THOMAS S. VIRSIK
ATTORNEY AT LAW

2425 WEBB AVENUE, SUITE 100
ALAMEDA ISLAND, CALIFORNIA 94501-2922

510) 521-4575
FAX (510) 521-4623
e-mail: PPIMLAW @pacbell.net

via email
August 29, 2005

Ms. Debbie Irvin

Clerk, State Water Resources Control Board
PO Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Re: Workshop on ID/SDCWA transfer
August 30, 2005

Dear Ms. Irvin:

Introduction:

This office represents landowners of Imperial Valley who own approximately
twenty-five percent 25% of the irrigated agricultural land in the Imperial Valley.
These landowners are frequently referred to as the Imperial Group. The Website
for the Imperial Group is www.imperialgroup.info. The Imperial Group’s position
on socio-economic mitigation as a result of water transfer is at odds with what 11D
and SDCWA have agreed to, as may be referenced on its website.

The members of the Imperial Group — as well as others — were sued by IID in its
Quantification Settlement Agreement (or QSA, the overall shorthand for the
several water transfers addressed herein) validation lawsuit and continue to defend
their rights, as well as filing actions against IID and other parties involved in the
QSA and related agreements, including IID’s mismanagement of the water
resources. Various members of the Imperial Group have asked the Court to make a
determination that they represent all of the irrigated agricultural acreage in the
Imperial Valley. The Court has not yet acted on this request as the lawsuits are
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presently stayed by an order of the Court of Appeals. The URL for the trial court
website is provided at the end of this letter. The irrigated agricultural acreage in
the Imperial Valley uses over 98% of the water used in the Imperial Valley.

While the goals of the QSA may be reasonable — conservation, voluntary transfer
of resources, protection of the public and the environment -- the landowners’ water
rights have been taken without just compensation. For purposes of these
comments, however, the Imperial Group will assume that IID prevails 100% on all
issues in its lawsuit against the agricultural landowners and that the landowners’
related actions (including CEQA challenges) fail in all respects. In other words,
these comments will assume the QSA is a valid and lawful series of agreements
and will respond to the written and oral comments submitted at the workshop.

Since the focus of the workshop was socio-economic mitigation for the effects of
fallowing for Salton Sea restoration as mandated by WRO 2002-0013, the Imperial
Group is including a copy of the April 14, 2005 letter to the Department of Water
Resources on the NOP for the Restoration Project (w/o exhibits).

Further, these comments address to varying degrees the oral presentations and the
written material submitted before or at the workshop. While various parties stated
additional written comments were forthcoming, as of the writing of this letter no
such comments were provided or can be found at the designated SWRCB website
location.

Comments:

The Imperial Group agrees with SDCWA that IID is to use its “best efforts™ to
minimize the socio-economic impact of fallowing land' for water transfers. As the
Imperial Group has advocated, the IID is obligated as a matter of law to minimize
any adverse results to its beneficiaries — the water rights holders, i.e., the
landowners to whose lands the rights are appurtenant. IID is, after all, a fiduciary
as a matter of California law and it must even absent the specific contractual
provision relied upon focus primarily on doing right by its landowners in its
administration of the transfers. The contractual provision dovetails with the
obligation already imposed on IID.

: IID declared that it fallows land to create water for reasons unrelated to the Salton Sea

restoration, the SWRCB Order, or for transfer to SDCWA. IID is fallowing land as a means to meet
what it considers its obligations to the DOI, for example. As best as the Imperial Group can ascertain
from IID’s comments to the SWRCB, IID believes it can do whatever it pleases for such fallowing.
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Unfortunately, from the Imperial Group’s perspective, IID has not used its best
efforts to either administer the fallowing program or to minimize socio-economic
impacts. IID has failed to meet its obligations to allocate water equitably and
encourage transfers among landowners based on such allocation. If IID
encouraged such efficiencies (all of which have been mandated in the Irrigation
District Act for a century or more), that efficiency would result in fallowing with
lesser adverse effects. But instead, IID has (1) purchased land it can fallow by fiat
and (2) mandated that landowners bid against each other to fallow land. Small
wonder that the fallowing as implemented by IID has resulted in at least the
perception of third party harm, if not in actual greater harm than would arise from
an efficient system. The studies and analysis the State may perform must address
this glaring misstep in [ID’s implementation of the transfers.

The Imperial Group also agrees with SDCWA and IID that the economic analyses
and work of the Local Entity must be “transparent.” In fact, the Imperial Group
would go a step further and advocates that the implementation of the QSA transfers
must itself be transparent in terms of water, money, and decision-making. All
whose rights are involved must have a parity of access to all data and processes
involved in making decisions. This includes modeling, allocation, fallowing
policy, socio-economic analyses, and so on. IID has steadfastly refused to provide
such information despite numerous and repeated requests.

The Imperial Group is concerned, however, that I1ID itself has not met the very
standards it advocates, i.e. transparency. What lands are being fallowed at what
price with what base allocation? What monies are being paid for what purpose?
What is the base allocation for each parcel? The lack of transparency in IID’s
implementation of the transfers could be multiplied further.

The Imperial Group is confused about SDCWA’s statement that the QSA will
result in $3.8B in income to residents of the Imperial Valley. Where is the
spreadsheet showing this? The financials? Just as importantly, where is the
explanation of what classes of persons, entities, businesses, properties or other
recipients are to receive specified amounts or percentages? From the landowners’
perspective, all that seems certain is that SDCWA will provide money to the IID.
That any portion of the money will be paid to any interests in or associated with the
Imperial Valley is far from clear. If SDCWA has access to such clarity, providing
it may well help at least the perception of the inequity of fallowing and the current
(lack of) mitigation for third party impacts.
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The Imperial Group is encouraged that Board Member Katz stated that the focus of
the SWRCB workshop was not on the transfer benefits to be provided to the “water
rights holders”, but rather to third parties. Notwithstanding the content of WRO
2002-0013, the Imperial Group continues to believe that the third party rights are
best protected by Imperial County rather than the IID, whose sole focus should be
on providing benefits to its beneficiaries. Unlike the County, IID is by definition a
narrow focus agency that is structurally limited in what it can and cannot do — not
the least of which is Proposition 218’s prohibition against burdening property
without such property’s consent. The County is the proper entity to advocate for
and protect the general public — not the IID. It is perhaps even unfair to force the
IID to engage in the conflict that seems part and parcel of WRO 2002-013 — to
redistribute the assets of its beneficiaries under the guise of socio-economic
mitigation. Such task is for the County with full process and protections to the
affected property (e.g., a Proposition 218 vote) since it is free of any such conflict.
Even without that onus, IID is already hopelessly conflicted — it readily admitted at
the workshop that the water rates charged to its beneficiaries are funding the
transfer costs and administration, which include IID’s lawsuit against its own
beneficiaries to take a portion of their water rights.

Role of SWRCB:

Notwithstanding the above caveats and observations, the Imperial Group agrees
with all parties (IID, SDCWA, SWRCB) that Salton Sea restoration is critical and
that DWR should be encouraged to meet the deadlines and standards imposed by
the Legislature and that it must choose a realistic plan that can be funded to
completion. The Imperial Group has advocated many times that the sale of I1ID’s
electricity service in Riverside County would provide a means to finance Salton
Sea restoration with no discernable adverse effect to (1) IID’s beneficiaries
(landowners and municipalities to whom water is provided since no water is
delivered to lands in Riverside County) and (2) the Imperial County electrical
ratepayers. That the rates may be affected in Riverside County would neither
affront IID’s statutory responsibilities nor SWRCB WRO 2002-0013.

The SWRCB can also continue to exert pressure on the State to analyze IID’s
implementation of the transfers to identify where IID has failed to comply with the
law, the intentions of the parties (e.g., using its “best efforts), and an efficient use
of resources mandated by the Irrigation District Act.

Respectfully submitted,
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Thomas S. Virsik

Encl.
4/15/04 letter to Charles Keene at DWR re: NOP (w/o exhibits)

QSA trial court website:
http://www.saccourt.com/CoordCases/qsacases/qsa_main.asp

C. service list per transmittal email
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PATRICK J. “MIKE” MALONEY (510) 521-4575 THOMAS S. VIRSIK
| F4X 1510) 521-4623
e-mail: PJIMLAW @pacbell.net

April 1 200

Charles Keene
Californiz Department of Water Resources
770 Fairmont Avenue .

Glendale, California 91203.

Re: Sal 011 1 Sea Ecosystem Restoration Project—Notice of Preparation

Dear Mr. Keane,
Introdurction

This office represents landpwners of Imperial Valiey who own
approyinately twenty-five percent 25% of the irrigated/ agricultural land
in the Imperial Valley. These landowners will be referred to as the
“Imperial Group” throughout rhis filing. The Website for the Imperial
Group is wlmpenalgmnpmm The members of the Imperial Group
have filed mu1(1p1e lawsuits d§§dlllbL the uupé‘:rl’-?u Irrigai tion District and
other signatories to the Quantification Settlement Agresment (“QSA”).
These suits challenge the validity of the QSA and the mismanagement of
water resources by IID. The members of the Imperial (;rpup have asked
the Caurt to make a determination that it represents all iof the irrigated
agricultural acreage in the Imperial Valley. The Court has not yet acted
on this request. The irrigated agricultural acreage in the Imperial Valley
uses over 98% of the water used in the Imperial Valley.

In this letter, the Imperial Group formally responds tc the Notice of
Preparation and raises the following issues: (1) the NOP should address
alternative solutions should the ()SA be invalidated as the Salton Sea will
continue to be a problem regardless of the QSA; (2) alternatives should be
considered that do not require siate funding; (3) solutions to the Salton
Sea must incorporate better water management in the Imperial and
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Mexicali Valleys so that the water resource is optimized; (4) the NOP

should promote projects that can be implemented quickly rather than
continue being studied for years,

The Imperial Group is committed to developing an economically feasible
plan to optimize the water resqurces of the Colorado River and restore
the Saltorl Sea Ecosystem withir a six-month period with a build out of
five years, The Imperial Group has created a Consortium (see footnote 1)
of international construction anid engineering firms committed to a
feasible Suglton Sea Ecosystem Resioration Project, whick: viould optimize
the water resources of the Coloradn River for all of Califormia and protect
the Imperial and Mexicali Valleys. While developing this plan the Imperial
Group fully expects to continue its meetings with job trainers in Imperial
County, members of the community, environmentalists, ancl governmental
officials bpth Mexican and Americzn.

~

The Imperial Group estimates that the landowners of irrigared agriculture
in the Imperial Valley and their predecessors in interest have invested in
excess of |.3 billion dollars to develop the water resources of the Imperial
Valley over the last 100 years. Without this investmen' there would be
limited agricultural production in the Imperial Valley, the development of
Coachella| Valley and other Southern California communities would be
severely limited, and finally theres would be no Salton Sea. |Over the years
the economy of the Imperial and Mexicali Valleys have become integrated
and any iction which hurts the citizens and economy of the Mexicali
Valley hurts the citizens and eronomy of the Imperial Valley and vice
versa. The Imperial Group is concerned about the efforts pf the State of
California and its related subdivisions including but nat limited to the
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rrigation District, Coachella Valley Water District, Metropolitan
strict, San Diego Caunty Water Authority and Salton Sea
to develop a Salton ea Ecosystem Restoration Project as an
> to existing conditions in the Salton Sea. The Imiperial Group’s

that the entities will just continue to study the issue and fail to

1 feasible project because there are insufficient financial

available in the State of California and the Federal Government
a Salton Sea Ecosystem Restoration Project. The problem will
lved and turned into ¢ontinuing rounds of litigation while “the
:nt and economy of rthe region suffers. As landowners and
Imperial County the Imperial Group is concerned that the same |
happen to the Salton Sea and Imperial Couniy that Professor
gan described in his studies on the dredging delays in the San
Bay. See Exhibit A for copies of Professor Kagan’s articles on
extraordinarily cumbersome, legalistic, and costly method for
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environmental and economic considerations” caused the

lelays in the San Francis¢o Bay. The environment and economy

blerate such delay on the Salton Sea issues anc the Imperial
do everything in its power to prevent such delzays.

Condition "

ion in the Salton Sea is grave. ~THe Salton $ea Ecosystem is
teriorating. To the extent any bird and fist licosystem still
he Imperial and Mexicali Valleys, it is due tp ithe continueb
il investments and activities in the Imperial and Mexicali
1deed, the entire Ecosystem of the Western ‘Hemisphere benefits
> continued agricultural activities. The present inyerpretation of -
ntemplates massive fallowing in California and the lining of the
an Canal. These destructive policies are best illustrated by
" the Coachella, Imperial and Mexicali Valleys during the early
ne can see significant economic activities in Coachella. The only
is the land on the eas: side of US 10 and the Torres-Martinez
ervation. These are areas where there has been a restriction on
water. When you fly over Imperial County and Narthern Mexico
verdant fields and ecomomic development where rhere is water.
r is restricted either in the Imperial or Mexical| Valleys without
optimize the water riespurces of the Coloraclo River for the
all the people in the regjon and California, substantial portions
valleys will become dleserts. The Imperial Group intends to
is from happening.

Facts Surrounding Mexico,
a

Imperial Valley and the

1 Sea Reference Information supplied by the Dlepartment of
purces (“DWR”) did nat ilescribe the Salton Sink pprior to 190(1).
ial Group offers the maps as set forth in Exhibits B1 through B8

r illustrate the development of the Salton Sea Ecosystem.
ding the historical development of the Salton Sea and the Alamo
nerican Canals helps to better define the envirommental issues
n considering any Saltan Sea Ecosystem Restoration Project.
analysis is made DWR necessarily must consider the conditions
'd both in Mexicali, Cparhella and Imperial Valleys before the

and the Alamo and All:American Canals were areated. From
ysis a baseline can be¢ developed which vrill help assess
2s, optimize the water resources for all three Valleys and restore
lc Ecosystems of the Valleys. The baseline has to be developed
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‘he situation prior to the investment of the 1.3 Billion Dollars by
ers of the Imperial Group and other landowners in the Imperial
len if the State desires tc take advantage of this investment and
tunities for the future that this investment gives the Imperial
ali Valleys, the State should fully compensate the landowners
ast investment and any loss of the landowners’ future economic
ties. Once the scope and value of the historic investment by the
al landowners is understood, the financially feasilile alternatives

o the State for any Salion Sea Ecosystem Restoration Project are

is of Imperial Group’s Position

1 States Supreme Courf: has recognized the unique nature of the
ts held by the landowners in the Imperial Valley. See Bryant v.
80) 447 US 352, at n, 23. These rights are inviolate. The
sroup vigorously objects: to any attempt by any governmental
interfere with their exercise of these rights anid until this issue
orily resolved there will be a serious impedimen: to any Salton
stem Restoration Project. IID has mismanaged ithe diversions
Colorado River. See Dgcision 1600 of the SWRCB. In 2003 the
ted bureau of Reclamation or BOR commenced a so-called Part
ss against IID to determine whether or not IID was appropriately
its diversions from the (lolorado River and permitted extensive
v all interested parties including but not limited to the State of
through the California Resources Agency, Imperial Irrigation
nd the National Audubon Society. = The Imperial Group
2d in this process and its position is set forth in Exhibit C and
‘led herein by reference. Many of the positions, which the
sroup is taking in this proceeding, were taken in the 417
3. At the conclusipn of its proceeding BOR made
idations as to how IIID) iould improve its mamagement of the
from the Colorado River. A copy of the Decision is attached
rked Exhibit D and incprporated herein by refererice.

wners of Imperial Valley have the right to use the Salton Sea as
tural sump or drain. This right is recognized by the State of

and the United States. However, under the principles
1 in the Nacimiento Regional Water Management Advisory
> _v. Monterey County Water Resources Agen¢y (1993) 15
B 200 and the above referenced BOR Decision, the landowners
1 Valley have no obligation to maintain the Salton Sink as a sea
R or environmental rnitigation is required if the landowners
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reduce the flow of water into the Salton Sea. See also the

of the SWRCB in Garrgpata Water Company, Decision 1639 and
County Water Resources.Agency, Order 2001-17.

Imperial Group’s position that the follewing principles
ed by the BOR in the abopve-referenced 417 Decision should be
ting principles of IID or its successor and the landowners of
alley when water is delivered or used in the Imperial Valley:

onstrate that conservition and operating ineasures
mmended below vary widely in cost, ease of
ementation and the potential to conserve water.
amation recognizes that many of the recominendations
ing to conservation measures would require investments
[D and its farmers, however others would not. While
amation encourages 11D to seriously comnsider the
sted measures, the mix of measures that are ultimately
ted by IID and by the farmers within 1ID is a local
ion. Many of the¢ measures may be implemented
Itaneously. All of the recommended measures are being
ssfully used in other irrigated areas of the Sputhwest
conditions similar to thase in 1ID.

materials reviewed and considered by Redlamation

he following section, Reclamation presents these
mmendations in order of priority based upon its
pendent professional analysis, but fully recognizes that
ementation and prioritization of the measures identified
w remains a matter of |ogal determination.

d on these considerations, Reclamation recommends the
wing measures:

Opportunities for conservation that ¢an be
emented by IID within existing 1ID policy or with
2 modification of existing policy.

! . Reliable water
urement records are essential to the decisions that result
ater conservation. Reclamation recommends ithat 1ID
lop, maintain and use a district- wide network pf water
urement devices for the consistent monitoring, recording
renorting of svstem and on- farm water 1ke data



Charles Kizene 4/15/04

Department ¢/f Water Resources

Page 7

Recommendation 4. Physical Improvements. Physical
improvements can increase flexibility in the system and reduce
the possibility of spills. Conservation measures might include
implementing the measures identified in 1lid's draft
Agricultural Water Management Plan (March 2002), which
include constructing additipnal mid-lateral reservoirs and
constructing both limited flexibility and full Ilexibility
interceptor laterals. Installation of tailwater recovery systems
is algo addressed in the draft Agricultural Managemient Plan as
a conservation measure, ajthough Reclamation nates that
canstructing such systems tn collect water from more than

ore field would cost less than the approach proposed in the
drafi Plan. '

Recommendation 5. IID Farmer Qutreach. IID through its
Irrigation Management Unit provides a multitude of farm
evaluations, demonstration projects and water cangervation
measures that assist till farmers in 1ID to conserve water.
Current programs and services offered include:

Irrigation evaluations tp determine best water ise on a
per- field basis Scheduling of Irrigations

Soil moisture sensors to better determine when to
irrigate crops

Flume measurements for measuring tail water acrcurately
Salinity assessment glohal positioning system mapping to
help with salinity control

Land leveling, which rould include level basir, modified
level and matching gradle. :

Field length or irrigation length reduction

Alternative irrigation methods such as high flow level
basins, drip irrigation systems, linear move sprinklers,
and cut-back irrigatian

Reclamation encourages 1II) to continue and increase ithe level
of participation in outreach activities to provide these services
to farmers to assist farmers in making decisions about a wide
variety of water conservation,

| Management. The goal of a good

irrigation management prggram is to use water efficiently by
scheduling irrigations to meet crop needs. Reclamation
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Miasurements within the 1ID should include: 1) canal and
lai:eral spills, 2) actual deliveries to farmers' head gates, 3) tail
water runoff, 4) drain flows, including discharges from drains,
and 5) leach water and other components of water diverted
from| the Colorado River for use in 1ID.

IIID) |may consider a carefully planned and executed
mi2agurement program approach to install rcontinuous
recorders at selected representative sites and conduct regular
spot| measurements at the remaining sites. This approach

be used at lateral and farm turnouts and well as drain

: duling Water Orders. Under
ent 11 icy, a farmer is charged for a full 12-hour
ipd of water delivery, whether or not the farmer needs or
uses the water. Modification of this early termination policy by
IID) would give farmers greater flexibility with water deliveries
and enhance their ability to manage and conserve water.

i Mater_ManagemenL _Currently,

hundreds of thousands nf acre- feet of water are not
umed by crops, but flow off the ends of fields in 1ID.
amation recommends that 1ID strictly enforce its
ordinance limiting tail water to 15 percent. Reclamation
recommends that the 15 percent tail water limit he reduced
incr¢mentally over a specified number of years. Aidditional
measures might include implementing a tiered pemalty for
tailwater discharge or implementing a tiered water rate
sc[heaL:lule that increases with additional water ordered above a
set allocation. Under current practice 1ID farmers pay millions
of dpllars for water that flaws off the ends of their fields.
Further, Reclamation beliewves that the 15% is excessive over
the long-term and that l[D' should evaluate, establish and
enforce further reductions instailwater volumes.

Reclamation supports the principal of matching delivery rate
and jrrigation set time required to refill the crop raot zone to
have the least possible ampunt of tail water. Reclamation
beligves significant efforts inithis regard can be ‘accomplished
with| little or no additional costs and without necessarily
constructing on-farm reservoirs or tail water recovery
systems.
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mmends that 1ID assist farmers in using climatic and

»otranspiration data to help determine when to irrigate

how much water to apply. Potential berefits from
duling irrigations to meet crop needs include:

The lengthening of irrigation intervals by two to three
days on annual crops resulting in at least one less
irrigation during crojp season

Improved yields both quantitatively and qualitatively
Higher yields for alfalfa and less compaction by
harvesting equipment Improved Crop management using
information gathered during field visits Salt management
in areas of highly saline soils by irrigating alterrate rows
early in the irrigation system

Improved quality of specialty crops such as ‘peppers,
tomatoes, watermelans and cantaloupes with ‘properly
timed irrigation during bloom development and just
prior to harvest

Dn-farm activities ‘that can be implemented by
lers in 1ID at little ar no cost.

ymmendation 7. Cultural Practices. Cultural practices
be implemented by farmers to better manage their
ation water and control the advancement of the water
n a furrow or border to the end of the field. These
tices can be implementecl at little or no cost to the farmer
can result in water savings and increased yields. [Practices
as these are used ta some degree within 1ID and
ughout the western Unired States to save water, reduce

JLattiy L [ le 3 l A N e

5, optimize yields and improve profits:

The irrigator can terminate the irrigation or change the
set (move the water| when the water in the bprder or
furrow reaches a pre-determined point before the end of
the field. This early cut-off practice is simple and
inexpensive and can reduce the amount of water that
flows off the end of the field and minimizes the amount
of water standing at the bottom of the field ithat will
cause scalding.

The ends of the rows (furrows) can be blocked to back

water up the furrow at ithe bottom of the fielcl. ‘The ends
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of the furrows, or a group of furrows, can be opened

after a specific time peniod to allow water to flow off the
field.

Cross-checks can be jplaced in borders to slow (own the
advance of water. Furraw dikes (portable) carn hie placed
in furrows to reduce the advance of water down the
furrow.

Border crops can be planted on the contour grade rather
than in the direction of the border to reduce the advance
rate of water.

Longer fields can be divided with new header rowys.

Rows can be angled against the field slope at the lower
end of the field. : '

Rows and borders can be angled against the field slope
for the entire length of the irrigation run to reduce the
advance rate down the row or border on the tight soils.

)n-farm activities 'that can be implemented by
lers in 1ID at higher c¢osts

' ding. The

slopes in 1ID are not great but are enough [0 warrant
y. There is significant potential for reducing existing
2s in most fields in 1ID' (both clay soils and liglht itextured
). Tailwater runoff can be reduced by improved
rmity of applied water. The elimination of field slope in
r dead level or modified level systems is not
mmended for 1ID at this time but may be appropriate as
ges in technology warrant. Reducing one- half-mile
ation runs to one- fourth mile for fields with medium and
textured soils can result in better management of the
ation water, better unifpormity of application of applied
r and the reuse of any tailwater from the upper fields
the lower fields.

ymmendation 9. Lineyr Move Sprinklers. Hased on

ayout and size of fieldy in the Imperial Valley, lin¢ar move
'ms appear to be a viable irrigation alternative:.. Although
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are relatively expensive and require more intensive
agement, linear move sprinkler systems can be used
essfully on light texturedl soils where slopes are [relatively

b and the depth of soil is such that grading or' leveling is
‘easible.

Iri igati Many 1ID' farmers
surface or subsurface drip irrigation to irrigate vegetable
s with no runoff from the fields. In 2002 there were
oximately 12,000 acres an which drip irrigation is used in
Drip irrigation is a proven technology and has been

essfully used in IID but its use is limited to high value
s.

62-66 of the BOR Decision. Exhibit D.

must consider the potential adoption of these prirciples and the
y may have on flows into the Salton Sea. The adgption of these
over an extended period of time will help to optitize the water
of the Colorado River. If the DWR disagrees with the
dations of BOR the DER should describe in detail where it
with the recommendations. However, one of the ramifications
2d optimization of the water resources by IID and its potential
and the existing agriculfural landowners is that it will reduce
[ water into the Salton Sea.

Alternatives

nas been directed to lopk; at financial alternatives to finance the
Ecosystem Restoration Hroject. The Imperial Group objects to

AL AL Al AL A 22 aaza alia Npay MjvLio v

bt by the State of California or any other goverrnimental entity to
y type of assessments e¢ither directly or indirectlly pn their water
finance any modificarion in the Salton Sea. However, the
sroup has developed its own alternative and submitted it in
the Resources Agency and the Staff of the Governor. The
n consists of the Dutra Group and Bean Stuyvesant, a joint
tween CF Bean and Basklais.! Its submission is attached hereto
»d Exhibit E and incorporated herein by reference, (In Exhibit E
\so find a pamphlet prepared by the Provincie Flevoland in

1 The |
www.Boska

and www.c

respective websites of the¢ miembers of the Consortium are as follows:
lis.com, www.Dutragroyp.com, ww.cfbean.com/cflreiun/default.htm,

fhean.com/beanstuv/defanltcont htm
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