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RTR001 Hoopa Valley Tribe 

 

 

Response to comment RTR001-1 
Please see the responses to the commenter’s prior letter, TR3. 

Response to comment RTR001-2 
Comment noted. Please see the responses to the commenter’s prior letter, 
TR3. 

Response to comment RTR001-3 
Please see response to comments TR3-2, TR3-3, and TR3-4 from the 
commenter's prior letter, TR3. The Trinity River watershed is included in 
the study area because it provides water to the Delta through CVP 
operations. The Delta Plan does not directly or indirectly affect actions 
that occur in the Trinity River watershed, and no significant environmental 
impacts would occur due to implementation of the Delta Plan. Please refer 
to Master Response 5. 



 

 

Response to comment RTR001-4 
Please see response to comment RTR001-3 above. 

 



RST001 DFW 

 

 

Response to comment RST001-1  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RST001-2  
Section 5 includes a revision related to the name change for California 
Department of Fish and Game as follows: "All references to California 
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG or DFG) are hereby revised to 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)." 

Response to comment RST001-3  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RST001-4  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RST001-5  
Please see response to commenter's prior letter, ST51.  

  



 

 

Response to comment RST001-6  
Please see Master Response 1. 

Response to comment RST001-7  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment RST001-8  
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RST002 DOT 

 

 

Response to comment RST002-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RST002-2 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RST002-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RST002-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RST002-5 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 of the 
FEIR. 

Response to comment RST002-6 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 of the 
FEIR. 

Response to comment RST002-7 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RST002-8 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



RST003 DWR 

 

 

Response to comment RST003-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RST003-2 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, ST47. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RST003-3 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RST003-4 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RST4 CSLC 

 

 

Response to comment RST4-1 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RST4-2 
Please see response to commenter's prior letter, ST50. 

Response to comment RST4-3 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RST4-4 
Please see response to commenter's prior letter, ST50. 

Response to comment RST4-5 
In response to this comment, the following language has been added to 
Mitigation Measure 3-1, 4th bullet, Page 3-92 of the DEIR incorporated as 
part of this FEIR: “; minimization of methylmercury production; and/or 
maximize contaminant degradation before discharge of water.” Also, the 
following additional mitigation has been added to Mitigation Measure 3-1, 
as a 5th bullet on Page 3-92 of the DEIR incorporated as part of this FEIR: 
"• Avoid contribution of future contamination that would cause further 
impairment of any constituent or parameter listed in adopted basin plans 
or TMDLs." 

  



 

 

Response to comment RST4-6 
Please see response to commenter's prior letter, ST50. 

Response to comment RST4-7 
Please see response to commenter's prior letter, ST50. 

Response to comment RST4-8 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RST4-9 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RLO001 ACFCWCD Zone 7 

 

 

Response to comment RLO001-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO001-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO001-3 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment RLO001-4 
Regarding the feasibility and effectiveness of local and regional water 
supply projects in reducing reliance on the Delta, please refer to Master 
Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO001-5 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. In addition, and as noted 
in Appendix C to the RDEIR, the Revised Project (the Final Draft Delta 
Plan) includes WR R15, which encourages DWR and the SWRCB to 
“identify and recommend measures to reduce procedural and 
administrative impediments to water transfers . . . include[ing] measures to 
address potential issues with recurring transfers of up to 1 year in 
duration.” In addition, the expiration date of covered action exemptions 
for temporary, one-year water transfers was extended to January 1, 2017, 
in the Final Delta Plan. 

Response to comment RLO001-6 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. Please also refer to 
Master Response 1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO001-7 
Comment noted. 



RLO003 Burbank WP 

 

 

Response to comment RLO003-1 
Comment noted. Please see responses to comments RLO003-2 through 
RLO003-4. 

Response to comment RLO003-2 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. Please refer to Master 
Response 1 regarding the Delta Stewardship Council’s role with respect to 
the BDCP as established in the Delta Reform Act. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO003-3 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO003-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO003-5 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO004 Butte Co BOS 

 

 

Response to comment RLO004-1 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO167. 

Response to comment RLO004-2 
As described in Section 1 of the Draft Program EIR and further explained 
in Master Response 1, the EIR analyzes impacts throughout the Delta, 
areas that use Delta water, and the Delta watershed. In some sections of 
the EIR, impacts are described specifically for different areas; in others, 
where impacts from projects encouraged by the Delta Plan will likely be 
similar throughout the study area, regional differences are not highlighted. 
Each conclusion regarding an impact’s significance applies throughout the 
EIR’s study area, including upstream areas of the watershed, like the 
north-of-Delta region. 

Regarding the impacts, of Delta flow criteria, including impacts related to 
recreation, water supply, and groundwater, please see Master Response 5. 
Regarding the relationship of BDCP to the Delta Plan, the project under 
review in this EIR, please see Master Response 1. Portions of this 
comment discussing the merits of the Delta Plan are comments on the 
project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO004-3 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO004-4 
The EIR considers the groundwater-related impacts of the operations of 
reliable water supply impacts, and determines they would be less than 
significant. RDPEIR at 3-5. These impacts therefore do not require 
mitigation. 

Response to comment RLO004-5 
Social and economic impacts are not effects on the environment under 
CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) 
and 15131). The EIR recognizes on page 18-32 of the Draft Program EIR 
that the Delta Plan could adversely impact reservoir-based recreation. This 
analysis is further discussed in Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO004-6 
The Recirculated Draft Program EIR considers the impacts of the Final 
Draft Delta Plan (the “Revised Project”) and compares its impacts to those 
of the Fifth Staff Draft Delta Plan (the “Proposed Project”). One change 
between the Final Draft and Fifth Staff Draft is that the Final Draft 
clarifies that policies and recommendations regarding reliable water 
supplies apply in upstream areas of the Delta watershed. As the EIR states, 
new groundwater projects are relatively unlikely in these areas, as they 
have limited groundwater supplies. Thus, adding those areas to the EIR’s 
analysis does not increase impacts related to groundwater. Please also see 
Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO004-7 
Please see Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO004-8 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO004-9 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO004-10 
Please see Master Response 5. The analysis in this EIR determines that 
groundwater water supplies would not become overdrafted because the 
proposed Delta Plan encourages establishment of balanced groundwater 
management programs, as further discussed in Master Response 5. 
Therefore, it is assumed that in areas where groundwater is insufficient to 
meet demand, other water supplies, including recycled water, local water 
storage facilities, ocean desalination, water use efficiency and 
conservation, and water transfers, would be used to meet the water 
demands projected in adopted general plans. 

Response to comment RLO004-11 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO004-12 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO004-13 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO004-14 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO004-15 
Please see Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO004-16 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO004-17 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO004-18 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO004-19 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO004-20 
Socioeconomic impacts are not effects on the environment under CEQA, 
and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 
15131). 

 



RLO005 Calaveras County WD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO005-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO005-2 
Comment noted. Please see the responses to the commenter’s prior letter, 
LO178. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO005-3 
Please see response to comment RLO005-2 above. 

Response to comment RLO005-4 
The projects identified on p. ES-2, lines 13 - 15 of the RDEIR are 
examples of local and regional water supply projects. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO005-5 
Please see the responses to the commenter’s prior letter, LO178. In 
addition, please refer to Master Response 5 regarding the potential for 
impacts to water supplies. 

Response to comment RLO005-6 
Please refer to the response to comment RLO005-5. In addition, potential 
impacts to upstream fisheries, some of which are identified as significant 
and unavoidable, are addressed in Section 4, Biological Resources of the 
EIR. See also Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO005-7 
It is recognized that the feasibility of a given water supply reliability 
approach/program will vary by area. See also Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO005-8 
The EIR states that such water "could" result in more water remaining in 
rivers tributary to the Delta; the EIR does not assume this will be the case 
and concludes that impacts to special status species (including fish) related 
to Impact 4-2a could be significant as stated on line 36 of p. 4-6 of the 
RDEIR. See also Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO005-9 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO005-10 
Potential impacts to agricultural lands, some of which have been identified 
as significant and unavoidable, are addressed in Section 7 of the EIR. 
Please also see Master Response 5 related to the reliability of municipal 
and agricultural water supplies. Economic impacts are not effects on the 
environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA 
Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). See also Master Response 2. 

Response to comment RLO005-11 
Comment noted. 

  



 
 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RLO007 CDWA 

 

 

Response to comment RLO007-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO007-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO007-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO007-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO007-5 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO007-6 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letters, LO227 and 
LO228. 

Response to comment RLO007-7 
Please see response to comment RLO007-6. 

 

 



 

 

Response to comment RLO007-8 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Please see Master 
Response 1 regarding the proposed BDCP. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO007-9 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RLO008 City of Antioch 

 

 

Response to comment RLO008-1  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO008-2  
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO224. 

Response to comment RLO008-3  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-4  
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. The Delta Plan must be 
reviewed at least once every five years and may be revised as the Council 
deems appropriate pursuant to Water Code section 85300(c). Hence, the 
Delta Plan would be amended when the BDCP is ready for incorporation. 
Please refer to Master Response 1 and to the responses to the commenter's 
prior letter, LO224. 

Response to comment RLO008-5  
Please see response to comment RLO008-4 above. 

Response to comment RLO008-6  
Please see the responses to comment RLO008-4 above and to the 
commenter's prior letter, LO224. 

Response to comment RLO008-7  
Please see response to comment RLO008-4. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-8  
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 Responses 2 and 5. 

Response to comment RLO008-9  
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-10  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO008-11  
As described in subsection 3.4.3.2.1 of the Draft Program EIR, 
implementation of the Delta ecosystem restoration actions proposed in the 
Delta Plan, including changes to the SWRCB water quality and flow 
objectives and criteria and Delta ecosystem restoration, would benefit 
native species that evolved with the natural flow regime that the objectives 
would seek to emulate. These changes could result in significant adverse 
site-specific impacts to water quality due to the potential for sediment 
disturbance, changes in the balance of sedimentation and scour, 
introduction of biocides, and changes in salinity. In response to this 
comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this FEIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-12  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-13  
Please see the response to comment RLO008-4 and Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-14  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO008-15  
Please see the response to RLO008-4 regarding the proposed BDCP and 
the response to RLO008-11 regarding disclosure of significant water 
quality impacts, including those associated with salinity. As described in 
Master Response 4, the EIR identifies flexible mitigation measures that 
are appropriate to mitigate impacts for any of the many, as-yet-
unidentified projects that the Delta Plan may encourage. The quoted 
language encourages design of restoration projects that can improve water 
quality. Delta Plan Recommendation ER R1 reflects a preference amongst 
restoration projects, not a preference for restoration over other beneficial 
uses such as drinking water or recreation.  

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-16  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Please also refer to the 
response to comment RLO008-4. 

Response to comment RLO008-17  
Please refer to the response to comment RLO008-4. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-18  
Please refer to the response to comment RLO008-4. 

Response to comment RLO008-19  
Please refer to the response to comment RLO008-4. In addition, economic 
impacts are not effects on the environment under CEQA, and are not 
analyzed in the EIR. CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131; see also 
Master Response 2. 

Response to comment RLO008-20  
Please see response to comment RLO008-15. As described in Master 
Response 2, CEQA does not require analysis of social and economic 
impacts (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-21 
Section 22 of the EIR assesses the cumulative impacts of the Delta Plan 
and alternatives in combination with past projects, other current projects, 
and probable future projects (CEQA Guidelines § 15065(a)(3); Public 
Resources Code § 21083(b)(2)). This does not require the EIR to speculate 
about all future projects, but rather that it address those that are reasonably 
foreseeable. As discussed in Master Responses 2 and 4, the EIR considers 
the impacts of, and identifies mitigation for, all of the different types of 
projects encouraged by the Delta Plan: water supply reliability projects, 
Delta ecosystem restoration projects, water quality improvement projects, 
flood risk reduction projects, and projects to protect and enhance the Delta 
as an evolving place. The projects listed in the comment are all within 
these types of projects analyzed in the EIR.  

Response to comment RLO008-22  
Please see the response to comment RLO008-15. 

Response to comment RLO008-23  
Please see the response to comment RLO008-15. 

  



  

Response to comment RLO008-24 
Please see the response to comment RLO008-4. 

Response to comment RLO008-25  
Please see response to comment RLO008-11. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-26 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Please also refer to 
Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO008-27 
Please see response to comment RLO008-11 and responses to the 
commenter's prior letter, LO224. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-28  
Policies are established through the Delta Plan, not on the EIR. This is a 
comment on the project, not on the EIR. Please see Master Response 1 
regarding the proposed BDCP. 

Response to comment RLO008-29  
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO224 and 
Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-30  
Please see response to comment RLO008-15. 

Response to comment RLO008-31  
Please see the responses to commenter's prior letter, LO224 and Master 
Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO008-32  
Please see response to comment RLO008-11. 

Response to comment RLO008-33  
Please see response to comment RLO008-15. In addition, economic 
impacts are not effects on the environment under CEQA, and are not 
analyzed in the EIR. CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131; see also 
Master Response 2.  

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-34  
The Delta Plan encourages changes to the SWRCB Bay-Delta Water 
Quality Control Plan which could lead to future SWRCB decisions that 
may differ from D-1641. The potential water resources impacts of those 
changes are discussed in Section 3 of the RDPEIR. Please refer to Master 
Response 1 regarding the proposed BDCP and to the response to comment 
RLO008-11 regarding the referenced water quality impacts. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-35  
As noted in Table ES-1, Impact 3-3, the referenced impacts are anticipated 
to have no impact, or less than significant impact. Accordingly, they do 
not require mitigation. Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding the 
proposed BDCP and to the response to comment RLO008-11 regarding 
the referenced water quality impacts. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO008-36  
Economic impacts are not effects on the environment under CEQA, and 
are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131; 
see also Master Response 2). In addition, please refer to Master 
Response 1 regarding the proposed BDCP. 



RLO009 City of Calabasas 

 

 

Response to comment RLO009-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO009-2 
Please see Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO009-3 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO010 City of Sacramento  

 

 

Response to comment RLO010-1  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO010-2  
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO199. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-3  
Please see response to comment LO199-2 in the commenter’s prior letter. 
The Delta Plan encourages the SWRCB to complete the updated Bay-
Delta Water Quality Control Plan flow objectives. However, only the 
SWRCB has authority to set those objectives. The Delta Plan and the EIR 
therefore cannot project what those objectives will be. The Delta Plan and 
the sources it cites (including especially the SWRCB’s 2010 Flow Criteria 
Report) explains that the flow objectives that best advance the coequal 
goals will be those that bring about more natural functional flows within 
and out of the Delta. See Delta Plan, pp. 136 to 142, 155, and sources cited 
therein. The EIR thus assumes, consistent with CEQA, that the SWRCB 
will adopt updated objectives that will advance such a flow regime. The 
general assumption of a more natural flow regime is sufficient for the 
EIR’s programmatic approach. The impacts of the flow objectives are 
analyzed in greater, quantitative detail, in the SWRCB’s Public Draft 
Substitute Environmental Document in Support of Potential Changes to 
the Water Quality Control Plan for the San Francisco Bay-
Sacramento/San Joaquin Delta Estuary: San Joaquin River Flows and 
Southern Delta Water Quality (December 2012). See Master Response 5 
for further discussion.  

Response to comment RLO010-4  
Please see response to comment LO199-2 in the commenter’s prior letter 
and Master Response 5. The Delta Plan assumes that water supply 
agencies would be encouraged to reduce reliance on the Delta water 
through implementation of local and regional water supplies, including 
water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use 
programs to meet water demands projected in existing general plans. 

Response to comment RLO010-5  
Please see the response to comment LO199-2 in the commenter’s prior 
letter and Master Response 5. The analysis in this EIR assumes that 
groundwater water supplies would not become overdrafted because the 
proposed Delta Plan encourages establishment of balanced groundwater 
management programs. Therefore, it is assumed that other water supplies, 
including recycled water, local water storage facilities, ocean desalination, 
water use efficiency and conservation, and water transfers, would be used 
to meet the water demands projected in adopted general plans. The impact 
assessments in Sections 3 through 21 evaluate the construction and 



operation of local and regional water supplies, and conclude, in most cases, that 
there may be significant and adverse impacts. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-6  
Please see response to comment LO199-4, in the commenter’s prior letter, 
as well as response to the previous comment, RLO010-5. The Delta Plan 
encourages, and in certain circumstances would require, water supply 
agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water through implementation of 
local and regional water supply projects, including water use efficiency, 
water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use programs to meet water 
demands. Regarding the ability of these supplies to meet demand, please 
refer to Master Response 5. Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR analyze the 
environmental impacts of developing water supply reliability projects. The 
EIR recognizes that agencies may use different approaches to developing 
or expanding local and regional water supplies, potentially resulting in 
different types of impacts. For example, the RDPEIR states that recycled 
water projects are more likely to be developed than groundwater projects 
in some Delta watershed areas (see, e.g., RDEIR at 11-2). The EIR also 
recognizes that some locations, including agricultural areas in the San 
Joaquin Valley, may not be able to obtain additional water transfers or 
other water supplies, and thus finds that there could be significant adverse 
impacts to agricultural resources (Section 7 of the EIR). 

Response to comment RLO010-7  
Please see responses to comment LO199-5, in the commenter’s prior 
letter, as well as response to the previous comment, RLO010-6. While 
substituting recycled water for Delta water may not directly increase Delta 
flows, it would reduce existing demand for Delta water. 

Response to comment RLO010-8  
Please see responses to comment LO199-5 in the commenter’s prior letter. 
Section 21 of the EIR evaluates the greenhouse gas-related impacts of the 
operation of recycled water facilities, along with other types of projects 
that the Delta Plan would encourage to improve water supply reliability 
and water quality (DEIR at 21-11, 21-20; RDEIR at 21-4, 21-16). The EIR 
concludes that quantification of operational emissions would be too 
speculative at this program level because project and site-specific details, 
localized variables, and operational considerations are not known at this 
time; therefore, the potential impact is significant and unavoidable. 
Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR addresses the potential impacts of 
construction and operation of advanced water treatment, including 
membrane filtration and desalination of recycled water, ocean or brackish 



water, or contaminated groundwater, and concludes that the potential impacts could 
be significant. Please also see Master Response 5. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-9  
Policy WR P1 applies to proposed actions to export water from, transfer 
water through, or use water in the Delta. Please see response to comment 
RLO010-6 regarding analysis of impacts of development of water supply 
reliability projects, as well as Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO010-10  
Please see Master Response 2. The EIR study area has not changed from 
the Draft Programmatic EIR to the Recirculated Draft Programmatic EIR. 
The study area in the EIR was delineated in the manner described in 
Section 1 of the Draft Program EIR because these are the areas in which 
the significant environmental effects of the Delta Plan may occur, which 
includes a greater geographic area than the area in which the Delta 
Stewardship Council has jurisdiction over covered actions pursuant to the 
Delta Reform Act. For example, the impacts of Delta ecosystem 
restoration projects within the Delta may include impacts associated with 
the construction and operating footprint of the projects, while the impacts 
of such projects in the Delta watershed and in areas outside the Delta that 
use Delta water would primarily relate to changes in water supply. 
Because Central Valley Project and State Water Project water flows 
through the Delta, many of the changes to the management or delivery of 
such water would “occur, in whole or in part, within the boundaries of the 
Delta,” would therefore potentially be a “covered action” under Water 
Code section 85057.5. Please see response to comment RLO010-08 
regarding greenhouse gas-related impacts within the study area and related 
to projects potentially encouraged by the Delta Plan. The EIR does not 
assess a range of future conditions because it would require significant and 
inappropriate speculation. The analysis in the EIR makes clear when 
specific impacts only occurs in parts, rather than all, of the study area. 
Please see RDEIR p. 4-5 as an example. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-11  
The water quality improvement projects that would be encouraged by the 
Delta Plan are described in Subsection 2.2.3 (Water Quality Improvement) 
of Section 2A of the DEIR, pp. 2A-39 to 2A 46. Recycled water projects 
are described in Subsection 2.2.1.5.1 (DEIR, pp. 2A-22 to 2A-23). 

Response to comment RLO010-12  
The Sacramento River watershed, including water quality, is described in 
Subsection 3.3.4.1 of the existing conditions portion of Section 3 (Water 
Resources) of the DEIR (pp. 3-16 to 3-22).  



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-13  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO010-14  
Please see response to comment LO199-8. Social and economic impacts 
are not effects on the environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in 
the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). Please see Master 
Response 2. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-15  
Please see response to comment LO199-7, as well as Master Response 1. 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. The Delta Plan must be 
reviewed at least once every five years and may be revised as the Council 
deems appropriate pursuant to Water Code section 85300(c). Hence, the 
Delta Plan would be amended when the BDCP is ready for incorporation. 

Response to comment RLO010-16  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The EIR does not 
speculate regarding whether Delta Plan recommendations will become 
regulatory policies in the future. 

Response to comment RLO010-17  
The Revised Project recommends improving water quality criteria for 
habitat restoration areas, the Stockton Deep Water Ship Channel, and the 
Suisun Marsh that could encourage construction and operation of 
wastewater and stormwater treatment facilities to protect beneficial uses. 

Response to comment RLO010-18  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-19  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO010-20  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO010-21  
Section 21 of the EIR evaluates the greenhouse gas-related impacts of the 
operation of recycled water facilities, along with other types of projects 
that the Delta Plan would encourage to further water supply reliability and 
water quality (DEIR at 21-11, 21-20; RDEIR at 21-4, 21-16). It 
determines that quantification of operational emissions would be 
speculative at this program level because of project-specific and site-
specific details, localized variables, and operational considerations are not 
known at this time; therefore, the potential impact is significant and 
unavoidable. Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR addresses the potential 
impacts of construction and operation of advanced treatment, including 
membrane filtration and desalination of the recycled water, ocean or 
brackish water, or contaminated groundwater, and concludes that the 
potential impacts could be significant. 

Response to comment RLO010-22  
Please see the explanation on page 3-5 of the RDPEIR, which is 
referenced in the comment. "Water transfers to facilitate water supply 
reliability could influence water quality by producing temporary changes 
in flow that could affect the concentrations of regulated water quality 
constituents, including water temperature within the Delta watershed 
tributaries. However, as described in Section 3.4.3.1, Reliable Water 
Supply, of the Draft PEIR, those impacts would be less than significant 
following implementation of mitigation measures by the water purchasers 
to purchase additional transfer water that would be released from upstream 
reservoirs during drier periods to mitigate water quality impacts." Lines 
37-40 further state: "...because reliable water supply projects encouraged 
by the Revised Project could result in the potential violation of water 
quality standards due to construction activities and operation of facilities 
that would disturb the water chemistry and liberate certain pollutants in 
waterways, the potential impacts are considered significant." 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RLO011 City of Stockton 

 

 

Response to comment RLO011-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO011-2 
Please see the responses to the commenter's joint comment letter, 
RLO015. 

Response to comment RLO011-3 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-4 
The Revised Project included extensive changes to the text and 
organization of the Delta Plan, which, in accordance with CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088.5, required additional analysis of the 
environmental impacts resulting from the project. The Revised Draft PEIR 
sufficiently discloses all significant environmental impacts that are 
anticipated to result from implementation of the Revised Project, and all 
project alternatives. See also Master Response 2. 

Response to comment RLO011-5 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. Please see the responses 
to the commenter's prior letter, LO195 and Master Response 1. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-6 
Please refer to Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-7 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. See also 
Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-8 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195, and to 
Master Response 5. In addition, please refer to Master Response 1 
regarding the authority of the Delta Stewardship Council and the scope of 
covered actions. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-9 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195, and to 
Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-10 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

Response to comment RLO011-11 
Please see Master Response 1 regarding the Delta Protection 
Commission’s Economic Sustainability Plan and Master Response 2 
regarding the EIR’s consideration of social and economic effects. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-12 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

Response to comment RLO011-13 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-14 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

Response to comment RLO011-15 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

Response to comment RLO011-16 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-17 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

Response to comment RLO011-18 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

Response to comment RLO011-19 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

Response to comment RLO011-20 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

Response to comment RLO011-21 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

Response to comment RLO011-22 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-23 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

Response to comment RLO011-24 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-25 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

Response to comment RLO011-26 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-27 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. Social 
and economic impacts are not effects on the environment under CEQA, 
and are not analyzed in the EIR. CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 
15131; see also Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-28 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-29 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO195 and 
Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO011-30 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RLO012 CLWA 

 

 

Response to comment RLO012-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO012-2 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. See also Master 
Response 1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO012-3 
Please refer to Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO012-4 
Economic impacts are not effects on the environment under CEQA, and 
are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). 
Please also refer to Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO012-5 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO012-6 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. See also Master 
Response 1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO012-7 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO013 CVWD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO013-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO013-2 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. Please refer to Master 
Response 1. The Delta Plan must be reviewed at least once every five 
years and may be revised as the Council deems appropriate pursuant to 
Water Code section 85300(c). Hence, the Delta Plan would be amended 
when the BDCP is ready for incorporation. 

Response to comment RLO013-3 
The Delta Plan encourages, and in certain circumstances would require, 
water supply agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water through 
implementation of local and regional water supply projects, including 
water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use 
programs to meet water demands. Regarding the ability of these supplies 
to meet demand, please refer to Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO013-4 
The Delta Plan encourages, and in certain circumstances would require, 
water supply agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water through 
implementation of local and regional water supply projects, including 
water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use 
programs to meet water demands. Regarding the ability of these supplies 
to meet demand, please refer to Master Response 5. The Reliable Water 
Supply subsections of sections 3 through 21 of the Recirculated Draft 
PEIR analyze the environmental impacts of developing such supplies. The 
RDPEIR recognizes that agencies may use different approaches to local 
and regional water supplies, potentially resulting in different types of 
impacts. Social and economic impacts are not effects on the environment 
under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR. CEQA Guidelines §§ 
15064(e) and 15131; see also Master Response 2. 

Response to comment RLO013-5 
Comment noted.  



 

 

Response to comment RLO013-6 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Because Central Valley 
Project and State Water Project water flows through the Delta, many 
changes to the management or delivery of such water would “occur, in 
whole or in part, within the boundaries of the Delta,” and would therefore 
potentially be a “covered action” under Water Code section 85057.5, a key 
legal and analytical distinction for the Delta Plan and the EIR. Please see 
Master Response 1. 

Response to comment RLO013-7 
Comment noted. 



RLO014 DDSD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO014-1 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO014-2 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO014-3 
As explained in Section 2.1.3, Reliable Water Supply, Page 2-4, Lines 46 
through 47, and Page 2-5, Lines 1 through 3 of the Recirculated Draft 
PEIR, "Like the Proposed Project, the Revised Project does not direct the 
construction of specific projects, nor would projects be implemented under 
the direct authority of the Council. However, the Revised Project like the 
Proposed Project seeks to improve water supply reliability by encouraging 
various actions which, if taken, could lead to construction and/or operation 
of projects that could provide a more reliable water supply." Examples of 
these types of projects were listed on Page 2-5. The number, location, and 
specific types of projects that agencies may undertake is unknown and 
could include brackish desalination facilities. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO014-4 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



RLO015 Delta Coalition 

 

 

Response to comment RLO015-1 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO015-2 
Please see response to commenter's previous letter LO205 and Master 
Responses 1, 2, 3, and 4. 

Response to comment RLO015-3 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO016 EDCWA 

 

 

Response to comment RLO016-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO016-2 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO208. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO016-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO016-4 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO208. 

Response to comment RLO016-5 
The projects identified on p. ES-2, lines 13-15 of the RDEIR are examples 
of local and regional water supply projects. 

Response to comment RLO016-6 
Please see the responses to the commenter’s prior letter, LO208. In 
addition, please refer to Master Response 5 regarding the potential for 
impacts to water supplies. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO016-7 
Please refer to the response to comment RLO016-6. In addition, potential 
impacts related to fisheries anticipated from the implementation of the 
Delta Plan are presented in Section 4, Biological Resources. These include 
potential impacts within the Delta, Delta watershed, and streams that are 
tributary to the Delta. As stated in Section 4, projects encouraged by the 
Delta Plan could result in potentially significant impacts after mitigation to 
biological resources including fisheries within streams tributary to the 
Delta. See also Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO016-8 
The EIR recognizes that the feasibility of a given water supply reliability 
approach or program will vary by geographic area. See also Master 
Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO016-9 
The EIR states that such water "could" result in more water remaining in 
rivers tributary to the Delta; the EIR does not assume this will be the case 
and concludes that impacts to special status species (including fish) related 
to Impact 4-2a could be significant as stated on line 36 of p. 4-6 of the 
RDEIR. See also Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO016-10 
Please see Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO016-11 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RLO017 EMWD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO017-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO017-2 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO017-3 
Please see Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO017-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO017-5 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO018 ISD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO018-1 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO018-2 
Please see response to comment letter RLO024. 

Response to comment RLO018-3 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. In addition, please refer 
to Master Response 1 regarding the scope of the Delta Stewardship 
Council’s authority. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO018-4 
The ongoing risk of levee failure, including the risk due to climate change 
and sea level rise, is an aspect of the existing environment and of declining 
conditions in the Delta. The EIR analyzes the Delta Plan’s significant 
adverse impacts on the environment. It provides a general description of 
the existing conditions in Sections 3 through 21 of the DEIR, but does not 
analyze the impacts of current processes there, except as part of the No 
Project alternative. Additionally, as Section 21 of the EIR explains, 
climate change is a cumulative problem that occurs on a global scale. 
Describing the specific impacts of the Project’s contribution to greenhouse 
gas emissions is impossible at this time, and in the absence of project-
specific information. Please see Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



RLO019 LADWP 

 

 

Response to comment RLO019-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO019-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO019-3 
Please see response to commenter's prior letter, LO182. Comments 
submitted on the Draft Program EIR were responded to, and are included 
in Section 3 of this FEIR. 

Response to comment RLO019-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 
 

 

Response to comment RLO019-5 
In order to provide thorough disclosure of all potentially significant 
adverse environmental impacts of the Delta Plan’s policies and 
recommendations, the EIR analyzes the effects of reduced availability of 
Delta water. 

Response to comment RLO019-6 
Regarding the feasibility and effectiveness of local and regional water 
supply projects in reducing reliance on the Delta, please refer to Master 
Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO019-7 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO019-8 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO020 LVMWD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO020-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO020-2 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. Please refer to Master 
Response 1. The Delta Plan must be reviewed at least once every five 
years and may be revised as the Council deems appropriate pursuant to 
Water Code section 85300(c). Hence, the Delta Plan would be amended 
when the BDCP is ready for incorporation. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO020-3 
The Delta Plan encourages, and in certain circumstances would require, 
water supply agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water through 
implementation of local and regional water supply projects, including 
water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use 
programs to meet water demands. Regarding the ability of these supplies 
to meet demand, please refer to Master Response 5. Regarding the ability 
of the Delta Plan to meet its objectives, please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment RLO020-4 
The Delta Plan encourages, and in certain circumstances would require, 
water supply agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water through 
implementation of local and regional water supply projects, including 
water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use 
programs to meet water demands. Regarding the ability of these supplies 
to meet demand, please refer to Master Response 5. The Reliable Water 
Supply subsections of sections 3 through 21 of the Recirculated Draft 
PEIR analyze the environmental impacts of developing such supplies. The 
RDPEIR recognizes that agencies may use different approaches to local 
and regional water supplies, potentially resulting in different types of 
impacts. Social and economic impacts are not effects on the environment 
under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 
15064(e) and 15131; see also Master Response 2). 

Response to comment RLO020-5 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO020-6 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Because Central Valley 
Project and State Water Project water flows through the Delta, many 
changes to the management or delivery of such water would “occur, in 
whole or in part, within the boundaries of the Delta,” and would therefore 
potentially be a “covered action” under Water Code section 85057.5, a key 
legal and analytical distinction for the Delta Plan and the EIR. Please see 
Master Response 1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO020-7 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO021 MWA 

 

 

Response to comment RLO021-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO021-2 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO021-3 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO021-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Please see Master 
Response 1 regarding the Delta Stewardship Council’s authority over 
covered actions. 

Response to comment RLO021-5 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO022 MWDOC 

 

 

Response to comment RLO022-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO022-2 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. Please refer to Master 
Response 1. The Delta Plan must be reviewed at least once every five 
years and may be revised as the Council deems appropriate pursuant to 
Water Code section 85300(c). Hence, the Delta Plan would be amended 
when the BDCP is ready for incorporation. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO022-3 
Regarding the consideration of the ability of the Delta Plan to meet its 
objectives, please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment RLO022-4 
The Delta Plan encourages water supply agencies to reduce reliance on the 
Delta water through implementation of local and regional water supply 
projects, including water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater 
conjunctive use programs to meet water demands. In certain 
circumstances, the consideration and implementation of such projects 
would be a requirement of Delta Plan consistency for certain covered 
actions. Regarding the ability of these supplies to meet demand, please 
refer to Master Response 5. The Reliable Water Supply subsections of 
sections 3 through 21 of the Recirculated Draft PEIR analyze the 
environmental impacts of developing such supplies. Social and economic 
impacts, such as the costs of implementing local and regional water supply 
projects, are not effects on the environment under CEQA, and are not 
analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). 

Response to comment RLO022-5 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Because Central Valley 
Project and State Water Project water flows through the Delta, many 
changes to the management or delivery of such water would “occur, in 
whole or in part, within the boundaries of the Delta,” and would therefore 
potentially be a “covered action” under Water Code section 85057.5. 
Please see Master Response 1 for further discussion of the definition of 
covered action.” 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO022-6 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO023 Rancho Water 

 

 

Response to comment RLO023-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO023-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO023-3 
As described in Section 23 of the Recirculated Draft Program EIR, if 
completed and approved by the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife, the BDCP must be considered by the Delta Stewardship Council 
and included in the Delta Plan as required by the Delta Reform Act (Water 
Code section 85320 et seq.). Please see Master Response 1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO023-4 
The Delta Plan encourages the SWRCB to complete the updated Bay-
Delta Water Quality Control Plan flow objectives. However, only the 
SWRCB has authority to set those objectives. The Delta Plan and the EIR 
therefore cannot project what those objectives will be. The Delta Plan and 
the sources it cites (including especially the SWRCB’s 2010 Flow Criteria 
Report) explains that the flow objectives that best advance the coequal 
goals will be those that bring about more natural functional flows within 
and out of the Delta. See Delta Plan, pp. 136 to 142, 155, and sources cited 
therein. The EIR thus assumes, consistent with CEQA, that the SWRCB 
will adopt updated objectives that will advance such a flow regime. The 
general assumption of a more natural flow regime is sufficient for the 
EIR’s programmatic approach. The impacts of the flow objectives are 
analyzed in greater, quantitative detail, in the SWRCB’s Public Draft 
Substitute Environmental Document in Support of Potential Changes to 
the Water Quality Control Plan for the San Francisco Bay-
Sacramento/San Joaquin Delta Estuary: San Joaquin River Flows and 
Southern Delta Water Quality (December 2012). See Master Response 5 
for further discussion. The EIR’s analyses of the Delta Plan and the 
alternatives assumes, as CEQA requires, that its policies and 
recommendations are implemented. It determines that while such change 
could reduce the availability of Delta water, the local and regional self-
reliance encouraged under the Delta Plan would prevent most significant 
environmental impacts related to reduced water supplies. The Delta Plan 
also encourages, and in certain circumstances would require, water supply 
agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water through implementation of 
local and regional water supply projects, including water use efficiency, 
water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use programs to meet water 
demands. Regarding the ability of these supplies to meet demand, please 
refer to Master Response 5. Regarding the ability of the Delta Plan to meet 
its objectives, please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment RLO023-5 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Because Central Valley 
Project and State Water Project water flows through the Delta, many 
changes to the management or delivery of such water would “occur, in 
whole or in part, within the boundaries of the Delta,” and would therefore 
potentially be a “covered action” under Water Code section 85057.5. 
Please see Master Response 1. 



Response to comment RLO023-6 
Comment noted. 



RLO024 RD 830 

 

 

Response to comment RLO024-1 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO024-2 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO024-3 
The ongoing risk of levee failure, including the risk due to climate change 
and sea level rise, is an aspect of the existing environment and of declining 
conditions in the Delta. As Section 12 of the EIR explains, climate change 
is a cumulative problem that occurs on a global scale. Describing the 
specific impacts of the Project’s contribution to greenhouse gas emissions 
is impossible. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO024-4 
Comment noted. 



RLO025 RWA et al 

 

 

Response to comment RLO025-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO025-2 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO025-3 
Please see Master Response 5 and the responses to the commenter's prior 
letter, LO189. 

Response to comment RLO025-4 
Please see Master Response 5 and the responses to the commenter's prior 
letter, LO189. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO025-5 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RLO026 Sacramento Co 

 

 

Response to comment RLO026-1 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO231. 

Response to comment RLO026-2 
The existing conditions at the time of the publication of the Notice of 
Preparation of this EIR in December 2010, is the normal CEQA 
environmental baseline pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15125(a). 
As described on page 2A-67 and Section 2.3.2 of the Draft Program EIR 
and as required by CEQA Guidelines section 15126.6(e), the No Project 
Alternative, consists of the environment if no Delta Plan is adopted and 
assumes that existing relevant plans and policies would continue, 
including reasonably foreseeable modified or new plans that are currently 
being analyzed for adoption or are currently required to be adopted. The 
No Project Alternative also includes physical activities and projects that 
are permitted and funded at this time. The proposed Delta Plan and the 
alternatives are compared to the environmental baseline described above. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO026-3 
Please see response to comment RLO026-2 above. The impacts of the No 
Project Alternative would not change, regardless of the completion of a 
specific project during the preparation of this EIR, because the no project 
alternative assumes that existing relevant plans and policies, as well as 
permitted and funded physical activities and projects, would continue to 
be implemented. 

Response to comment RLO026-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Social and economic 
impacts are not effects on the environment under CEQA, and are not 
analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131).There is 
no mitigation measure 5-3 in the EIR because the revised project will have 
no impact related to housing placement within the 100-year flood hazard 
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary, Flood Insurance 
Rate Map, or other flood hazard delineation map. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO026-5 
The analysis of the environmental effect of a project consists of 
considering direct physical changes in the environment and reasonably 
foreseeable indirect physical changes in the environment which may be 
caused by a project (CEQA Guidelines § 15064(d)). See CEQA 
Guidelines § 15382 (significant effect on the environment means a 
substantial adverse change in the physical conditions within the area 
affected by the project). Social and economic impacts are not effects on 
the environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA 
Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). 



 

 

Response to comment RLO026-6 
The quoted text from pages 6-3, 6-4, and 6-5 of the RDPEIR describes 
significant land use impacts from projects that may be encouraged by the 
Delta Plan. Most of the impacts would be temporary, construction-related 
impacts that would remain significant, despite the implementation of 
mitigation measures (RDEIR, pp. 6-17 and 6-18). The proposed BDCP is 
a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not part of the Delta Plan. It 
is being evaluated by the Department of Water Resources as the CEQA 
lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the proposed Delta Plan, in 
combination with the impact of the proposed BDCP, are described in EIR 
Sections 22 and 23. Please refer to Master Response 1. The comment 
regarding legacy communities is a comment on the project, not on the 
EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO026-7 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO027 San Gorgonio 

 

 

Response to comment RLO027-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO027-2 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO027-3 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Because Central Valley 
Project and State Water Project water flows through the Delta, many 
changes to the management or delivery of such water would “occur, in 
whole or in part, within the boundaries of the Delta,” and would therefore 
potentially be a “covered action” under Water Code section 85057.5, a key 
legal and analytical distinction for the Delta Plan and the EIR. Please see 
Master Response 1. 

Response to comment RLO027-4 
The Delta Plan encourages, and in certain circumstances would require, 
water supply agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water through 
implementation of local and regional water supply projects, including 
water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use 
programs to meet water demands. Regarding the ability of these supplies 
to meet demand, please refer to Master Response 5. Regarding the ability 
of the Delta Plan to meet its objectives, please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment RLO027-5 
The Delta Plan encourages, and in certain circumstances would require, 
water supply agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water through 
implementation of local and regional water supply projects, including 
water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use 
programs to meet water demands. Regarding the ability of these supplies 
to meet demand, please refer to Master Response 5. The Reliable Water 
Supply subsections of sections 3 through 21 of the Recirculated Draft 
PEIR analyze the environmental impacts of developing such supplies. The 
RDPEIR recognizes that agencies may use different approaches to local 
and regional water supplies, potentially resulting in different types of 
impacts. Social and economic impacts are not effects on the environment 
under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines 
§§ 15064(e) and 15131; see also Master Response 2). 

Response to comment RLO027-6 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO027-7 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. In addition, the Delta 
Plan, as described in Section 2 of the Recirculated Draft Program EIR, 



would not prevent water transfers from occurring, but rather would encourage the 
water transfers to occur in a manner that would be consistent with the Delta Plan, 
especially in the Delta and areas outside of the Delta that use Delta water. The Delta 
Plan also contains Recommendation WR R15 to identify and recommend measures 
to reduce procedural and administrative impediments to water transfers. In addition, 
the expiration date of covered action exemptions for temporary, one-year water 
transfers was extended to January 1, 2017, in the Final Delta Plan. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO027-8 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. Please refer to Master 
Response 1. The Delta Plan must be reviewed at least once every five 
years and may be revised as the Council deems appropriate pursuant to 
Water Code section 85300(c). Hence, the Delta Plan would be amended 
when the BDCP is ready for incorporation. 

Response to comment RLO027-9 
Comment noted. 



RLO028 San Joaquin Co 

 

 

Response to comment RLO028-1 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO205. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO028-2 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO028-3  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO028-4  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



RLO029 SBVMWD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO029-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO029-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO029-3 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Because Central Valley 
Project and State Water Project water flows through the Delta, many 
changes to the management or delivery of such water would “occur, in 
whole or in part, within the boundaries of the Delta,” and would therefore 
potentially be a “covered action” under Water Code section 85057.5. 
Please see Master Response 1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO029-4 
The Delta Plan encourages, and in certain circumstances would require, 
water supply agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water through 
implementation of local and regional water supply projects, including 
water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use 
programs to meet water demands. The Delta Plan also encourages the 
SWRCB to adopt Delta flow objectives that would result in a more 
“natural flow regime” in the Delta. Section 3 of the EIR analyzes the water 
supply-related impacts of these policies along with all of the Delta Plan’s 
policies and recommendations. Regarding the ability of the Delta Plan to 
meet its objectives, please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment RLO029-5 
As noted above, the Delta Plan encourages local and regional water supply 
projects, including water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater 
conjunctive use programs to meet water demands. Regarding the ability of 
these supplies to meet demand, please refer to Master Response 5. The 
Reliable Water Supply subsections of sections 3 through 21 of the 
Recirculated Draft PEIR analyze the environmental impacts of developing 
such supplies. The RDPEIR recognizes that agencies may use different 
approaches to local and regional water supplies, potentially resulting in 
different types of impacts. Economic impacts are not effects on the 
environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA 
Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). 

Response to comment RLO029-6 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO029-7 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The Delta Plan, as 
described in Section 2 of the Recirculated Draft Program EIR, would not 
prevent water transfers from occurring, but rather would encourage the 
water transfers to occur in a manner that would be consistent with the 
Delta Plan, especially in the Delta and areas outside of the Delta that use 
Delta water. The Delta Plan also contains Recommendation WR R15 to 
identify and recommend measures to reduce procedural and administrative 
impediments to water transfers. In addition, the expiration date of covered 
action exemptions for temporary, one-year water transfers was extended to 
January 1, 2017, in the Final Delta Plan. 



Response to comment RLO029-8 
As described in Section 23 of the Recirculated Draft Program EIR, if completed and 
approved by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, the BDCP must be 
considered by the Delta Stewardship Council and included in the Delta Plan as 
required by the Delta Reform Act (Water Code section 85320 et seq.). Please see 
Master Response 1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO029-9 
Comment noted. 



RLO030 SCVWD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO030-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO030-2 
Comment noted; please see the responses to comment RLO33. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO030-3 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Because Central Valley 
Project and State Water Project water flows through the Delta, many 
changes to the management or delivery of such water would “occur, in 
whole or in part, within the boundaries of the Delta,” and would therefore 
potentially be a “covered action” under Water Code section 85057.5. 
Please see Master Response 1 regarding the definition of “covered action,” 
and Master Response 5 regarding Policy WR P1. 

Response to comment RLO030-4 
The EIR considers the water supply-related impacts of Policy WR P1 and 
other polices and recommendations related to water supply reliability in 
Section 3. Please see Master Response 5 for further discussion of the 
EIR’s analysis of the impacts of WR P1, including its handling of local 
and regional water supplies and analysis of groundwater impacts. 

Response to comment RLO030-5 
The Delta Plan encourages, and in certain circumstances could require, 
water supply agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water through 
implementation of local and regional water supply projects, including 
water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use 
programs to meet water demands. Regarding the ability of these supplies 
to meet demand, please refer to Master Response 5. The Reliable Water 
Supply subsections of sections 3 through 21 of the Recirculated Draft 
PEIR analyze the environmental impacts of developing such supplies. 
Economic impacts are not effects on the environment under CEQA, and 
are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). 
Regarding the determination of the environmentally superior alternative, 
please see Master Response 3. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO030-6 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The Delta Plan, as 
described in Section 2A of the Draft Program EIR and Section 2 of the 
Recirculated Draft Program EIR, would not prevent water transfers from 
occurring, but rather would encourage the water transfers to occur in a 
manner that would be consistent with the Delta Plan, especially in the 
Delta and areas outside of the Delta that use Delta water. For example, the 
Delta Plan also contains Recommendation WR R15 to identify and 
recommend measures to reduce procedural and administrative 
impediments to water transfers. In addition, the expiration date of covered 
action exemptions for temporary, one-year water transfers was extended to 
December 31, 2016, in the Final Delta Plan. 

Response to comment RLO030-7 
As described in Section 23 of the Recirculated Draft Program EIR, if 
completed and approved by the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife, the BDCP must be considered by the Delta Stewardship Council 
and included in the Delta Plan as required by the Delta Reform Act (Water 
Code section 85320 et seq.). Please see Master Response 1. 

Response to comment RLO030-8 
Comment noted. 



RLO031 SDWA 

 

 

Response to comment RLO031-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO031-2 
Please see Master Response 1 regarding the EIR’s description of existing 
conditions. The existing conditions at the time of the publication of the 
Notice of Preparation of this EIR in December 2010, which is the normal 
CEQA environmental baseline pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
section 15125(a), are compared to the projected conditions under the 
proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives. The EIR analyzes a reasonable 
range of alternatives developed on the basis of thorough consideration of 
public input and the requirements of CEQA, all as described in 
Subsections 2.3.1.4 through 2.3.1.6 of the DEIR and Master Response 3. 
The comment regarding consistency between the Delta Plan and the 
governing statutes is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO031-3 
The comment regarding consistency between the Delta Plan and the 
governing statutes is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Regarding 
the Delta Plan’s ability to advance the coequal goals, please see Master 
Response 3. Regarding the EIR’s programmatic approach to analysis of 
environmental impacts, please see Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO031-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The project analyzed in 
this EIR is the proposed Delta Plan, which includes Chapter 8, Funding 
Principles to Achieve the Coequal Goals. As stated on page 308 of the 
Final Draft Delta Plan, “[t]he Council proposes to initiate development of 
a finance plan following adoption of the Delta Plan.” The Guiding 
Principles of the future finance plan are described on pages 308 to 309, 
and three funding recommendations are stated on page 310. Please note 
that while the Delta Plan is intended to advance the coequal goals and 
reverse declining conditions in the Delta, the EIR analyzes, and identifies 
mitigation for, the impacts of implementation of the Delta Plan, not the 
impacts of ongoing operations. 

Response to comment RLO031-5 
Regarding the water quality impacts of a “Sacramento River intake,” the 
Delta Plan does not encourage such an intake, and the EIR therefore does 
not consider its impacts. To the extent that this is a reference to the BDCP, 
please see Master Response 1, which discusses the BDCP’s relationship to 
the Delta Plan and the EIR’s treatment of that project. Regarding the water 
supply-related impacts of ecosystem restoration projects, please see 
response to DEIR comment LO185-23. 

Response to comment RLO031-6 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Regarding the ability of 
the Delta Plan to meet its objectives, please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment RLO031-7 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The Delta Plan contains 
recommendations to protect and improve water quality in the Delta for 
beneficial uses identified in the applicable State Water Resources Control 
Board or regional water quality control board water quality control plans. 

Response to comment RLO031-8 
Comment noted. 



RLO032 SJCOG 

 

 

Response to comment RLO032-1 
Comment noted. Please see response to commenter's previous letters 
LO190 and LO217. 

Response to comment RLO032-2 
Please see response to commenter's previous letter LO190. As described in 
Section 4 of the EIR, although projects encouraged by the Delta Plan are 
not likely to conflict with adopted HCPs, NCCPs, or other conservation 
plans, they could conflict with local policies or ordinances, and are thus 
considered significant. Future site-specific environmental analyses 
conducted at the time specific projects are proposed by lead agencies will 
address those impacts, once sufficient information is available to support 
such an analysis. HCP/NCCPs being developed were considered as part of 
the cumulative impacts analysis in Section 22 of the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO032-3 
Please refer to response to comment RLO032-2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO032-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. In addition, and as 
described in Master Response 1, neither the Delta Plan nor this EIR can 
expand the definition of covered action beyond what the Legislature has 
defined because the authority of the Council is governed by the Delta 
Reform Act. 

Response to comment RLO032-5 
Please see response to RLO032-2 above. 

Response to comment RLO032-6 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RLO033 SLDMWA and SWC 
Response to comment RLO033-1 
Comment noted. Please also see response to commenter's letter on the 
DEIR, LO232. 

Response to comment RLO033-2 
Please see Master Responses 1 and 2. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-3 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO232. 
Regarding the EIR’s programmatic approach to environmental analysis, 
please see Master Response 2. Regarding the adequacy of the EIR’s 
identified mitigation measures, please see master Response 4. 

Response to comment RLO033-4 
Regarding the level of detail provided in the description of the Delta Plan, 
please see master Response 2. Regarding the range of alternatives 
considered in the EIR and the analysis of their ability to meet project 
objectives, please see Master Response 3. 

Response to comment RLO033-5 
The Revised Project is the 2012 Final Draft Delta Plan, which is analyzed 
in RDPEIR. The revised project description is Section 2, Description of 
Revised Project, of the RDPEIR. The Fifth Staff Draft Delta Plan, which 
was the “Proposed Project” analyzed in the DPEIR, is now referred to as 
the Proposed Project Alternative for purposes of clarity, and is analyzed in 
the RDPEIR as an alternative (see, e.g., RDPEIR Section 25.3). Because 
the Revised Project differs from the Proposed Project in specific, narrow 
aspects, and because the DPEIR provided thorough, programmatic 
analysis of the Proposed Project’s potential environmental impacts, the 
RDPEIR efficiently compares the impacts of the two rather than repeat the 
DPEIR’s analysis. Such an approach would have been cumbersome and 
largely repetitive. Please see Master Response 2 for a discussion of the 
EIR’s programmatic approach. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-6 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO033-7 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-8 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-9 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO232. Please 
also see Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-10 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO033-11 
The Reliable Water Supply subsections of EIR sections 3 through 21 
describe the potential environmental impacts of the development of local 
and regional water supplies. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-12 
Please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO033-13 
Please refer to Master Response 2. As described in Section 2B of the Draft 
Program EIR, the Delta Stewardship Council does not propose or 
contemplate directly authorizing any physical activities, including but not 
limited to construction or operation of infrastructure. Rather, through the 
Delta Plan, the Delta Stewardship Council seeks to influence the actions, 
activities, and/or projects of other agencies, the details of which would be 
under the jurisdiction and authority of the agencies that will propose them 
in the future and conduct future environmental review. The EIR thus 
cannot provide a definitive timeline for Delta Plan implementation. The 
Delta Plan may be revised, with appropriate environmental review, in the 
future (see Water Code § 85300(c)). 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-14 
Please see Master Response 1. As described on page 2A-67 and Section 2.3.2 
of the Draft Program EIR and as required by CEQA Guidelines 
section 15126.6(e), the No Project Alternative, consists of the environment if 
no Delta Plan is adopted and assumes that existing relevant plans and 
policies would continue. The No Project Alternative also includes physical 
activities and projects that were permitted and funded at the time of the 
Notice of Preparation of the EIR, including recycled water projects and any 
specific, adopted water conservation and efficiency programs to meet the 
state goal of reducing per-capita water usage. Because the state statute SB X7 
7 only establishes a goal, but requires further local action for implementation, 
the No project Alternative does not assume its overall achievement.  

Response to comment RLO033-15 
CEQA Guidelines section 15124(d)(1) requires the EIR to include, “to the 
extent the information is known to the lead agency…A list of permits and 
other approvals required to implement the project.” Table 2B-1 lists the 
specific named projects encouraged by the Delta Plan and the lead 
agencies for those projects. Beyond the named projects however, any of a 
very large number of agencies could propose a covered action or could 
take actions encouraged by the Delta Plan. The Delta Stewardship Council 
cannot direct any agency to take such actions. The identity of all the 
agencies whose permits or other actions will implement the Delta Plan is 
thus not known to the Council. 

Response to comment RLO033-16 
Please see Master Response 1. The Revised Project is the 2012 Final Draft 
Delta Plan, which is analyzed in RDPEIR and fully described in 
Section 2A of the DPEIR in combination with Section 2 of the RDPEIR. 

Response to comment RLO033-17 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO232. Also 
please see Master Response 1. In light of the EIR’s programmatic 
approach to the analysis of environmental impacts, the largely qualitative 
discussion of existing conditions in each impact-analysis section (several 
of which discuss variable conditions, such as Section 3), is sufficient. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-18 
Master Response 2 discusses the EIR’s appropriate assumption that the 
Delta Plan’s polices and recommendations are implemented. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-19 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO232. Please 
also see Master Response 4 regarding the enforceability of the mitigation 
measures. Mitigation Measure 4-1 does not create an absolute bar on siting 
projects in any place where they might cause a substantial reduction in fish 
or wildlife habitat. Rather, it provides a series of options to be 
implemented, as feasible and appropriate in a project’s circumstances, to 
reduce or avoid impacts to sensitive natural communities. The EIR 
nonetheless concludes that the Delta Plan could have a significant and 
unavoidable impact on such communities. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-20 
Mitigation measures listed in the EIR are made enforceable through Delta 
Plan policy G P1, which makes mitigation a requirement of Delta Plan 
consistency, as further explained in Master Response 4. Equally-effective 
measures may be substituted by future lead agencies, but these would 
remain mandatory. Moreover, future lead agencies will have the obligation 
under CEQA to mitigate the significant impacts of projects. Master 
Response 4 further explains that the EIR’s mitigation measures are not 
inappropriately vague, but are designed to be tailored to the circumstances 
of the specific action requiring the mitigation. 

Response to comment RLO033-21 
Please refer to the response to comment RLO033-20. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-22 
Please refer to the response to comment RLO033-20. 

Response to comment RLO033-23 
Please refer to the response to comment RLO033-20. 

Response to comment RLO033-24 
Please refer to the response to comment RLO033-20. 

Response to comment RLO033-25 
Please refer to the response to comment RLO033-20. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-26 
Please refer to the response to comment RLO033-20. 

Response to comment RLO033-27 
Please refer to the response to comment RLO033-20. 

Response to comment RLO033-28 
Please refer to the response to comment RLO033-20. 

Response to comment RLO033-29 
The executive summary contains an abbreviated list of mitigation 
measures; the EIR’s impact analysis sections (sections 3 through 21) 
include the full text of the measures. Readers are directed to see resource 
sections for full text. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-30 
Please see Master Response 1. The environmental setting (baseline) for 
the analysis in this EIR consists of the existing conditions at the time of 
the publication of the Notice of Preparation of this EIR in December 2010, 
which is the normal CEQA environmental baseline pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines section 15125(a). Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR describe the 
existing environmental and regulatory conditions relevant to the resource 
under discussion. The description of the Environmental Setting and 
Regulatory Framework are therefore unchanged in the RDPEIR. The 
environmental baseline for the analysis of impacts related to water supply 
in Section 3, Water Resources, includes implementation of the 
Quantification Settlement Agreement and the criteria of SWRCB 
Decision 1641 and the current biological opinions issued by the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service. The US 
District Court for the Eastern District of California remanded, but did not 
vacate, the Biological Opinions and Reasonable and Prudent Alternative 
on the Coordinated Long-Term Operation of the CVP and SWP. 
Speculating on the future outcomes of the Coordinated Quantification 
Settlement Agreement cases or the remanded biological opinions would be 
inappropriate under CEQA. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-31 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The studies cited in the 
comment did not serve as the basis for the significance criteria or the 
impact conclusions in the PEIR. 

Response to comment RLO033-32 
 As described in Section 2B of the Draft Program EIR, the Delta 
Stewardship Council does not propose or contemplate directly authorizing 
any physical activities. Rather, through the Delta Plan, the Delta 
Stewardship Council seeks to encourage other agencies to reduce their 
reliance on the Delta and develop local and regional water supplies. Other 
agencies will propose such projects and will control their development and 
environmental review. This EIR cannot, practically or legally, speculate 
about the particular projects that may be developed or about those 
projects’ environmental impacts. Accordingly, this EIR makes a good 
faith effort to disclose the potentially significant environmental effects of 
the types of projects that may be encouraged by the Delta Plan and to 
identify program-level mitigation measures. The Water Supply Reliability 
subsection of sections 3 through 21 analyzes the impacts of local and 
regional water supply projects. Please refer to Master Response 2 
concerning the EIR’s programmatic approach to analyzing environmental 
impacts, and Master Response 5 concerning Delta Plan Policy WR P1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-33 
Please see Master Response 2. 

Response to comment RLO033-34 
Please see Master Response 2. Please also see response to comment 
RLO033-32. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-35 
Please see Master Response 2. 

Response to comment RLO033-36 
Please see Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-37 
As the commenter notes, restrictions on through-Delta conveyance are not 
within the scope of the Delta Plan. Please see master Response 5 for a 
discussion of potential SWRCB flow objectives. 

CEQA does not require the EIR to provide an exhaustive analysis of 
existing or historical conditions. The EIR’s description of the Delta Plan’s 
environmental setting is sufficient for the program-level evaluation of its 
impacts. 

Regarding the ability of local and regional supply projects to meet 
demand, please see Master Response 5. Master Response 5 also discusses 
the Delta Plan’s policies encouraging sustainable groundwater use. The 
policies, in combination with existing law and the mitigation measures 
identified in the EIR, will likely ensure that impacts to groundwater 
resources will be less than significant. The EIR, however, concludes that 
these impacts could be significant and unavoidable due to the uncertainty 
regarding the precise nature of the projects that the Delta Plan will 
encourage. Regarding the environmental impacts of mitigation measures, 
please see Master Response 4. Truck trips required for water hauling 
would be similar to those required for construction of projects encouraged 
under the Delta Plan, and thus would not cause any impacts different from 
the potentially significant and unavoidable impacts that the EIR discusses 
related to air quality and traffic. 

The EIR clearly concludes that operation of the local and regional water 
supply projects encouraged under the Delta Plan would have a beneficial 
impact related to water supply reliability (DPEIR at 3-82; RDPEIR at 3-5). 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-38 
Please see Master Response 1. The existing conditions at the time of the 
publication of the Notice of Preparation of this EIR in December 2010, 
which is the normal CEQA environmental baseline pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines section 15125(a), are compared to the projected conditions 
under the proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives. 

Response to comment RLO033-39 
Regarding impacts to biological resources related to the flow objectives 
encouraged under the Delta Plan, please see Master Response 5; regarding 
the EIR’s approach to the analysis of impacts, please refer to Master 
Response 2. 

Response to comment RLO033-40 
Section 6 of the EIR considers whether the Delta Plan would either 
physically divide an established community or conflict with an applicable 
land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the 
project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local 
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding 
or mitigating an environmental effect. Its analysis includes all such 
potential projects under the Delta Plan, including those outside the Delta. 
For example, on page 6-47, the Draft PEIR considers whether surface 
storage facilities in the “Delta watershed and in areas outside of the Delta 
that use Delta water” would physically divide an established community. 
A covered action will be consistent with Delta Plan Policy DP P1 as long 
as any urban development proposed by the action is within an area 
designated for such development under existing city and county general 
plans. It therefore by definition creates no conflict with those plans. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-41 
Please see Master Response 2 regarding the study areas for the EIR’s 
impact analyses. 

Response to comment RLO033-42 
Please see Master Response 2 regarding the study areas for the EIR’s 
impact analyses. 

Response to comment RLO033-43 
Please see Master Response 2 regarding the EIR’s programmatic approach 
to the analysis of environmental impacts. The EIR is not required to 
discuss or provide other agencies’ thresholds of significance. The EIR 
considers the air quality impacts of fallowing agricultural land. See 
DPEIR at 9-17. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-44 
Please see Master Response 2 regarding the EIR’s programmatic 
approach. Section 21 of the EIR considers the greenhouse gas-related 
impacts of the operation of recycled water facilities, along with other types 
of projects that the Delta Plan would encourage to further water supply 
reliability and water quality, and of the fallowing of agricultural land 
(DEIR at 21-11, 21-16, 21-20; RDEIR at 21-4, 21-9, 21-16). Because 
climate change is a global phenomenon, the EIR is not required to 
document the particular impacts of the Delta Plan’s contribution. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-45 
The comment regarding the flood protection benefits of ecosystem 
restoration is noted. The Delta Plan does not induce substantial population 
growth in an area, either directly or indirectly, because of the Delta Plan 
policies DP P1 that restricts new urban development, RR P2 that requires 
flood protection for residential development in rural areas, ER P3 that 
protects opportunities to restore habitat, and WR P1 that requires reduced 
reliance on the Delta and improve regional self reliance. The suggested 
additions to mitigation measures are already contained within mitigation 
measure 5-4, as well as Delta Plan policies RR P1, RR P2, ER P3, ER P4, 
and recommendations RR R1, RR R2, RR R3, ER R1, and DP R7. 

Response to comment RLO033-46 
Please see the responses to the preceding comments. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-47 
The economic impacts described in the comment do not appear to relate to 
the feasibility of any mitigation measure identified in the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO033-48 
Please see Master Response 5. Section 7 of the EIR determines that the 
reduced availability of Delta water could lead to the conversion of 
agricultural land to other uses, a significant environmental impact (DPEIR 
at 7-21). 

Response to comment RLO033-49 
Please see Master Response 3. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-50 
The past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects considered in 
the cumulative impacts analysis are listed in Table 22-1. Concerning the 
EIR’s programmatic approach to the analysis of environmental impacts, 
please see Mater Response 2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-51 
The Recirculated Draft PEIR’s approach to analysis is discussed the 
response to comment RLO033-5, and the programmatic approach of the 
EIR as a whole is discussed in Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-52 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-53 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-54 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO033-55 
Comment noted. This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 
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No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RLO035 Solano Co 

 

 

Response to comment RLO035-1 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO218. 

Response to comment RLO035-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO035-3 
Please refer to Master Response 2. As described in Section 2B of the Draft 
Program EIR, the Delta Stewardship Council does not propose or 
contemplate directly authorizing any physical activities, including but not 
limited to construction or operation of infrastructure. Rather, through the 
Delta Plan, the Delta Stewardship Council seeks to influence the actions, 
activities, and/or projects of other agencies, the details of which would be 
under the jurisdiction and authority of the agencies that will propose them 
in the future and conduct future environmental review. To the extent 
known, projects that may be encouraged by the Delta Plan are named in 
the EIR. In addition, types of projects that may be encouraged by the Delta 
Plan are identified. Accordingly, in the absence of specific proposed 
physical projects, this EIR makes a good faith effort to disclose the 
potentially significant environmental effects of the types of projects that 
may be encouraged by the Delta Plan and to identify program-level 
mitigation measures. Impacts on each of the potentially affected resources 
areas are analyzed at a program level in Sections 3 through 21 of this EIR. 

Response to comment RLO035-4 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. Please refer to Master 
Response 1. The Delta Plan encourages the SWRCB to complete the 
updated Bay-Delta Water Quality Control Plan flow objectives. However, 
only the SWRCB has authority to set those objectives. The Delta Plan and 
the EIR therefore cannot project what those objectives will be. The Delta 
Plan and the sources it cites (including especially the SWRCB’s 2010 
Flow Criteria Report) explains that the flow objectives that best advance 
the coequal goals will be those that bring about more natural functional 
flows within and out of the Delta. See Delta Plan, pp. 136 to 142, 155, and 
sources cited therein. The EIR thus assumes, consistent with CEQA, that 



the SWRCB will adopt updated objectives that will advance such a flow regime. 
The general assumption of a more natural flow regime is sufficient for the EIR’s 
programmatic approach. The impacts of the flow objectives are analyzed in greater, 
quantitative detail, in the SWRCB’s Draft Substitute Environmental Document in 
Support of Potential Changes to the Water Quality Control Plan for the San 
Francisco Bay-Sacramento/San Joaquin Delta Estuary: San Joaquin River Flows 
and Southern Delta Water Quality (December 2012). See Master Response 5 for 
further discussion. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO035-5 
The Revised Project is the 2012 Final Draft Delta Plan, which is analyzed in 
the RDPEIR (see, e.g., RDPEIR, p. ES-1). The revised project description is 
provided in Section 2, Description of Revised Project, of the RDPEIR. The 
Fifth Staff Draft Delta Plan, which was the “Proposed Project” analyzed in 
the DPEIR, is now referred to as the Proposed Project Alternative for 
purposes of clarity, and is analyzed in the RDPEIR as an alternative (see, 
e.g., RDPEIR Section 25.3). The RDPEIR, volume 3, is an additional volume 
to the DPEIR. Please see Master Response 1. Regarding the enforceability 
and specificity of the EIR’s mitigation measures, please refer to Master 
Response 4. The impacts on agricultural resources due to fallowing of 
agricultural land, construction of setback levees, and habitat restoration are 
discussed in Section 7, Agriculture and Forestry Resources, of this EIR. 
Section 22 of the EIR assesses the cumulative impacts of the Delta Plan and 
alternatives in combination with past projects, other current projects, and 
probable future projects (CEQA Guidelines § 15065(a)(3); Public Resources 
Code § 21083(b)(2)). This does not require the EIR to speculate about all 
future projects, but rather that it address those that are reasonably 
foreseeable. As discussed in Master Response 4, the EIR considers the 
impacts of, and identifies mitigation for, all of the different types of projects 
encouraged by the Delta Plan: water supply reliability projects, Delta 
ecosystem restoration projects, water quality improvement projects, flood 
risk reduction projects, and projects to protect and enhance the Delta as an 
evolving place. These impacts and mitigation, taken together, constitute the 
overall impacts of the Delta Plan and the appropriate mitigation. 

Response to comment RLO035-6 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. As explained in the 
Recirculated Draft PEIR, the Final Draft Delta Plan includes policies and 
recommendations to encourage protection of existing and planned land uses, 
including agricultural and natural resource uses, through: 1) development of 
new water management facilities, habitat restoration areas, and flood 
management infrastructure in areas to avoid conflicts with existing or 
planned land uses; 2) prioritization of the use of public lands for ecosystem 
restoration prior to purchase of new public lands for ecosystem restoration, 
and, if property purchases are necessary, prioritization of the land purchase 
from willing sellers; and 3) support of the vitality of agricultural practices 
and protection of recreational resources. See e.g., RDPEIR at 3-10. These 
policies and recommendations include DP P1, DP P2, DP R4, DP R7, 
DP R8, DP R9, DP R10, and DP R14. See also Master Response 1.  



 

 

Response to comment RLO035-7 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO035-8 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. As described in 
Section 23 of the Recirculated Draft Program EIR, if completed and 
approved by the California Department of Fish and Game, the BDCP must 
be considered by the Delta Stewardship Council and included in the Delta 
Plan as required by the Delta Reform Act (Water Code section 85320 
et seq.). Please refer to Master Response 1. 

Response to comment RLO035-9 
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO035-10 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO035-11 
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO035-12 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO035-13 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO035-14 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO035-15 
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO035-16 
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO035-17 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO035-18 
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR. Please see Master 
Response 4 regarding mitigation measures. 

Response to comment RLO035-19 
 Section 7 of the EIR explains that the Delta Plan could result in 
conversion of farmlands to non-agricultural use, which would constitute a 
significant impact. As explained in the Recirculated Draft PEIR, the Final 
Draft Delta Plan includes policies and recommendations to encourage 
protection of existing and planned land uses, including agricultural uses. 
These measures include: 1) development of new water management 
facilities, habitat restoration areas, and flood management infrastructure in 
areas to avoid conflicts with existing or planned land uses; 2) prioritization 
of the use of public lands for ecosystem restoration prior to purchase of 
new public lands for ecosystem restoration, and, if property purchases are 
necessary, prioritization of the land purchase from willing sellers; and 
3) support of the vitality of agricultural practices and protection of 
recreational resources. See e.g., RDPEIR at 3-10. These policies and 
recommendations include DP P1, DP P2, DP R3, DP R4, DP R7, DP R8, 
DP R9, DP R10, and DP R14. Please also see Master Response 1. 

Response to comment RLO035-20 
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR. Please see Master 
Response 4 regarding mitigation measures. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO035-21 
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO035-22 
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO035-23 
Comment noted. 



RLO036 SRCD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO036-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO036-2 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO036-3 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO196. 

Response to comment RLO036-4 
As described in Section 2B of the Draft Program EIR, the Delta 
Stewardship Council does not propose or contemplate directly authorizing 
any physical activities. Rather, through the Delta Plan, the Delta 
Stewardship Council seeks to influence the actions, activities, and/or 
projects of other agencies, the details of which would be under the 
jurisdiction and authority of the agencies that will propose them in the 
future and conduct future environmental review. Without specific details 
of future projects, it is not possible or appropriate for the EIR to attempt to 
speculate regarding possible incremental effects that the Delta Plan might 
have on management of a specific location and resource such as Suisun 
Marsh. See Master Response 2. The potential water quality impacts of 
Delta and Suisun Marsh ecosystem restoration on water quality and on 
adjacent land uses are described in Sections 3, 6, and 7 of the Draft 
Program EIR. In particular, the analysis of Impact 3-1b notes that changes 
in future flows through the Delta could affect salinity and could cause 
increased salinity in the western Delta in summer months, possibly 
resulting in significant impacts. 

Response to comment RLO036-5 
As described in the RDEIR, ER R1 also encourages the use of “information 
from adaptive management processes during the Suisun Marsh Habitat 
Management, Preservation, and Restoration Plan’s implementation to guide 
future habitat restoration projects and to inform future tidal marsh 
management.” In addition, and as described in Section 2B of the Draft 
Program EIR and Master Response 2, the Delta Stewardship Council does 
not propose or contemplate directly authorizing any physical activities. 
Rather, through the Delta Plan, the Delta Stewardship Council seeks to 
influence the actions, activities, and/or projects of other agencies, the details 
of which would be under the jurisdiction and authority of the agencies that 
will propose them in the future and conduct future environmental review. 
Accordingly, in the absence of specific proposed physical projects, this EIR 
makes a good faith effort to disclose the potentially significant 
environmental effects of the types of projects that may be encouraged by the 
Delta Plan and to identify program-level mitigation measures. Impacts on 
each of the potentially affected resources areas are analyzed at a program 
level in Sections 3 through 21 of this EIR.  



 

 

Response to comment R LO036-6 
Social and economic impacts are not effects on the environment under 
CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) 
and 15131; see also Master Response 2). 

Response to comment RLO036-7 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO037 SRCSD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO037-1 
Please see responses to comments RLO037-4 through RLO037-29, below, 
and the responses to the commenter’s prior letter, LO219. 

Response to comment RLO037-2 
Comment noted. Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, 
LO219. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-3 
Comment noted. Please see responses to comments RLO037-4 through 
RLO037-29, below. 

Response to comment RLO037-4 
The EIR study area has not changed from the Draft Programmatic EIR to 
the Recirculated Draft Programmatic EIR. The study area in the EIR was 
delineated in the manner described in Section 1 of the Draft Program EIR 
because these are the areas in which the significant environmental effects 
of the Delta Plan may occur, which includes a greater geographic area 
than the area in which the Delta Stewardship Council has jurisdiction over 
covered actions pursuant to the Delta Reform Act. For example, the 
impacts of Delta ecosystem restoration projects within the Delta may 
include impacts associated with the construction and operating footprint of 
the projects, while the impacts of such projects in the Delta watershed and 
in areas outside the Delta that use Delta water would primarily relate to 
changes in water supply. Because Central Valley Project and State Water 
Project water flows through the Delta, many of the changes to the 
management or delivery of such water would “occur, in whole or in part, 
within the boundaries of the Delta,” would therefore potentially be a 
“covered action” under Water Code section 85057.5. Please refer to 
Master Response 1 regarding the definition of covered actions. 

Response to comment RLO037-5 
The Revised Project is the 2012 Final Draft Delta Plan, which is analyzed 
in the RDPEIR. The revised project description is in Section 2, 
Description of Revised Project, of the RDPEIR. The Fifth Staff Draft 
Delta Plan, which was the “Proposed Project” analyzed in the DPEIR, is 
now referred to as the Proposed Project Alternative for purposes of clarity, 
and is analyzed in the RDPEIR as an alternative (see, e.g., RDPEIR 
Section 25.3). Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding the process for 
incorporating the BDCP into the Delta Plan. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-6 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The Delta Plan 
acknowledges the independent responsibilities of other state and federal 
agencies. Pursuant to Water Code section 85300(a), the Delta Plan 
identifies specific actions that state or local agencies may take to 
implement the subgoals and strategies to further the coequal goals. 
Section 3 of the Draft Program EIR discloses water quality issues that 
have been identified by the SWRCB and Central Valley and San Francisco 
Bay RWQCBs and that are being addressed in ongoing programs, 
including programs for drinking water in small and disadvantaged 
communities and water quality objectives to be addressed with ongoing 
Total Maximum Daily Load programs. The Delta Plan encourages 
changes to the SWRCB Bay-Delta Water Quality Control Plan, which 
could lead to changes in future SWRCB decisions that may be different 
than under the current Bay-Delta Water Quality Control Plan D-1641 
standards. The potential water resources impacts of the changes due to 
projects and actions that are encouraged by the Delta Plan are evaluated in 
Section 3 of the RDPEIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-7 
Please see response to comment RLO037-6. 

Response to comment RLO037-8 
Impacts on water resources are discussed in Section 3 of the EIR and 
impacts on biological resources are discussed in Section 4 of the EIR. The 
impacts of wastewater treatment facilities that may be encouraged by the 
Delta Plan are discussed in Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR. Increased 
wastewater treatment is generally considered to be effective in improving 
water quality of receiving waters to protect beneficial uses. Reduction of 
“other stressors” involves reversing declining ecosystem conditions in the 
Delta by addressing stressors that contribute to ecosystem decline such as 
pollution, predation, and introduced species. While it is true that much 
more is known about the impacts of habitat loss and entrainment than is 
known about the effects of toxic chemicals, the USFWS (2008) identifies 
contaminants as one of the factors affecting Delta smelt. Other factors 
identified include water diversions and reservoir operations, changes in the 
Delta food web, microcystis, climate change, and "other stressors" such as 
aquatic macrophytes, predators, and competition. 



Response to comment RLO037-9 
Please see the response to comment RLO037-8. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-10 
Please see Master Response 3 regarding selection of the environmentally 
superior alternative. Please see Master Response 1 regarding the 
difference between the No Project Alternative and the proposed Delta 
Plan. 

Response to comment RLO037-11 
The EIR addresses changes in existing environmental conditions due to 
the proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives. If those changes in existing 
physical conditions are significant and adverse (“significant impacts”), 
feasible mitigation measures are required. CEQA does not require 
mitigation of existing conditions. Please see Master Response 4. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-12 
Reliable water supply is defined in the Delta Reform Act to include 
meeting the needs for reasonable and beneficial uses of water, sustaining 
the economic vitality of the State, and improving water quality to protect 
human health and the environment. Water Code § 85302(d)(1)-(3). Please 
refer to Final Draft Delta Plan, Chapter 3. Delta Plan Policy WR P1 
requires proposed actions to export water from, transfer water through, or 
use water in the Delta to reduce reliance on the Delta and improve 
regional self reliance. Section 3 (Water Resources) of the EIR considers 
whether the proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives would 
“[s]ubstantially change water supply availability to water users located 
outside of the Delta that use Delta water.” Regarding the analysis of water 
supply reliability in general, please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO037-13 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-14 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. Please refer to Master 
Response 1. 

Response to comment RLO037-15 
Please see the response to comment RLO037-14 and Master Response 1. 
Section 23 of the EIR is an expanded discussion of the BDCP, including 
its relationship to the proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives as well as 
the potentially significant impacts of this cumulative project. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-16 
Comment noted. Please see responses to comments RLO071-4 through 
RLO071-15. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-17 
The abbreviation "S" is used for both definitions in order to indicate that 
there are remaining impacts under both circumstances; i.e., when the 
majority of the projects encouraged by the Delta Plan would have a 
particular significant impact, and when some of the projects encouraged 
by the Delta Plan would have a particular significant impact despite 
implementation of mitigation measures. 

Response to comment RLO037-18 
As acknowledged by the EIR, water quality improvement projects could 
occur throughout the study area. As stated on page 3-85 and 3-86 of the 
DPEIR, the Delta Plan seeks to improve water quality by encouraging 
various actions and projects that, if taken, could lead to completion, 
construction, and/or operation of projects that could improve water 
quality. The impacts of water quality improvement projects that may be 
encouraged by the Delta Plan are evaluated in Sections 3 through 21 of the 
EIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-19 
Lines 24-26 of page 2-3 of the RDEIR refer to potential projects that 
might be encouraged by the Delta Plan to protect and improve water 
quality in the Delta for beneficial uses. The Revised Project recommends 
improving water quality criteria for habitat restoration areas, the Stockton 
Deep Water Ship Channel, and the Suisun Marsh that could encourage 
construction and operation of wastewater and stormwater treatment 
facilities to protect beneficial uses. 

Response to comment RLO037-20 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-21 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-22 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-23 
As required by CEQA, this EIR identifies mitigation measures for the 
significant environmental effects of the Delta Plan. Please see Master 
Response 4. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-24 
Please see Master Response 4 regarding specificity of the EIR's mitigation 
measures. Since the Council will not undertake or direct any specific 
projects, the mitigation measures identified in the EIR are necessarily 
flexible and serve as criteria and methods that may be used to mitigate 
impacts for any of the many, as-yet-unidentified projects that the Delta 
Plan may encourage. 

Response to comment RLO037-25 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. Please refer to Master 
Response 1. 

Response to comment RLO037-26 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-27 
Table D-1 of the EIR has been updated. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-28 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. CEQA requires the lead 
agency to prepare written responses to comments on the EIR that raise 
significant environmental issues and are received during the public review 
period on the draft EIR. Written responses to comments on both the Draft 
Programmatic EIR and the Recirculated Draft Programmatic EIR are 
provided in Sections 3 and 4 of the Final EIR. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-29 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



RLO038 TCCA 

 

 

Response to comment RLO038-1  
Comment noted. Please see the responses to comments in letter ROR001 
from the Association of California Water Agencies. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



RLO040 Three Valleys 

 

 

Response to comment RLO040-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO040-2 
As described in Section 23 of the Recirculated Draft Program EIR, if 
completed and approved by the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife, the BDCP must be considered by the Delta Stewardship Council 
and included in the Delta Plan as required by the Delta Reform Act (Water 
Code section 85320 et seq.). Please see Master Response 1. 

Response to comment RLO040-3 
The Delta Plan encourages the SWRCB to adopt Delta flow objectives 
that would result in a more “natural flow regime” in the Delta. The EIR 
determines that while such change could reduce the availability of Delta 
water, the local and regional self-reliance encouraged under the Delta Plan 
would prevent most significant environmental impacts related to reduced 
water supplies. The Delta Plan encourages, and in certain circumstances 
could require, water supply agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water 
through implementation of local and regional water supply projects, 
including water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater 
conjunctive use programs to meet water demands. Regarding the ability of 
these supplies to meet demand, please refer to Master Response 5. The 
Reliable Water Supply subsections of sections 3 through 21 of the 
Recirculated Draft PEIR analyze the environmental impacts of developing 
such supplies. Economic impacts are not effects on the environment under 
CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) 
and 15131). 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO040-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO040-5 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO041 TLBWSD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO041-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO041-2 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. For further discussion of 
Policy WR P1, please see Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO041-3 
Regarding the definition of “reduced reliance,” please see Chapter 3 of the 
Delta Plan. Regarding the EIR’s conclusion that local and regional 
projects encouraged by the Delta Plan will meet demand as necessary, 
please see Master Response 5. The Reliable Water Supply subsections of 
sections 3 through 21 of the Recirculated Draft PEIR analyze the 
environmental impacts of developing such supplies. Economic impacts are 
not effects on the environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the 
EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). 

Response to comment RLO041-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO041-5 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO041-6 
As described in Section 23 of the Recirculated Draft Program EIR, if 
completed and approved by the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife, the BDCP must be considered by the Delta Stewardship Council 
and included in the Delta Plan as required by the Delta Reform Act (Water 
Code section 85320 et seq.). Please see Master Response 1. 

Response to comment RLO041-7 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO042 Trinity Co 

 

 

Response to comment RLO042-1 
The Trinity River watershed is included in the study area because it 
provides water to the Delta through CVP operations. The Delta Plan does 
not directly or indirectly affect actions that occur in the Trinity River 
watershed, and no significant environmental impacts would occur due to 
implementation of the Delta Plan. Please see Master Response 5. 

 



RLO043 Trinity Co BOS 

 

 

Response to comment RLO043-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO043-2 
The Trinity River watershed is included in the study area because it 
provides water to the Delta through CVP operations. The Delta Plan does 
not directly or indirectly affect actions that occur in the Trinity River 
watershed, and no significant environmental impacts would occur due to 
implementation of the Delta Plan. Please refer to Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO043-3 
Please see response to comment RLO043-2 and Master Response 1. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO043-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Economic impacts are 
not effects on the environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the 
EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). 

Response to comment RLO043-5 
Please see response to comment RLO043-2. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO043-6 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO043-7 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO044 TUD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO044-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO044-2 
Please see response to commenter's prior letter, LO187. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO044-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO044-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO044-5 
Please see response to commenter's prior letter, LO187. 

Response to comment RLO044-6 
The projects identified on p. ES-2, lines 13-15 of the RDEIR are examples 
of local and regional water supply projects. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO044-7 
Please see the responses to the commenter’s prior letter, LO187. In 
addition, please refer to Master Response 5 regarding the potential for 
impacts to water supplies. 

Response to comment RLO044-8 
Please refer to the response to comment RLO044-7. In addition, potential 
impacts related to fisheries anticipated from the implementation of the 
Delta Plan are presented in Section 4, Biological Resources. These include 
potential impacts within the Delta, Delta watershed, and streams that are 
tributary to the Delta. As stated in Section 4, projects encouraged by the 
Delta Plan could result in potentially significant impacts after mitigation to 
biological resources including fisheries within streams tributary to the 
Delta. See also Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO044-9 
The EIR recognizes that the feasibility of a given water supply reliability 
approach or program will vary by geographic area. See also Master 
Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO044-10 
The EIR states that such water "could" result in more water remaining in 
rivers tributary to the Delta; the EIR does not assume this will be the case 
and concludes that impacts to special status species (including fish) related 
to Impact 4-2a could be significant as stated on line 36 of p. 4-6 of the 
RDEIR. See also Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO044-11 
Please see response to Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO044-12 
Potential impacts to agricultural lands, some of which have been identified 
as significant and unavoidable, are addressed in Section 7 of EIR. Please 
also see Master Response 5 related to the reliability of municipal and 
agricultural water supplies. Economic impacts are not effects on the 
environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA 
Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). See also Master Response 2. 

Response to comment RLO044-13 
Comment noted. 
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RLO045 Tuolumne Co 

 

 

Response to comment RLO045-1 
Please see response to commenter's prior letter, LO186. 

Response to comment RLO045-2 
The final draft Delta Plan also applies to areas located upstream of the 
Delta and the RDEIR analyzes the resulting impacts (see, e.g., RDEIR, 
pp. 3-2 to 3-5, 4-2 to 4-10; see also Master Response 5). 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO045-3 
Please see the response to comment RLO045-2. 

Response to comment RLO045-4 
Comment noted. 
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RLO046 Westlands WD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO046-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO046-2 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO175. 

Response to comment RLO046-3 
Please refer to Master Response 2. As described in Section 2B of the Draft 
Program EIR, the Delta Stewardship Council does not propose or 
contemplate directly authorizing any physical activities, including but not 
limited to construction or operation of infrastructure. Rather, through the 
Delta Plan, the Delta Stewardship Council seeks to influence the actions, 
activities, and/or projects of other agencies, the details of which would be 
under the jurisdiction and authority of the agencies that will propose them 
in the future and conduct future environmental review. Accordingly, in the 
absence of specific proposed physical projects, this EIR makes a good 
faith effort to disclose the potentially significant environmental effects of 
the types of projects that may be encouraged by the Delta Plan and to 
identify program-level mitigation measures. Impacts on each of the 
potentially affected resources areas are analyzed at a program level in 
Sections 3 through 21 of this EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO046-4 
Please refer to Master Response 2. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO046-5 
The potentially significant water resources impacts of the Final Draft 
Delta Plan are analyzed in RDPEIR subsections 3.4.3.1.1 through 
3.4.3.5.3, Impacts 3-1a through 3-3e. Water resources mitigation measures 
are indentified in RDPEIR subsection 3.4.3.6. Please refer to Master 
Response 2. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 
 

 

Response to comment RLO046-6 
The environmental setting (baseline) for the analysis in this EIR consists 
of the existing conditions at the time of the publication of the Notice of 
Preparation of this EIR in December 2010, which is the normal CEQA 
environmental baseline pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15125(a). 
Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR describe the existing environmental and 
regulatory conditions relevant to the resource under discussion. The 
Environmental Setting and Regulatory Framework for the DPEIR are 
unchanged in the RDPEIR. The environmental setting for Section 3, Water 
Resources, includes the criteria of SWRCB Decision 1641 and the current 
biological opinions issued by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO046-7 
Please refer to the responses to the commenter’s prior letter, LO175. 

Response to comment RLO046-8 
The Revised Project is the 2012 Final Draft Delta Plan, which is analyzed 
in RDPEIR (see, e.g., RDPEIR, p. ES-1). The revised project description 
is Section 2, Description of Revised Project, of the RDPEIR. The Fifth 
Staff Draft Delta Plan, which was the “Proposed Project” analyzed in the 
DPEIR, is now referred to as the Proposed Project Alternative for 
purposes of clarity, and is analyzed in the RDPEIR as an alternative (see, 
e.g., RDPEIR Section 25.3). 



 

 

Response to comment RLO046-9 
The Revised Project is described in RDPEIR Section 2, Description of 
Revised Project. As explained in subsection 2.1.1, the Revised Project is 
the November 2012 Final Draft Delta Plan, which is available for review 
from the Delta Stewardship Council and the Council’s website. The Final 
Draft Delta Plan includes policies, recommendations, performance 
measures, and issues for future evaluation and coordination (RDPEIR, 
pp. 2-2 to 2-3). The policies and recommendations of the Revised Project 
are reproduced in Appendix C of the RDPEIR and are compared to the 
policies and recommendations of the Proposed Project Alternative to show 
the changes from the Fifth Staff Draft to the Final Draft Delta Plan 
(RDPEIR, Appendix C, Tables C-11 and C-12). 

Response to comment RLO046-10 
Please refer to response to comment RLO046-9. The policies of 
Alternatives 1A, 1B, 2, and 3 are presented in Appendix C of the Draft 
Program EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO046-11 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Please see responses to 
comments RLO046-9 and RLO046-10. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment RLO046-12 
The Final Draft Delta Plan policies, which are proposed to become 
regulations, are analyzed in the RDPEIR. Please refer to responses to 
comments RLO046-9 and RLO046-10. Impacts on agricultural resources, 
water supplies including groundwater, and air quality are discussed in 
Sections 7, 3 and 9 of the EIR, respectively. Social and economic impacts 
are not effects on the environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in 
the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). 

Response to comment RLO046-13 
Social and economic impacts are not effects on the environment under 
CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) 
and 15131). 

Response to comment RLO046-14 
The impacts on agricultural resources due to fallowing of agricultural 
land, construction of setback levees, and habitat restoration are discussed 
in Section 7, Agriculture and Forestry Resources, and Section 11, Geology 
and Soils, of this EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO046-15 
Please refer to RDPEIR, Section 4, Biological Resources, 
subsection 4.4.3.6, Mitigation Measures (pp. 4-33 to 4-37). Regarding the 
enforceability and specificity of the EIR’s mitigation measures, please 
refer to Master Response 3. 
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- n/a - 
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Response to comment RLO046-16 
Comment noted. 

 



RLO047 WMWD 

 

 

Response to comment RLO047-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO047-2 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It is being evaluated by the Department of Water 
Resources as the CEQA lead agency. The cumulative impacts of the 
proposed Delta Plan, in combination with the impact of the proposed 
BDCP, are described in EIR Sections 22 and 23. Please refer to Master 
Response 1 regarding the Delta Stewardship Council’s role with respect to 
the BDCP as established in the Delta Reform Act. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO047-3 
Please refer to Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO047-4 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO047-5 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

 



RLO048 Yolo Co 

 

 

Response to comment RLO048-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO048-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO048-3 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO048-4 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-5 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-6 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO048-7 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-8 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO048-9 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-10 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-11 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-12 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO048-13 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO048-14 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-15 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-16 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO048-17 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-18 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-19 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO048-20 
Please see the responses to comments RLO048-16 to RLO048-19 above, 
which reference responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-21 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-22 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

Response to comment RLO048-23 
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO222. 

  



 

 

Response to comment RLO048-24 
Comment noted. 
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