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Response to Comment G26-38
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 G26-39
Incorporation of detailed technical information into the EIR/EIS was
necessary to adequately analyze the potential direct and indirect effects
of the Proposed Project in accordance with state and federal
environmental laws (including NEPA and CEQA, and the Endangered
Species Act). To the extent possible, detailed technical information,
including modeling data, was included as appendices to the document.
Summary tables for each technical resource area were provided
throughout the Draft EIR/EIS and in the Executive Summary in an effort
to make the documents conclusions accessible. The document is
unarguably extremely complex which reflects the nature of the
Proposed Project and thus the analysis of the environmental impacts.

Copies of the Draft EIR/EIS were made available at several public
locations. These include local libraries in the potentially affected
geographic region of influence, on the IID Public Web Site, Reclamation
and IID offices. All of these locations were identified in the Public Notice
of Availability published in the following newspapers: Desert Sun, El Sol
Del Valle, Imperial Valley Press, and San Diego Union Tribune.
Hardcopies and/or CD-ROM versions of the Draft EIR/EIS were also
available by request from IID and the Reclamation.

In accordance with NEPA, public scoping meetings were held with the
general public to identify the scope of the environmental analysis of the
Draft EIR/EIS and to identify significant issues that should be
addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS. Six public scoping meetings were
conducted between October 12 and October 20, 1999 to solicit input
from the public on potential environmental impacts, the significance of
impacts, the appropriate scope of the environmental assessment,
proposed mitigation measures, and potential alternatives to the
Proposed Project. In addition, after release of the Draft EIR/EIS in
January 2002, three public hearings were conducted on April 2, 3, and
4 to receive comments on the adequacy of the environmental
document. The Notice of Intent and Notice of Preparation were made
available at the public scoping meetings in both English and Spanish.
Notices of the occurrence of all public meetings were published in both
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Response to Comment G26-39 (continued)
English and Spanish newspapers and a Spanish interpreter was present at the El Centro and La Quinta public meetings.

Agency coordination meetings were also held with Cooperating, Responsible, and Trustee Agencies (as defined by NEPA and CEQA), as well as with the Native American Tribes that
could be affected by the direct and/or indirect affects of the federal actions associated with the Proposed Project and alternatives in April 2000. Subsequent consultation meetings have
been held with the Torres-Martinez Tribe.
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Response to Comment G26-40
The Lead Agencies believe that the EIR/EIS and HCP do not meet the
CEQA and NEPA standards for recirculation and no supplemental or
subsequent documentation is necessary.

With regard to the commenter's statement about the EIR/EIS's level of
detail, the Lead Agencies believe that the EIR/EIS and HCP incorporate
an appropriate level of detailed technical information to adequately
analyze the potential direct and indirect effects of the Proposed Project
in accordance with state and federal environmental laws (including
NEPA, CEQA, and the Endangered Species Act). To the extent
possible, detailed technical information, including modeling data, was
included as appendices to the document. Summary tables for each
technical resource area were provided throughout the document and in
the Executive Summary in an effort to make the document's
conclusions accessible. The document is unarguably extremely
complex, which reflects the nature of the Proposed Project and thus the
analysis of the environmental impacts.

With regard to the commenter's request for a Spanish translation of the
document, public scoping meetings were advertised in a Spanish
newspaper (El Sol de Valle) and held with the general public to identify
the scope of the environmental analysis of the Draft EIR/EIS and to
identify significant issues that should be addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS.
Six public scoping meetings were conducted between October 12 and
October 20, 1999 to solicit input from the public on potential
environmental impacts, the significance of impacts, the appropriate
scope of the environmental assessment, proposed mitigation
measures, and potential alternatives to the Proposed Project. In
addition, after release of the Draft EIR/EIS in January 2002, three public
hearings were conducted on April 2, 3, and 4 to receive comments on
the adequacy of the environmental document. The Notice of Intent and
Notice of Preparation were made available at the public scoping
meetings in both English and Spanish. Notices of the occurrence of all
public meetings were published in both English and Spanish
newspapers and a Spanish interpreter was present at the El Centro and
La Quinta public meetings (an interpreter was not present at the San
Diego meeting). No further Spanish translation was deemed necessary
by the Lead Agencies.
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Response to Comment G27-1
Without a specific reference to a part of the Draft EIR/EIS, this
comment is too general to respond to. Comment noted.

Response to Comment G27-2
This comment does not address the adequacy of the EIR/EIS;
therefore, no response is required.

Response to Comment G27-3
Comment noted. Refer to Chapter 1 of the Draft EIR/EIS for the
Purpose and Need for the Proposed Project.

Response to Comment G27-4
Comment noted.
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Response to Comment G27-5
The development of the Proposed Project was based on the need to
fulfill the objectives of the Lead Agencies. For IID, the water
conservation and transfer projects would provide a means for
conserving water, benefiting IID and the recipient water agencies and
their service areas in southern California. Water conservation and
transfer projects accomplish two objectives: they respond to the State
Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) directive that IID develop
and implement a conservation program, and they protect IID's water
rights. The need for the federal action is to assist California in reducing
its use of Colorado River water to its 4.4 MAFY apportionment in a
normal year. This reduction in California's use of Colorado River water
would benefit the entire Colorado River Basin.

Economic and environmental costs are an unintended consequence of
the Proposed Project, which are identified, to the extent possible,
through the EIR/EIS process. In addition, the text of Section 3.15 in the
Draft EIR/EIS has been revised to address issues related to
Environmental Justice. The revised text can be found in subsection
3.15 under Section 4.2, Revised Text in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G27-6
It is not anticipated that the SDCWA service area would experience
increased environmental degradation as a result of increased growth in
the SDCWA service area because the Proposed Project is not growth-
inducing. Please refer to the Master Response on Other -Growth
Inducement Analysis in Section 3 in this Final EIR/EIS for additional
information.

Response to Comment G27-7
Comment noted. Please refer to the Master Response on Biology—
Approach to Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of
this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G27-8
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 G27-9
It is not within the scope of this Draft EIR/EIS to speculate on ways to reduce growth to eliminate the need for the Project.

Response to Comment G27-10
Please refer to the Master Response on Other Growth Inducement Analysis in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.



     5-918

Letter - G27
Page 5

Response to Comment G27-11
Without a specific reference to a part of the Draft EIR/EIS, this
comment is too general to respond to. Comment noted.

Response to Comment G27-12
Comment noted.

Response to Comment G27-13
Without a specific reference to a part of the Draft EIR/EIS, this
comment is too general to respond to. Comment noted.

Response to Comment G27-14
Without a specific reference to a part of the Draft EIR/EIS, this
comment is too general to respond to. Comment noted.

Response to Comment G27-15
In Section 5.2, Growth-inducing Impacts, the Draft EIR/EIS summarizes
the population growth trends in southern California. For addtional
information, please refer to the Master Response on Other  Growth
Inducement Analysis in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G27-16
Comment noted.
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