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Response to comment I108-1 
The Stockton Delta Water Supply Project was included in the No Project 
Alternative. The Stockton Delta Water Supply Project and the Woodland-
Davis Water Supply Project were included in the evaluation in the Draft 
Program EIR as example EIRs. The acknowledgement of the development 
of new water supply projects including the others mentioned in this 
comment, throughout California in combination with the Proposed Project 
or Alternatives 1A, 1B, 2, or 3 could result in significant adverse 
cumulative impacts that could degrade water quality, reduce potential 
water supplies, and degrade habitat, as described in Subsections 22.2.1 and 
22.2.2 of the Draft Program EIR. However, because the Proposed Project 
or Alternatives 1A, 1B, 2, and 3 also would encourage development of 
water use efficiency and local and regional water supplies that would 
reduce reliance on the Delta, it was determined that these alternatives 
would have a less than cumulatively considerable impact. In particular, the 
Proposed Project and Revised Project would not result in more Delta 
diversions so would not contribute to any cumulative impact of future 
north of Delta diversion. 

Response to comment I108-2 
As described in Subsection 1.4 of the Draft Program EIR, the Delta Plan is 
being developed for adoption by the Delta Stewardship Council, which is 
a State agency, and therefore, the analysis only involves California 
Environmental Quality Act analysis. If the Delta Stewardship Council 
adopts the Delta Plan pursuant to the federal Coastal Zone Management 
Act of 1972, the Delta Stewardship Council will submit the Delta Plan to 
the Secretary of the U.S. Department of Commerce for consideration 
under the Coastal Zone Management Act. At this time, there is no federal 
lead agency because, until the Delta Plan is adopted by the Delta 
Stewardship Council, no federal action will be formally requested. As 
described in Section 1 of the EIR, the EIR is being prepared to be 
consistent with most of the requirements of the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) in anticipation that a federal agency will consider this 
document in preparation of a NEPA environmental analysis for the 
application of the Delta Plan to be considered part of the Coastal Zone 
Management Plan in California. This would occur in the future after 
adoption of the Delta Plan. 

Both Section 3 of the EIR and Chapter 3 of the Delta Plan discuss the 
Central Valley Project and federal involvement in California’s water 



resources. 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 adopting 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 refer to Master 
Response 2. 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). 

  



 

 

Response to comment I108-3  
The Proposed Project and Alternatives 1A, 1B, 2, and 3, as described in 
Section 2A of the Draft Program EIR, were developed in accordance with 
the framework of the Delta Plan. The Delta Plan, and specifically these 
alternatives, does not direct the construction of specific projects, nor 
would projects be implemented under the direct authority of the Delta 
Stewardship Council. Rather, the Delta Plan seeks to improve water 
supply reliability, Delta ecosystem restoration, Delta enhancement, water 
quality improvement, and Delta flood risk reduction projects by 
encouraging various actions which, if taken by other agencies and entities, 
could lead to construction and/or operation of projects. The implementing 
agencies would consider the costs and benefits of future projects. 

Response to comment I108-4  
Please refer to response to Comment I108-1. 

Response to comment I108-5  
Please refer to response to Comment I108-2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment I108-6  
Please refer to response to Comment I108-3. 
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