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The DEIS should address the potential for reducing water use through
reducing evaporation, rather than just reducing seepage.

The discussion in the DEIS of why the Salton Sea would not become
emissive due to the water recession increasing the expased area of the
lakebed is based on unverified assumplions and some emoneous data,
Exposed shoreline at the Salton Sea has the potential to result in an
emissive area as seen at Owens Lake and Mono Lake. As slated in the
discussion on page 3.7-34 of the DEIS, the proposed project would
expose 50,000 acres (T8 mi2) of currenlly submerged lakebed bottomn,
Thiz compares to an Owens Lake total erea of 110 miZ with an emissive
area of 35 mi2. Thus, the area being exposed by the proposed project is
only slightly less than the area of Owens Lake.

Three reasons are given in the DEIS on page 3.7-35 as to why the exposed
areas of the Salton Sea would not create an emissive source like Owens
Lake or Mono Lake: 1) the soil chemistry is differant than that at Mono or
Owens Lake, 2) wind speeds at the Salton Sea are less than Mono or Owens
Lake, and 3) the recession rate is slower than that of Owens or Mono Lake.
As discussed below, some emoars in the provided data, and some
generalizations do not provide sufficient assurance that the exposed shoreline
will not generate dust storms in the area. This section fails 1o substantiate the
premise that the Owens and Mono Lake experiences will not be repeated at
the Salton Sea.

Although the salts and scils at the Salton Sea may not conlain as much
carbonate as the salls and soils at Mono and Owens Lake, the salls and soils
do contain substantial amounts of sulfate and some carbonate salts as well,
The conditions exist at the Salton Sea to allow an unstable salt crust to form
from sulfate salts. When some sulfate salts form crust at temperatures below
B0°F, an unstable form of the salt is produced. Although the surface
temperature is more moderated than the air temperature, the air temperalure
at the southem end of the Salton Sea is below 80°F roughly 25% of the time,
based on data from the 3allon Sea East (#128) California Irrigation
Management Information System (CIMIS) meteorolegical station.  Any
precipitation when the surface temperatures fall below G60°F during the year
would produce conditions conducive to forming unstable sulfate salts. The
DEIS should address the specific salts at the Sallon Sea to evaluate
emissivity, rather than t¢ simply claim that, because they are different from
the salts at Owens Lake, they are not likely to form an emissive crust.

The meteorological data that was presented In the DEIS and used (o
assert that wind speeds near the Salton Sea can not result in wind storms
was incorrect and incomplete. The wind data that was used and included
the in the DEIS were the CIMIS Salton Sea West (#127) and Salton Sea
Morth (#154) sites. These sites are not representative of where the

‘ Return to Contents

Letter - L1
Page 22

Response to Comment 1.1-67
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality/7 Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment 1.1-68
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality/7 Wind Conditions
at the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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greatest shoreline exposure will ocour, This is discussed further below.,
Moreover, the wind data presented in the DEIS for the Salton Sea Morth
(#154) site are clearly incerrect, The County's consultant, ENVIRON,
obtained data from the California Imigation Management Information
Systemn (CIMIS) and prepared wind roses for comparison to those found in
the DEIS. A comparison of the two sets of wind roses can be found in
Aftachment A (ENVIRON's data) end Attechment B (DEIS data). For
comparison, those from the DEIS are in Attachment . The DEIS should
carrect the meteorological data that is presented.

As noled above, the meteorological data presented in the DEIS is not
representative of meteorological data that will be the most important when
considering impacts on the newly exposed shoreling at the Salton Sea.
Over three-quarters of the polentially exposed shoreline around the Salton
Sea lies within Imperial County, and the bulk is at the southern and south-
eastern end of the Salton Sea. As a result, wind data from the Salton Sea
East (#128) site near Niland would be the most representative for
understanding whether there would be high winds that could create dust
storms. Miland is also the closesl Imperial County PM10 manitor to the
Salton Sea, and is aligned with the predominant winds that would advec!
dust from the Salton Sea to the PM10 monitor. The DEIS should include
this data in its analysis and discussion.

The DEIS discussion on wind speed threshold velocities on page 3.7-35 15
incomplete. The discussion compares threshold velocities with hourly
average wind speeds measured at various monitoring sites. The relevant
data lo consider is wind speed gusts that may take place over periods far
shorter than one hour. The DEIS should consider data on wind speed
gusts in its discussion of threshold velocities and the potential for
emissions from the newly exposed shoreling,

The DEIS contains several apparent ermors in its discussion on the
meteorology in the area near the Salton Sea on page 3.7-14. The amaunt
and timing of data reported available for the two siles appear to be
incorrect according 1o our database. |n addition, we found many more
hours with wind speeds greater than 7 m/'s than was reporied in the DEIS,
The wind monitor anemometer height stated in the DEIS (366 cm} is
different than the one stated on the CIMIS website (2 m = 200 cm).
Finally, as noted above, the wind rose for the #1564 Salton Sea Morth site
given in Figure 3.7-5 is incorrect, The emors in the wind speeds reported,
the error in anemometer height, failure to use the Salton Sea East (#128)
winds combined with an overstatement of the threshold wind velocity
needed for dust suspension all bias the results toward understating a
potential new PM1i0 emission sources. The DEIS should correct the
discussion of the metecrology and revise its evaluation of the impadts of
winds in potential new PM10 sources.
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Response to Comment L.1-69

Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality/7 Wind Conditions
at the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L.1-70

Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality/7 Wind Conditions
at the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment 1.1-71
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality/7 Wind Condlitions
at the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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The DEIS's third argument for why Salton Sea would not become another
Owens Lake involves the argument that the recession rate of the Sallon
Sea will be much slower (only 20% as fast) than for Owens Lake that went
“dry" over several years. However, when Mono Lake recessad over a
longer time ils exposed shoreling was emissive and caused violations of
the PM10 standard. Thus, based on recession rate, the Mono Lake
situation is caomparable to what the propesed project will do to the Salton
Sea. The DEIS should revise its discussion on the relationship between
recession rate and the potential to form emissive surfaces.

As noted above, contrary to what is stated in the DEIS, the informalion
available in the DEIS is insufficient demenstrate that the air guality
impacts cen be mitigated to a level of insignificance, based on the
assumptions in the DEIS. If the air quality impacts can not be mitigated to
a level of insignificance, then the air quality in Imperial County may be
degraded and public health will be impacted.

ENVIRON INTERNATIONAL CORP.

EIRCammuents-Altachment A
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Response to Comment 1.1-72
Emissive surfaces and recession rates will be studied as part of the
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan. Also, please refer to the Master
Response on Air Quality7 Salton Sea Air Quality Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment 1.1-73
Please refer to the following Master Responses in Section 3 of this
Final EIR/EIS: Air Quality[J Salton Sea Air Quality Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan, Air QualityJ Health Effects Associated with Dust
Emissions, and Air Quality——Consistency with the State Implementation
Plan for PM10.
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Attachment B

COMMENTS ON THE SOCIOECONOMIC SECTION OF THE DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/STATEMENT FOR IMPERIAL
TRRIGTION DISTRICT WATER CONSERVATION AND TRANSFER
FROJECT AND DRAFT HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN

BY ECONOMICS RESEARCH ASSOCIATES
April 24, 2002

Economics Research Associates (ERA) has been retzined by Imperial County to conduct
an bivestigation of the socio-economic impacts of the proposed NMD-SDCWA water
transfer, This report presents the results of ERA's initial review of documents pertaining
to the proposed transfer of water from IID to SDCWA in the form of comments on the
Diraft EIRSELS.

Summary Comment

(1) The overiding conclusion ERA has reached from review of the Draft EIR/EIS is that
the socioeconomic sections [Section 3.14 and Appendix G) have valiantly attempled
to define the impacts from a proposed water transfer plan that is poorly defined.
Socipeconomic impacts are projected to range from significantly positive to
significantly negative without being able to be precise about even the direction, let
alone the magnitude, of the impacts.  As described in the comments below, ERA
concludes that the most positive end of the range is unachievable. In surmmary, ERA
finds the Draft EIR/EIS to be inadequate in its analysis of socioeconomic impacts, but
this is due primarly to an inadequate definition of the water transfer plan rather than
any defsct in analysis methods. Notwithstanding the competence of the analysis of
impacts on jobs and incomes, however, the Draft EIR/EIS also stops short of an
adequate treatment of the fiscal mpacts that will be felt by Imperial County and the
municipal jurisdictions within the county.

Speci nts on the Draft EIRVE

(2} According to the Draft EIR/EIS analysis the aggregate socioeconomic impacts of the
proposed action could produce 250 additional jobs or could cause the loss of 2,460
jobs (Tables 3.14-10 and -11). There is a significant difference between these
outcomes.  This range of continuing uncertamty indicates an nadequate treatment of
the subject to date.

(3) IID policy is to make water available for transfer without any fallowing, through
development of on-farm and system conservation measures. The stated plan is to use
payments received for water transferred to pay for the physical improvements
required to install and operate the conservation measures, Prices scheduled to be paid
by SDCWA should be sufficient to pay for these improvements if the funds are
directed properly. Under the terms of the Q8A, however, CVWD and MWD are able
to pay lower amounts for water. As was demonstrated on pages 4 and 5 of the CIC
Research review of the Draft EIR/EIS, these payments are not sufficient to fund the
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Response to Comment 1.1-74
Refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics/J Property Values
and Fiscal Impact Estimates in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment 1.1-75
The specific conservation methods to be implemented under the
Proposed Project have not been determined. As noted in the Draft
EIR/EIS in Section 2.2.3.1, the conservation program could include a
potentially broad and varying range of conservation measures to
provide maximum flexibility to the 1ID Board to adopt the program to
changing circumstances, methods, and participants over the lengthy
Project term. Assumptions were made for modeling purposes that
would capture the full range of potential impacts. The impacts of the
conservation program ultimately adopted will fall somewhere within this
range. The beneficial and adverse impacts of the Proposed Project and
Alternatives are included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 3.14,
Socioeconomics.

Response to Comment 1.1-76
The EIR/EIS presents the type and magnitude of estimated third-party
socioeconomic impacts associated with the Proposed Project and each
alternative evaluated in the EIR/EIS. As described in the Draft EIR/EIS,
depending on the eventual implementation of the water conservation
program, there could either be beneficial or adverse impacts to the
regional economy. If water is conserved using on-farm and water
delivery system improvements, it is anticipated that there would be
beneficial effects to regional employment; therefore, there would not be
any adverse effects to mitigate. If fallowing is used to conserve all or a
portion of the water to be transferred, there would be adverse effects to
the regional economy and farm workers as identified in the Draft
EIR/EIS.

The IID Board will consider whether to implement socioeconomic
mitigation measures when it considers whether to approve the
Proposed Project or an alternative to the Proposed Project.
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needed improvements. As a consequence, the Proposed Project is economically
infeasitle. If the Proposed Project has no chance of being implemenmted, it is
inadequately defined.

{4) The prapo@cd transfer plan states that SDCWA and the other water agencies may take
“up 10" certain amounts of water per year, There is no guarantee, however, that the
water will be transferred.  This in turn implies that the revenue to D from
transferring water is also not guarantced.  Without a guaranteed income stream, third-
party financing of on-farm or system conservation infrastructure will be impossible
out of cash flow, The most likely response will be a “pay as you go® strategy, where
farmers will fallow land and stockpile cash fom payments for a number of years until
sufficient funds are accumulated to stant installng conservation measures. The no-
Fallowing policy of D is thus unattainable, and the positive economiz impacts of
developing and operating conservation infrastructure will be reduced by the negative
economic impacts resulting from fallowing, The net socioeconomic impact remains
uniknown without a more adequate plan, and could be positive or negative:

(5} The sociveconomnic analysis assumes that all transfer funds not utilized by D for
conservation or environmental mitigations will be paid to farmers. Of the after-tax
income realized by farmers, 50% is assumed to leak out of the county and 50% is
assumed to be spent locally, further generating mmltiplier expansion effects (pages
3.14-13 and G-12). Mo justification is given for this 50%/50% assumption. In the
case where on-farm and systern conservation improvements are made, there may not
be a significant amount of funds left over for farmer diserction, but in the cases of all
fallowing, the majority of transfer fimds become subject 1o this 53%%/50% assumption.
A 10%90% or H0%10% shemative assumption could generate dramatically
different econorric impacts. If fallowing is to be allowed in the transfer plan, further
analysis will be nesded to more accurately model farmer use of the income gained
through transfer payments to adequatcly estimate impacts in the Final EIR/EIS.

{6) In the cases of fallowing, the Draft EIR/EIS analysis assumes crops will be fallowed
n pmpun:iuu 1o the historical pattern of crops grown in the valley. The CIC Rescarch
review notes that selectively fallowing fields by type of crop based on water
consumption and crop value could be used to mitigate some of the SOCIOECONDMIG
impacts. In other words, instead of historical ratios of crop types, valut/acre or
labor(jobs)acre could be used to make fallowing decisions, Such possible mitigation
strategies are complicated by the practice of crop rotation in the valley whereby
virtpally all crops are grown on all fields at different times, and by the resource
mznagement need to fallow on occasion. Left to their own decision-making, farmers
would be mare likely to fallow based on profitfacre or prafitiacre-foot of water, which
may or may not be correlated with jobs/acre and could lessen or magnify adverse

CCONOMIS Trpacts.
Fiscal Impacts

(7} Over the long run, fallowing will reduce property values. Even temporary fallowing
programmed into crop rotation will reduce income derived from a field, ultmmately
reducing its value as farmland. Permanently fallowing a field will dromatically
reduce its value. Perhaps farmers will be adequately compenszted for reduced farm

2
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Response to Comment 1.1-77
See response to Comment L1-75.

Response to Comment 1.1-78
As described in Appendix G to the Draft EIR/EIS, IID has indicated that
the on-farm portion of the water conservation program will involve
contracts with landowners. IID estimated that 37 percent of the
farmland within the 11D water service area is owned by out-of-county
residents. In addition to considering leakage of transfer revenues to out-
of-county landowners, it is reasonable to assume that the transfer
revenues will be used to pay down existing debt and accumulate
savings. In order to avoid overestimating the beneficial impact to the
regional economy of transfer revenue expenditures, it is reasonable to
assume a 50-percent reduction in after-tax transfer revenues when
estimating disposable income levels for the impact analysis.

Response to Comment 1.1-79
Refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics/J/ Crop Type

Assumptions for Socioeconomic Analysis of Fallowing in Section 3 of
this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment 1.1-80
Refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics/J Property Values
and Fiscal Impact Estimates in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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values through transfer payments, but the cormmmunity at large will also suffer through
a reduction in property tax revenue. School districts, municipalities, znd Imperial
County will be the hardest hit by declinmg revenues. The reduction in fiscal revenuc
waz not adequately treated in the Draft EIRVEIS.

{8} The EIR/ELS identifics a potential job loss of 1,400 duc to transfer and conservation
by fallowing, even before considering the additional job losses associated with
fallowing for IO impacts, HCP impactz within the IID water service area, and the
economic decling of the Salton Sea area.  Sociceconomic impacts cannot be fully
measured by just the loss of jobs affectmg thase who were formerly employed. The
entire community in Imperial County will bear some increased burden through the
governmental costs of providing job training and public assistance payments, and
potentially through the costs of dealing with ereased crime, domestic stress, and
other social problems derived from high unempleyment. The Draft EIR/EIS ignores
this set of socioeconomic impacts.

(%) Any reduction in ar quality will have socioecoromic costs as well as environmental
costs. The household sector of the economy will suffer costs associated with health
problems and costs of mmtigating aichome panticles m their homes and workplaces.
The public sector will suffer reduced revenues from declining property values, and
increased costs of public health. These costs have not been adequately treated 1o date
in the Draft EIR/EIS.

Documents Reviewed

Ch2M ILl, “ID Water Conservation and Transfer Preject/Draft Habitat Conservation
Plan: Draft EIR/EIS, Sections 1, 2, 3.6, 3,14, Appendix G

CIC Rescarch, Inc., Independent Analysis of the Economic Impact Studies in the TID
Water Conservation and Transfer Project EIR/EIS, Draft March 15, 2002

Cordova, Ralph Jr., Yeager, Joanne L, McLaughlin, Bryn C., Hossmann, Antonio,
Moore, Roger B, “Paolicy Statement of Hank Kuiper, Chair Imperial County
Board of Superasors”, Apnl 2002,

Domnbusch Associates, “Evaluation of IID Grower Market Power,” February 20, 2002,
(and written testimony of James P. Merchant).

Eckhardt, Dr. John, and Harnish, Laura, “Written Testimony in Support of 1ID-Authaority
Joint Long-Term Transfer Petition, to the State Water Resources Control Board.”

Gomez, Santos and Steding, Anna, “California Water Transfers: An Evaluation of the
Framework and A Spatial Analysis of the Potential Impacts." Facific Institute,
April 1998,

Horvitz, Steve, “Written Testimony for California State Water Resources Board Hearing
Regarding Salton Sea™
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Response to Comment 1.1-81
A discussion of the fiscal impacts directly related to unemployment is
provided in the Master Response on Socioeconomics/J Property Values
and Fiscal Impact Estimates in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS. The
indirect effects of unemployment mentioned by the commenter are not
addressed because they are uncertain and speculative.

Response to Comment 1.1-82
Refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality/7 Health Effects
Associated with Dust Emissions, Air QualityJ Salton Sea Air Quality
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan, and Socioeconomics/7 Property Values
and Fiscal Impact Estimates in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Toh, Penn and Steding, Anna, “The Palo Verde Test Land Fallowing Program: A Model Page 28
for Future California Water Transfers?.” Pacific Institute, March 1996

Loh, Penn and Steding, Annz, “Water Transfers in Californiar A Framework for
Sustainability and Justice” Pacific Institute, March 1996,

Silva, Jesse P, “Wrilten testimony in support of IID-SDCWA Joint Long-Term Transfer
Petition, to the State Water Resources Control Board . ” ’

Smith, Rodney, “Written Testimony in Support of IID-SDCWA Joint Long-Term
Transfer Petition, to the State Water Resources Control Board ™

Surmrnary of IIDYSDCWA Transfer Agreement, Revised as of 12/18/01.
Sunding, David, Zilberman, David, Howitt, Richard, Dinar, Ariel and MacDeugall, Neal,

“Measuring the Costs of Reallocating Water from Agriculture: A Multi-Model
Approach.” Natural Resources Modeling, July 1998
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The City of Westmorlond wishes 1o make comments regarding the nbove-named DETREIS as follows:

I, Environmental Justicc

I light of the current rexuirement to nddress environmerdal justics izsues, this impact needs 10 be
fully eddressed. The City of Westmorland is a community that will be affected in a substantial
mansr dwe 1o the impacts of any transfer o reduction of water 1o e agricultural indusiry as well
& impacts dus to fallowing, Our commumity’s empboyee secter is ocoupicd largely in agriculiure,
all the businesses inowr chy derive a large percentage of their income from these amployecs and
farm-type setivities. IF Tallowing occuars, farm employment will ingvitnbly suffer. I water is sold
through a transfer agreement, the cost for water (o cities in our arca will most susely increase, The
citizens of cair low-income comminity of & papalation of shout 2000 recenly kad to shoulder the
burden of improving eus water treatment and wastewater treatmernt facilities 10 comply with stale
und Federal repulatory requirements. The total coet of the improvensents came to $10 million in
rouand figures with about $1.7 million being the debd carried by our community. Additional costs 1o
cur community duc to the impacts of this progesed Prajed could well beoome unbeamble,

Environmental justice is violsed when these who have more and are more powerlul take water by
Force or craft from theae whso have bess and are less powerful.

I, Econemic Growth and Development of both Imperial County and San Disgo County and others

The primary ficus in the DEIRVELS should be ploced on Imperial County sinoe we are the ones
being put in the position of having to give up water. Ressormble growth in this county should nat
ber ifested by any waler conservation/lransfer plan. Mitlgatlon messures need 1o be idestified 10
sccomplish that goal, [ should be made asundantly elear that the need to develop conservation
measures is incumbent on the counties and commumitics on the receiving snd of water tranafers 1o a
much greater degroe than it is oa the Imperial County whe is giving up the waler,

It seems in be quile char that San Diego and MWD are inlent oa securing adeqeate reliable sources
ol water that will ersare their ability 1o continue their cusrent growthirends, E is also ovident that
their cconomic plans for el fAdurs include more water fom the Colorsdo River via transfers froam
Imperial County, Therefore, strong emphisis should be placed on the need for those counties,
rei, and communities 1o develop corservation metbods and other new sources of water 1o meet
their growth needs. A mitigatien measure shoubd be st forth in the DETR/EIS that requires
those enfities to develop new water sources te meet all new growth demands for water, I
appears that the most sccessible and lopical 2ources of new water are ocean water {desalinization)
and underground aquifiers in theair ares,

Imperial County docs not have an altertive watler source. The Colorado River water is the enly
waler suurce available in this area. The Basin Plan for our region recogniss that our

groundwater is not usable for any purpese, 1t is of theutmost importaroe that our water supply
be prodecied Trom demamds by other endities i5vwe are 1o survive.

“Goteway City 1 Irmperial Volley™

FIHAHCE DIRICTOR
Ping Pomrros
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Response to Comment L.3-1
IID is not anticipated to increase its water rates under Proposed
Project. Any borrowing related to the conservation and transfer of water
would be funded by the contract payments made by SDCWA, CVWD,
and/or MWD. In addition, 11D would be reimbursed from the contract
payments for any loss of revenues due to reduced water sales.
Also note that the second implementation scenario for the Proposed
Project (QSA Implementation) includes the more restrictive limit on
IID's future diversions of Colorado River water on IID's Priority 3
diversions. Under the maximum transfers provided for under the QSA,
IID would retain the ability to divert in excess of 2.6 MAFY of Colorado
River water for agricultural, industrial, and domestic use within the IID
water service area. This amount is anticipated to be sufficient for
continued growth in these sectors at Baseline levels.

Response to Comment 1.3-2
In response to the comments, "Reasonable growth in this county
should not be affected by any water conservation transfer plan.
Mitigation measures need to be identified to accomplish this goal" and
"Imperial County does not have an alternate water source": the
Proposed Project involves implementation of agricultural water
conservation measures only. Under the terms of the second
implementation scenario for the Proposed Project (QSA
Implementation), IID will retain the ability to divert in excess of 2.6
MAFY for agricultural, industrial, and domestic use within the current
IID water service area. In addition, at the end of the initial 45-year term,
the IID/SDCWA Transfer Agreement potentially allows 11D to reclaim up
to 34 KAFY of transfer water for M&l use within the Imperial Valley.
This amount is twice the expected growth in M&l use within the 11D
water service area over the next 45 years. Therefore, the Proposed
Project and alternatives as described in the Draft EIR/EIS can be
implemented without compromising the Imperial Valley's urban water
supply. 11D will continue to make water deliveries reasonably required
for municipal and industrial beneficial uses, including current use and
expected growth in these sectors.

In response to the comment "It should be made abundantly
clear that the need to develop conservation measures is
incumbent on the counties and communities on the receiving
end of water transfers": please refer to the Master Responses
on Other/J Desalination on the SDWCA Service Area and Comments
Calling for Increased Conservation and Other - Growth Inducement
Analysis in Section 3 of the Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment 1.3-2 (continued)

In response to the comment "It is also evident that their economic plans for their future includes more water from the Colorado River via transfers from Imperial
County": IID is not contemplating additional transfers beyond those stated in the terms of the QSA and the IID/SDCWA Transfer Agreement. Any future transfers will
be subject to the same public and environmental review as the current Proposed Project. Please refer to the Master Response on Other/7 Desalination on the SDWCA
Service Area and Comments Calling for Increased Conservation in Section 3 of the Final EIR/EIS.

In response to the comment "The issue of Mexico's water use and demands as it affects this project should be addressed in the EIR/EIS": Mexico's use of Colorado
River water is governed by "Utilization of Waters of the Colorado and Tijuana Rivers and of the Rio Grande" (the 1944 Mexican Treaty). The potential reduction in
New River flows due to increased use of return flows in Mexico has been addressed in the Master Response on Other/7 Cumulative Impacts (Mexicali Wastewater System

Improvements) in Section 3 of the of the Final EIR/EIS.
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b addinen bo the Colorado River water allocations 1o the variows states and entitics, Mexico 9
undoubtedly will bring their needs and prowth expeciations to the international wble. This will
further complicate wister negotiations and deplete future rescrves. The 135wz of Mexico's water use
ard demands s it affects this project should be addressed in the DEIRELS
Response to Comment 1.3-3

& Seddotconoaiic Impacts The socioeconomics section of the Draft EIR/EIS (Section 3.14)

We disagree with th concept that Isperial Valley will berelit due 1o an cconomic stisulus as a address the beneficial and adverse affects of the Proposed Project and

result of the sufe of water, O the contrary, the uliimate ¢ffzet will create a negative net resull since Alternatives. The comment regarding regulatory demands is noted.
there is an inderlinkage between the farming activity and businesses in our area. While scoondary

and indireet effiects are nearly impossible 1o predict accurately, the impacts will most certainly be

fizle by &l sectors of the commanicy.

Response to Comment 1.3-4

Al present, the Buirm ownergoperalons are sxperiencing severe difficultics just keeping their

businesses in operation. I more regulatory demands and costs are added (o their busden, more Comment noted.
farm businesses will be ferced 10 cease operation. Much of the agricultural activity has already

beea rebocabed to Mexico and China. Additiona! repulatory demands will speed their exodus which

will immediately be fllowed by the demise of our area,

Wi have been informed that the water itsel§ does not cos amything. but the transportdelivery of the water is whai
provides the basis of the charges to farmers, ditics, and ctlser wsers. 11 should be self evident 1o all parties thar, sines
water has become a masketable commadity, the mirket will dictate the cost for trarsport! delivery of water. If water is
translemed, en increase in the cost of the water delivered 1o our farmers and communities cannot be far behind
Because of this, the City is highly supportive of requiring the coastal communities to live within their specified
wdictmeent of Colorado River water {which we understand would amount o a reduction of 600 000 aoae feet 1o their
curment usage),

Please farnish the City of Westmeland your resposse to our comments as well as the Final DETR/ELS,

Yiurs truly, =3 Mo
= o ./}{,f

Lawwrinoe Rilchic

Mayor

=] President George W. Bush
Vice Pregidem Richard Cheney
Secretary of the Interior Gail Norlon
Serator Dienne Feinsiein
Senator Barbara Boser
Congressman Bob Filner
Governoe Gray Davis
Lizutennnt Governdr Crue Dustamantc
Senasor Jim Batin
Assemblynean Dave Kelly
Ciounty Supervisor CGary Wyalt
Ciry Couneil
City Altorney

. -427
I Return to Contents 5



	Return to Contents: 
	Continue: 


