmental concerns:Environmental concerns:

Alteration of flow and riparian ecosystemAlteration of flow and riparian ecosystem

Reduction in river length, loss of riparian and Reduction in river length, loss of riparian and 
aquatic habitataquatic habitat

Exotic speciesExotic species

Limited aquatic and terrestrial habitatLimited aquatic and terrestrial habitat

Water qualityWater quality

Project Description Project Description ––
Canalization ProjectCanalization Project

Recent efforts by USIBWC:Recent efforts by USIBWC:

Planting of native vegetationPlanting of native vegetation

Control of invasive speciesControl of invasive species

Modification of mowing practicesModification of mowing practices

Establishment of noEstablishment of no--mow zonesmow zones

Modification of sediment removal practicesModification of sediment removal practices

Construction of pilot projects: vortex weirs, rock Construction of pilot projects: vortex weirs, rock 
groins, groins, embaymentsembayments

Coordination in developing recreational areasCoordination in developing recreational areas

Status of EISStatus of EIS

Project Description Project Description ––
Canalization ProjectCanalization Project

Alternatives Formulation Report (March 2002)Alternatives Formulation Report (March 2002)

Identified and evaluated five maintenance Identified and evaluated five maintenance 
alternatives and identified preferred alternativealternatives and identified preferred alternative

Two key issues mentioned by the public after Two key issues mentioned by the public after 
publication: publication: 

–– Potential conflict between alternatives and water Potential conflict between alternatives and water 
and land ownershipand land ownership

–– More extensive evaluation of river restoration More extensive evaluation of river restoration 
was requiredwas required

Project Description Project Description ––
Canalization ProjectCanalization Project

Reformulation of River Management Reformulation of River Management 
Alternatives (August 2003)Alternatives (August 2003)

Identified and evaluated four maintenance Identified and evaluated four maintenance 
alternativesalternatives

Identified preferred alternative Identified preferred alternative –– Integrated Integrated 
Land ManagementLand Management

–– Environmental enhancementsEnvironmental enhancements

–– Habitat enhancementsHabitat enhancements

–– Levee rehabilitationLevee rehabilitation

Project Description Project Description ––
Rectification ProjectRectification Project

From American Dam in El Paso County, From American Dam in El Paso County, 
Texas to Fort Quitman in Hudspeth County, Texas to Fort Quitman in Hudspeth County, 
Texas Texas –– 86 miles86 miles

Constructed in 1934Constructed in 1934--1938 to:1938 to:

Provide flood protectionProvide flood protection

Stabilize international boundaryStabilize international boundary

Project Description Project Description ––
Rectification ProjectRectification Project

Project consists of: channel, floodways, Project consists of: channel, floodways, 
levees, diversion dams and canals, grade levees, diversion dams and canals, grade 
control structures, bridges and other control structures, bridges and other 
structuresstructures

ChamizalChamizal ProjectProject

Through downtown El Paso/Juarez Through downtown El Paso/Juarez 

ConcreteConcrete--lined channel lined channel –– 4.4 miles4.4 miles

Constructed in 1968 to settle international Constructed in 1968 to settle international 
boundary disputeboundary dispute

Project Description Project Description ––
Rectification ProjectRectification Project

Current maintenance activities:Current maintenance activities:

Sediment controlSediment control

Vegetation control and grading of floodways Vegetation control and grading of floodways 
and leveesand levees

Resurfacing of levee roadsResurfacing of levee roads

Project Description Project Description ––
Rectification ProjectRectification Project

Environmental concerns:Environmental concerns:

Alteration of flow and riparian ecosystemAlteration of flow and riparian ecosystem

Removal of river meandersRemoval of river meanders

Reduction in river length, loss of riparian and Reduction in river length, loss of riparian and 
aquatic habitataquatic habitat

Exotic speciesExotic species

Water qualityWater quality
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Project Description Project Description ––
Rectification ProjectRectification Project

Recent efforts by USIBWC:Recent efforts by USIBWC:

Modification of sediment removal practicesModification of sediment removal practices

Coordination in planned Rio Grande River Coordination in planned Rio Grande River 
Trail and ParkTrail and Park

Facilitation of Rio Bosque Wetlands ParkFacilitation of Rio Bosque Wetlands Park

Preliminary AlternativesPreliminary Alternatives

OptionsOptions

ObjectivesObjectives PerformancePerformance
MeasuresMeasures

AlternativesAlternatives

EvaluationEvaluation

““WhyWhy””

““HowHow””

Score CardScore Card

Alternatives Development ProcessAlternatives Development Process

The indicators of how well the The indicators of how well the 
objectives are being metobjectives are being met

Performance Performance 
MeasuresMeasures

Decision Process Terms

The goalsThe goals that define the essential that define the essential 
purposes in broad, overarching termspurposes in broad, overarching terms

The individual building blocks that The individual building blocks that 
consist of projects, management consist of projects, management 
solutions, and other optionssolutions, and other options

ObjectivesObjectives

OptionsOptions

Combinations of options that are Combinations of options that are 
designed to accomplish the objectivesdesigned to accomplish the objectives

AlternativesAlternatives

Alternatives are Alternatives are 
organized around different themesorganized around different themes

Flood
Control

Water
Supply

Rip. Hab
Recrea.

Water
Quality

FloodFlood
ControlControl

Flood
Control

Aqu Hab
Rip Hab

Recrea-
tion

Wat Qual

RecreationRecreation

Fl Control
Water Sup

Riparian
Habitat

Recrea.
Wat Qual

HabitatsHabitats

Aquatic
Habitat

Flood 
Control

Water
Supply

Aquatic 
Habitat

Recrea-
tion

Riparian
Habitat

Water
Quality

AlternativesAlternatives

Restoration Strategies MethodRestoration Strategies Method

Formulation processFormulation process
1.1. Identify objectives and performance Identify objectives and performance 

measuresmeasures

Flood controlFlood control

Water supplyWater supply

Environmental enhancementEnvironmental enhancement

Recreational opportunitiesRecreational opportunities

Implementability (cost, social impacts)Implementability (cost, social impacts)

InterInter--agency cooperationagency cooperation

Formulation processFormulation process
2.2. Identify Identify ‘‘conceptsconcepts’’ organized by objectiveorganized by objective

Flood control and water deliveries: levee Flood control and water deliveries: levee 
improvements, sediment controlimprovements, sediment control

Environmental enhancement: reconnect Environmental enhancement: reconnect 
meanders, native vegetation management, meanders, native vegetation management, 
diversify habitatdiversify habitat

Recreational opportunities: USIBWC Recreational opportunities: USIBWC 
coordination with adjacent parks, trailscoordination with adjacent parks, trails

ImplementabilityImplementability: cost, acceptance: cost, acceptance

Interagency cooperationInteragency cooperation

Formulation processFormulation process
3.3. Initial screening of concepts based on fatal Initial screening of concepts based on fatal 

flaw analysisflaw analysis

4.4. Identify flood control issues/problem areasIdentify flood control issues/problem areas

Army Corps of Engineers levee surveyArmy Corps of Engineers levee survey

Previous hydraulic modelingPrevious hydraulic modeling

Previous alternative formulations & analysesPrevious alternative formulations & analyses

USIBWC staff experienceUSIBWC staff experience

Formulation processFormulation process
5.5. Identify water delivery issues/problem areasIdentify water delivery issues/problem areas

USIBWC staff experienceUSIBWC staff experience

Sediment controlSediment control

6.6. Divide river into Divide river into ‘‘River Management UnitsRiver Management Units’’
or similar conceptor similar concept

7.7. Identify environmental enhancement and Identify environmental enhancement and 
recreational opportunities by RMUrecreational opportunities by RMU
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Formulation processFormulation process
8.8. Formulate alternatives based on:Formulate alternatives based on:

Flood control issues and needsFlood control issues and needs

Water supply issues and needsWater supply issues and needs

Environmental enhancement opportunitiesEnvironmental enhancement opportunities

Recreational opportunitiesRecreational opportunities

9.9. Evaluate alternatives based on objectives Evaluate alternatives based on objectives 
and performance measuresand performance measures

Preliminary AlternativesPreliminary Alternatives

1. Maintain Current O&M Practices (No Action)
2. Modified O&M and Flood Control Improvement 

Activities
3. Integrated Land Management
4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration

1. Maintain Current O&M Practices1. Maintain Current O&M Practices
Baseline alternative
Mowing to control weeds & and woody vegetation
No mow zones
Repair levees
Remove debris in channel & floodway 
Manage grazing leases
Sediment removal & disposal
Bank stabilization
Pilot habitat structure program
Structural repairs and adjustments
Coordination with NWRs and parks

2. Modified O&M and Flood Control 2. Modified O&M and Flood Control 
Improvement ActivitiesImprovement Activities

Address known or potential flood control 
deficiencies 
Assess adequacy of existing levee system to 
contain design flows
Apply erosion control practices to reduce 
sediment load
Utilize non-structural floodplain management 
strategies to limit damage potential
Adjust channel geometry to effectively 
transport sediment and limit erosion 
Dispose of excavated sediment out of 
floodway or in eroding reaches

3. Integrated Land Management3. Integrated Land Management

Incorporate environmental measures in 
conjunction with flood control, erosion 
control and sediment removal actions 
Naturalize riparian corridor for bank 
stabilization and habitat enhancement
Promote native vegetation management 
practices that support threatened and 
endangered species and eradication of 
exotic species
Minimize impact from water supply and 
sediment control facilities on aquatic and 
riparian migration pathways and water 
quality

4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration

Reestablish natural, functioning river 
channel with connected floodplain
Promote native vegetation management 
practices that support threatened and 
endangered species and eradication of 
exotic species
Reconnect riverine, riparian and upland 
corridors 
Use controlled reservoir releases to simulate 
historic flood surges and provide minimum 
flow sufficient to support native aquatic and 
riparian species

Canalization Project Canalization Project 
Site Specific IssuesSite Specific Issues

Reformulation Report Preferred Alternative –
Integrated USIBWC Land Management

48 potential environmental enhancement sites 
covering 5,500 acres
73 miles of levee reconstruction
Habitat enhancement within USIBWC ROW
$122M total capital cost ($55.9M flood control,  
$66.1M other) 
Additional actions
– Expand USIBWC land holdings in Seldon

Canyon

– Flood damage reduction study using risk-
based analysis

– Adaptive Management Plan

Rectification Project Rectification Project 
Site Specific IssuesSite Specific Issues

Chamizal Urbanized Channel – El Paso
Concrete-lining and lack of floodway limits 
habitat enhancements and recreational 
opportunities

Levee rehabilitation
Additional height
Increase structural integrity utilizing current 
design standards 

Modification of sediment removal practicesModification of sediment removal practices

Rectification Project Rectification Project 
Site Specific Issues (cont.)Site Specific Issues (cont.)

Habitat enhancements
Reconnect meanders
Increase water quality
Native vegetation promotion and 
exotic/invasive species eradication

Park and trail agency coordination Park and trail agency coordination 

Rio Grande River Trail and Park Rio Grande River Trail and Park 

Rio Bosque Wetlands ParkRio Bosque Wetlands Park

Other opportunities?Other opportunities?
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Environmental Impact Areas Environmental Impact Areas 
to be Consideredto be Considered

Environmental Impact AreasEnvironmental Impact Areas
Biological ResourcesBiological Resources
Water ResourcesWater Resources
Air QualityAir Quality
Land Use / Agricultural IssuesLand Use / Agricultural Issues
Urban / Energy IssuesUrban / Energy Issues
Recreational ResourcesRecreational Resources
Cultural ResourcesCultural Resources
Indian Tribal LandsIndian Tribal Lands
Environmental JusticeEnvironmental Justice
Visual ResourcesVisual Resources
Regional Economics Regional Economics 
Public Health / Environmental HazardsPublic Health / Environmental Hazards

Environmental Impact AreasEnvironmental Impact Areas

Biological ResourcesBiological Resources
HabitatsHabitats
VegetationVegetation
Aquatic Life and FisheriesAquatic Life and Fisheries

Water ResourcesWater Resources
HydrologyHydrology
Supply and ManagementSupply and Management
Water QualityWater Quality
GroundwaterGroundwater
Flood ControlFlood Control

Environmental Impact AreasEnvironmental Impact Areas

Land Use / Agricultural IssuesLand Use / Agricultural Issues
Geology and SoilsGeology and Soils
Urban / Agricultural Land useUrban / Agricultural Land use
Agricultural EconomicsAgricultural Economics
Agricultural Social IssuesAgricultural Social Issues

Urban / Energy IssuesUrban / Energy Issues
Water Supply EconomicsWater Supply Economics
NoiseNoise
TransportationTransportation
Utilities and Public ServicesUtilities and Public Services
Power Production and EnergyPower Production and Energy

Environmental Impact AreasEnvironmental Impact Areas

Air QualityAir Quality
Recreational ResourcesRecreational Resources
Cultural ResourcesCultural Resources
Indian Tribal LandsIndian Tribal Lands
Environmental JusticeEnvironmental Justice
Visual ResourcesVisual Resources
Regional Economics Regional Economics 
Public Health / Environmental HazardsPublic Health / Environmental Hazards

Next StepsNext Steps

Next StepsNext Steps

Complete Scoping Process Complete Scoping Process –– Early 2005Early 2005
Preparation of Draft PEIS Preparation of Draft PEIS –– Most of 2005Most of 2005
Public/Agency Review of Draft PEIS Public/Agency Review of Draft PEIS –– Late Late 
20052005
Public Hearings Public Hearings –– Late 2005Late 2005
Final PEIS Final PEIS –– Early 2006Early 2006
Record of Decision Record of Decision –– Early 2006Early 2006

Please submit written comments Please submit written comments 
before February 7 to:before February 7 to:

Daniel Daniel BorundaBorunda
USIBWCUSIBWC
Environmental Protection SpecialistEnvironmental Protection Specialist
4171 North Mesa4171 North Mesa
Suite CSuite C--100100
El Paso, Texas 79902El Paso, Texas 79902
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U.S. International Boundary and Water U.S. International Boundary and Water 
CommissionCommission
Rio Grande and Tijuana River Flood Rio Grande and Tijuana River Flood 
Control Projects PEISControl Projects PEIS

Public Scoping MeetingPublic Scoping Meeting

January 12, 2005January 12, 2005

Las Cruces, New MexicoLas Cruces, New Mexico

Meeting AgendaMeeting Agenda

Welcome and introductionsWelcome and introductions

Purpose of meetingPurpose of meeting

NEPA processNEPA process

Program purpose and needProgram purpose and need

Project descriptionProject description

Preliminary alternatives and evaluation Preliminary alternatives and evaluation 
objectivesobjectives

Environmental impact areas to be Environmental impact areas to be 
consideredconsidered

Meeting FormatMeeting Format

PresentationPresentation

Stations with more detailed information Stations with more detailed information 
about key topicsabout key topics

Opportunity for public comments:Opportunity for public comments:

Written comments (forms)Written comments (forms)

Topic stations Topic stations -- flip chartsflip charts

Purpose of MeetingPurpose of Meeting

USIBWC intends to prepare a Programmatic USIBWC intends to prepare a Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for 
management activities of flood control projects in the management activities of flood control projects in the 
U.S. portions of the Rio Grande and Tijuana RiverU.S. portions of the Rio Grande and Tijuana River

Management activities may include:Management activities may include:

Structural activities (construction)Structural activities (construction)

NonNon--structural activities (maintenance)structural activities (maintenance)

Collaboration with other agencies and landownersCollaboration with other agencies and landowners

Purpose of MeetingPurpose of Meeting

Per NEPA requirements, USIBWC is Per NEPA requirements, USIBWC is 
requesting public input on the requesting public input on the scopescope of:of:

The environmental analysisThe environmental analysis

Preliminary alternativesPreliminary alternatives

Preliminary evaluation objectivesPreliminary evaluation objectives

Public MeetingsPublic Meetings
El Paso, Texas El Paso, Texas -- January 11January 11

Las Cruces, New Mexico Las Cruces, New Mexico -- January 12January 12

Presidio, Texas Presidio, Texas -- January 13January 13

McAllen, Texas McAllen, Texas -- January 19January 19

Imperial Beach (San Diego County), Imperial Beach (San Diego County), 
California California –– January 27January 27

NEPA ProcessNEPA Process

What is NEPA?What is NEPA?

National Environmental Policy ActNational Environmental Policy Act

Encourage environmental protection for the Encourage environmental protection for the 
benefit of future generationsbenefit of future generations

Applies to Federal agencies and activitiesApplies to Federal agencies and activities

What is NEPA?What is NEPA?

Requires Federal agencies to:Requires Federal agencies to:

Consider environmental costs and benefits of Consider environmental costs and benefits of 
proposed action before any decision is made on proposed action before any decision is made on 
the actionthe action

Involve other agencies and the public early onInvolve other agencies and the public early on

Consider the potential for significant Consider the potential for significant 
environmental effects of proposed federal actionsenvironmental effects of proposed federal actions

Consider reasonable alternatives and measures to Consider reasonable alternatives and measures to 
lessen potentially significant effectslessen potentially significant effects

Document environmental analysis and process for Document environmental analysis and process for 
decisiondecision--makersmakers
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Types of NEPA DocumentsTypes of NEPA Documents

Federal actions required to prepare one or Federal actions required to prepare one or 
more of the following:more of the following:

Categorical Exclusion (CE)Categorical Exclusion (CE)

Environmental Assessment (EA)Environmental Assessment (EA)

–– Leads to EIS or Finding Of No Significant Impact Leads to EIS or Finding Of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI)(FONSI)

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Why a PEIS?Why a PEIS?

Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
Encourages a Tiered Process:Encourages a Tiered Process:

Per CFR 1502.20Per CFR 1502.20

Coverage of a program or plan in a broader EIS is Coverage of a program or plan in a broader EIS is 
called a Programmatic EIS (PEIS)called a Programmatic EIS (PEIS)

Subsequent narrower Subsequent narrower EAsEAs or or EISEIS’’ss for specific for specific 
projectsprojects

Helps lead agency focus on issues that are ripe Helps lead agency focus on issues that are ripe 
for decision and exclude from consideration for decision and exclude from consideration 
issues that are notissues that are not

NEPA Process NEPA Process -- PEISPEIS

Identification of Stakeholders

Public Notification

Scoping Meetings

Development of Alternatives

Draft PEIS

Public Hearings

Respond to and Incorporate Comments

Final PEIS

Record of Decision

S c o p i n g    P r o c e s s

Public
Participation

Proposed Agency Action

Stakeholders

Stakeholders

Role of Scoping ProcessRole of Scoping Process

Open and objective process for determining Open and objective process for determining 
the scope of issues and alternatives to be the scope of issues and alternatives to be 
addressed in the environmental analysisaddressed in the environmental analysis

Purpose of Scoping Meeting is to:Purpose of Scoping Meeting is to:

Identify public and agency concernsIdentify public and agency concerns

Define the issues and alternatives that will be Define the issues and alternatives that will be 
examined in the PEISexamined in the PEIS

Facilitate efficient environmental review Facilitate efficient environmental review 
process by helping ensure that the PEIS process by helping ensure that the PEIS 
adequately addresses relevant issuesadequately addresses relevant issues

Purpose and NeedPurpose and Need

USIBWC ProjectsUSIBWC Projects

USIBWC manages four flood control projects USIBWC manages four flood control projects 
along the Rio Grandealong the Rio Grande

Canalization Project Canalization Project –– PerchaPercha Dam to Dam to 
American Dam American Dam 

Rectification Project Rectification Project –– El Paso to Ft. QuitmanEl Paso to Ft. Quitman

PresidioPresidio--OjinagaOjinaga ProjectProject

Lower Rio Grande Project Lower Rio Grande Project –– From From PePeññitasitas to to 
the Gulf of Mexicothe Gulf of Mexico

USIBWC manages the Tijuana River Flood USIBWC manages the Tijuana River Flood 
Control Project (U.S. portion)Control Project (U.S. portion)

USIBWC ProjectsUSIBWC Projects

Program Purpose and NeedProgram Purpose and Need

The purpose of the proposed federal action The purpose of the proposed federal action 
is to:is to:

Identify and evaluate alternatives for the Identify and evaluate alternatives for the 
management of existing projects management of existing projects 

Assist USIBWC to comply with its mandate Assist USIBWC to comply with its mandate 
for flood protection, water deliveries, and/or for flood protection, water deliveries, and/or 
boundary stabilizationboundary stabilization

Identify opportunities to enhance Identify opportunities to enhance 
environmental resourcesenvironmental resources

Coordinate with other entities in the Coordinate with other entities in the 
development of recreational opportunitiesdevelopment of recreational opportunities

Project DescriptionProject Description
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Project Description Project Description ––
Canalization ProjectCanalization Project

From From PerchaPercha Dam in Sierra County, New Dam in Sierra County, New 
Mexico to American Dam in El Paso County, Mexico to American Dam in El Paso County, 
Texas Texas –– 106 miles106 miles

Constructed in 1938Constructed in 1938--1943 to:1943 to:

Provide flood protectionProvide flood protection

Ensure water deliveries per 1906 Convention Ensure water deliveries per 1906 Convention 
to Mexico and to the Rincon, Mesilla and El to Mexico and to the Rincon, Mesilla and El 
Paso valleys in the U.S.Paso valleys in the U.S.

Project Description Project Description ––
Canalization ProjectCanalization Project

Project consists of: channel, floodways, Project consists of: channel, floodways, 
levees, diversion dams and canals, siphons, levees, diversion dams and canals, siphons, 
and other structuresand other structures

Current management/maintenance activities:Current management/maintenance activities:

Sediment controlSediment control

Vegetation control and grading of floodways Vegetation control and grading of floodways 
and leveesand levees

Land leasing Land leasing –– grazing, recreation and row grazing, recreation and row 
cropscrops

Project Description Project Description ––
Canalization ProjectCanalization Project

Environmental concerns:Environmental concerns:

Alteration of flowAlteration of flow

Erosion & sedimentationErosion & sedimentation

Reduction in river lengthReduction in river length

Loss of riparian and aquatic habitatLoss of riparian and aquatic habitat

Exotic speciesExotic species

Water qualityWater quality

Project Description Project Description ––
Canalization ProjectCanalization Project

Recent efforts by USIBWC:Recent efforts by USIBWC:

Planting of native vegetationPlanting of native vegetation

Control of invasive speciesControl of invasive species

Modification of mowing practicesModification of mowing practices

Establishment of noEstablishment of no--mow zonesmow zones

Modification of sediment removal practicesModification of sediment removal practices

Construction of pilot projects: vortex weirs, rock Construction of pilot projects: vortex weirs, rock 
groins, groins, embaymentsembayments

Coordination in developing recreational areasCoordination in developing recreational areas

Project Description Project Description ––
Canalization ProjectCanalization Project

Status of EISStatus of EIS

Alternatives Formulation Report (March 2002)Alternatives Formulation Report (March 2002)

Reformulation of River Management Reformulation of River Management 
Alternatives (August 2003)Alternatives (August 2003)

River Management Plan (May 2004)River Management Plan (May 2004)

Record of DecisionRecord of Decision

EIS/PEIS RelationshipEIS/PEIS Relationship

PEIS to incorporate EIS findings PEIS to incorporate EIS findings 

Preliminary AlternativesPreliminary Alternatives

OptionsOptions

ObjectivesObjectives PerformancePerformance
MeasuresMeasures

AlternativesAlternatives

EvaluationEvaluation

““WhyWhy””

““HowHow””

Score CardScore Card

Alternatives Development ProcessAlternatives Development Process

The indicators of how well the The indicators of how well the 
objectives are being metobjectives are being met

Performance Performance 
MeasuresMeasures

Decision Process Terms

The goalsThe goals that define the essential that define the essential 
purposes in broad, overarching termspurposes in broad, overarching terms

The individual building blocks that The individual building blocks that 
consist of projects, management consist of projects, management 
solutions, and other optionssolutions, and other options

ObjectivesObjectives

OptionsOptions

Combinations of options that are Combinations of options that are 
designed to accomplish the objectivesdesigned to accomplish the objectives

AlternativesAlternatives

Alternatives are Alternatives are 
organized around different themesorganized around different themes

Flood
Control

Water
Supply

Rip Hab
Recrea.

Water
Quality

FloodFlood
ControlControl

Flood
Control

Aqu Hab
Rip Hab

Recrea-
tion

Wat Qual

RecreationRecreation

Fl Control
Water Sup

Riparian
Habitat

Rec
Wat Qual

HabitatsHabitats

Aquatic
Habitat

Flood 
Control

Water
Supply

Aquatic 
Habitat

Recrea-
tion

Riparian
Habitat

Water
Quality

AlternativesAlternatives

Restoration Strategies MethodRestoration Strategies Method
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Formulation processFormulation process

Standards & permit conditionsStandards & permit conditionsInteragency CooperationInteragency Cooperation

Relative costRelative cost
Social impactsSocial impacts

ImplementabilityImplementability
Number & extent of facilitiesNumber & extent of facilitiesRecreational OpportunitiesRecreational Opportunities

Habitat size or qualityHabitat size or quality
Water quality influencesWater quality influences
Relative number & extent of Relative number & extent of 
exotic & native speciesexotic & native species

Environmental Environmental 
EnhancementEnhancement

Ability to meet obligationsAbility to meet obligations
Water rights impactsWater rights impacts

Ensure Water DeliveriesEnsure Water Deliveries
Ability to convey design flowAbility to convey design flowProvide Flood ControlProvide Flood Control

Performance MeasurePerformance MeasureObjectiveObjective

Formulation processFormulation process
2.2. Identify Identify ‘‘conceptsconcepts’’ organized by objectiveorganized by objective

Flood control and water deliveries: levee Flood control and water deliveries: levee 
improvements, sediment controlimprovements, sediment control

Environmental enhancement: reconnect Environmental enhancement: reconnect 
meanders, native vegetation management, meanders, native vegetation management, 
diversify habitatdiversify habitat

Recreational opportunities: USIBWC Recreational opportunities: USIBWC 
coordination with adjacent parks, trailscoordination with adjacent parks, trails

Implementability: cost, acceptanceImplementability: cost, acceptance

Interagency cooperationInteragency cooperation

Formulation processFormulation process
3.3. Initial screening of concepts based on fatal Initial screening of concepts based on fatal 

flaw analysisflaw analysis

4.4. Identify flood control issues/problem areasIdentify flood control issues/problem areas

Army Corps of Engineers levee surveyArmy Corps of Engineers levee survey

Previous hydraulic modelingPrevious hydraulic modeling

Previous alternative formulations & analysesPrevious alternative formulations & analyses

USIBWC staff experienceUSIBWC staff experience

Formulation processFormulation process
5.5. Identify water delivery issues/problem areasIdentify water delivery issues/problem areas

USIBWC staff experienceUSIBWC staff experience

Sediment controlSediment control

6.6. Divide river into Divide river into ‘‘River Management UnitsRiver Management Units’’
or similar conceptor similar concept

7.7. Identify environmental enhancement and Identify environmental enhancement and 
recreational opportunities by RMUrecreational opportunities by RMU

Formulation processFormulation process
8.8. Formulate alternatives based on:Formulate alternatives based on:

Flood control issues and needsFlood control issues and needs

Water supply issues and needsWater supply issues and needs

Environmental enhancement opportunitiesEnvironmental enhancement opportunities

Recreational opportunitiesRecreational opportunities

9.9. Evaluate alternatives based on objectives Evaluate alternatives based on objectives 
and performance measuresand performance measures

Preliminary AlternativesPreliminary Alternatives

1. Maintain Current O&M Practices (No Action)
2. Modified O&M and Flood Control Improvement 

Activities
3. Integrated Land Management
4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration

1. Maintain Current O&M Practices1. Maintain Current O&M Practices
Baseline alternative
Mowing to control weeds & and woody vegetation
No mow zones
Repair levees
Remove debris in channel & floodway 
Manage grazing leases
Sediment removal & disposal
Bank stabilization
Pilot habitat structure program
Structural repairs and adjustments
Coordination with NWRs and parks

2. Modified O&M and Flood Control 2. Modified O&M and Flood Control 
Improvement ActivitiesImprovement Activities

Address known or potential flood control 
deficiencies 
Assess adequacy of existing levee system to 
contain design flows
Apply erosion control practices to reduce 
sediment load
Utilize non-structural floodplain management 
strategies to limit damage potential
Adjust channel geometry to effectively 
transport sediment and limit erosion 
Dispose of excavated sediment out of 
floodway or in eroding reaches

3. Integrated Land Management3. Integrated Land Management

Incorporate environmental measures in 
conjunction with flood control, erosion 
control and sediment removal actions 
Naturalize riparian corridor for bank 
stabilization and habitat enhancement
Promote native vegetation management 
practices that support threatened and 
endangered species and eradication of 
exotic species
Minimize impact from water supply and 
sediment control facilities on aquatic and 
riparian migration pathways and water 
quality
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4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration

Reestablish natural, functioning river 
channel with connected floodplain
Promote native vegetation management 
practices that support threatened and 
endangered species and eradication of 
exotic species
Reconnect riverine, riparian and upland 
corridors 
Use controlled reservoir releases to simulate 
historic flood surges and provide minimum 
flow sufficient to support native aquatic and 
riparian species

Canalization Project Canalization Project 
Site Specific IssuesSite Specific Issues

Reformulation Report Preferred Alternative –
Integrated USIBWC Land Management

48 potential environmental enhancement sites 
covering 5,500 acres
73 miles of levee reconstruction
Habitat enhancement within USIBWC ROW
$122M total capital cost ($55.9M flood control,  
$66.1M other) 
Additional actions
– Expand USIBWC land holdings in Seldon

Canyon

– Flood damage reduction study using risk-
based analysis

– Adaptive Management Plan

Environmental ImpactsEnvironmental Impacts

Environmental Resource Categories Environmental Resource Categories 
Biological ResourcesBiological Resources
Water ResourcesWater Resources
Air QualityAir Quality
Land Use / Agricultural IssuesLand Use / Agricultural Issues
Urban / Energy IssuesUrban / Energy Issues
Recreational ResourcesRecreational Resources
Cultural ResourcesCultural Resources
Indian Tribal LandsIndian Tribal Lands
Environmental JusticeEnvironmental Justice
Visual ResourcesVisual Resources
Regional Economics Regional Economics 
Public Health / Environmental HazardsPublic Health / Environmental Hazards

Types of Environmental ImpactsTypes of Environmental Impacts

DirectDirect
e.g., tree removale.g., tree removal

IndirectIndirect
e.g., increase in water temperaturee.g., increase in water temperature

ShortShort--termterm
e.g., fugitive dust from constructione.g., fugitive dust from construction

LongLong--termterm
e.g., increase in native vegetatione.g., increase in native vegetation

CumulativeCumulative
resulting from proposed and other actions in resulting from proposed and other actions in 
project areaproject area

Impacts on Biological ResourcesImpacts on Biological Resources

Assess Impacts Assess Impacts toto
HabitatsHabitats
–– AquaticAquatic

–– RiparianRiparian

–– TerrestrialTerrestrial
SpeciesSpecies
–– Ecologically importantEcologically important

–– T&ET&E

–– State special concernState special concern

Impacts on Biological ResourcesImpacts on Biological Resources

Assess Impacts Assess Impacts fromfrom
Water QualityWater Quality
Water QuantityWater Quantity
Sediment/Soil QualitySediment/Soil Quality
Habitat Loss/DegradationHabitat Loss/Degradation
–– ConstructionConstruction

–– Vegetation removalVegetation removal

–– SedimentationSedimentation

Invasive/Exotic SpeciesInvasive/Exotic Species

Hypothetical Impact AnalysisHypothetical Impact Analysis

+0--Air Quality

--00Cultural Resources

+-0+Invasive Species

+0--Riparian Habitat

++-+Aquatic Habitat

Alt 4Alt 3 Alt 2Alt 1
Resource 
Category

Next StepsNext Steps
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Next StepsNext Steps

Complete Scoping Process Complete Scoping Process –– Early 2005Early 2005
Preparation of Draft PEIS Preparation of Draft PEIS –– Most of 2005Most of 2005
Public/Agency Review of Draft PEIS Public/Agency Review of Draft PEIS –– Late Late 
20052005
Public Hearings Public Hearings –– Late 2005Late 2005
Final PEIS Final PEIS –– Early 2006Early 2006
Record of Decision Record of Decision –– Early 2006Early 2006

Please submit written comments Please submit written comments 
before February 7 to:before February 7 to:

Daniel Daniel BorundaBorunda
USIBWCUSIBWC
Environmental Protection SpecialistEnvironmental Protection Specialist
4171 North Mesa4171 North Mesa
Suite CSuite C--100100
El Paso, Texas 79902El Paso, Texas 79902
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Meeting AgendaMeeting Agenda

Welcome and introductionsWelcome and introductions

Purpose of meetingPurpose of meeting

NEPA processNEPA process

Program purpose and needProgram purpose and need

Project descriptionProject description

Preliminary alternatives and evaluation Preliminary alternatives and evaluation 
objectivesobjectives

Environmental impact areas to be Environmental impact areas to be 
consideredconsidered

Meeting FormatMeeting Format

Presentation followed by:Presentation followed by:

Stations with more detailed information Stations with more detailed information 
about key topicsabout key topics

Opportunity for public comments:Opportunity for public comments:

Comment formsComment forms

Topic stationsTopic stations

Flip chartsFlip charts

Purpose of MeetingPurpose of Meeting

USIBWC intends to prepare a Programmatic USIBWC intends to prepare a Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for 
management activities of flood control projects in the management activities of flood control projects in the 
U.S. portions of the Rio Grande and Tijuana RiverU.S. portions of the Rio Grande and Tijuana River

Management activities may include:Management activities may include:

Structural activities (construction)Structural activities (construction)

NonNon--structural activities (maintenance)structural activities (maintenance)

Collaboration with other agencies and landownersCollaboration with other agencies and landowners

U.S. International Boundary and Water U.S. International Boundary and Water 
CommissionCommission
Rio Grande and Tijuana River Flood Rio Grande and Tijuana River Flood 
Control Projects PEISControl Projects PEIS

Public Scoping MeetingPublic Scoping Meeting

January 13, 2005January 13, 2005

Presidio, TexasPresidio, Texas

Meeting AgendaMeeting Agenda

Welcome and introductionsWelcome and introductions

Purpose of meetingPurpose of meeting

NEPA processNEPA process

Program purpose and needProgram purpose and need

Project descriptionProject description

Preliminary alternatives and evaluation Preliminary alternatives and evaluation 
objectivesobjectives

Environmental impact areas to be Environmental impact areas to be 
consideredconsidered

Meeting FormatMeeting Format

PresentationPresentation

Stations with more detailed information Stations with more detailed information 
about key topicsabout key topics

Opportunity for public comments:Opportunity for public comments:

Written comments (forms)Written comments (forms)

Topic stations Topic stations -- flip chartsflip charts

Purpose of MeetingPurpose of Meeting

Per NEPA requirements, USIBWC needs to Per NEPA requirements, USIBWC needs to 
obtain public input on the obtain public input on the scopescope of:of:

The environmental analysisThe environmental analysis

Preliminary alternativesPreliminary alternatives

Preliminary evaluation objectivesPreliminary evaluation objectives

Public MeetingsPublic Meetings
El Paso, Texas El Paso, Texas -- January 11January 11

Las Cruces, New Mexico Las Cruces, New Mexico -- January 12January 12

Presidio, Texas Presidio, Texas -- January 13January 13

McAllen, Texas McAllen, Texas -- January 19January 19

Imperial Beach (San Diego County), Imperial Beach (San Diego County), 
California California –– January 27January 27

NEPA ProcessNEPA Process
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What is NEPA?What is NEPA?

National Environmental Policy ActNational Environmental Policy Act

Encourage environmental protection for the Encourage environmental protection for the 
benefit of future generationsbenefit of future generations

Applies to Federal agencies and activitiesApplies to Federal agencies and activities

What is NEPA?What is NEPA?

Requires Federal agencies to:Requires Federal agencies to:

Consider environmental costs and benefits of Consider environmental costs and benefits of 
proposed action before any decision is made on proposed action before any decision is made on 
the actionthe action

Involve other agencies and the public early onInvolve other agencies and the public early on

Consider the potential for significant Consider the potential for significant 
environmental effects of proposed federal actionsenvironmental effects of proposed federal actions

Consider reasonable alternatives and measures to Consider reasonable alternatives and measures to 
lessen potentially significant effectslessen potentially significant effects

Document environmental analysis and process for Document environmental analysis and process for 
decisiondecision--makersmakers

Types of NEPA DocumentsTypes of NEPA Documents

Federal actions required to prepare one or Federal actions required to prepare one or 
more of the following:more of the following:

Categorical Exclusion (CE)Categorical Exclusion (CE)

Environmental Assessment (EA)Environmental Assessment (EA)

–– Leads to EIS or Finding Of No Significant Impact Leads to EIS or Finding Of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI)(FONSI)

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Why a PEIS?Why a PEIS?

Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
Encourages a Tiered Process:Encourages a Tiered Process:

Per CFR 1502.20Per CFR 1502.20

Coverage of a program or plan in a broader EIS is Coverage of a program or plan in a broader EIS is 
called a Programmatic EIS (PEIS)called a Programmatic EIS (PEIS)

Subsequent narrower Subsequent narrower EAsEAs or or EISEIS’’ss for specific for specific 
projectsprojects

Helps lead agency focus on issues that are ripe Helps lead agency focus on issues that are ripe 
for decision and exclude from consideration for decision and exclude from consideration 
issues that are notissues that are not

NEPA Process NEPA Process -- PEISPEIS

Identification of Stakeholders

Public Notification

Scoping Meetings

Development of Alternatives

Draft PEIS

Public Hearings

Respond to and Incorporate Comments

Final PEIS

Record of Decision

S c o p i n g    P r o c e s s

Public
Participation

Proposed Agency Action

Stakeholders

Stakeholders

Role of Scoping ProcessRole of Scoping Process

Open and objective process for determining Open and objective process for determining 
the scope of issues and alternatives to be the scope of issues and alternatives to be 
addressed in the environmental analysisaddressed in the environmental analysis

Purpose of Scoping Meeting is to:Purpose of Scoping Meeting is to:

Identify public and agency concernsIdentify public and agency concerns

Define the issues and alternatives that will be Define the issues and alternatives that will be 
examined in the PEISexamined in the PEIS

Facilitate efficient environmental review Facilitate efficient environmental review 
process by helping ensure that the PEIS process by helping ensure that the PEIS 
adequately addresses relevant issuesadequately addresses relevant issues

Purpose and NeedPurpose and Need

USIBWC ProjectsUSIBWC Projects

USIBWC maintains four flood control USIBWC maintains four flood control 
projects along the Rio Grandeprojects along the Rio Grande

Canalization Project Canalization Project –– PerchaPercha Dam to Dam to 
American Dam American Dam 

Rectification Project Rectification Project –– El Paso to Ft. QuitmanEl Paso to Ft. Quitman

PresidioPresidio--OjinagaOjinaga ProjectProject

Lower Rio Grande Project Lower Rio Grande Project –– From From PePeññitasitas to to 
the Gulf of Mexicothe Gulf of Mexico

USIBWC maintains the Tijuana River Flood USIBWC maintains the Tijuana River Flood 
Control Project (U.S. portion)Control Project (U.S. portion)

USIBWC ProjectsUSIBWC Projects
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Project DescriptionProject Description

Project Description Project Description ––
Presidio ProjectPresidio Project

From From HacienditaHaciendita to to BritoBrito Creek in Presidio Creek in Presidio 
County, Texas County, Texas –– 15 miles including spur 15 miles including spur 
leveeslevees

Constructed in 1975 to:Constructed in 1975 to:

Provide flood protectionProvide flood protection

Stabilize international boundaryStabilize international boundary

Project Description Project Description ––
Presidio ProjectPresidio Project

Project consists of: channel, floodways, Project consists of: channel, floodways, 
levees, and the international bridgelevees, and the international bridge

Current maintenance activities:Current maintenance activities:

Sediment controlSediment control

Vegetation control and grading of floodways Vegetation control and grading of floodways 
and leveesand levees

Resurfacing of levee roadsResurfacing of levee roads

NoNo--mow stripmow strip

Project Description Project Description ––
Presidio ProjectPresidio Project

Environmental concerns:Environmental concerns:

Alteration of flow and riparian ecosystemAlteration of flow and riparian ecosystem

Removal of river meanders Removal of river meanders 

Reduction in river length, loss of riparian and Reduction in river length, loss of riparian and 
aquatic habitataquatic habitat

Exotic speciesExotic species

Project Description Project Description ––
Presidio ProjectPresidio Project

Recent efforts by USIBWC:Recent efforts by USIBWC:

NoNo--mow strip in floodplain between Rio mow strip in floodplain between Rio 
ConchosConchos and Cibolo Creek and Cibolo Creek –– 25 feet wide25 feet wide

Preliminary AlternativesPreliminary Alternatives

OptionsOptions

ObjectivesObjectives PerformancePerformance
MeasuresMeasures

AlternativesAlternatives

EvaluationEvaluation

““WhyWhy””

““HowHow””

Score CardScore Card

Alternatives Development ProcessAlternatives Development Process

Alternatives are Alternatives are 
organized around different themesorganized around different themes

Flood
Control

Water
Supply

Rip. Hab
Recrea.

Water
Quality

FloodFlood
ControlControl

Flood
Control

Aqu Hab
Rip Hab

Recrea-
tion

Wat Qual

RecreationRecreation

Fl Control
Water Sup

Riparian
Habitat

Recrea.
Wat Qual

HabitatsHabitats

Aquatic
Habitat

Flood 
Control

Water
Supply

Aquatic 
Habitat

Recrea-
tion

Riparian
Habitat

Water
Quality

AlternativesAlternatives

Restoration Strategies MethodRestoration Strategies Method

Formulation processFormulation process

Standards & permit conditionsStandards & permit conditionsInteragency CooperationInteragency Cooperation

Relative costRelative cost
Social impactsSocial impacts

ImplementabilityImplementability
Number & extent of facilitiesNumber & extent of facilitiesRecreational OpportunitiesRecreational Opportunities

Habitat extentsHabitat extents
Water quality influencesWater quality influences
Relative number & extent of Relative number & extent of 
exotic & native speciesexotic & native species

Environmental Environmental 
EnhancementEnhancement

Ability to meet obligationsAbility to meet obligations
Water rights impactsWater rights impacts

Ensure Water DeliveriesEnsure Water Deliveries
Ability to convey design flowAbility to convey design flowProvide Flood ControlProvide Flood Control

Performance MeasurePerformance MeasureObjectiveObjective
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Formulation processFormulation process
Identify Identify ‘‘conceptsconcepts’’ organized by objectiveorganized by objective

Flood control and water deliveries: levee Flood control and water deliveries: levee 
improvements, sediment controlimprovements, sediment control

Environmental enhancement: reconnect Environmental enhancement: reconnect 
meanders, native vegetation management, meanders, native vegetation management, 
diversify habitatdiversify habitat

Recreational opportunities: USIBWC Recreational opportunities: USIBWC 
coordination with adjacent parks, trailscoordination with adjacent parks, trails

Implementability: cost, acceptanceImplementability: cost, acceptance

Interagency cooperationInteragency cooperation

Formulation processFormulation process
Initial screening of concepts based on fatal Initial screening of concepts based on fatal 
flaw analysisflaw analysis

Identify flood control issues/problem areasIdentify flood control issues/problem areas

Army Corps of Engineers levee surveyArmy Corps of Engineers levee survey

Previous hydraulic modelingPrevious hydraulic modeling

Previous alternative formulations & analysesPrevious alternative formulations & analyses

USIBWC staff experienceUSIBWC staff experience

Formulation processFormulation process
Identify water delivery issues/problem areasIdentify water delivery issues/problem areas

USIBWC staff experienceUSIBWC staff experience

Sediment controlSediment control

Divide river into Divide river into ‘‘River Management UnitsRiver Management Units’’
or similar conceptor similar concept

Identify environmental enhancement and Identify environmental enhancement and 
recreational opportunities by RMUrecreational opportunities by RMU

Preliminary AlternativesPreliminary Alternatives

1. Maintain Current O&M Practices (No Action)
2. Modified O&M and Flood Control Improvement 

Activities
3. Integrated Land Management
4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration

1. Maintain Current O&M Practices1. Maintain Current O&M Practices
Baseline alternative
Mowing to control weeds & and woody vegetation
No mow zones
Repair levees
Remove debris in channel & floodway 
Manage grazing leases
Sediment removal & disposal
Bank stabilization
Pilot habitat structure program
Structural repairs and adjustments
Coordination with NWRs and parks

2. Modified O&M and Flood Control 2. Modified O&M and Flood Control 
Improvement ActivitiesImprovement Activities

Address known or potential flood control 
deficiencies 
Assess adequacy of existing levee system to 
contain design flows
Apply erosion control practices to reduce 
sediment load
Utilize non-structural floodplain management 
strategies to limit damage potential
Adjust channel geometry to effectively 
transport sediment and limit erosion 
Dispose of excavated sediment out of 
floodway or in eroding reaches

3. Integrated Land Management3. Integrated Land Management

Incorporate environmental measures in 
conjunction with flood control, erosion 
control and sediment removal actions 
Naturalize riparian corridor for bank 
stabilization and habitat enhancement
Promote native vegetation management 
practices that support threatened and 
endangered species and eradication of 
exotic species
Minimize impact from water supply and 
sediment control facilities on aquatic and 
riparian migration pathways and water 
quality

4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration

Reestablish natural, functioning river 
channel with connected floodplain
Promote native vegetation management 
practices that support threatened and 
endangered species and eradication of 
exotic species
Reconnect riverine, riparian and upland 
corridors 
Use controlled reservoir releases to simulate 
historic flood surges and provide minimum 
flow sufficient to support native aquatic and 
riparian species

PresidioPresidio--OjinagaOjinaga Project Project 
Site Specific IssuesSite Specific Issues

Levee rehabilitation
Additional height
Increase structural stability utilizing 
current design standards (over-
steepened, composition, substrate)

Modified sediment control & management
Native vegetation promotion and 
exotic/invasive species eradication
Connection of no mow strips to provide 
migration pathways
Park and trail agency coordination
Reconnect meanders
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Environmental ImpactsEnvironmental Impacts

Environmental Resource Categories Environmental Resource Categories 
Biological ResourcesBiological Resources
Water ResourcesWater Resources
Air QualityAir Quality
Land Use / Agricultural IssuesLand Use / Agricultural Issues
Urban / Energy IssuesUrban / Energy Issues
Recreational ResourcesRecreational Resources
Cultural ResourcesCultural Resources
Indian Tribal LandsIndian Tribal Lands
Environmental JusticeEnvironmental Justice
Visual ResourcesVisual Resources
Regional Economics Regional Economics 
Public Health / Environmental HazardsPublic Health / Environmental Hazards

Types of Environmental ImpactsTypes of Environmental Impacts

DirectDirect
e.g., tree removale.g., tree removal

IndirectIndirect
e.g., increase in water temperaturee.g., increase in water temperature

ShortShort--termterm
e.g., fugitive dust from constructione.g., fugitive dust from construction

LongLong--termterm
e.g., increase in native vegetatione.g., increase in native vegetation

CumulativeCumulative
resulting from proposed and other actions in resulting from proposed and other actions in 
project areaproject area

Impacts on Biological ResourcesImpacts on Biological Resources

Assess Impacts Assess Impacts onon
HabitatsHabitats
–– AquaticAquatic

–– RiparianRiparian

–– TerrestrialTerrestrial
SpeciesSpecies
–– Ecologically importantEcologically important

–– T&ET&E

–– State special concernState special concern

Impacts on Biological ResourcesImpacts on Biological Resources

Assess Impacts Assess Impacts due todue to
Water QualityWater Quality
Water QuantityWater Quantity
Sediment/Soil QualitySediment/Soil Quality
Habitat Loss/DegradationHabitat Loss/Degradation
–– ConstructionConstruction

–– Vegetation removalVegetation removal

–– SedimentationSedimentation

Invasive/Exotic SpeciesInvasive/Exotic Species

Hypothetical Impact AnalysisHypothetical Impact Analysis

+0--Air Quality

--00Cultural Resources

+-0+Invasive Species

+0--Riparian Habitat

++-+Aquatic Habitat

Alt 4Alt 3 Alt 2Alt 1
Resource 
Category

Next StepsNext Steps

Next StepsNext Steps

Complete Scoping Process Complete Scoping Process –– Early 2005Early 2005
Preparation of Draft PEIS Preparation of Draft PEIS –– Most of 2005Most of 2005
Public/Agency Review of Draft PEIS Public/Agency Review of Draft PEIS –– Late Late 
20052005
Public Hearings Public Hearings –– Late 2005Late 2005
Final PEIS Final PEIS –– Early 2006Early 2006
Record of Decision Record of Decision –– Early 2006Early 2006

Please submit written comments Please submit written comments 
before February 7 to:before February 7 to:

Daniel Daniel BorundaBorunda
USIBWCUSIBWC
Environmental Protection SpecialistEnvironmental Protection Specialist
4171 North Mesa4171 North Mesa
Suite CSuite C--100100
El Paso, Texas 79902El Paso, Texas 79902
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U.S. International Boundary and Water U.S. International Boundary and Water 
CommissionCommission
Rio Grande and Tijuana River Flood Rio Grande and Tijuana River Flood 
Control Projects PEISControl Projects PEIS

Public Scoping MeetingPublic Scoping Meeting

January 19, 2005January 19, 2005

McAllen, TexasMcAllen, Texas

Meeting AgendaMeeting Agenda

Welcome and introductionsWelcome and introductions

Purpose of meetingPurpose of meeting

NEPA processNEPA process

Program purpose and needProgram purpose and need

Project descriptionProject description

Preliminary alternatives and evaluation Preliminary alternatives and evaluation 
objectivesobjectives

Environmental impact areas to be Environmental impact areas to be 
consideredconsidered

Meeting FormatMeeting Format

Presentation followed by:Presentation followed by:

Stations with more detailed information Stations with more detailed information 
about key topicsabout key topics

Opportunity for public comments:Opportunity for public comments:

Comment formsComment forms

Topic stationsTopic stations

Flip chartsFlip charts

Purpose of MeetingPurpose of Meeting

USIBWC intends to prepare a Programmatic USIBWC intends to prepare a Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for 
management activities of flood control projects in the management activities of flood control projects in the 
U.S. portions of the Rio Grande and Tijuana RiverU.S. portions of the Rio Grande and Tijuana River

Management activities may include:Management activities may include:

Structural activities (construction)Structural activities (construction)

NonNon--structural activities (maintenance)structural activities (maintenance)

Collaboration with other agencies and landownersCollaboration with other agencies and landowners

Purpose of MeetingPurpose of Meeting

Per NEPA requirements, USIBWC needs to Per NEPA requirements, USIBWC needs to 
obtain public input on the obtain public input on the scopescope of:of:

The environmental analysisThe environmental analysis

Preliminary alternativesPreliminary alternatives

Preliminary evaluation objectivesPreliminary evaluation objectives

Public MeetingsPublic Meetings
El Paso, Texas El Paso, Texas -- January 11January 11

Las Cruces, New Mexico Las Cruces, New Mexico -- January 12January 12

Presidio, Texas Presidio, Texas -- January 13January 13

McAllen, Texas McAllen, Texas -- January 19January 19

Imperial Beach (San Diego County), Imperial Beach (San Diego County), 
California California –– January 27January 27

NEPA ProcessNEPA Process

What is NEPA?What is NEPA?

National Environmental Policy ActNational Environmental Policy Act

Encourage environmental protection for the Encourage environmental protection for the 
benefit of future generationsbenefit of future generations

Applies to Federal agencies and activitiesApplies to Federal agencies and activities

What is NEPA?What is NEPA?

Requires Federal agencies to:Requires Federal agencies to:

Consider environmental costs and benefits of Consider environmental costs and benefits of 
proposed action before any decision is made on proposed action before any decision is made on 
the actionthe action

Involve other agencies and the public early onInvolve other agencies and the public early on

Consider the potential for significant Consider the potential for significant 
environmental effects of proposed federal actionsenvironmental effects of proposed federal actions

Consider reasonable alternatives and measures to Consider reasonable alternatives and measures to 
lessen potentially significant effectslessen potentially significant effects

Document environmental analysis and process for Document environmental analysis and process for 
decisiondecision--makersmakers
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Why a PEIS?Why a PEIS?

Federal actions required to prepare one or Federal actions required to prepare one or 
more of the following:more of the following:

Categorical Exclusion (CE)Categorical Exclusion (CE)

Environmental Assessment (EA)Environmental Assessment (EA)

–– FONSIFONSI

–– NOI to prepare EISNOI to prepare EIS

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
(PEIS)(PEIS)

NEPA Process NEPA Process -- PEISPEIS

Identification of Stakeholders

Public Notification

Scoping Meetings

Development of Alternatives

Draft PEIS

Public Hearings

Respond to and Incorporate Comments

Final PEIS

Record of Decision

S c o p i n g    P r o c e s s

Public
Participation

Proposed Agency Action

Stakeholders

Role of Scoping ProcessRole of Scoping Process

Open and objective process for determining Open and objective process for determining 
the scope of issues and alternatives to be the scope of issues and alternatives to be 
addressed in the environmental analysisaddressed in the environmental analysis

Purpose of Scoping Meeting is to:Purpose of Scoping Meeting is to:

Identify public and agency concernsIdentify public and agency concerns

Define the issues and alternatives that will be Define the issues and alternatives that will be 
examined in the PEISexamined in the PEIS

Facilitate efficient environmental review Facilitate efficient environmental review 
process by helping ensure that the PEIS process by helping ensure that the PEIS 
adequately addresses relevant issuesadequately addresses relevant issues

Purpose and NeedPurpose and Need

USIBWC ProjectsUSIBWC Projects

USIBWC maintains four existing flood USIBWC maintains four existing flood 
control projects along the Rio Grandecontrol projects along the Rio Grande

Canalization Project Canalization Project –– PerchaPercha Dam to Dam to 
American Dam American Dam 

Rectification Project Rectification Project –– El Paso to Ft. QuitmanEl Paso to Ft. Quitman

PresidioPresidio--OjinagaOjinaga ProjectProject

Lower Rio Grande Project Lower Rio Grande Project –– From From PePeññitasitas to to 
the Gulf of Mexicothe Gulf of Mexico

USIBWC maintains the Tijuana River Flood USIBWC maintains the Tijuana River Flood 
Control Project (U.S. portion)Control Project (U.S. portion)

USIBWC ProjectsUSIBWC Projects

Program Purpose and NeedProgram Purpose and Need

The purpose of the proposed federal action The purpose of the proposed federal action 
is to:is to:

identify and evaluate alternatives for the identify and evaluate alternatives for the 
management of existing projects management of existing projects 

assist USIBWC to comply with its mandate assist USIBWC to comply with its mandate 
for flood protection, water deliveries, and/or for flood protection, water deliveries, and/or 
boundary stabilizationboundary stabilization

identify opportunities to enhance identify opportunities to enhance 
environmental resourcesenvironmental resources

coordinate with other entities in the coordinate with other entities in the 
development of recreational opportunitiesdevelopment of recreational opportunities

Project DescriptionProject Description

Project Description Project Description ––
Lower Rio Grande ProjectLower Rio Grande Project

From From PePeññitasitas in Hidalgo County, Texas to in Hidalgo County, Texas to 
Gulf in Cameron and Willacy Counties,  Gulf in Cameron and Willacy Counties,  
TexasTexas

180 miles on Rio Grande (102 miles of levees)180 miles on Rio Grande (102 miles of levees)

168 miles of interior floodway levees168 miles of interior floodway levees

Construction began in 1932 Construction began in 1932 

Purpose: flood protectionPurpose: flood protection
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Project Description Project Description ––
Lower Rio Grande ProjectLower Rio Grande Project

Project consists of: Rio Grande channel, offProject consists of: Rio Grande channel, off--river river 
system floodway, levees, diversion dams, gauging system floodway, levees, diversion dams, gauging 
stations and other structuresstations and other structures

Current maintenance activities:Current maintenance activities:

Vegetation control (mowing and clearing)Vegetation control (mowing and clearing)

Grading of levees and levee slope reconditioningGrading of levees and levee slope reconditioning

Resurfacing of levee roadsResurfacing of levee roads

NoNo--mow corridormow corridor

Routine maintenance at dams and other structuresRoutine maintenance at dams and other structures

Project Description Project Description ––
Lower Rio Grande ProjectLower Rio Grande Project

Environmental concerns:Environmental concerns:

Alteration of flow regime and riparian Alteration of flow regime and riparian 
ecosystemecosystem

Reduction in river length, loss of riparian and Reduction in river length, loss of riparian and 
aquatic habitataquatic habitat

Exotic species Exotic species –– e.g. hyacinth & e.g. hyacinth & hydrillahydrilla

Important habitat for several threatened and Important habitat for several threatened and 
endangered speciesendangered species

Project Description Project Description ––
Lower Rio Grande ProjectLower Rio Grande Project

Recent efforts by USIBWC:Recent efforts by USIBWC:

Modification of mowing practicesModification of mowing practices

Establishment of noEstablishment of no--mow corridormow corridor

Control of invasive speciesControl of invasive species

Preliminary AlternativesPreliminary Alternatives

OptionsOptions

ObjectivesObjectives PerformancePerformance
MeasuresMeasures

AlternativesAlternatives

EvaluationEvaluation

““WhyWhy””

““HowHow””

Score CardScore Card

Alternatives Development ProcessAlternatives Development Process

The indicators of how well the The indicators of how well the 
objectives are being metobjectives are being met

Performance Performance 
MeasuresMeasures

Decision Process Terms

The goalsThe goals that define the essential that define the essential 
purposes in broad, overarching termspurposes in broad, overarching terms

The individual building blocks that The individual building blocks that 
consist of projects, management consist of projects, management 
solutions, and other optionssolutions, and other options

ObjectivesObjectives

OptionsOptions

Combinations of options that are Combinations of options that are 
designed to accomplish the objectivesdesigned to accomplish the objectives

AlternativesAlternatives

Alternatives are Alternatives are 
organized around different themesorganized around different themes

Flood
Control

Water
Supply

Rip. Hab
Recrea.

Water
Quality

FloodFlood
ControlControl

Flood
Control

Aqu Hab
Rip Hab

Recrea-
tion

Wat Qual

RecreationRecreation

Fl Control
Water Sup

Riparian
Habitat

Recrea.
Wat Qual

HabitatsHabitats

Aquatic
Habitat

Flood 
Control

Water
Supply

Aquatic 
Habitat

Recrea-
tion

Riparian
Habitat

Water
Quality

AlternativesAlternatives

Restoration Strategies MethodRestoration Strategies Method
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Identify Objectives & Performance MeasuresIdentify Objectives & Performance Measures

OpportunitiesOpportunitiesInteragency CooperationInteragency Cooperation

Standards & permit conditionsStandards & permit conditionsWater QualityWater Quality
Number & extent of facilitiesNumber & extent of facilitiesRecreational OpportunitiesRecreational Opportunities

Habitat extentsHabitat extents
Water quality influencesWater quality influences
Relative number & extent of Relative number & extent of 
exotic & native speciesexotic & native species

Environmental Environmental 
EnhancementEnhancement

Ability to meet obligationsAbility to meet obligations
Water rights impactsWater rights impacts

Ensure Water DeliveriesEnsure Water Deliveries
Ability to convey design flowAbility to convey design flowProvide Flood ControlProvide Flood Control

Performance MeasurePerformance MeasureObjectiveObjective

Identify Issues Associated with Each Identify Issues Associated with Each 
ObjectiveObjective

Sediment controlSediment control
Water deliveriesWater deliveries

e.g., US Border Patrol, USFWS, e.g., US Border Patrol, USFWS, 
USACOE, State & Local USACOE, State & Local 
governments & agenciesgovernments & agencies

Interagency cooperationInteragency cooperation
ImpairmentImpairmentWater qualityWater quality

Coordinate with adjacent parks Coordinate with adjacent parks 
& trails& trails

Recreational opportunitiesRecreational opportunities

Reconnect meanders, native Reconnect meanders, native 
vegetation management, vegetation management, 
invasive species control, invasive species control, 
diversify habitatsdiversify habitats

Environmental enhancementEnvironmental enhancement

Levee improvements, sediment Levee improvements, sediment 
controlcontrol

Flood controlFlood control

Alternative OrganizationAlternative Organization
Divide river into Divide river into ‘‘River Management UnitsRiver Management Units’’
based on similar characteristics and based on similar characteristics and 
definable boundariesdefinable boundaries

Identify alternative options by RMUIdentify alternative options by RMU

Alternative FormulationAlternative Formulation
Formulate alternatives based on:Formulate alternatives based on:

1.1. Flood control issues and needsFlood control issues and needs

2.2. Water delivery issues and needsWater delivery issues and needs

3.3. Environmental enhancement opportunitiesEnvironmental enhancement opportunities

4.4. Recreational opportunitiesRecreational opportunities

5.5. Water qualityWater quality

Evaluate alternatives based on objectives and Evaluate alternatives based on objectives and 
performance measuresperformance measures

Preliminary AlternativesPreliminary Alternatives

1. Maintain Current O&M Practices (No Action)
2. Modified O&M and Flood Control Improvement 

Activities
3. Integrated Land Management
4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration

1. Maintain Current O&M Practices1. Maintain Current O&M Practices
Baseline alternative
Mowing to control weeds & and woody vegetation
No mow zones
Repair levees
Remove debris in channel & floodway 
Manage grazing leases
Sediment removal & disposal
Bank stabilization
Pilot habitat structure program
Structural repairs and adjustments
Coordination with NWRs and parks

2. Modified O&M and Flood Control 2. Modified O&M and Flood Control 
Improvement ActivitiesImprovement Activities

Address known or potential flood control 
deficiencies 
Assess adequacy of existing levee system to 
contain design flows
Apply erosion control practices to reduce 
sediment load
Utilize non-structural floodplain management 
strategies to limit damage potential
Adjust channel geometry to effectively 
transport sediment and limit erosion 
Dispose of excavated sediment out of 
floodway or in eroding reaches

3. Integrated Land Management3. Integrated Land Management

Incorporate environmental measures in 
conjunction with flood control, erosion 
control and sediment removal actions 
Naturalize riparian corridor for bank 
stabilization and habitat enhancement
Promote native vegetation management 
practices that support threatened and 
endangered species and eradication of 
exotic species
Minimize impact from water supply and 
sediment control facilities on aquatic and 
riparian migration pathways and water 
quality

4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration

Reestablish natural, functioning river 
channel with connected floodplain
Promote native vegetation management 
practices that support threatened and 
endangered species and eradication of 
exotic species
Reconnect riverine, riparian and upland 
corridors 
Use controlled reservoir releases to simulate 
historic flood surges and provide minimum 
flow sufficient to support native aquatic and 
riparian species
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Lower Rio Grande Project Lower Rio Grande Project 
Site Specific IssuesSite Specific Issues

Alternative Vegetation Management Alternative Vegetation Management 
Practices (2003)Practices (2003)

USIBWC is committed to establishing 33USIBWC is committed to establishing 33--
ft wildlife corridor, as a result of ft wildlife corridor, as a result of 
consultation with the USFWS (1993 & consultation with the USFWS (1993 & 
2003 2003 BOsBOs))

Lower Rio Grande Project Lower Rio Grande Project 
Site Specific IssuesSite Specific Issues

Levee RehabilitationLevee Rehabilitation
Corps of Engineers study in 2001 and 2002.Corps of Engineers study in 2001 and 2002.

Additional heightAdditional height
Increase structural integrity utilizing current Increase structural integrity utilizing current 
design standardsdesign standards

Other alternatives will be developed in Other alternatives will be developed in 
addition to EIS recommendationsaddition to EIS recommendations

Environmental Impact Areas Environmental Impact Areas 
to be Consideredto be Considered

Environmental Resource Categories Environmental Resource Categories 
Biological ResourcesBiological Resources
Water ResourcesWater Resources
Air QualityAir Quality
Land Use / Agricultural IssuesLand Use / Agricultural Issues
Urban / Energy IssuesUrban / Energy Issues
Recreational ResourcesRecreational Resources
Cultural ResourcesCultural Resources
Indian Tribal LandsIndian Tribal Lands
Environmental JusticeEnvironmental Justice
Visual ResourcesVisual Resources
Regional Economics Regional Economics 
Public Health / Environmental HazardsPublic Health / Environmental Hazards

Types of Environmental ImpactsTypes of Environmental Impacts

DirectDirect
e.g., tree removale.g., tree removal

IndirectIndirect
e.g., increase in water temperaturee.g., increase in water temperature

ShortShort--termterm
e.g., fugitive dust from constructione.g., fugitive dust from construction

LongLong--termterm
e.g., increase in native vegetatione.g., increase in native vegetation

CumulativeCumulative
resulting from proposed and other actions in resulting from proposed and other actions in 
project areaproject area

Impacts on Biological ResourcesImpacts on Biological Resources

Assess Impacts Assess Impacts onon
HabitatsHabitats
–– AquaticAquatic

–– RiparianRiparian

–– TerrestrialTerrestrial
SpeciesSpecies
–– Ecologically importantEcologically important

–– T&ET&E

–– State special concernState special concern

Impacts on Biological ResourcesImpacts on Biological Resources

Assess Impacts Assess Impacts due todue to
Water QualityWater Quality
Water QuantityWater Quantity
Sediment/Soil QualitySediment/Soil Quality
Habitat Loss/DegradationHabitat Loss/Degradation
–– ConstructionConstruction

–– Vegetation removalVegetation removal

–– SedimentationSedimentation

Invasive/Exotic SpeciesInvasive/Exotic Species

Hypothetical Impact AnalysisHypothetical Impact Analysis

+0--Air Quality

--00Cultural Resources

+-0+Invasive Species

+0--Riparian Habitat

++-+Aquatic Habitat

Alt 4Alt 3 Alt 2Alt 1
Resource 
Category

Next StepsNext Steps
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Next StepsNext Steps

Complete Scoping Process Complete Scoping Process –– Early 2005Early 2005
Preparation of Draft PEIS Preparation of Draft PEIS –– Most of 2005Most of 2005
Public/Agency Review of Draft PEIS Public/Agency Review of Draft PEIS –– Late Late 
20052005
Public Hearings Public Hearings –– Late 2005Late 2005
Final PEIS Final PEIS –– Early 2006Early 2006
Record of Decision Record of Decision –– Early 2006Early 2006

Please submit written comments Please submit written comments 
before February 7 to:before February 7 to:

Daniel Daniel BorundaBorunda
USIBWCUSIBWC
Environmental Protection SpecialistEnvironmental Protection Specialist
4171 North Mesa4171 North Mesa
Suite CSuite C--100100
El Paso, Texas 79902El Paso, Texas 79902
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U.S. International Boundary and Water U.S. International Boundary and Water 
CommissionCommission
Rio Grande and Tijuana River Flood Rio Grande and Tijuana River Flood 
Control Projects PEISControl Projects PEIS

Public Scoping MeetingPublic Scoping Meeting

January 27, 2005January 27, 2005

Imperial Beach, CaliforniaImperial Beach, California

Meeting AgendaMeeting Agenda

Welcome and introductionsWelcome and introductions

Purpose of meetingPurpose of meeting

NEPA processNEPA process

Program purpose and needProgram purpose and need

Project descriptionProject description

Preliminary alternatives and evaluation Preliminary alternatives and evaluation 
objectivesobjectives

Environmental impact areas to be Environmental impact areas to be 
consideredconsidered

Meeting FormatMeeting Format

Presentation followed by:Presentation followed by:

Stations with more detailed information Stations with more detailed information 
about key topicsabout key topics

Opportunity for public comments:Opportunity for public comments:

Comment formsComment forms

Topic stationsTopic stations

Flip chartsFlip charts

Purpose of MeetingPurpose of Meeting

USIBWC intends to prepare a Programmatic USIBWC intends to prepare a Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for 
management activities of flood control projects in the management activities of flood control projects in the 
U.S. portions of the Rio Grande and Tijuana RiverU.S. portions of the Rio Grande and Tijuana River

Management activities may include:Management activities may include:

Structural activities (construction)Structural activities (construction)

NonNon--structural activities (maintenance)structural activities (maintenance)

Collaboration with other agencies and landownersCollaboration with other agencies and landowners

Purpose of MeetingPurpose of Meeting

Per NEPA requirements, USIBWC needs to Per NEPA requirements, USIBWC needs to 
obtain public input on the obtain public input on the scopescope of:of:

The environmental analysisThe environmental analysis

Preliminary alternativesPreliminary alternatives

Preliminary evaluation objectivesPreliminary evaluation objectives

Public MeetingsPublic Meetings
El Paso, Texas El Paso, Texas -- January 11January 11

Las Cruces, New Mexico Las Cruces, New Mexico -- January 12January 12

Presidio, Texas Presidio, Texas -- January 13January 13

McAllen, Texas McAllen, Texas -- January 19January 19

Imperial Beach (San Diego County), Imperial Beach (San Diego County), 
California California –– January 27January 27

NEPA ProcessNEPA Process

What is NEPA?What is NEPA?

National Environmental Policy ActNational Environmental Policy Act

Encourage environmental protection for the Encourage environmental protection for the 
benefit of future generationsbenefit of future generations

Applies to Federal agencies and activitiesApplies to Federal agencies and activities

What is NEPA?What is NEPA?

Requires Federal agencies to:Requires Federal agencies to:

Consider environmental costs and benefits of Consider environmental costs and benefits of 
proposed action before any decision is made on proposed action before any decision is made on 
the actionthe action

Involve other agencies and the public early onInvolve other agencies and the public early on

Consider the potential for significant Consider the potential for significant 
environmental effects of proposed federal actionsenvironmental effects of proposed federal actions

Consider reasonable alternatives and measures to Consider reasonable alternatives and measures to 
lessen potentially significant effectslessen potentially significant effects

Document environmental analysis and process for Document environmental analysis and process for 
decisiondecision--makersmakers
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Why a PEIS?Why a PEIS?

Federal actions required to prepare one or Federal actions required to prepare one or 
more of the following:more of the following:

Categorical Exclusion (CE)Categorical Exclusion (CE)

Environmental Assessment (EA)Environmental Assessment (EA)

–– FONSIFONSI

–– NOI to prepare EISNOI to prepare EIS

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
(PEIS)(PEIS)

NEPA Process NEPA Process -- PEISPEIS

Identification of Stakeholders

Public Notification

Scoping Meetings

Development of Alternatives

Draft PEIS

Public Hearings

Respond to and Incorporate Comments

Final PEIS

Record of Decision

S c o p i n g    P r o c e s s

Public
Participation

Proposed Agency Action

Stakeholders

Role of Scoping ProcessRole of Scoping Process

Open and objective process for determining Open and objective process for determining 
the scope of issues and alternatives to be the scope of issues and alternatives to be 
addressed in the environmental analysisaddressed in the environmental analysis

Purpose of Scoping Meeting is to:Purpose of Scoping Meeting is to:

Identify public and agency concernsIdentify public and agency concerns

Define the issues and alternatives that will be Define the issues and alternatives that will be 
examined in the PEISexamined in the PEIS

Facilitate efficient environmental review Facilitate efficient environmental review 
process by helping ensure that the PEIS process by helping ensure that the PEIS 
adequately addresses relevant issuesadequately addresses relevant issues

Purpose and NeedPurpose and Need

USIBWC ProjectsUSIBWC Projects

USIBWC maintains four existing flood USIBWC maintains four existing flood 
control projects along the Rio Grandecontrol projects along the Rio Grande

Canalization Project Canalization Project –– PerchaPercha Dam to Dam to 
American Dam American Dam 

Rectification Project Rectification Project –– El Paso to Ft. QuitmanEl Paso to Ft. Quitman

PresidioPresidio--OjinagaOjinaga ProjectProject

Lower Rio Grande Project Lower Rio Grande Project –– From From PePeññitasitas to to 
the Gulf of Mexicothe Gulf of Mexico

USIBWC maintains the Tijuana River Flood USIBWC maintains the Tijuana River Flood 
Control Project (U.S. portion)Control Project (U.S. portion)

USIBWC ProjectsUSIBWC Projects

Program Purpose and NeedProgram Purpose and Need

The purpose of the proposed federal action The purpose of the proposed federal action 
is to:is to:

identify and evaluate alternatives for the identify and evaluate alternatives for the 
management of existing projects management of existing projects 

assist USIBWC to comply with its mandate assist USIBWC to comply with its mandate 
for flood protection, water deliveries, and/or for flood protection, water deliveries, and/or 
boundary stabilizationboundary stabilization

identify opportunities to enhance identify opportunities to enhance 
environmental resourcesenvironmental resources

coordinate with other entities in the coordinate with other entities in the 
development of recreational opportunitiesdevelopment of recreational opportunities

Project DescriptionProject Description

Project Description Project Description ––
Tijuana River ProjectTijuana River Project

Modified channel Modified channel –– 2.3 miles from border to 2.3 miles from border to 
natural river channel in the U.S.natural river channel in the U.S.

Levees Levees –– 3.4 miles total length north & south 3.4 miles total length north & south 
levees levees 

Channel consists of 3 sections:Channel consists of 3 sections:

1,2231,223--foot concrete lined channelfoot concrete lined channel

3,7003,700--foot energy dissipater of grouted and foot energy dissipater of grouted and 
dumped stonedumped stone

7,0217,021--foot unlined channel foot unlined channel 
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Project Description Project Description ––
Tijuana River ProjectTijuana River Project

Constructed in 1978 for flood protection Constructed in 1978 for flood protection 

Project consists of: channel, floodways, and Project consists of: channel, floodways, and 
leveeslevees

Current maintenance activities:Current maintenance activities:

Channel sediment removalChannel sediment removal

Mowing in floodplain by Border PatrolMowing in floodplain by Border Patrol

Surfacing of roadways by Border PatrolSurfacing of roadways by Border Patrol

Land leasing Land leasing –– sod farm and model airplane sod farm and model airplane 
clubclub

Project Description Project Description ––
Tijuana River ProjectTijuana River Project

Environmental concerns:Environmental concerns:

Reduction in terrestrial and aquatic habitatReduction in terrestrial and aquatic habitat

Water qualityWater quality

Project Description Project Description ––
Tijuana River ProjectTijuana River Project

Recent efforts by USIBWC:Recent efforts by USIBWC:

2020--acre land lease to model airplane clubacre land lease to model airplane club

Revegetation/mitigation zone west of Revegetation/mitigation zone west of 
channel, not on USIBWC landchannel, not on USIBWC land

Preliminary AlternativesPreliminary Alternatives

OptionsOptions

ObjectivesObjectives PerformancePerformance
MeasuresMeasures

AlternativesAlternatives

EvaluationEvaluation

““WhyWhy””

““HowHow””

Score CardScore Card

Alternatives Development ProcessAlternatives Development Process

The indicators of how well the The indicators of how well the 
objectives are being metobjectives are being met

Performance Performance 
MeasuresMeasures

Decision Process Terms

The goalsThe goals that define the essential that define the essential 
purposes in broad, overarching termspurposes in broad, overarching terms

The individual building blocks that The individual building blocks that 
consist of projects, management consist of projects, management 
solutions, and other optionssolutions, and other options

ObjectivesObjectives

OptionsOptions

Combinations of options that are Combinations of options that are 
designed to accomplish the objectivesdesigned to accomplish the objectives

AlternativesAlternatives

Alternatives are Alternatives are 
organized around different themesorganized around different themes

Flood
Control

Water
Supply

Rip. Hab
Recrea.

Water
Quality

FloodFlood
ControlControl

Flood
Control

Aqu Hab
Rip Hab

Recrea-
tion

Wat Qual

RecreationRecreation

Fl Control
Water Sup

Riparian
Habitat

Recrea.
Wat Qual

HabitatsHabitats

Aquatic
Habitat

Flood 
Control

Water
Supply

Aquatic 
Habitat

Recrea-
tion

Riparian
Habitat

Water
Quality

AlternativesAlternatives

Restoration Strategies MethodRestoration Strategies Method

Identify Objectives & Performance MeasuresIdentify Objectives & Performance Measures

OpportunitiesOpportunitiesInteragency CooperationInteragency Cooperation

Standards & permit conditionsStandards & permit conditionsWater QualityWater Quality
Number & extent of facilitiesNumber & extent of facilitiesRecreational OpportunitiesRecreational Opportunities

Habitat extentsHabitat extents
Water quality influencesWater quality influences
Relative number & extent of Relative number & extent of 
exotic & native speciesexotic & native species

Environmental Environmental 
EnhancementEnhancement

Ability to meet obligationsAbility to meet obligations
Water rights impactsWater rights impacts

Ensure Water DeliveriesEnsure Water Deliveries
Ability to convey design flowAbility to convey design flowProvide Flood ControlProvide Flood Control

Performance MeasurePerformance MeasureObjectiveObjective

Identify Issues Associated with Each Identify Issues Associated with Each 
ObjectiveObjective

Sediment controlSediment control
Water deliveriesWater deliveries

e.g., US Border Patrol, USFWS, e.g., US Border Patrol, USFWS, 
USACOE, State & Local USACOE, State & Local 
governments & agenciesgovernments & agencies

Interagency cooperationInteragency cooperation
ImpairmentImpairmentWater qualityWater quality

Coordinate with adjacent parks Coordinate with adjacent parks 
& trails& trails

Recreational opportunitiesRecreational opportunities

Reconnect meanders, native Reconnect meanders, native 
vegetation management, vegetation management, 
invasive species control, invasive species control, 
diversify habitatsdiversify habitats

Environmental enhancementEnvironmental enhancement

Levee improvements, sediment Levee improvements, sediment 
controlcontrol

Flood controlFlood control
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Alternative FormulationAlternative Formulation
Formulate alternatives based on:Formulate alternatives based on:

1.1. Flood control issues and needsFlood control issues and needs

2.2. Water delivery issues and needsWater delivery issues and needs

3.3. Environmental enhancement opportunitiesEnvironmental enhancement opportunities

4.4. Recreational opportunitiesRecreational opportunities

5.5. Water qualityWater quality

Evaluate alternatives based on objectives and Evaluate alternatives based on objectives and 
performance measuresperformance measures

Preliminary AlternativesPreliminary Alternatives

1. Maintain Current O&M Practices (No Action)
2. Modified O&M and Flood Control Improvement 

Activities
3. Integrated Land Management
4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration

1. Maintain Current O&M Practices1. Maintain Current O&M Practices
Baseline alternative
Mowing to control weeds & and woody vegetation
No mow zones
Repair levees
Remove debris in channel & floodway 
Manage grazing leases
Sediment removal & disposal
Bank stabilization
Pilot habitat structure program
Structural repairs and adjustments
Coordination with NWRs and parks

2. Modified O&M and Flood Control 2. Modified O&M and Flood Control 
Improvement ActivitiesImprovement Activities

Address known or potential flood control 
deficiencies 
Assess adequacy of existing levee system to 
contain design flows
Apply erosion control practices to reduce 
sediment load
Utilize non-structural floodplain management 
strategies to limit damage potential
Adjust channel geometry to effectively 
transport sediment and limit erosion 
Dispose of excavated sediment out of 
floodway or in eroding reaches

3. Integrated Land Management3. Integrated Land Management

Incorporate environmental measures in 
conjunction with flood control, erosion 
control and sediment removal actions 
Naturalize riparian corridor for bank 
stabilization and habitat enhancement
Promote native vegetation management 
practices that support threatened and 
endangered species and eradication of 
exotic species
Minimize impact from water supply and 
sediment control facilities on aquatic and 
riparian migration pathways and water 
quality

4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration4. Channel and Floodplain Restoration

Reestablish natural, functioning river 
channel with connected floodplain
Promote native vegetation management 
practices that support threatened and 
endangered species and eradication of 
exotic species
Reconnect riverine, riparian and upland 
corridors 
Use controlled reservoir releases to simulate 
historic flood surges and provide minimum 
flow sufficient to support native aquatic and 
riparian species

Tijuana River Project Tijuana River Project 
Site Specific IssuesSite Specific Issues

Levee rehabilitation
Additional height
Increase structural stability utilizing 
current design standards

Modified sediment control & management
Native vegetation promotion
Park and trail agency coordination

Environmental Impact Areas Environmental Impact Areas 
to be Consideredto be Considered

Environmental Resource Categories Environmental Resource Categories 
Biological ResourcesBiological Resources
Water ResourcesWater Resources
Air QualityAir Quality
Land Use / Agricultural IssuesLand Use / Agricultural Issues
Urban / Energy IssuesUrban / Energy Issues
Recreational ResourcesRecreational Resources
Cultural ResourcesCultural Resources
Indian Tribal LandsIndian Tribal Lands
Environmental JusticeEnvironmental Justice
Visual ResourcesVisual Resources
Regional Economics Regional Economics 
Public Health / Environmental HazardsPublic Health / Environmental Hazards
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Types of Environmental ImpactsTypes of Environmental Impacts

DirectDirect
e.g., tree removale.g., tree removal

IndirectIndirect
e.g., increase in water temperaturee.g., increase in water temperature

ShortShort--termterm
e.g., fugitive dust from constructione.g., fugitive dust from construction

LongLong--termterm
e.g., increase in native vegetatione.g., increase in native vegetation

CumulativeCumulative
resulting from proposed and other actions in resulting from proposed and other actions in 
project areaproject area

Impacts on Biological ResourcesImpacts on Biological Resources

Assess Impacts Assess Impacts onon
HabitatsHabitats
–– AquaticAquatic

–– RiparianRiparian

–– TerrestrialTerrestrial
SpeciesSpecies
–– Ecologically importantEcologically important

–– T&ET&E

–– State special concernState special concern

Impacts on Biological ResourcesImpacts on Biological Resources

Assess Impacts Assess Impacts due todue to
Water QualityWater Quality
Water QuantityWater Quantity
Sediment/Soil QualitySediment/Soil Quality
Habitat Loss/DegradationHabitat Loss/Degradation
–– ConstructionConstruction

–– Vegetation removalVegetation removal

–– SedimentationSedimentation

Invasive/Exotic SpeciesInvasive/Exotic Species

Hypothetical Impact AnalysisHypothetical Impact Analysis

+0--Air Quality

--00Cultural Resources

+-0+Invasive Species

+0--Riparian Habitat

++-+Aquatic Habitat

Alt 4Alt 3 Alt 2Alt 1
Resource 
Category

Next StepsNext Steps

Next StepsNext Steps

Complete Scoping Process Complete Scoping Process –– Early 2005Early 2005
Preparation of Draft PEIS Preparation of Draft PEIS –– Most of 2005Most of 2005
Public/Agency Review of Draft PEIS Public/Agency Review of Draft PEIS –– Late Late 
20052005
Public Hearings Public Hearings –– Late 2005Late 2005
Final PEIS Final PEIS –– Early 2006Early 2006
Record of Decision Record of Decision –– Early 2006Early 2006

Please submit written comments Please submit written comments 
before February 7 to:before February 7 to:

Daniel Daniel BorundaBorunda
USIBWCUSIBWC
Environmental Protection SpecialistEnvironmental Protection Specialist
4171 North Mesa4171 North Mesa
Suite CSuite C--100100
El Paso, Texas 79902El Paso, Texas 79902
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El Paso, Texas Meeting 



















 
 
 
 
 

ITEM 2 
Las Cruces, New Mexico Meeting 



























 
 
 
 
 

ITEM 3 
Presidio, Texas Meeting 









 
 
 
 
 

ITEM 4 
McAllen, Texas Meeting 

 





 
 
 
 
 

ITEM 5 
Imperial Beach, California Meeting 
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