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10-924-

Letter - C1. Signatory - Janis Seybert. 

Response to Comment C1-1
Comment noted.

Response to Comment C1-2
Comment noted.

Response to Comment C1-3
Comment noted.

Response to Comment C1-4
Comment noted.

Response to Comment C1-5
Comment noted.



10-925-

Letter - C2. Signatory - Rosa Reagles. 

Response to Comment C2-1
Refer to the Master Response on Other Relationship Between
the Proposed Project and the Salton Sea Restoration Project in
Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment C2-2
Comment noted. As described in the Draft EIR/EIS, it is
anticipated that there will be adverse impacts to the regions
surrounding the Salton Sea. Refer to the Master Response on
Socioeconomics-Property Values and Fiscal Impact Estimates
in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS for additional description of
the socioeconomic impacts to the Salton Sea region. Impacts to
other environmental resource areas are described in other
sections of the Draft EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment C2-3
Comment noted.

Response to Comment C2-4
Economic resources of the Salton Sea are discussed in Section
3.14 and Recreation Resources are discussed in Section 3.6 of
the Draft EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment C2-5
Refer to the Master Response on Other Relationship Between
the Proposed Project and the Salton Sea Restoration Project in
Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS.



10-926-

Letter - C3. Signatory - Walter Holtz. 

Response to Comment C3-1
IID has cited and continues to cite the paper entitled, "Salt Distributions
in Cracking Soils and Salt Pickup by Runoff Waters (Rhoades et. al.
1997) as support for it's positions on tailwater and leaching, namely:

a) That horizontal leaching does occur on cracking clay soils.
b) Therefore, some fraction of tailwater should be considered as
reasonable and beneficial use for leaching purposes. 
c) The 11 percent leaching fraction determined to be sufficient by the
Jensen report (Jensen 1995) will not allow IID water users to maintain
an adequate soil salinity balance.
d) In fact, taking the IID service area as a whole, IID water users
would benefit by increasing, rather than decreasing, their leaching
fraction.

However, the long-term effect on soil salinity induced by the use of a
tailwater return system cannot be determined from this study alone.
Note that the data presented only address elevated salinity levels in
tailwater during the first 30 minutes of a runoff event. In addition, no
tailwater volumetric data were collected. Therefore the average
tailwater salinity over an entire irrigation area cannot be determined.
Most of the paper is concerned with demonstrating how insufficient
leaching results in increased soil salinity along the length of a field. 

IID has collected limited volumetric and salinity data from existing
tailwater return systems. These data do give some indication of the
potential impacts and challenges associated with the long-term use of
such systems. The average tailwater salinity increase over a complete
irrigation has typically ranged from 6 to 42 percent, depending on soil
type, crop, and tailwater duration. One of the most critical aspects of
tailwater return system operation and management is the mix of
irrigation and tailwater at the head of the field. The average increase in
salinity of the mixed water has typically ranged from 4 to 21 percent,
again depending on soil type, crop, and tailwater volume. Depending on
the soil type and crop sensitivity to salinity, such increases could
require a higher leaching fraction, additional tile drains, and/or
increased leaching applications between crops.

As the Rhoades et al. (1997) paper points out, salinity management is
always critical, and as IID data show, salinity management is even
more critical with the use of tailwater return systems. However, IID staff
believes that tailwater return systems can be successfully managed 



10-927-

Response to Comment C3-1 (continued)

over the long term without reducing soil productivity. Successful
management of a tailwater return system will, in many if not most
cases, require additional leaching. The conservation estimates for
existing tailwater return systems are adjusted to account for a higher
leaching requirement. Likewise, when we have modeled tailwater return
systems as part of the mix of conservation methods for the San Diego
agreement, we have accounted for increased leaching requirements as
well.

IID staff have long been of the opinion that water users should choose
conservation methods best suited to the crops they grow, the soils they
farm, and the physical layout of their fields. I do not believe that IID staff
have intended to present tailwater return systems as the only answer to
the IID's water conservation needs. IID did select tailwater return
systems as the pro-forma conservation method during pricing
negotiations. They were in use within the IID service area, and many
water users had expressed an interest in using tailwater return systems.
Therefore, IID wanted to obtain a price for conserved water that would
cover the installation and use of a tailwater return system, should a
water user wish to adopt that technology as a water conservation
method.

Response to Comment C3-2
See response to Comment C3-1.
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Letter - C3
Page 2
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Letter - C3
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Letter - C3
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Letter - C3
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Letter - C3
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Letter - C3
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10-934-

Letter - C4. Signatory - Carl Andrew Lewke. 

Response to Comment C4-1
In the absence of the Proposed Project, the salinity of the Salton
Sea is projected to continue to increase with consequent
changes in the ecological dynamics of the sea. Water
conservation and transfer under the Proposed Project would
accelerate the occurrence of these changes but would not result
in different effects than would ultimately occur in the absence of
the Proposed Project. Implementation of the Habitat
Conservation Plan component of the Proposed Project would
avoid or mitigate the effects to biological resources of the Salton
Sea that are attributable to water conservation and transfer. See
Master Response for Biology—Approach to Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment C4-2
Dust:  Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality-Salton
Sea Air Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 9 of this
Final EIR/EIS. 

Odors:  As described in Section 3.11, Aesthetics, in the Draft
EIR/EIS, the effect of the Proposed Project or Alternatives would
be less than significant, because there will be ongoing
objectionable odor episodes at the Salton Sea under Baseline
conditions.

Response to Comment C4-3
Comment noted.



10-935-

Letter - C5. Signatory - Craig Smith. 

Response to Comment C5-1
The mitigation of the impacts of water conservation and transfer
on the Salton Sea has been an important focus of the HCP and
the EIR/EIS. Since the release of the Draft EIR/EIS and HCP,
IID has removed HCP Approach 1 from further consideration.
The revised approach would avoid Project-related reductions in
the elevation of the Salton Sea until the year 2030 by providing
water to the Sea to offset reductions in inflow. This revised
approach also would avoid an acceleration of the rate at which
the Sea is becoming saline during that period. The duration
over which water would be provided to the Sea (i.e., until 2030)
was based on the anticipated period that fish would continue to
persist in the Sea under the Baseline. See the Master
Response for Biology -- Approach to the Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS.
Providing water to the Salton Sea until 2030 will avoid impacts
to fish-eating birds and other biological resources, and avoid
precluding options for a possible Salton Sea restoration project
in the future.



10-936-

Letter - C5
Page 2

Response to Comment C5-2
The concept of transferring Colorado River water to the Salton
Sea to dilute salinity levels presents several legal obstacles.
Primarily, the Salton Sea has no water rights which would allow
water to be transferred to the Sea. In addition, the Salton Sea
Reclamation Act (1998, Public Law 105-372) specifically forbids
the use of excess Colorado River flows for restoration
purposes. The HCP-SS in the HCP provides for the delivery of
mitigation water to the Sea to offset reductions in inflow caused
by the Project (as compared to projected Baseline inflows).

Response to Comment C5-3
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton
Sea Air Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan  and Health
Effects Associated with Dust Emissions in Section 9 of this
Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment C5-4
In response to comments, the text of Section 3.15 has been
revised. The changes are indicated in Section 3.15 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment C5-5
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton
Sea Air Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 9 of
this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment C5-6
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton
Sea Air Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 9 of
this Final EIR/EIS.
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