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Response to Comment L9-34
See Master Responses on Hydrology Development of the Baseline and Other Relationship Between the Proposed Project and the Salton Sea Restoration Project in Section 3 of this
Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L9-35
Comment noted.

Response to Comment L9-36
Desalination is discussed in Appendix D of the Draft EIR/EIS, Alternative 8, Maximize Local Supplies in SDCWA and Develop 200 KAFY Desalination Facility. This Alternative is also
summarized in Section 4, Alternatives of the Draft EIR/EIS, Table 4-4. For additional information, refer to the Master Responses on Other Desalination in SDCWA Service Area and
Other Comments Calling for Increased Conservation in this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment L9-37
Please refer to the Master Response on Other Desalination in
SDWCA Service Area and Comments Calling for Increased
Conservation in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L9-38
The fallowing of additional acreage within the IID water service area is
not considered to be a significant visual impact. The fallowed acreage
will likely be similar in color to the surrounding desert habitat as well as
lands that are currently fallowed and farms that are between cropping
periods. As such, the fallowed lands will not introduce a new visual
element that would be disruptive to the existing landscape and will not
constitute a substantial degradation of the visual quality of the area. No
mitigation is necessary.

Response to Comment L9-39
The Draft EIR/EIS is limited to an analysis of the Proposed Project and
Alternatives, not speculative future water transfers. The document
identifies that the IID/SDCWA Transfer Agreement could be modified to
allow fallowing, rotational or non-rotational, as a conservation measure.
(In the context of this analysis, rotational fallowing is defined as
fallowing for less than 4 years, and non-rotational fallowing is defined
as fallowing for greater than 4 years). The adverse effects of the use of
fallowing as the exclusive conservation measure are described in
Section 3.5 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Section 3.5 also identifies the effects
of non-rotational fallowing as a potentially significant impact to
agricultural resources. Modifications to this text are indicated in
subsection 3.5 under Section 4.2, Text Revisions of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L9-40
We agree with the comment that the pros and cons of fallowing must be
evaluated. The purpose of the EIR/EIS is to evaluate the impacts of
different conservation methods so that the Lead Agencies can compare
the relative impacts and make an informed decision on whether and
how to proceed with the Project. The Lead Agencies must evaluate the
information contained in the Final EIR/EIS before making any decision,
including information provided through the public comment process,
and must support its decision by written findings.
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Response to Comment L9-41
Refer to the following Master Responses in Section 3 of the Final
EIR/EIS: Air Quality Salton Sea Air Quality Monitoring and Mitigation
Plan; Air Quality Air Quality Issues Associated with Fallowing; and Air
Quality Health Effects Associated with Dust Emissions.

Response to Comment L9-42
Refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Consistency with the
State Implementation Plan for PM10 in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L9-43
Refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality Salton Sea Air Quality
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan and Air Quality Health Effects
Associated with Dust Emissions in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L9-44
Refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality Air Quality Issues
Associated with Fallowing and Air Quality Health Effects Associated
with Dust Emissions in Section 3 of this Final EIR/IS.

Response to Comment L9-45
The commenter does not specify how the Draft EIR/EIS fails to
adequately address the archaeological and cultural resources impacts
of the Proposed Project. We believe the EIR/EIS is a good faith and
reasonable effort to identify and assess the impacts to archaeological
and cultural resources from implementation of the Project based upon
available information and assessment methods. Such impacts are
included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 3.8, Cultural Resources.
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Letter - L13. City of Brawley Economic & Community
Development. Signatory - Jerry Santillan.

Response to Comment L13-1
Comment noted. Responses to the individual concerns enumerated in
the comment letter are provided.

Response to Comment L13-2
The EIR/EIS addresses the environmental and socioeconomic impacts
of the Project, to provide information to the public and to
decisionmakers, such as the IID Board. The EIR/EIS is not designed to
"provide the political consensus to support the water transfer." The IID
Board must decide whether to approve the Project, after considering
the Final EIR/EIS and the other information in the record.

Response to Comment L13-3
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. 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 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.
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Response to Comment L13-4
The Executive Summary of the report prepared by CIC Research, dated
March 15, 2002 (revised April 9,2002) states: " CIC could find no
substantive disagreement with the results as presented in the IID Water
Conservation and Transfer Project Draft EIR/EIS."

See the Master Response on Socioeconomics Crop Type
Assumptions for Socioeconomic Analysis of Fallowing  n Section 3 of
this Final EIR/EIS for additional details regarding the assumptions used
in the fallowing impact analysis.

Response to Comment L13-5
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. 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 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. The socioeconomic impacts of the Proposed Project and
alternatives are described in Section 3.14 of the Draft EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L13-6
Page 1-29 of the Draft EIR/EIS states, "IID anticipated that the
proceeds from the sale of conserved water would provide economic
benefits to cooperating landowners, tenants, and IID, and an economic
stimulus to the Imperial Valley." This statement is true with regard to the
anticipated socioeconomic effects of the Proposed Project, unless a
substantial portion of the conserved water is generated by fallowing.
The adverse effects of fallowing are described in Section 3.14 of the
Draft EIR/EIS. Regarding the availability of water for agricultural
production, the Proposed Project involves implementation of agricultural
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Response to Comment L13-6 (continued)

water conservation measures only. Under the terms of the Quantification Settlement Agreement, 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 municipal and industrial use within the Imperial Valley. This amount is twice the expected growth in municipal and industrial 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.

Response to Comment L13-7
Comment noted.

Response to Comment L13-8
No cumulative socioeconomic effects would result from implementation of the Proposed Project and/or Alternatives in conjunction with the other projects included in the cumulative
impact analysis because all of the other projects in the analysis would add jobs, in connection with construction and operation of project facilities, in Imperial County. There is no
cumulative impact unless the adverse impacts of the Proposed Project and/or Alternatives are exacerbated by implementation of one or more of the projects included in the cumulative
impact analysis.
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Response to Comment L13-9
The Draft EIR/EIS presents the total jobs that are anticipated to be lost
within the Imperial County economy as a result of fallowing. The job
loss estimates include job losses in farm support industries.

For additional information on the potential fiscal impacts of the
Proposed Project and alternatives, please refer to the Master Response
on Socioeconomics Property Values and Fiscal Impact Estimates in
Section 3 in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L13-10
The Draft EIR/EIS has been revised to better identify the potential
socioeconomic impacts to the Salton Sea subregion. This change is
indicated in this Final EIR/EIS in subsection 3.14 under Section 4.2,
Text Revisions. Also, refer to the Master Responses on 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.

Response to Comment L13-11
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 L13-12
While the source of the statement attributed to the SDCWA General Manager by the commenter is unknown, it is acknowledged that the IID/SDCWA water transfer has been
characterized in different ways by a number of people. As the SDCWA 2000 Urban Water Management Plan indicates, the IID transfer water will replace a portion of the imported water
supplies that SDCWA has until now procured solely from MWD. The water transfer will only help ensure that the amount of imported water supplies that have been available to SDCWA
in the past will continue to be available. Whether this is considered "new" water or "replacement" water or is given some other name, the effect is the same.

Response to Comment L13-13
The Water Conservation and Transfer Agreement between IID and SDCWA stipulates a transfer amount of up to 300 KAFY over a period of up to 75 years. Any additional water
agreements between SDCWA and IID or any other water purveyor would require a separate agreement and corresponding environmental documentation.
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Response to Comment L13-14
Please refer to the Master Response on Other Desalination in
SDWCA Service Area and Comments Calling for Increased
Conservation in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L13-15
Desalination is discussed in Appendix D of the Draft EIR/EIS,
Alternative 8, Maximize Local Supplies in SDCWA and Develop
200 KAFY Desalination Facility. This Alternative is also summarized in
Section 4, Alternatives of the Draft EIR/EIS, Table 4-4. For additional
information, refer to the Master Responses on Other Desalination in
SDCWA Service Area and Other Comments Calling for Increased
Conservation in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L13-16
Please refer to the Master Response on Other-Growth Inducement
Analysis in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L13-17
The QSA does not contain any language prohibiting fallowing as a
means to conserve water for transfer. Under the IID/SDCWA Transfer
Agreement, fallowing is not permitted as an on-farm conservation
measure to generate water for transfer. As indicated in the Draft
EIR/EIS, this restriction could be waived by SDCWA prior to Project
implementation. For a detailed discussion of implementation of
fallowing as a conservation measure, refer to Section 2.2.3.4 in the
Draft EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L13-18
See response to Comment L13-9.

Response to Comment L13-19
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
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Response to Comment L13-19 (continued)

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. 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 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.
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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