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audience are probably aware because they are here to
provide testimony on the EIR, the Delta Stewardship
Council did issue a Draft Program Environmental Impact
Report on November 4th. It was for a 60-day comment
periocd ending January 3rd; however, at the meeting a few
minutes ago, the Council took action and directed staff
to add an extra 30 days to that comment period, so staff
will be providing -- totalling 90 days, we will be
providing supplemental notice to that effect.

As the Chair said, this is the first of two
currently scheduled, although we may schedule some
additional opportunities to provide oral testimony, this
is the first of two that were scheduled. And when we
talk about the cpportunity to provide testimeny on the
EIR, I think that that requires a bit of clarification.
We talk about a hearing, but, in effect, this is going
to be an opportunity to provide cone-way testimony in the
presence of a court reporter whose sitting over to my
left, and those comments we are inviting are comments on
the environmental assessment that is contained in our
Draft Environmental Impact Report that was issued on
November 4th. What we are not inviting comment at this
time, and comment is not appropriate on the policies
that are contained in the Fifth Staff Draft, substantive

comments on the policies. There's a separate process
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Response to comment 1109-1
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.

Response to comment 1109-2
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.



Response to comment 1109-3
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.

Response to comment 1109-4

This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. In addition, the proposed
BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that 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. See Master Response 1.

Response to comment 1109-5

This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. In addition, Section 3 of
the EIR addresses water resources, including water supply reliability.



Response to comment 1109-6

This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. In addition, the proposed
Delta Plan analyzed in the EIR 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 for 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 1109-7
Please refer to the response to comment 1109-4.



Response to comment 1109-8
Comment noted.



Response to comment 1109-9
Comment noted.
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been several policy concerns that we have raised time
and time again, and we still feel they have not been
addr

ed in either the Plan so consequently they have

not been addressed in the DEIR, and that's what some of
my comments are today.

But as the coalition met and discussed
about our preliminary review of it, we were quite
disappointed with the Draft Environmental Impact Report

for many reasons which I would like to share with you

now, a couple of them.

First of all, we are gquite surprised that
we have a 2,200 page plus environmental analysis, yet
the analysis does not include any type of assessment of

the Staff's Draft Delta Plan or any of the alternates in

the context of the coequal goals, yet s the very
basic objectives that were set forth in the legislation
that gave rise to the Delta Stewardship. 8o it's hard

for us to understand how this environmental document and

environmental analysis can really fill its
responsibilities under CEQA to provide an environmental
analysis in any context of these most basic cbjectives
absent that analysis. So that's one of our very
preliminary concerns and significant concerns.

On the other hand, we took great effort to

as we developed our 50-page alternate plan, it was a

—1109-9

—1109-10
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Response to comment 1109-10
Please refer to Master Response 3.

Response to comment 1109-11

Please refer to Master Response 3 for a discussion of alternatives,
including proposals that informed each alternative.



Response to comment 1109-12
Please refer to Master Response 5.



Response to comment 1109-13

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,
desalination, water transfers, and groundwater conjunctive use programs
to meet water demands projected in existing general plans. As discussed in
Section 3 of the EIR, such programs should offset reductions in water
diverted from the Delta. The potential for secondary impacts associated
with the potential for reduced water supplies for some users is discussed in
Master Response 5.

Response to comment 1109-14
Please refer to Master Response 3.



Response to comment 1109-15
Comment noted.



Response to comment 1109-16
Comment noted.

Response to comment 1109-17

The Delta Plan and the other alternatives only included recommendations
for completion of the BDCP but not conveyance alternatives. The
proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that 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.



Response to comment 1109-18
Comment noted.



Response to comment 1109-19

The level of detail in the existing conditions section of Section 3, Water
Resources, and Section 21, Climate Change and Greenhouse Gas
Emissions, is adequate for the programmatic analysis provided by this
EIR. See Master Response 2. In addition, Section 21 does address sea
level rise, although not at the local level of detail referenced in this
comment.



Response to comment 1109-20

The level of detail in the existing conditions section of Section 3, Water
Resources, and Section 11, Geology and Soils, is adequate for the
programmatic analysis provided by this EIR. Please refer to Master
Response 2. The EIR did not address Delta conveyance options, as
described in the response to comment 1109-17.

Response to comment 1109-21
Please refer to the response to comment 1109-17.



Response to comment 1109-22
Comment noted.
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At the suggestion of legal counsel is there
any objection to closing the hearing on file item number
ten at this time subject to being reopened should other
parties appear between now and 4:30 which they can
testify on the EIR? BAny objection? Any objection?
Without objection, the hearing is closed.

MR. STEVENS: Any folks who are left in the
audience, is there anyone who wants to talk to us on
anything else, now is the time.

How was the atmosphere and rarefied air of
the audience?

MR. FIORINI: I could hear better there.

MR. ISENBERG: I see no -- I'm sorry.

ME. GRINDSTAFF: If we may, I would like to
follow up with the field hearing discussion.

I gather from all of you after you voted to
go to a 30-day extension and the discussion that
Mr. Nottoli brought up about the hearing in the delta,
my thought was that we should schedule five hearings,
five field hearings, in the north part of the state, the
delta, the valley, and two in urban Scuthern California,
so that's five hearings. And my sense was since we
extended the date by 30 days we should do that after the
first of the year. It gives us enocugh time to have a

hearing in the first or second week of the year and for
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Response to comment 1109-23

The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that 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. See Master Response 1.
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MR. WILSON: Now, when the BDCP plan is
incorporated into the Delta Plan --

MR. ISENBERG: If it meets the test of law.

MR. WILSON: Are you then going to produce one
gigantic Environmental Impact Report for everything?

MR. ISENBERG: No, sir. They will have their
oM.

ME. WILSON: They will have their own.

MR. ISENBERG: Yes, sir. Yes, sir. They are
required to do that.

MR. WILSOM: I'm glad they included the ™no
option.™

MR. ISENBERG: Mr. Stevens, correct me if I'm
wrong, all projects under California law evaluated by
the Envirommental Quality Act must include a no project
alternative as our environmental impact.

ME. WILSON: It wasn't for a long time.

MR. ISENBERG: Qkay. So that's what the law
said.

By the way, that's Water Code Section 85320

and it's a very important section.

MR. WILSON: Thank you very much.

MR. ISENBERG: Thank you, sir.

Anyocne else like to talk to the Council on

anything?

—1109-23
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Ladies and gentlemen, we are going to take
a recess, I guess is the correct way to phrase it.

Mr. Stevens and the court reporter and I will hang
around until our announced time of 4:30 on duty which
will be assigned out in the future to others. I can
assure you, the same thing happened at one or two of our
scoping meetings and I didn't remember. I sat for those
two.

Okay. Ladies and gentlemen, thank you very
much. We are in recess. We will see vyou tomorrow
morning at 9:00 a.m. for our regular meeting agenda that
we are going to roll through.

Anything else, Mr. Grindstaff?

MR. GRINDSTAFF: It will be an interesting day.
We have a discussion about BDCP. We have a lot of
intense discussion about stresscrs, so I expect a very
good meeting tomorrow morning.

MR. ISENBERG: OCkay. Thank you. In recess.

(Whereupon, the Council meeting was in recess from
1:36 p.m. until 4:25 p.m.)

MR. ISENBERG: Qkay. Ladies and gentlemen, the
Delta Stewardship Council is called back inte order.

We have recessed, Madam Reporter, I think
you indicated at 1:36 in the afterncon. Continuously

since that time either myself, Ms. Marcus or Mr. Fiorini
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