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Response to Comment R5-97
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Air Quality Issues
Associated with Fallowing in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-98
Impact AQ-4 is no longer predicted to occur, so this comment is no
longer applicable. Water for compliance with the IOP will not be
produced through conservation measures.

Response to Comment R5-99
Please refer to the following Master Responses in Section 3 of this
Final EIR/EIS: Air Quality—Air Quality Issues Associated with
Fallowing; and Air Quality—Emissions from Construction of
Conservation Measures.

Response to Comment R5-100
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-101
Comment noted.

Response to Comment R5-102
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment R5-103
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-104
Please refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality−−Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan and Air Quality−− Wind
Conditions at the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-105
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-106
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-107
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment R5-108
The Draft EIR/EIS has been revised to reflect this concern. This change
is indicated in this Final EIR/EIS in subsection 3.7 under Section 4.2,
Text Revisions.

Response to Comment R5-109
Comment noted.

Response to Comment R5-110
Comment noted.

Response to Comment R5-111
Comment noted.

Response to Comment R5-112
Comment noted.

Response to Comment R5-113
With the implementation of the Salton Sea Habitat Conservation
Strategy, the elevation of the Salton Sea would not begin to decline
until some time after 2030, and the ultimate elevation of the Sea under
the Proposed Project in the year 2075 would be about -240 ft msl,
reducing the surface area of the Sea by about 16,000 acres (about 25
sq. miles). Aesthetic impacts at this elevation are reasonably
represented by the visual simulations in the Draft EIR/EIS shown for
Alternative 4 (which had a projected Sea elevation of -241 ft msl).
These aesthetic impacts are still considered to be less than significant.
The determination of less than significant is not dependent on
revegetation; however, any revegetation that may occur would reduce
these impacts.
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Response to Comment R5-114
Please see the response to Comment R5-113 with regard to visual impacts. Odor impacts are discussed in the response to Comment R5-6. Compared to the projected ongoing
eutrophication of the Sea, the effect of the Proposed Project, with implementation of the Salton Sea Conservation Strategy, on odors is expected to be less than significant, as
discussed in the Draft EIR/EIS. Consideration of environmental justice issues is not applicable to less than significant impacts. See the revised Environmental Justice section in
subsection 3.15 under Section 4.2, Text Revisions, in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-115
To improve document download times from the IID public web site, the aesthetics section of the EIR/EIS (Section 3.11) is posted on the web site in four separate sections (3.11a
through 3.11d). The blank pages referenced in your comment are part of Section 3.11d and encompass Figures 3.11-5a through 3.11-5l. These figures were omitted from this section of
the document because of file size constraints and are instead posted under the "Figures" heading on the same page of the website. To reduce confusion and facilitate web site access
to these existing figures, a link to Figures 3.11a through 3.11l has been created and placed immediately beneath the Section 3.11d text. During examination of the website, no
document text was determined to be missing from Section 3.11. In addition, it should be noted that complete hard-copy versions of the Draft EIR/EIS (containing all document text and
figures) were also made available at local public libraries and hard copies and CD-ROMS were available by request from IID and the Bureau of Reclamation throughout the 90-day
public comment period.

Response to Comment R5-116
See response to Comment R5-6.

Response to Comment R5-117
See response to Comment R5-6.
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Response to Comment R5-118
The purpose of the environmental justice analysis is to determine
whether or not disproportionately high and adverse human health or
environmental effects of the Proposed Project or Alternatives are likely
to fall on minority and/or low-income populations. This analysis focuses
on the locations of high and adverse impacts (as reported in the various
environmental analysis sections of the Draft EIR/EIS) and examines the
racial and income characteristics of the populations affected by these
impacts. As reported in the Draft EIR/EIS, aesthetic impacts were not
determined to be significant (i.e., high and adverse). And, as reported in
this Final EIR/EIS, the only significant impact related to recreation in the
Salton Sea subregion, impacts to the sport fishery, will be mitigated to a
less than significant level (see Master Response on
Recreation Mitigation for Salton Sea Sport Fishery in Section 3 in this
Final EIR/EIS.)

In addition, the environmental justice section of the previous Draft
EIR/EIS has been revised. This change is indicated in this Final
EIR/EIS in subsection 3.15 under Section 4.2, Text Revisions. The
revised section discusses the disproportionate impacts to minority and
low-income populations from impacts that were determined to be high
and adverse.

Response to Comment R5-119
The precise distribution methods and recipients of transfer revenue
payments have not been determined by the IID Board of Directors.
Indeed, the IID Board of Directors is free to voluntarily distribute such
payments as part of the program implementation. The assumption
made in IMPLAN PRO in Section 3.14 of the Draft EIR/EIS with regard
to the receipt of transfer revenue payments by farmers was made for
modeling purposes only.

Response to Comment R5-120
In response to comments, the text of Section 3.15 has been revised.
The changes are indicated in subsection 3.15 in Section 4.2, Text
Revisions in this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment R5-121
Refer to the Master Responses on Biology Approach to Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy and Recreation Mitigation for Salton Sea Sport Fishery in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS. In addition, the construction activities associated with the HCP and the Project's mitigation measures will create jobs in the Salton Sea and IID water service area subregions.

Response to Comment R5-122
Please refer to the Master Response on Biology Approach to the Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-123
Section 3.14, Socioeconomics, in the Draft EIR/EIS contains information about the job sectors that would be effected if fallowing was implemented for conservation of water under the
Proposed Project or alternatives.

Response to Comment R5-124
In response to comments, the text of Section 3.15 has been revised. The changes are indicated in subsection 3.15 in Section 4.2, Text Revisions in this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment R5-125
In response to comments, the text of Section 3.15 has been revised.
The changes are indicated in subsection 3.15 in Section 4.2, Text
Revisions in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-126
Executive Order 12898 was designed to address only high and adverse
impacts. The previous Draft EIR/EIS has been revised to reflect this
concern. This change is indicated in this Final EIR/EIS in subsection
3.15 under Section 4.2, Text Revisions in this Final EIR/EIS. Also, see
Master Response on Socioeconomics Property Values and Fiscal
Impact Estimates in Section 3 in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-127
Please refer to the Master Response on Hydrology Development of
the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-128
Refer to the Master Response on Other Relationship Between the
Proposed Project and the Salton Sea Restoration Project in Section 3
of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment R5-129
The cumulative impact analysis did not find any new significant impacts
that are not already significant impacts of the Proposed Project by itself.
Implementation of the HCP, and other mitigation measures set forth in
the Draft and Final EIR/EIS, will reduce Proposed Project-related
significant impacts to a level that is less than cumulatively considerable.
Significant, unavoidable impacts will, however, remain significant and
unavoidable. For additional information on the relationship between the
Proposed Project and the Salton Sea Restoration Project, refer to the
Master Response of that title. For a response to the request for a
cumulative impact analysis of the Project and the Salton Sea
Restoration Project, refer to the response to Comment R5-128 above.

Response to Comment R5-130
Section 5.6.2, Irreversible Commitments of Resources, in the Draft
EIR/EIS recognizes that the primary area that would experience the
most likely irreversible change is the Salton Sea and the lands adjacent
to the Sea. With implementation of the water conservation and transfer
component of the Proposed Project and/or alternatives, the surface
elevation of the Sea would decrease and salinity would increase more
rapidly than under the No Project Alternative after 2030. Such
environmental effects would adversely affect the environmental
resources associated with the Salton Sea irreversibly. For additional
information on the relationship between the Proposed Project and the
Salton Sea Restoration Project, refer to the Master Response of that
same title. The comment makes the unsupported assertion that the
Proposed Project would cause the Salton Sea to deteriorate so rapidly
and severely that the restoration project would become infeasible. This
ignores the fact that the recent Restoration Planning Update reports
that under the current salinity trend (without projects), fishing collapse
will begin as early as 2015. It also plans to assume that the entire
maximum amount of transfer of 300 KAFY will begin immediately. In
fact, the transfer quantitatively ramp up. Refer to Section 2.2.4.1 of the
Draft EIR/EIS for a detailed explanation.
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Response to Comment R5-131
Please refer to the Master Response on Hydrology Development of
the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment R5-132
Please refer to the Master Response on Hydrology Development of
the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment R5-133
Tables 4.1 and 4.2 of Appendix F make no inferences and/or
conclusions about the amounts of water pumped from the Coachella
Aquifer. The best available information, provided by CVWD, was used
for this analysis. Additional information is not available to IID or the
Reclamation relative to Baseline discharges to the Salton Sea by
CVWD.
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