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Response to Comment L1-67
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 L1-68
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Wind Conditions
at the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment L1-69
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Wind Conditions
at the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L1-70
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Wind Conditions
at the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L1-71
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Wind Conditions
at the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment L1-72
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 Quality Salton Sea Air Quality Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L1-73
Please refer to the following Master Responses in Section 3 of this
Final EIR/EIS:  Air Quality Salton Sea Air Quality Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan, Air Quality Health Effects Associated with Dust
Emissions, and Air Quality−−Consistency with the State Implementation
Plan for PM10.
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Response to Comment L1-74
Refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics Property Values
and Fiscal Impact Estimates in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L1-75
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 IID 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 L1-76
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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Response to Comment L1-77
See response to Comment L1-75.

Response to Comment L1-78
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 IID 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 L1-79
Refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics Crop Type
Assumptions for Socioeconomic Analysis of Fallowing in Section 3 of
this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L1-80
Refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics Property Values
and Fiscal Impact Estimates in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment L1-81
A discussion of the fiscal impacts directly related to unemployment is
provided in the Master Response on Socioeconomics 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 L1-82
Refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality Health Effects
Associated with Dust Emissions, Air Quality Salton Sea Air Quality
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan, and Socioeconomics Property Values
and Fiscal Impact Estimates in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Letter - L3. Westmorland, City of. Signatory - Lawrence
Ritchie.

Response to Comment L3-1
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, IID 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 L3-2
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 IID to reclaim up
to 34 KAFY of transfer water for M&I use within the Imperial Valley.
This amount is twice the expected growth in M&I use within the IID
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. IID 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 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 L3-2  (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 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 Cumulative Impacts (Mexicali Wastewater System
Improvements) in Section 3 of the of the Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment L3-3
The socioeconomics section of the Draft EIR/EIS (Section 3.14)
address the beneficial and adverse affects of the Proposed Project and
Alternatives. The comment regarding regulatory demands is noted.

Response to Comment L3-4
Comment noted.


	Return to Contents: 
	Continue: 


