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Letter - F1. International Boundary and Water Commission.
Signatory - Sylvia A. Waggoner.

Response to Comment F1-1
The commenter is correct. Reclamation has revised the proposed IOP
policy to clarify that it does not apply to Mexico.

Response to Comment F1-2
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in Section
4.2, Text Revisions in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment F1-3
The commenter is correct. Reclamation has revised the proposed IOP
policy to clarify that it does not apply to Mexico.

Response to Comment F1-4
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in
Section 4.2, Text Revisions in this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment F1-5
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in
Section 4.2, Text Revisions in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment F1-6
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in
Section 4.2, Text Revisions in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment F1-7
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in the HCP
in Attachment A in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment F1-8
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in the HCP
in Attachment A in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment F1-9
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in the HCP
in Attachment A in this Final EIR/EIS.



5-5

Letter - F1
Page 3

Response to Comment F1-10
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in the HCP
in Attachment A in this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment F1-11
The suggested changes have been made and are reflected in the HCP
in Attachment A in this Final EIR/EIS.
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Letter - F2. U.S. Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife
Service. Signatory - C.O. Minckley, Ph.D.

Response to Comment F2-1
The comment suggests that the habitat for desert pupfish in the drains
that discharge directly to the Sea, in shoreline pools, and in washes of
San Felipe and Salt Creeks is at risk of dewatering from the proposed
conservation and transfer of water. The Draft EIR/EIS and HCP
identified potential impacts of the Project on the suitability of desert
pupfish habitat in the drains that discharge directly to the Sea. In
accordance with the anticipated level of take of pupfish, the HCP
identified several measures designed to avoid, minimize, and mitigate
any take of desert pupfish resulting from covered activities. These
measures adequately and fully mitigate the impact of any take in the
drains and contain provisions for improving the quality (i.e., reduce
selenium concentration) and quantity (i.e., configure and manage drain
channels on exposed seabed) of pupfish habitat in the HCP area. With
the revision to the strategy for mitigating Salton Sea impacts (see the
Master Response on Biology Approach to Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS), IID would
avoid any potential impacts related to water conservation on shoreline
pool habitat. Changes in flow in San Felipe and Salt Creeks would not
be affected by the proposed conservation and transfer of water. While it
is acknowledged that the habitat created in IID's drains is not optimal
and that other factors influence the viability of the pupfish population,
IID's obligation extends only to mitigating the impact of any take of
pupfish. IID is not required to contribute to recovery. Nonetheless, IID's
conservation strategy for desert pupfish goes beyond mitigating impacts
and does contribute to recovery. This is reflected in IID's commitment to
take a positive step toward recovery by creating and maintaining a
refugium pond consistent with the guidance provided in the Desert
Pupfish Recovery Plan.

Response to Comment F2-2
Please refer to the Master Response on Biology  Approach to the
Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.
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Letter - F3. Natural Resources Conservation Service.
Signatory - Steve Cameron.

Response to Comment F3-1
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Air Quality Issues
Associated with Fallowing in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Also, refer to the response given for Comment L1-65 as follows:

Water users within IID use water diverted from the Colorado River to
irrigate crop land. On average, Colorado River water contains
approximately one ton of salt per acre-foot of water. As crops transpire
water, the salt remains in the soil. In order to maintain the productivity
of the land, the accumulated salts must be leached from the root zone.
IID water users apply a small amount of additional leach water to carry
accumulated salts below the crop root zone. Approximately 96 percent
of farmed fields within the IID water surface area are underlain by tile
drainage lines. These tile drainage lines collect the leach water and
dissolved salts and convey them to the IID drainage system.

Tile lines are normally placed at depths of 5 to 7 feet below the land
surface and maintain the groundwater level at that depth, even in areas
with high water tables or poor natural drainage. For all Imperial Valley
soils, that depth is sufficient to prevent groundwater, and any salt it may
carry, from seeping to the surface. Therefore, should the water
conservation and transfer program ultimately include a rotational or
short-term fallowing component, groundwater will not impact the
stability of the soil surface, nor will the land "sour" due to excessive salt
build up. Should the Project include a rotational or short-term fallowing
component, participating landowners will be required to control wind-
induced soil erosion. During the normal course of their farming
operations, IID water users employ soil erosion control best
management practices (BMPs). For a list of wind erosion control BMPs,
consult the National Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) Soil
Conservation Field Book. Please refer to the Master Response on Air
Quality-Air Quality Issues Associated with Fallowing in Section 3 of this
Final EIR/EIS.

Should the Project include a land retirement component, there is
potential for limited surface salinization on low-lying clay soils with poor
natural drainage. These soils are located in areas where, in the
absence of a functioning tile drainage system, the water table may rise
close enough to the soil surface to allow capillary action to induce
surface salinization. However, this impact will be avoided by
maintaining the subsurface tile drainage system in working order.
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Response to Comment F3-1(continued)

Should the water conservation and transfer program ultimately include a land retirement component, and should low-lying clay soils with poor natural drainage be included among the
lands retired, IID will require the landowner to maintain the subsurface tile drainage system in working order.

Should the water conservation and transfer program include a land retirement fallowing component, participating landowners will be required to control wind-induced soil erosion, using
appropriate NRCS wind erosion BMPs, until the soil surface naturally stabilizes.

Response to Comment F3-2
In identifying an average amount of water conserved per acre with on-farm irrigation system improvements, the hydrologic model, IIDSS, assumes that sufficient water is applied for
leaching purposes.

Response to Comment F3-3
Please refer to the Master Response on Biology  Approach to the Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment F3-4
Comment noted.
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Response to Comment F3-5
Comment noted.
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