G11-4

fish farms in the arep Efforts fo extend the tilapia fishery in the Salton Seca will also have a
negative impact on fish farms in the area. Why doesn’t the EIR/EIS and HCP address this
potential impact on area fish farms?

PUPFISH

Another issue with the propesed tilapia hatchery deals with desert pupfish - An elaborate species-
specific conservation plan is found in Scction 3,7.2 of the HCP. This plan proposes to maintain
ready access for movement of desert pupfish between the Salton Sea and cerain 11D drains and
between various 1D drains. Page 3-121 of the HCP contains the following sentence: “Pupfish
populations also influenced by interactions with exotic species.™

These exotic species are not identified nor are these interactions properly discussed, Why
not! Why is that significant” Perhaps it &5 because the purpose of the proposed tilapia hatchery
15 10 maintain an cxotic tilapa fishery in the Salton Sea as long as possible. Perhaps it is bocavsc
the cxotic tilapia compete with desert pupfish for food and habitat, eat small fish, and are
probably a greater threat to the desert pupfish in these drains than other wildlife specics, including
fish cating birds. Perhaps it is because the proposed hatchery HCP and the proposed descre
pupfish HCP are counterproductive to each other. Does it make sense to eocourage the survival of
exotic tilapia in the Salton Sea to the detoment of native desert pupfish? Does it make sense o
promote the hatchery production of tilkapia to the detriment of the descrt pupfish?

AN ALTERNATIVE — MANAGED DELTAS AND ENLARGED MARSH
Approach 3.

There may be a more sane and less expensive altermative to the Approach | (hatchery) and
Approach I {conscrvation) identified in Section 2.2.6.7 in the EIR and Secction 3.3 of the HCP
{Appendix € of the EIR/EIS).

Please consider this thied approach. Why not, allow the sea to cvaporale naturally? As the
shareling recedes, why not, consirect and manage river and stream delia like landforms such as
meandering strcambeds. islands. marshes, shallow fresh water lakes, and other landforms
associated with nearly flat river delta landscapes. As the shorcline recedes, why not, populate
these river delta Tandforms with suitable plant species o attract amimal wildlife ssitable for this
cnvironment — an cnvironment approxitmating the enviconment that once existed in this sea bed
not 50 long ago, On the South end of the basin, the mouths of the New River, the Alamo River,
and numcrous [0 drain canals could be extended and Tandscaped to befter resemble rivers and
streams meandenng across the bottom of a drving sea. Similarly, the Whitewater fload control
ditch and other irrigation and storm drains could be extended to better resemble nivers and
streams meandenng ncross the Morth end of the basin, crcating an attractive landforms and wsciul
habitat for many wildlife specics.  The HCP docs propose “mini deltas™ (page 3.2-158), this
concept should be expand. In other words, mitigate for and on the receding shorelineg!

This approach will leave Imperial valley with an atracuve sustainable wildlife refuge we can be
proud of - a refuge that favors native species over exolic specics.  This approach can offer a
wide variety of sustainable recreational opportunitics for valley residents and others.  This
approach puts to productive uge thousands of acres seabed and shorcling the 1D or the
government already owns. This approach will go a long way m dealing with alleged dust
problems that may resolt as the shore ling of the Salton Sea recedes. 17 dene properly, it may
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G11-4

G11-5

G11-6

G11-7

G11-8

G11-9

attract funding from a variety of non-profit foundations to further cxpand and maintan the
wildlife habitar.

Best of all. Approach 3 will met leave our valley landseape covercd with huge pilas of salt,
evaporating salt ponds, encrgy consuming cvaporators, and even more dle farmland.
Environmental laws and HCPs should have a bias towards sustaining native specics and a bias
towards returning the environment to its more natural state.

The proposed Approach 3 is not a perfect solution, nor is this a perfeet world.  Whether this
approach was previeusly examimed or not. it merits a thorough analvsis in the EIR/EIS.

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS

The draft EIR/EIS documents are lacking in other respects. For instance, the documents fails to
adequately note a water teansfer will have far greater environmental consequences on wildlife in
the areas recerving the water (because it makes possible further human dnven development and
habitar destruction) than the proposed water transfer will have on wildlife in the lower Colorado
Rivier and the 11D service arca

Most of the proposed mitigation measures in the EIR/ELS benchit some wildlife specics to the
detriment of ather wildlife species, vet this relationship s neither adequately acknowledged,
identified or discussed.  An example of this is the relationship between pupfish and efforts to
benefit pelicans as discussed above. Another example is the proposal is to plant Tamarisk, an
exolic species, as a mitigation measure, yet BLM has an active Tamarisk eradication program in
parts of Imperial County. The proposed construction of islands in the Salton Sca clearly favors
several bird species over their natural predators, vet this is net acknowledged or discussed.  These
issues shauld be discussed,

The draft EIR/EIS docs not adequately recognize natural fluctuations in wildlife populations or
the adaptability and mobility of many wildlifi: specics or how propesed mitigation measures may
cffect normal animal behavior. Appreach | of the Salton Sea portion of the HCP is panticularly
lacking in this regards. For example, how will the production and release of hatchery reared
fish for pelicans affect pelican (and other birds) behavior? Will they congregate more than
normal meaking them more susceptible to discase problems? Isn't that a large part of the recent
bird hcalth problems at the Salton Sea? Will it affect their normal migration habits?

American while pelican, brown pelican, black-skimmers,
and double-crested cormorants.

Page 3.2-160 states the primary reason for tving 1o maintain fish resources in the Salton Sea is
benetit: American white pelican, brown pelican, black-skimmers, and double-crested cormorants.
Why single out these species?

The “Draft Environmental Impact Statement: Double-crested Cormorant Management” dated
2001 and preparcd by the US. Department of Interior Fish and Wildlife Service i coopesation
with U5, Department of Agriculture APHIS Wildlife Serviees found cormorant populations
increasing rapadly and were in fact a serious problem — a nuisance species in many arcas. The
EIR recommended the establishment of a new Depredation Order and other action to reduce
cormorant damage and control cormomnt populations.  Why shosldn't double-crested
cormorants be removed from the list of species identified for coverage in the HCP?
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Response to Comment G11-5
It is not anticipated that the SDCWA geographic area would experience
increased environmental impacts with respect to habitat degradation or
further human development as a result of increased growth in the San
Diego region because it has been determined that the Proposed Project
is not growth-inducing. Please refer to the Master Response on Other—
Growth Inducement Analysis in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G11-6
Please refer to the responses given for Comments G1-4 and G1-5.

Response to Comment G11-7
Approach 1, which included stocking tilapia in the Salton Sea and
constructed ponds, has been eliminated from consideration. See
Master Response for Biology—Approach to Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G11-8
Regulatory requirements under the ESA and CESA necessitate that
priority be given to species listed under the stated or federal
Endangered Species Acts. In addition, 11D has elected to cover other
species in its HCP that are not currently listed to provide long-term
certainty with respect to ESA compliance. The conservation measures
developed for these species likely will provide ancillary, long-term
benefits to other piscivorous birds using the Salton Sea.

Response to Comment G11-9
The double-crested cormorant is a California Species of Special
Concern. There is the potential for incidental take of this species under
the Proposed Project. 11D has included double-crested cormorant in its
HCP in order to obtain incidental take authorization and long term-
regulatory assurances for take of this species.
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G11-11

G11-12

G11-13

G11-14

G11-15

G11-16

G11-17

G11-18

The HCP acknowledges that brown pelicans will not sericusly be impacted by loss of the Salton
Sea fishery, They utilize such habitats as the ncarby Sca of Cortex (and other occan areas) and
occasionally the lower Colorado River vallev, My proposed managed delta and enlarged marsh
habit should more than adequately mitigate for the brown pelican - if mitigation is really
justified.

* Black-skimmers {scc page 3.2-153) were not ¢ven reported in California until 1962 or the
Salton Sea arca until five vears later. Califormia is nol a mager mesting arc for black-
skimmers — mast of them nest in coastal areas along the North coast of the Gulf of Mexico.
Mow there are several black-skimmer nesting sites along the California coast. 'Why are
black-skimmers singled out for special treatment and mitigation?

In recent years there have been serious health problems with the American white pelicans in the
Salton Sca arca. This may be due, in part, o the large (perhaps abnormal) concentration of
pelicans in the area. Surcly most of the pelicans will find their way to the nearby Sea of Cortez
when the Salton Sca fishory disappears.  The EIR/EIS documents do not adeguately justify the
proposed HCP. Why do American white pelicans receive such a disproportionate share of
the mitigation effort proposed for the for the Salton Sea portion of the HCF?

ADDITIONAL WATER CONSERVATION

It water 13 diverted at Parker Dam instead of Impenal Dam (143 mles difference), this should
result in water conservation hecavuse: less cvaporation, less loss o infiltration, less loss 1o
transpiration. ¢tc.  How much water will be conserved?  Shouldn't 11D should get
conservation credit for this water?

Additionally, by diverting water at Parker Dam there water conservation will occurring in the All
Amcrican Canal (82 miles) as well because of less cvaporation, Iess loss to infiltration, less loss
to transpiration, etc. (with or without lining the canal). How much water will be conserved?
Shouldn’t [1D should pet conservation credit for this water?

Page 2-500 staics “The Salton Sca s an agricultural drainage repository that has no legal
entitlement to Colorade River water.” Does the Salton Sea have any legal entitlement to
agriculture canal or drain water? If so, are their waler guality requirements lor this water?

MISCELLANEOQUS

Bottom of page 2-49 states "Other approaches that were considered but climunated from
consideration are deseribed in the HCP.” Where is this in the HCP? Identify page or saction
numbcr.

Page 2-33, last paragraph - If the All Canal is lined, whe gets the conserved water?

Page 3.0-13 Savs current salinity of Salwon Sea is approximartcly 46g/L, This is diffcrent than
clsewhere in the documents.

Page 3.2-63 Note: The Anzong Department of Game and Fish stocked nlaps: in the canals and
tributaries of the Celorado River ncar Yuma, AZ pror to 193, Scwrce: “Progress Report of the
Culture of _Tilapia mossambica (Peters) Hybnds in Southern California,” CDFG Administrative
Report 664, May 15646,
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Response to Comment G11-10
The comment provides an opinion about issues relating to the brown
pelican. See response to Comment G1-12.

Response to Comment G11-11
Black skimmers have undergone a natural range expansion in
California since 1962. Because black skimmers were not introduced to
the Salton Sea and began breeding there without human intervention,
they are not considered an introduced species. IID has elected to cover
black skimmers in its HCP to provide long-term certainty with respect to
ESA compliance.

Response to Comment G11-12
IID has elected to cover certain species with special state and/or federal
status in its Habitat Conservation Plan. To receive state and federal
incidental take permits, 1ID must minimize and mitigate take of covered
species that could occur from covered activities. White pelicans are one
of the primary fish-eating bird species covered by the HCP; thus they
are a focus of the mitigation strategy of the Salton Sea.

Response to Comment G11-13
The amount of water lost to evaporation from open channels, such as
the Colorado River and the All American Canal (AAC), is primarily
determined by the amount of exposed surface-along with weather
variables such as temperature and wind speed. Since the Proposed
Project will only result in slightly lower or higher water levels in the
Colorado River and the AAC, the actual surface area exposed will be
very similar to the conditions that exist without implementation of the
Project. Therefore, the changes in evaporation losses will be very small
relative to the amount of water proposed for the transfer.

For the same reasons, the difference in seepage losses from the canal
and the river will be nearly the same with and without the Project,
unless a portion of the canal is lined to prevent seepage, in which case
the seepage loss would be credited as water conservation.
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Response to Comment G11-14
The Salton Sea does not have any legal entitlement to receive surface or groundwater from any source.

Response to Comment G11-15
Other approaches considered were described in Section 3.3.3.3 of the Draft HCP. The section has been removed from the Final HCP (Attachment A to this Final EIR/EIS).

Response to Comment G11-16
The conserved water from the All American Canal Lining Project would be diverted into the CRA and portions transferred to MWD's service area (56.2 KAFY) and to the San Luis Rey
Indian Water Rights Settlement parties (11.5 KAFY).

Response to Comment G11-17
The 46 g/L salinity reported on this page is a typographical error. The correct value is 44,918 mg/L or 45 g/L, as reported elsewhere in the document such as in Table 3.1-6. This
change is indicated in this Final EIR/EIS in subsection 3.0 under Section 4.2, Text Revisions.

Response to Comment G11-18
The section referenced in the comment describes fishery resources in the Salton Sea. It is not appropriate to discuss stocking of tilapia into the Colorado River and its tributaries in this
section. Comment noted.




G11-13

G11-20

G11-21

Gl1-22

G11-23

G11-24

Page 3.2-90 Fails to note the large number of threatened and endangered species in San Dicgo
County.

Page 3.2-136 1 suggest a larger marsh, but use any drain water {even with high seleniumy}, and
locate marsh on dryving sea bed as the shoreline recedes. 'Why? Larger marsh will improve water
quality {selenium, silt, cte)  Location on drving sea bed will not take agriculture land out of
production,

Page 3.2-152 and Page 3.2-153 - fails to classify the impact on American white pelican,
why?

32-162 “1D would conribute to the recovery of desent pupfish by constructing and managing a
Tier 3 refugium pond to support a population of pupfish consistent with the geals of the Desert
Pupfish Recovery Plan (Marsh and Sada 19%3)."" This may be a geod idea, however the amount
of contribution is not specified. 1fthe “mini deltas” concept is expanded or if tilapia populations
are allowed decrease or if desert pupfish are partly protected from tilapia by allowing the natural
direct separation of some drains from the sca, the contribution may not be necessary.

3.2-166 Nesting sites — protecting these nesting sites from natural predators means favoning bird
specics over predators. Why is this justified? Arc there other ways to mitigate for this?

Spokespersons representing The Salton Seca Restoration Authority, the Burcaw of Reclamation,
UsS FWS, CDFG, and others have advanced a vanety of ¢nvironmental mutigation proposals
regarding the proposed water transfers and  restoration of the Salton Sca.  Somc spokespersons
call for the ded:cation of additicnal water from 1ID's enitlement for wildlife. Others call for the
abandonment of farm land to permanent fallowing. Some of the proposals regarding the Salton
Sea call for the destruction of farm land by building evaporation pond and for the destruction of
farm land by accumulating huge piles of salt, This strikes me as substituting an environmental
and financial nightmare n place of allowing cvaporation to occur in the sca itsclf. This sirikes
me as substituting an environmental and fnancial nightmare for the more natural solubion of
allowing the Salton Sea basin to return to a stie more elosely approximating the basin's
existence about 100 vears ago.

Smncerely,

Q_/@ fﬂfgﬁf%f

George Ray

Ce: Mr. Bruce Ellis, Chief
Environmental Resources Managengnt Division
USBR. Phoenix Area Office (PXAD-1300)
Phocnix, AZ 85069-1 169

Mrs. Stella Mendoza, President Imperial Irngation Distnict Board of Directors
Mr. Mike Cox, President Imperial County Farm Burcau
Mr. John Hawk, President Impenial Yalley Vegetable Growers Association
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Response to Comment G11-19
On page 3.2-89 the Draft EIR/EIS notes that San Diego County does
support a large number of threatened and endangered species.

Response to Comment G11-20
During the development of the HCP, consideration was given to forming
ponded areas with vegetation as a means to offset Salton Sea impacts.
The USFWS and CDFG discouraged this approach because of
concerns regarding the development and spread of avian diseases.

Response to Comment G11-21
Impacts associated with the Proposed Project on piscivorous birds are
discussed in Impact BR-46. Impacts specific to the American white
pelican are discussed on Page 3.2-149 and 3.2-150.

Response to Comment G11-22
1ID's commitment to contribute to the recovery of pupfish includes the
creation and maintenance of a refugium pond consistent with the
guidance provided in the Desert Pupfish Recovery Plan. The pond
would be a minimum of 0.5 acre in size and would be managed to
prevent the introduction of competing fish species. We acknowledge
that if the factors described in the comment were to occur, the creation
of a refugium pond might be unnecessary.

Response to Comment G11-23
Black skimmer, double-crested cormorant, gull-billed terns and pelicans
currently nest and roost on islands that are currently inaccessible to
land-based predators. Water conservation under the Proposed Project
would cause islands to become connected with the mainland earlier
than under the No Action scenario. IID has elected to cover black
skimmers, double-crested cormorants, gull-billed terns, brown pelicans
and white pelicans in its HCP. To receive state and federal incidental
take permits, [ID must minimize and mitigate take of covered species
that could occur from covered activities. Under the Salton Sea
Conservation Strategy of the HCP, this potential impact of water
conservation would be avoided.
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Response to Comment G11-24
The comment is a criticism of the Salton Sea Restoration Project, which is not part of the Proposed Project. See Master Response on Other/7 Relationship Between the Proposed
Project and the Salton Sea Restoration Project in Section 3 in this Final EIR/EIS.
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[rear Mr. Grobaugh: § ok e o
The American Lung Association of San Diego and Imperial Counties would
like to provide comments 1o vou regacding the Imperial [rrigation District

Water Conservation and Transfer Project and Dratt Habitat Conservation

Plan - Draft Environmental Impact ReporyEnvironmental Impact Statement
Please find cur comments below,

Who We Are

The American Lung Association of San Diego and Imperial Counties (ALA
SIIC) is an affiliate of the national American Lunge Association, which was
foursded in 1904, We have served the San Dicgo community since 1940 and
established an office in Imperial County is 1977, The ALA SIVIC is & 301
{2} 3 nonprofit health organization and our mission is to prevent lung discase
and promaote Jung health. Toward that end. we conduct education. pubhe
poliey and research programs in the areas ol wbacco prevention. asthma,
tuberculosis and environmental health.

Our Concerns about the Waler Transfer Project

The ALA SDVIC has read the 1D Water Conservation Transter Project
EIR/EIS and we have seriows concerns about the respiratory health
consequences that will oecue through the Proposed Water Transter Project
and Alternatives 2, 3 and 4. Specifically, we have concerns that:

|. Unhealthful levels of airborne dust {Particulate Matter 107 will be
generated from the proposed fallowing of Grmland.

T, Unhealithful levels of airborne dust ( Particulate Martter 10 will b

generated from the proposed plan to remove so much water frem the

Salton Sea that it will shrink by about one-third of 1ts current size &nd

thus expose o significant amount of shoreline.

Exposure of Imperial County residents o woxic carcinogenic particles

such as selenium, cadmivm and arsenic which are contained in the

s0il of the sea bottom (dues w pestcide-laden fano irrigation rumell)

and would become aithome and thus inhaled inte the lunps.

L]
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Signatory - Jan Cortez.

Response to Comment G12-1
Please refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality—-Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan, Air Quality 7 Air Quality Issues
Associated with Fallowing, and Biology /7 Approach to Salton Sea
Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G12-2
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality 7 Air Quality Issues
Associated with Fallowing in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G12-3
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 G12-4
Please refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality—-Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan and Air Quality7 Health Effects
Associated with Dust Emissions in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Page 2
ALA SDVIC N Water Transfer Project EIR/EIS Comment 1 eter
April 24, 2002, Page 2
. Response to Comment G12-5
The American Lung Association has serious concerns that the dust impacts of Comment noted. Mitigation of potential dust impacts is also a priority
the project can be fully mitigated. However, if the project is approved it is concern of the 1ID.

essential that mitigation take place in order to protect the lung health of

- | residents, Mitigation of the Salton Sea and related dust impaets is o privrity
G125 concern of the American Lung Association because of the large extent of Response to Comment G12-6

:JM' 10 ]]“E]E”“““ "]"d ":;’:"i"; air impacts that could occur from this source. Please refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality—-Salton Sea Air
mperial County already does not meet Federal and State clean air standards . o e . . . .

for particulate matter and has the highest asthma hospitalization discharge Quallt)_/ Momt(,)rmg and M/tlgat/on ,Plan’ Air Quality —-Air Quality Issues
rates in Cabifarnia. Associated with Fallowing, and Biology —-Approach to Salton Sea
- Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

. The EIRFELS Urges Caution

The 111 Water Conservation and Transfer Projeet EIR/EILS states in Table
3.7=1 Summary of Air Quality Impacts that “Potentially significant and
unaveidable impacts™ will oceur in the Salion Sea sub repion of the Proposed
Project and Alternative 2, 3 and 4 if mitigation does not oceur, Dust
emissions generated from the Salton Sea sub region will also impact Imperial
County,

G126

The EIR/EIS also states that within the [ID Water Service Area the Proposed
Project and Alternatives 3 and 4 will “have less than significant impacts with
mitigation”,

Mitigation

11 the project is approved i a form that results in fallowing of farmland and
related increased dust emissions, itwill be essential o mitigae these
emissions., The EIR/EIS recommends centain mitigation steps. The ALA
SIVIC aprees with these as a starting point. other additional mitigation
measures may be needed 10 further reduce dust levels in order 1o protect
public health. Further, the EIRVEIS states that only one of these mitigation
measures will be needed 10 reduce dust, We disagree with this, and
recommend that as many of these mitigation measures as possible be
implemented to reduce dust to the lowest levels possible,

*Implement conservation cropping sequences and wind erosion protection
measures as outlined by the US Depariment of Agrculhure Natural Resources
Conservation Service, such as:

-Plan ahead o start with plemy of vegetation residue, and maintain ps much
residue on fallowed fields as possible. Residue is more effective for wind
crosion peoteetion if left standing.

-If residuzs are not adequate, small graim can be seeded aboul the first of the
vear 1o take advantage of the winter rains and irrigated with a light irrigation
if needed to pet adequate growth.
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-Apply soil stabilization chemicals to fallowed lands. Page 3

ALA SDVC D Water Transfer Project EIR/ELS Comment Letler
Aprl 24, 2002, Page 3
Response to Comment G12-7

-Reapply drain water to allow protective vegetation to he established. Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality/J Salton Sea Air
-Peuse irrigation return flows to irrigate windbreaks across blocks of land Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
including many felds to reduce wind fetch and reduce @missions from EIR/EIS.

fallowed, farmed, and other lands within the block. Windbreak species,
manzgement and lavout should be optimized or achieve the largest feasible
dust emissions reduction per unit water available for their irmigation,
Windbreak corridors could provide ancillary acsthetic and habit benefis.
G126 -Install air pellution monitors to determine iF mitigation measures ane

= adequately reducing dust levels from fallowed lands.

Response to Comment G12-8

Comment noted.

F Salton Sen

The ALA SIVIC recommends these mitigation actions 1o reduce dust
emissions from a shrinking Salton Sea resulting from the proposed water
trunsfer project,

-Slow draining of water from this source and replenish whenever possibile.
-Stabilize andfor encapsulate exposed sea bottem and shoreline so that dust
cannet easily become airborne.

-LItilize other dust mitigation methads, which have proven to be effective for
reducing airbome dust from projects such as Owens Lake,

=Install air pollution moniters o determing il mitigalion measures arc
adequately reducing dust levels from Salton Sea water ransfor impacts,

G127

F How Much Will Dust Mitigation Cost?
Based on data collected from the American Lung Association to date, the
anticipated cost of dust mitigation due to the shrinking Salton Sea related 1o
the lifetime of the project is a minimum of $200,000,000, Whilk: still under
investigation, mitigation of fallowed lands is anticipated o be 330,000,000
G128 over the lifetime of the project. Thus, the wial minimum appropristion
needed for dust mitigation: that would protect public health would be
$2350,000,000 over the litetime of the praject. Therefore, it is very importan
to ensure that adequate levels of funding are made available w mitigate dust
impacts from the proposed project i approved.

Thank you tor your consideration of the American Lung Association’s
comments to the E[IR/ELS, Should vou have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (61%) 2973901,

Sincerely,

. e
i fﬂ{}?w/%fc_!.?‘_;é{

Jan H. Cortez, MP.H.

Viee President, Research and Environmental Health
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Letter - G13. United Farm Workers of
America, AFL-CIO. Signatory - Kara Gillon.

April 26, 2003
Response to Comment G13-1
Comment noted.

e, Bruce Ellis, Chisf
Environmental Resounces Management Division

Bursind of Reclamatian
Pheerix Arsa iMEce
o :'i]:::r. Box ﬂ r:um _— Response to Comment G13-2
* e Tl Offlen oL, Al Please refer to the Master Response on Other/J Relationship

BI4 Colld o, SW
At W &7 500
Tebctbaoe %09, ] & Ly
Fun M5 pafigar

Between the Proposed Project, QSA, IA, IOP, and CVYWD
Groundwater Management Plan in Section 3 of this Final

Drear Mix., Ellis: EIR/EIS.

et Fax (§02218-2000) and Mol

— ——

Deferders of Wildlife (Defenders) submits the following comments on
| the proposad Impenal Ivigation Disimet Water Conservation and Transfer
| Progect ansd Dralt Habitat Conservation Flan, Dt Environmenial Impact
Bepor'Environmental Impac Statement ([ranefer DENS) on bahalf of iis
approximately 470,000 members and supporters. Thus better supplements mnodher
G13-1 leiter subimitied by Defenders and othzr arganizations on tee "[ranstior DEDS,
Defenders bas alse submitted comprehensive commicnts an the Implementation
Agreement and [nadvenent Overrn Payback Policy DEIS, snd Quantification
Settlement Agreement (O5A) DEIE, and submils these conunents as applicable
1o ths snvirenmental seview in each of these documents.

G122 i Firss, we want Lo reiterste the Defenders supports all effors aimed o
redueimng Califormia®s velianee on Colarailo River water. We agrec that the

benefiis of reduetions w California’s consumplion of river waters will acerue lo
the entire basin, However, as currsnily consfructed, cach of the clemenis of the

I QEA will resultin immediate, adverse impacts o mach of the basin, extending
into he deha, Reallocation or surplus ar conserved walsr and rooperation of
Bupzau of Reclimation (BOR) faziBies mus: not resull mp sign:ficant

| envircnmental and socioeconomic impacts. Tndividual fetters on thess projects

5 tlustrate the failure 1o adequately assess envizonmental impacts and identify
itigation preasures. One of the primary causes of the ipability 1o give a bard
buck at the impacts of these actont is e unscceptable practice of segmeonting
these environonental analyses, thereby deferrmg and‘or izalating the wipacts that
are Individually and cumulstrve signifcand

Wtz ral Mcalyusran

1187 Fevirio ol S, W | By coniracting the scope of the WEPA review far this, and for reloted,
::m!.‘zn o propects, BOH las fasled to ellord the peblic 2 megningful anzlyvsis olthe
Tadeysbzar 1 ofl 2. 045 i cumulative and synergisiic sifects of the proposed project, snd those related 16 1
P 305 080 B

TR As it issues soparate El1Ss for the All-Aumcricnn Canal lining, the

Coachella Canal timng, the Interim Sarplus Guidelines, the lmplementaiion
I Apreeivent and Inadvertent Crverman and Payback Policy, and the Imperial
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