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Response to Comment P2-1
Comment noted. Responses to the individual concerns enumerated in
the comment letter are provided below.

Response to Comment P2-2
A revised HCP alternative has been selected to mitigate biological
impacts to the Salton Sea. For more information, please refer to the
Master Response on Biology Approach to Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P2-3
The effect of the water conservation and transfer component of the
Proposed Project in accelerating the rate of salinization and the
response of fish resources to increases in salinity were described in
detail under Impact BR-45. The response of piscivorous birds to
changes in fish abundance were described in detail under Impact BR-
46.

Response to Comment P2-4
Refer to the Master Response on Other Relationship Between the
Proposed Project and the Salton Sea Restoration Project in Section 3
of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P2-5
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 P2-6
Please refer to the Master Response on Other Growth Inducement
Analysis in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment P2-7
The commenter states that the impacts of a proposed conveyance
facility from the Colorado River to San Diego and the Baja California
region of Mexico should be evaluated and disclosed in the EIR/EIS. The
commenter notes that the SDCWA/MWD Exchange Agreement
provides transportation of transfer water for only 30 years, and some
means will be required to transport water for the remainder of the
transfer term. SDCWA is currently studying the feasibility of a bi-
national water conveyance pipeline that would transport Colorado River
water to the San Diego and Tijuana areas. That study has not been
concluded, and the feasibility of such a project has not been
determined. If SDCWA were at some point to make a decision to
proceed with the project, a number of financial, environmental, and
institutional concerns would first have to be identified, addressed, and
satisfied. Because the proposed conveyance facility does not rise to the
level of a "probable" future project which should be addressed as a
cumulative impact per CEQA Guideline 15130, this EIR/EIS does not
analyze that proposal. While it is true that a means of transporting the
transfer water after 30 years would be needed, it is not at this point
"probable" that the proposed conveyance facility described by the
commenter would serve that purpose, or would even be constructed.

Response to Comment P2-8
It is not anticipated that the SDCWA service area would experience
increased environmental impacts with respect to biological species of
federal, state, regional, or local concern as a result of the Proposed
Project because the Proposed Project is not growth-inducing.
Therefore, ESA compliance and inclusion of San Diego species in the
HCP prepared for the Project is unnecessary. Please refer to the
Master Response on Other Growth Inducement Analysis in Section 3
of this Final EIR/EIS for additional information.



5-1123

Letter - P2
Page 17

Response to Comment P2-9
Refer to response to Comment P2-8.

Response to Comment P2-10
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.
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