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Response to Comment L14-25
The Socioeconomics section in the Draft EIR/EIS (Section 3.14) reports
the total jobs that are anticipated to be lost within the Imperial County
economy as a result of fallowing. The job-loss estimates include job
losses in farm support industries and the Imperial County economy in
general.

Response to Comment L14-26
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 L14-27
The second implementation scenario for the Proposed Project (QSA
Implementation) includes the more restrictive limit on IID's future
diversions of Colorado River water on IID's Priority 3 diversions. Under
the maximum transfers provided for under the QSA, IID would retain
the ability to divert in excess of 2.6 MAFY of Colorado River water for
agricultural, industrial, and domestic use within the IID water service
area. In addition, at the end of the initial 45-year term, the IID/SDCWA
Transfer Agreement potentially allows IID to reclaim up to 34 KAFY of
transfer water for M&I use within the Imperial Valley. This amount is
twice the expected growth in M&I use within the IID water service area
over the next 45 years. Therefore, the Proposed Project and
Alternatives described in the Draft EIR/EIS can be implemented without
compromising the Imperial Valley's urban water supply. IID will
continue to make water deliveries reasonably required for municipal
and industrial beneficial uses, including current use and expected
growth in these sectors.

Response to Comment L14-28
Please refer to the response given for Comment L14-27.

Response to Comment L14-29
Labor force training or retraining utilizing the resources of Imperial
Valley College and San Diego State University could be included as
part of Project implementation. As described in the Draft EIR/EIS, 
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Response to Comment L14-29 (continued)

depending on the eventual implementation of the water conservation program, there could either be beneficial or adverse impacts to the regional economy. If water is conserved using
on-farm and water delivery system improvements, it is anticipated that there would be beneficial effects to regional employment; therefore, there would not be any adverse effects to
mitigate. If fallowing is used to conserve all or a portion of the water to be transferred, there would be adverse effects to the regional economy and farm workers as identified in the Draft
EIR/EIS. 

The IID Board will consider whether to implement socioeconomic mitigation measures when it considers whether to approve the Proposed Project or an alternative to the Proposed
Project.
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Response to Comment L14-30
The distribution of the transfer revenues is a decision that will be made
by the IID Board when the conservation program is developed. A set of
modeling assumptions as outlined in Appendix G of the Draft EIR/EIS
were used to estimate the potential range of socioeconomic impacts.

Response to Comment L14-31
Please refer to the response given for Comment L14-27.

Response to Comment L14-32
Please refer to the response given for Comment L14-27.
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Response to Comment L14-33
For effects of the Proposed Project on land values, refer to the Master
Response on Socioeconomics Property Values and Fiscal Impact
Estimates in this Final EIR/EIS.

Regarding the effects of the Proposed Project on cropping patters/crop
quality, the agricultural resources analysis (Section 3.5) and the
socioeconomic analysis (Section 3.14) in the Draft EIR/EIS assume that,
while on-farm irrigation efficiency will be improved and tailwater reduced,
farm managers will continue to fully irrigate all crops that are planted and
that sufficient water will be applied to meet leaching requirements.
Therefore, there will not be any impact on the quality or per-acre yield of
crops that are grown. Also, see response to Comment L14-27.

Regarding the effects of the Proposed Project on the Imperial Valley's
position in state/world agricultural markets, no impacts to the quality or yield
of crops grown are expected. Therefore, the Proposed Project is not
anticipated to affect the position of Imperial Valley farmers relative to state
and world markets.

Regarding the effects of the Proposed Project on the price of water, no
changes in water prices are anticipated as a result of the Proposed Project.

Regarding the effects of the Proposed Project on use of farm inputs/labor,
the socioeconomic analysis in the Draft EIR/EIS assesses the adverse
impacts that could occur with implementation of fallowing as a conservation
measure. Also, IID will assess the merits of landowners' proposed
method of conservation prior to enrollment in the water conservation
program. Also, refer to the Master Response on
Socioeconomics Crop Type Assumptions for Socioeconomic Analysis
of Fallowing in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment L14-34
See response to Comment L14-33.
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Response to Comment L14-35
For the environmental documentation, it was assumed that no portion
of the transfer revenue stream would be passed on directly to non-
landowner community members or community organizations. If the IID
Board were to include such payments as part of Project
implementation, this would not result in adverse impacts greater than
those identified in the Draft EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment L14-36
Refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics Property Values
and Fiscal Impact Estimates in Section 9 in this Final EIR/EIS. The
governmental permits and approvals that are required for the Project
are described in Section 1.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment L14-37
The Proposed Project will not reduce (or eliminate) the flow of water to
the Colorado River delta. The Proposed Project conserves water within
the IID Service Area and allows the transfer of the conserved water to
SDCWA. Water transferred to SDCWA would be diverted at Parker
Dam rather than Imperial Dam. The amount of flow in the Colorado
River below Imperial Dam and hence flowing to the Colorado River
delta would not change as a result of the Proposed Project. 
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Response to Comment L14-38
The Executive Summary of the report prepared by CIC Research, dated
March 15, 2002 (revised April 9,2002) states: " CIC could find no
substantive disagreement with the results as presented in the IID Water
Conservation and Transfer Project Draft EIR/EIS."

The Salton Sea Baseline, which projects existing conditions at the
Salton Sea into future years, is based upon a reasonable methodology
and assumptions. Refer to the Master Response on
Hydrology Development of the Baseline in Section 9 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Also, refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics Crop Type
Assumptions for Socioeconomic Analysis of Fallowing in Section 9 of
this Final EIR/EIS for additional details regarding the assumptions used
in the fallowing impact analysis.

Regarding the economic viability of the Proposed Project, the EIR/EIS
presents the type and magnitude of estimated third-party
socioeconomic impacts associated with the Proposed Project and each
alternative evaluated in the EIR/EIS. As described in the Draft EIR/EIS,
depending on the eventual implementation of the water conservation
program, there could either be beneficial or adverse impacts to the
regional economy. If water is conserved using on-farm and water
delivery system improvements, it is anticipated that there would be
beneficial effects to regional employment; therefore, there would not be
any adverse effects to mitigate. If fallowing is used to conserve all or a
portion of the water to be transferred, there would be adverse effects to
the regional economy and farm workers as identified in the Draft
EIR/EIS. 

The IID Board will consider whether to implement socioeconomic
mitigation measures when it considers whether to approve the
Proposed Project or an alternative to the Proposed Project.
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