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Response to comment FD3-1 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-2 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment FD3-3 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-4 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-5 
The electrical service facilities analysis in the Draft Program EIR 
considered facilities that could result in the greatest adverse impacts 
during construction and operations. Because the Proposed Project does not 
direct the construction of specific projects nor would the projects be 
implemented under the direct authority of the Council, specific projects 
are not identified in the Proposed Project, including use of solar panels to 
serve some electrical loads. 

Response to comment FD3-6  
Conjunctive use and other groundwater programs are described under 
subsection 2.2.1.3. 

Response to comment FD3-7  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-8  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 



Response to comment FD3-9  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of impacts 
and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-10  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR. 

Response to comment FD3-11  
The phrase referred to in this comment on page 2A-12, Line 1, of the Draft Program 
EIR, is referring to multiple projects, rather than the entire Surface Water Storage 
Investigation program. Therefore, the sentence was not amended. 

Response to comment FD3-12  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR. 

Response to comment FD3-13  
Please refer to the response to comment FD3-11. 

Response to comment FD3-14 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of impacts 
and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-15 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of impacts 
and determination of significance. 

  



 

 

Response to comment FD3-16  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-17  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-18  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-19  
The sentences have not been modified because the reports identified in 
these sentences were used in preparation of the Draft Program EIR. 

Response to comment FD3-20  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-21  
At the time of publication of the Draft Program EIR, the estimated date of 
completion of the Final BDCP EIR/EIS was 2012. It is recognized that the 
Final BDCP EIR/EIS is now estimated to be complete in 2013 or early 
2014.  

Response to comment FD3-22  
The Draft Suisun Marsh EIR/EIS was used in the preparation of the Draft 
Program EIR; therefore, the sentence has not been modified. 

Response to comment FD3-23  
This reference is consistent with the reference referred to in other sections, 
such as Section 3 of the Draft Program EIR. The reference is for the Draft 
EIS/EIR for the Los Vaqueros Reservoir Expansion Project, February 
2009.  

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 



Response to comment FD3-24  
Please refer to response to comment FD3-23. 

Response to comment FD3-25  
The terms “complexity of settings” and “physical resources” on page 18-7, 
Lines 1-2, of Draft Program EIR, also encompass consideration for available local 
services, as described in Table 18-1 and Figure 18-3; therefore, the text referred to 
in this comment has not been amended. 

Response to comment FD3-26  
The Personal Water Craft column in Table 18-2 of the Draft Program EIR refers to 
statewide data. At the time of publication, the data presented were the most recent 
available data. 

Response to comment FD3-27  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of impacts 
and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-28  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR. 

Response to comment FD3-29  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR. 
Information in Table 18-7 of the Draft Program EIR related to Folsom Lake and 
Lake Natoma has been amended to include the information from this comment. 

Response to comment FD3-30  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR. 
Information in Table 18-7 of the Draft Program EIR related to Sugar Pine Reservoir 
has been amended to include the information from this comment. 

Response to comment FD3-31  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR. 
Information in Table 18-7 of the Draft Program EIR related to Sly Park Reservoir 
has been amended to include the information from this comment. 

Response to comment FD3-32  
Information in Table 18-8 of the Draft Program EIR related to New Melones 
Reservoir has been amended to include the information from this comment. 

Response to comment FD3-33  
Comment noted. Because the Delta Stewardship Council cannot direct the 
construction of specific projects nor would the projects be implemented 
under the direct authority of the Council, it is difficult to identify specific 
future projects, including their location. Due to this uncertainty and the 
programmatic nature of the EIR, it is not appropriate to speculate 
regarding details of future project-specific impacts. Analyses associated 
with specific projects will provide such project-level details as they 
become available. See also Master Response 2. 

Response to comment FD3-34  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

  



 

 

Response to comment FD3-35 
Section 3 of the Draft Program EIR has been amended to describe Wild 
and Scenic Rivers in the Delta watershed. 

Response to comment FD3-36 
The Department of Forestry and Fire Protection website indicates that 
either designation is appropriate. 

Response to comment FD3-37 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-38 
This data source represents the most up to date data that are readily 
available for the entire Delta. 

Response to comment FD3-39 
The EIR relies upon the most up to date data that are readily available for 
the entire Delta at the time of drafting. Pages 18-32 and 18-37 of the Draft 
Program EIR discuss impacts associated with changes in water flow 
patterns and elevations. 

Response to comment FD3-40 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR.  

Response to comment FD3-41 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-42  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-43 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. In addition, please refer to Master Response 5. 



Response to comment FD3-44  
Comment noted. However, the sentence referred to in this comment on page 21-12, 
Line 19, has not been amended, since an evaluation will address both effects and 
potential effects. 

Response to comment FD3-45  
The climate change assumptions for the Draft Program EIR assume that the total 
amount of precipitation would remain the same in the future; however, there would 
be less snow and more rain. These assumptions support a conservative approach to 
climate change that has been used in other studies by the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, U.S. Geological Survey, and Reclamation. The assumed change 
in precipitation patterns would result in large amounts of runoff occurring in the 
winter and early spring when the ground is saturated and groundwater recharge 
would be diminished. Under Existing Condition, runoff is captured in the reservoirs 
in the winter and early spring when the ground is saturated; and released in the late 
spring and summer when the groundwater levels have declined and recharge can 
occur. Under future conditions, not only will the high stream flows occur when the 
ground is saturated, but there will be less water from a reduced snowpack to refill 
the reservoirs as the irrigation season starts in the spring. Therefore, there will be 
less water released in the summer months and less water for irrigation when 
groundwater recharge currently occurs both from the streambeds and irrigated 
fields. See also Master Response 5. 

Response to comment FD3-46  
See response to Comment FD3-45. 

Response to comment FD3-47  
As described in Section 2A, the Proposed Project would expand the floodplain by 
relocating or removing levees throughout the Delta, including those protecting 
subsided islands. In some cases, the relocated levees could be replaced by setback 
levees. The floodplain paths described in the impact would provide floodplain paths 
across islands currently protected by existing levees in some instances. 

Response to comment FD3-48  
Please refer to the response to comment FD3-43. 

Response to comment FD3-49  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of impacts 
and determination of significance. 

Response to comment FD3-50  
The text referred to in this comment on page C-9, WR R6, of the Draft 
Program EIR (and WR R13 of the RDEIR), refers to the recommendations 
included in the Fifth Staff Draft Delta Plan. Therefore, the comment is on 
the Delta Plan, rather than the EIR, and no resulting changes have been 
made to the text of the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment FD3-51  
For the reasons set forth in response to comment FD3-50, no changes have 
been made to the text of the EIR. 

Response to comment FD3-52  
The text on page C-50, WR R6 of Alternative 1B, of the Draft Program 
EIR, is consistent with the recommendations included in "Draft Alternate 
Delta Plan - Ag-Urban II Coalition Alternate Delta Plan" submitted by the 
Association of California Water Agencies in a comment letter to the Delta 
Stewardship Council dated June 10, 2011. Therefore, and for the reasons 
set forth in response to comment FD3-50, no changes have been made in 
response to this comment. 

Response to comment FD3-53  
For the reasons set forth in response to comment FD3-50, no changes have 
been made to the text of the EIR. 

Response to comment FD3-54  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment FD3-55  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 
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