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Response to Comment P1-1
In response to comments, the text of Sections 3.9 and 3.15 have been
revised. The changes are indicated in Sections 3.9 and 3.15 of this
Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P1-2
Without a specific reference to a part of the Draft EIR/EIS, this
comment is too general to respond to. Comment noted. Also refer to the
Master Response on Biology - Approach to Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P1-3
See response to Comment P1-2.

Response to Comment P1-4
SWRCB has considered the issue of whether the public trust doctrine
requires that agricultural drainage water be supplied to the Salton Sea:
"The public trust doctrine is based upon the state's ownership of
navigable waterways and underlying lands as trustee for the benefit of
the people. (Citation omitted.) Upon its admission to the Union in 1850,
California acquired title as trustee to navigable waterways and
underlying lands. (Citation omitted.) No such title or public trust
easement was acquired to the property underlying the present Salton
Sea since the Sea was not created until 1905. Therefore, regardless of
the extent to which the public trust doctrine may or may not apply to an
artificial body of water, it is apparent that the doctrine does not justify
continued inundation of property to which no public trust easement
attaches." SWRCB Order 84-12, footnote 1. 
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Response to Comment P1-5
In the absence of the Proposed Project, the shoreline of the Salton Sea
is projected to decline. Water conservation and transfer under the
Proposed Project would accelerate the rate of decline and result in a
lower shoreline at equilibrium. As explained under Impact BR - 49,
shoreline habitat would continue to be available for birds at lower
surface elevations, and analysis of available bathymetric data suggests
that the amount of shallow water habitat could increase. As a result,
adverse impacts to birds from a decline in the water surface elevation
are not expected.

The Salton Sea model developed by Reclamation was used to project
salinity in the Salton Sea under the Project Alternatives and Baseline
condition. This model took into consideration factors influencing
evaporative losses (including weather conditions and the size of the
Salton Sea) in predicting salinity. 

The HCP-SS in the HCP would avoid significant impacts to biological
resources from the Proposed Project by offsetting project-related
reductions in inflow to the Salton Sea. This strategy would avoid the
acceleration in salinization attributable to the Proposed Project and
resultant responses of biological resources until the point at which fish
would no longer be supported under the baseline. See Master
Response for Biology Approach to the Salton Sea Conservation
Strategy in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P1-6
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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Response to Comment P1-7
In accordance with CEQA and NEPA guidelines, the Project has
conducted several public involvement activities to solicit input from
federal, state, and regional local agencies, as well as the general
public, on the scope of the Project, potential impacts, and adequacy of
the environmental document. See Section 1.8.2 in Chapter 1 of the
Draft EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P1-8
Comment noted. The environmental document was made available to
the public for review at several libraries in the Proposed Project region
of influence. The document was also made available electronically on
the Project website at http://www.is.ch2m.com/iidweb and on CD-ROM.
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Response to Comment P1-9
Without a specific reference to a part of the Draft EIR/EIS, this
comment is too general to respond to. Comment noted.
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Response to Comment P1-10
Comment noted.
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Response to Comment P1-11
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 P1-12
Comment noted.

Response to Comment P1-13
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 P1-14
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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Response to Comment P1-15
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 P1-16
Refer to the Master Response on Socioeconomics Property Values
and Fiscal Impact Estimates in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment P1-17
Comment noted.

Response to Comment P1-18
Comment noted. Potential impacts to sensitive receptors, including
humans, as a result of Salton Sea shoreline receding are addressed in
Section 3.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P1-19
Comment noted.

Response to Comment P1-20
Comment noted.
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Response to Comment P1-21
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 P1-22
Comment noted.
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Response to Comment P1-23
Comment noted.

Response to Comment P1-24
Comment noted.

Response to Comment P1-25
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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Response to Comment P1-26
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 9 of the Final EIR/EIS.
With regard to the comment on odors at the Salton Sea, 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 P1-27
Socioeconomic impacts to property values around the Salton Sea,
which would result from the Proposed Project and Alternatives, are
identified in the Master Response on Socioeconomics Property
Values and Fiscal Impact Estimates in Section 9 in the Final EIR/EIS.

The HCP was developed specifically to reduce the impact of the
conservation program on biological resources. With implementation of
the HCP-SS (see Master Response on Biology Approach to Salton
Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 9 of this Final EIR/EIS),
water will be provided to affect inflow reductions to the Salton Sea
caused by the Project at least until year 2030.
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