C33-20

c33-21

C33-22

registered by hMexican farmers wha ohject to A AC bning. That i ar issue of some
importance, if our information is correct, and US farmers are farming with that water
supply in Mexico,

Wolume [T

Summary - The lack of comments on the off ramps available wo SDCWA, which
allow them to back out of the transfer sgreement after it has started and after LLLDL has
invested many millions of dollars is not questioned or assessed. That would be a great
environmental disaster, as it weuld cause many farmers in LLD. to join the low-incomea
aroup.

The EIR/S also did not wam of the uncerainty of the futers price to be paid for water
twenty years from now that would be endangered by Appendix (or Exhibit) E o the
SDCWA-LLD, agreement,

A like problem cries for attention regarding inconsistent contract expiration dates for
wheeling, and seventy-five vears, or even forty-five years for the transfer itself,

The EIR/S is silent on the ability of LLD. to be able o keep a particular endangered
species flourishing for seventy-five years, or why both the EIR/S and the LLD, have
proposed obtaining transfer weter first by on-farm methods and after that by sysiem
improvements, when the system improvements are needed in order to get the most
efficient performance from on-farm investments,

There are no comments on the cost of keeping the AAC serviceable after the new
canal iz constructed. Abandoned fields and ditches in Imperial have usuzlly experienced
sand filled ditches within very few years.,

Chapter 3, page 61. Bad grammar causes a sentence to say what it (3-93) does not
mean. [ do not believe Gila Woodpeckers are the only birds “known to occur in
association with trees in urban areas. . . . * The next paragraph seems to refute this
stalement,

Chapter 3, page 110 (and on other pages) the EIR/S refers to things as being East of or
West of Interstate ¥, Interstate ¥ begins in Ocean Beach on the Pacific Ocean and ends
somewhers in Casa Grande, Arizona, running almost east and west all the way, Someons
needs 1o refer to things as being North or Scuth of Interstate 8 in order to help orient the
abjEcls,

Page 3-111 refers to “below 650 feet” but does not say if that is below 630 feet above
Sea Level, or below 650 feet above natural surface, A more complete description would
be helpful,

Both the L.LD. and individual farmers have been minning gradars and dozers and other
cquipment on drain banks for many decades. Page 112 and 113 indicate that now farmers
will Bave w have the operator first walk the banks inspecting lor 0wl burmows before
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Page 4

Response to Comment C33-21
The contractual off-ramps included in the 1ID/SDCWA Transfer
Agreement were intended to provide an option to SDCWA to determine
not to proceed if its share of the environmental mitigation costs, as of
the completion of environmental review, exceeds a present value of $1
million in 1998 dollars. Once the transfer has begun, SDCWA has the
right to terminate thereafter if its share of the environmental mitigation
costs would have a present value in excess of $2 million, including all
costs paid to date. Since the publication of the Draft EIR/EIS, SDCWA
has learned that their share of the environmental mitigation costs will
exceed the $1-million threshold. SDCWA has not advised IID of its
desire to terminate the transfer.

Regarding the "uncertainty” of the future price of water, the IID/SDCWA
Transfer Agreement contains two formulas for determining the future
price of the water: (1) the future price is tied to pricing by MWD, or (2)
alternatively, should a substantial market for long-term water transfers
develop in California in the future, the future price of the water would be
adjusted by such a market. A summary of the IID/SDCWA Transfer
Agreement was included in the Draft EIR/EIS as Appendix A.

With regard to any inconsistencies between contract expiration dates
for wheeling and the transfer transaction, as a pre-condition to starting
the 1ID/SDCWA transfer program, SDCWA is required to obtain
wheeling for the 45-year initial term of the IID/SDCWA Transfer
Agreement. In lieu of a wheeling agreement, SDCWA has executed an
exchange agreement with MWD for a term of 30 years. Prior to the start
of the IID/SDCWA Transfer Program, SDCWA will enter into an
agreement with MWD for an additional 15 years, or, alternatively,
SDCWA will inform IID that it will assume the risk of being unable to
receive the conserved water, but will nonetheless continue to make
payments for the conserved water until the expiration of the full 45
years of the initial term. Any renewal of the IID/SDCWA Transfer
Agreement beyond the initial 45-year term will require a new wheeling
agreement.

At the present time, IID intends to implement system improvements
prior to the implementation of on-farm conservation programs.
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Response to Comment C33-22
Chapter 3, page 61. This sentence has been modified to read "In the Imperial Valley, Gila woodpeckers are only known to occur in association with trees in urban areas or agricultural
operations (e.g., ranch yards)."

Chapter 3, page 110. While it is true that Interstate 8 generally runs east/west, in the area of the Algodones Dunes where the surveys were conducted, the interstate has a more
southwest/northeast alignment. The characterization of special-status plants being found in the corridor east or west of Interstate 8 is that used by Reclamation and IID in the
Environmental Appendix for the Final EIS/EIR for the All-American Canal Lining Project (1994).

Chapter 3, page 111. The reference to "below 650 feet" refers to elevations below 650 feet above sea level, not below the natural surface. This sentence has been modified for clarity.

Chapter 5, page 5-8. "Drought". The sentence stating that "Such an event has not occurred since IID began operation" has been removed from this section.

Chapter 5, page5-9. This section states that "toxic materials (e.g., anhydrous ammonia, diesel, and pesticides) are frequently transported or used in the Imperial Valley to support
agriculture" because agriculture is the major occupation in the Imperial Valley. It does not imply that agriculture is the only occupation that uses these materials.

Burrowing Owls. The species-specific measures for burrowing owls apply only to actions conducted by 1ID. The measures are designed to avoid direct take of burrowing owls through
destruction of their habitat and to maintain suitable habitat conditions for burrowing owls.

Drainage. Implementation of the HCP component of the Proposed Project in no way changes or limits [ID's obligation to provide efficient drainage from agricultural fields.
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risking caving in an owl nest, I this is true, pleass be more specific so farmers will know
what added risk they face, You might also say whether vou are as solicitous reaarding
gophers, since they often supply the owls wilh sustenance. Farmers have always tried to
get rid af gophers, because they cause greal damage near decp drains and imigated fields.
We appreciate the reccpnition on page 139 that agriculture is very dependem on an
efficient system of drainage. OFf equally great concern s whether the underground tile
drainage systems will be allowed to function when the effluent constitutes 4 much greater
proportion of the wial flow n the main drains o the Salton Sea. More discussion on this
1ssue would be appropriate, This may be the principal deficiency of the E1R/S

Chapter 3, page 3-8, "Drought™, This section says, “Such an event has not ocoumred
singe LID. bepan operaton”. This 1s not true. In the mid 193075 before Hoover Dam was
functional the lower river bacame very nearly dry. LLD. had to ration water. [t became
illegal for anyone to irrigate landscape. Many people hired 1ank trucks to import water to
keep their yard plagts alive, This only lasted & few weeks, bat it was a hot summer and
[.LTx had a priority system which respected the urgency of keeping livestock alive and
permanent crops next in priority, with annual crops last. Many fields of Milo (serghum)
and alfalfa became severely stressed at that time.

Page 5-9 gives the impression that only agriculturs uses diesel and pesticides, Do not
most occupations use bath?

Appendix E, page 5 refers to a history peried of twelve vears. LLD. informs us tha
they are using a much shorter period. Perhaps this leads to some confusion and should be
cxplained.

Chapter 2, page 2. Moiswre n crops leaving & field seems to be left out of the water
balance.

Page 3. Should sot evaporation be part of the discussion of what happens 1o delivered
watar?

Page | 10. Sugar cane seems likely to become a popular crop in LLD. in the next few
years. There 15 no discussion of whether 11D 's water supply will meet the increased
demand tor irrigation water if that crop is grown on much land that now only produces a
single grain crop each wvear. This page, also, mantions a twelve-vear history period of
water use.

Chapter 3, page 6 uses 3.42 MAF instead of 3.43. This should be explained,

In commenting on the EIRA overall, we believe it would have been helpful if the
discussion had included comment on the dangers of assuming responsibility for keeping
populations of species, sspecially endangered species, Nourshing for perieds as long as
seventy-five years. Making this effort especially risk prone is the idea that it must be
done to the satisfaction of other state and federal agencies. These agencies have not
themselves always been successful even though they have the experts on their staffs, The
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Page 5

Response to Comment C33-23
The modeling carried out for development of the Draft EIR/EIS covers
the 12-year time span from 1987 through 1998.

Moisture in crops leaving a field is a small component of the overall
water balance and, while not computed explicitly, is captured in the
volume of water that is evaporated for fields or consumed by crops.
From the standpoint of the water balance, this water that has been
delivered to farm fields and that is not discharged to the drainage
system.

Evaporation was considered explicitly in the modeling carried out to
estimate crop water use. Evaporation volumes varied with factors such
as frequency of irrigation and irrigation method.

One of the assumptions underlying development of the Draft EIR/EIS is
that the cropping patterns observed during the period between 1987
and 1998 are representative of cropping patterns during the life of the
project. While it is likely that patterns will change, primarily in response
to market conditions, we believed that the recent past was a better
predictor of future conditions than would be attempts to forecast
changes in cropping. For this reason, the Draft EIR/EIS did not
speculate on how wide-spread introduction of crops such as sugar cane
might affect the 1ID's ability to deliver water.

Comment noted.
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Letter - C33
logic i . L . . Page 6
ogic in saddling an irrigation district with this responsibility in order to satisfy the need
£33-23 for water in other limitless demand areas should really be questioned,
A public policy of drying up the food production of an increasing pepulation in order Response to Comment C33-24
03324 that the people can imrigate their lawns and golf courses needs informed debate. This is Comment noted.
not only happening in Imperial, but in San Joaquia Valley.

Sincerely,
r ¥
it A D s

William 1. DuBois
Farm Land Owner
And Retired Farmer
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CLYDE E. SHIELDS
ENTOMOLOGICAL SERVICE

AEE MEST waik 3T g
BRLWLEY, CALIFORNIS B2

April 26, 2002

Mr. Bruce D. Ellis Mr. Elston Grubaugh, Manager
Burcau of Reclamation Imperial Irrigation District
Phoenix Area Office Rescurce Planning & Management Dept
PO Box 81169 B Box 937

Phoenix AZ 85069-116% Imperial CA 92251

Faxx: 602 216-4006 Fax: TA0=339-9009

Subject: Response to the "Draft Envirommental Tmpact/
environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)"™ for
Imperial Irrigation District Water Conservation
and Transfer Project and Draft Habitat
Conservation Plan.

Dear Sirs:

We received the Draft EIR/EIS in late January of this year;
a written statement from Regional Director, Robert W.
Johneon, dated January 15, 2002, informs us, that written
comment, concerning this document, will ke accepted through
April 26, 2002.

These following comments are given to inform you of the
areas of concern, that we have, that will be caused by the
water transfer from the Imperial Valley to other urban and
municipal users in the Colorado River Basin.

As an introduction, we will begin with cur background.

Clyde E. Shields, Jon 5. Shields and M. Jo Shields, owners
of Clyde Shields Entomological Service, incorporated in
1963, an agricultural consulting busineas. Clyde Shields
and Jon Shields are both licensed Pest Control Advisors with
B.5. degrees in Agriculture. Jo Shields has a B.5. degree
in Fharmacy and is office manager of the business; she is
alsc a member of the Brawley City Council. Clyde Shields
and Jon Shields are partners in Shields Ranches. The
partnership actively farms 453 net acres. Clyde Shields is
a 3rd generation and Jon Shields is & 4th generation farmer
of 175 owned acres on the Thistle canal, originally
developed by Ernest Shields (who began farming, in the
Westmorland area, in 1928} in 1950 and later farmed by Clyde
E. Shields Sr.

Aafter attending seweral public hearings, reading the
Executive Summary, reading the Salton Sea Autherity Reports,
it 13 apparent to us, that the waler transfer has too many
environmental, socio-economic and national defense impacts
that cannot be mitigated in manner that will be fair and
equitable to Teperial County residents and the citizens of
the United States of America.
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Letter - C34. Signatory - Clyde E. Shields.

Response to Comment C34-1

Comment noted.
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Mr. Bruce D. Ellis Hr. Elston CGrubaugh
April 26, 2002
Page 2

on Farm Consarvationt hs farmers, we would ke Willing to
conserve water, on farm, to transfer to San Diego County,
coachella Valley and the Hetropolitan Water District;
however it appears, that on farm conservation and reduction
of drain water flow to the Salton Sea, will cause many
environmental problems assogiated with the smea, including
loas of wildlife habitat and inerease of PM 10. Socio-
economic impacts include loss Of property value in .
communities adjacent to the Salton Sea; loss in the guality
of life for the residents; and loss of tourist and
recreation revenua. It really doesn't make a lot of sense
to us, to reduce the drain water flow to the sea, which will
enly add to these problems, in order to transfer the water
ta coastal areas of the State (Wwhich have access to the
whole Pacifies Ocean as a source to draw water from}, without
considering frem what source this drain water to the Sea
will be replaced.

off Farm Congervation: Another solution, for farm water
conservation, which is addressed by the EIR/EIS is fallowing
af farm land (taking farm land eut of crop production), and
subsequent transfer of water not used to urban areas. This
solution, has numercus impacts: 1. We believe that .
historical data will show, that when there wWas a moratorium
of growing cetten in Imperial County, where there was a
Fedoral Program, which paid the farmers for not growing the
crop, Imperial County economy, Which is still based on
agriculture, suffered gevere financial impacts due te lack
of farm related sales: lay off of farm employees; decrease
in ecommercizl sales and loss of sales tax revenues for the
county and Ccity governmants which provide needed health and
safety services. This, was a one year program; there
doesn‘t appear Lo ke sufficient billiona of dollars in tThe
transfer agreement to witigate this continuing impact of
this long term transfer term. 2. There will still be the
same unmitigated impacta to the Salton Sea. 3. The
national security of the United States may ke at risk by
fallowing. Land fallowed for a period of time will sour,
and will be difficult to return to producticn; at the
present time, we rely on imports to provide for a
gsubstantial ameount of ocur food and fiker. In case of war,
as in world War II, the fact that we could supply, with the
help of rationing, the needa or our citizenz, armed forcee
and allies had to play a satrategic part in our victory.
State-wide, agricultural land is being divertad to housing
and industry; land fallowed, in crder to supply water to
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Response to Comment C34-2
Responses to your concerns regarding the Proposed Project's potential
impact on the reduction in flows to the Salton Sea, especially with
respect to impacts to wildlife habitat and an increase in PM10, are
provided in the Master Responses on Biology—Approach to Salton Sea
Habitat Conservation Strategy and Air Quality—Salton Sea Air Quality
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan, in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment C34-3

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 C34-4

Please refer to the Master Response on Biology /7 Approach to the
Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment C34-5
The socioeconomic impacts of fallowing are addressed in Section 3.14
of the Draft EIR/EIS. Please refer to the Master Response on
Socioeconomics/J Property Values and Fiscal Impacts Estimates, in
Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS, regarding a discussion of the impacts to
Salton Sea area property values and the fiscal impacts of the Proposed
Project. The Draft EIR/EIS concludes that fallowing will reduce impacts
to environmental resources in and around the Salton Sea as compared
to other conservation methods. The comment regarding national
security impacts of reduced food and fiber production associated with
fallowing is noted. Regarding the portion of the comment referring to the
"souring" of fallowed lands, see response to Comment L1-64.
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Letter - C34
Page 3
M. Bruse D. E1lis M. Elston Grubaugh o Response to Comment C34-6 . .
April 26, 2002 California Water Code § 1013 expressly states that IID is not liable for
Page 3 any effects to the Salton Sea or its bordering area resulting from

conservation measures taken in response to an order of the SWRCB.
Any individual liability of farmers resulting from implementation of

urban areas, will ba not be easily re-intreduced to farming. conservation measures could be covered in the on-farm conservation

e24-5 We need to maintain agricultural land in order te produce contracts between 11D and participating farmers.
food and fiber in time of need.

Liability: We are also concerned, as farmers, that we may

ke sued, as a result of On Farm Conservation which will Response to Comment C34-7
c2ae cause a decrease of drain water flow to th’_isalt"’" S‘Ea and Comment noted. The socioeconomic impact of the Proposed Project on
EE::#EEM urmitigated environmental and soclo-economic sensitive receptors, including residents, within the Project's region of
L : influence are addressed in the EIR/EIS. Please refer to Section 3.14,
i In conclugion, we would like to suggest, that this water Socioeconomics, of the Draft EIR/EIS for the discussion of potential

ot hebaliod S t:hconﬁ:.?g:n:gaagrﬁagg:f;g;ﬁ:i £ ";i::‘;“t impacts to sensitive receptors as a result of implementation of the
cons era an Lor B ras

E area. It ignores the Salton Sea as a recreational area. Proposed Project.
The transfer of our agricultural water to areas of the State

that want to develop more than they have water resources

for, will be at the expense of the following:

C34-7

C3d-8

Response to Comment C34-8

¢ 2d-3 The eccnemy of the Imperial Valley. Comment noted.
The life of the Salton Sea.
- Tha national security of our Country.

A falr EIRfEIS would address the “"what cther roesources™ are Response to Comment C34-9
c24-10 available to the transferee (desalination); slow growth; Comment noted.
ete. for their development needs.

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the Draft
EIRfEIS and we reserve the right to reapond te the final Response to Comment C34-10
soyirdanental Soomuent) afid prasant:aig turther input at Please refer to Appendix D, Alternatives Analysis, in the Draft EIR/EIS.
L 98 Several other alternatives were evaluated in the Draft EIR/EIS as
sincerely, required by both CEQA and NEPA, including desalination (Alternative
8, Maximize Local Supplies in SDCWA Service Areas and Develop

a‘-f-stff.ﬂ ‘M AF\"?'\' M Ju wapgt 200 KAFY Desalination Facility). Also, please refer to the Master

clyde E. Shields Jon' o, Shislde M. Jo Shields Responses on Other--Growth Inducement Analysis, and on
Other(7 Desalination in SDCWA Service Area and Comments Calling
CES, JS8, MJ5/]js for Increased Conservation in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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REVIEW COMMENTS I Letter - C35. Signatory - Luther F. Ballou.

Imperial Irrijgation District Water Conservation and Transfer Project DRAFT Emvronmental mpact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement - dated JTameary 2002
Response to Comment C35-1

Submitted by:  Luther F. Ballou

550 Golden Road Comment noted.
Fallbrook, CA 92028
ensail i tlui‘lifﬂ-\'it
e Response to Comment C35-2
Date: 25 Aprl 2002 Comment noted.
) Reviewer's Background Response to Comment C35-3
, - o Refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics/J Property Values
i s T e e SR EEHNSE Mpacud M. Wik and Fiscal Impact Estimates in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

I befieve includes not only the communities immediate 1o the Salion Sea, but distant conmmunities
such as Indio, Palm Springs, El Centro, Yuma, Mexicali, San Diego and others
*  Curmenaly I farm in North County San Diego within the sphere of the SDCWA service ares, thus [

have full iati i especi firing
e e B SR ar bt o SysmlrA M e Response to Comment C35-4 .
*  Prior to commencing my farming endeavor, [ 'was a Svstems Engineer with Hughes Aircraft. 1 Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality/7 Salton Sea Air
believe that my systems engineering background gives me the analytical skills to review the Drall Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

EIR/ETS objectively and without tsinting the review with opinion, rather than fact Wherever |
express opinion, | ry to clearly identsfy it as such

Position Statement

As curremly formulated, 1am AGAINST the Proposed Project and the Ahernatives 1 through 4
However, | believe that the HEVSDOWA water transfier, even though not necessarily desirable, car be
schieved, but only under altarnatives which have not been adequately reviewed in the Draft EIR/EIS
(ahternatives 5 through 10) and alternstives which have not even been postulsted (alternative 11 and
whditional altematives). Inmy review comments for Appendix [ of the Draft EIR/EIS, | have provided
C35-2 comments on ablernatives which | believe flly mitigate the Salton Sea impacts resulting from the water

transfer. My review of Appendix D and Sections 1,2, 3.0, and 3.1 lead me to postulate alternative 11 and
suggest that it may be the PREFERRED alternative. Alternative 11 is a combinstion of the Proposed
Project for water conservation and transfer, and, in 2 manner similar 10 HCP Approach 2, fallowing for
water diversion 1o maintsin the Salton Sea st No Project levels. It achisves all of the objectives of the
Proposed Project’s waler transfer without damaging the Salton Sea and without the need for the HCP.

My reasoes for being against the Proposed Project and Ahermatives | through 4 are summarized in
the fellowing
¢  The economic impact on the property owners and/or residents of the communities directly
adjacent to the Salton Sea is near total loss of real estate economic value without compensation
252 As & property owner in Salton City, 1 find this sn unconscionable act on the pan of 1D, MWD
and SDCWA and believe that it will lead to a class-action lawsuit filed by the impacted property

CWTHETS
C 35 +  There is a serious potential for toxic dust storms from the exposed Salton Ses seabed  The dust
storms will effect everyone in the Imperial/Coachefla Valley and our neighbors in Arizona and
Mexico. It is also likely, based upon documented trecking of Owens Dry Lake, California, dust
storms, that dust storms from the valley may impact commumnities is far distant as Las Viegas and
Los Angeles. From personal experience, [ can attest o the fact that dust storms originating in the
Impenal/Coachella Valley occasionally impact the San Gabried Valley in Los Angeles County.
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These storms have the potential to impact the health of residents and visitors within the ctorms
path and. as a side consequence. impact real estate values and rourism

There will be serious and immitigable damage 10 habitat and wetlands. The proposed HCP,
although a positive step in the mitigation effort, is inadequate and of questionable efficacy.
There will be an early demise of the Salion Sea fishery and recreational opportumity. OF particular
concern is that [ found no mention in the Draft EIR/EIS of the orangemouth corvina, one of the
primary recreational fishery attractions of the Salton Sea.

Besides the tocae dust storm issue, a potential aromatic 1ssue easts. As the sea bocomes
shallower, the algae bloom and die-ofi’decay cycle interval may decrease (stench becomes mare
frequent) a5 the sea input nutrients become more concentrated and the sea's average water
temperature rises. The stench generated during the algae die-offfidecay will impact all
communities within the ImpenaliCoachella Valley, and with the nght atmospherics, potentially
communitics as distant as Los Angeles. Again, there arc health and real estate value issues 1o be
considered

To the extent that the water transfer supplements the 600 KAFY SDOCWA currently gets from
MWD, the new supply Is population growth inducing and greatly relieves the need for stringent
conservation and recycling efforts within the SDCWA service area.  With the ongoing recycling
and waler congervation efforte within the SDCW A service area, water uge has remained constant
at 600 KAFY over the last 15 years when comrected for weather factors. thus the immediate need
for the water transfer is not apparent. To further expand on the growth inducing aspect of the
proposed water transfer, assume that the demand on MWD's water resources by member
agencies exceeds supply. At that point MWD would be foreed to institute waler rationimg.
limiting each member agency's take on a prorata basis according 1o perfected rights.  Result,
population growth and new demands on water availability would be severely ctunted within the
service area for each of the MWD's member agencies, including SDOWA. Now along comes
SDCW A with the water tramsfer in additon o it's pafocted vghts water from MWD, Would that
ot induce growth in the SDCW A service area relative to growth stagnation in the service areas of
the other member agencies of MWD?

[Drafl EIR/ELS General Commentary

The Draft EIR/EIS is a GOOD START, but incomplete. Although a wealth of information is provided in

the Niraft and the information is presented in 8 well organized manner, hased on the mited number of

sections which | have had the time 1o review, it is my opinion that the Draft fails in four areas. These are

1) Exploration of alternatives; 2) Biased analysis/statements; 3) Economic impact considerations; and  4)
| Impacts an Salton Sea due to reduced depth

Exploration of Alternatives

s  The alternative analyeic provided in Appendix D is inadequate. Ahemnatives which
should have been reviewed‘evaluated within section 3 were rejected without sufficient
TCAsOn

*=  Options for 11D to retain water rights, other than via the proposed IIDVSDOWA water
trangfer, in coordination with oplions for SINCWA to obtain additional water supplies
independent of the IID/SDCWA warter transfer were not presented or explored.

*  The number of alternatives reviewed in Appendix D was inadequate. A glanng example
of thiz ie failure to consider Propoced Project water conservation to generats water
transfer amounts, plus fallowing 1o preserve Salton Sea inflows. Although the fallowing
portion of this altemative is mentioned in section 2.2.6.7 under the heading TICP {Salton
Sea Portion) Approach 2, the Drafi EIR/EIS ignores it's significance by failing to couple
it with the Proposed Project and analyze the combination as an alternative.
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Response to Comment C35-5
The primary means of conserving covered species in the HCP is
through the creation or acquisition of habitat of greater quality and
quantity than is currently available in the HCP area. Currently, the
majority of habitats used by wildlife in the IID Service Area and Salton
Sea are comprised primarily of invasive, nonnative plant species, such
as tamarisk (also known as saltcedar) and giant reed. Under the HCP,
impacts to covered species that use this nonnative vegetation would be
mitigated through the creation, enhancement, and preservation of
native vegetation that provides higher quality habitat for covered
species than the existing habitat that could be impacted by the covered
activities. As detailed in each of the conservation strategies of the HCP
(see Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS), the measures of the HCP mitigate
impacts to covered species from covered activities, including impacts
attributable to implementation of the water conservation and transfer
programs.

Impacts to drain vegetation would be mitigated through the creation of
managed marsh consisting of native cattail/bulrush vegetation. Data
from marshes created and managed by the USFWS at the Salton Sea
show that Yuma clapper rails, and other wetland associated species,
successfully colonize new marsh habitats. Colonization of new
managed marshes created under the HCP is expected to be similar to
colonization of marshes created by the USFWS on the Salton Sea
National Wildlife Refuge.

Response to Comment C35-6
Potential impacts to orangemouth corvina and other important
recreational fish species are discussed in detail under Impact BR-45
beginning on page 3.2-142 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Under the HCP, 1ID
would supply water to the Salton Sea so that salinity did not exceed 60
ppt until 2030. As described in the Master Response for Biology-
Approach to Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of
this Final EIR/EIS, supplying this water to the Sea would maintain the
salinity at a level slightly lower than would be the case in the absence
of the Proposed Project. Because salinity would be maintained until
2030 at a level that is lower than the level associated with the No
Action Alternative, impacts to orangemouth corvina that are attributable
to the Proposed Project would be avoided.
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Response to Comment C35-7

See response to Comment R5-6.

Response to Comment C35-8
Please refer to the Master Responses on Other/J Growth Inducement Analysis and Otheri]Desalination in SDWCA Service Area and Comments Calling for Increased Conservation in
Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS. In response to the question concerning growth in the SDCWA service area relative to growth stagnation in other MWD service areas, the ID/SDCWA
water transfer will only help to ensure that SDCWA will continue to receive the imported water supplies it has received in the past. Maintenance of existing supply supports existing
development and does not support future growth.

Response to Comment C35-9

Comment noted.

Response to Comment C35-10
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 C35-11
The project objectives for the Proposed Project for 11D are described on page 1-2 of the Draft EIR/EIS and generally state that the objectives are to implement a conservation and
transfer project in a market based transaction without impairing IID's historic senior-priority water rights. The Project would accomplish two objectives: (1) respond to the SWRCB
directive that IID develop and implement a conservation program and (2) protect IID's water rights. Under California laws designed to encourage water conservation and voluntary
transfers, title to conserved water remains with the transferring entity. Other than the Proposed Project and Project Alternatives considered in the Draft EIR/EIS, 1ID has not identified
other alternatives that would accomplish these objectives.

Appendix D of the Draft EIR/EIS considered several alternative water supply sources for SDCWA including maximizing local water supplies and securing additional supplies from the
Central Valley Project and/or the State Water Project. These were considered but found to not meet the project objectives of providing a more reliable supply for SDCWA, increasing
conservation within the 1ID water service area, and potentially, they may not minimize impacts compared to the Proposed Project.

Response to Comment C35-12
The Draft EIR/EIS does indeed couple Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy (HCP Approach 2) with the Proposed Project. Within each resource area, an evaluation of the
Proposed Project with both HCP Approach 1 and HCP Approach 2 is included.
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