
 

LO175 Westlands Water District 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-1 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-2 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment LO175-3 
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO175-4 
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-5 
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-6 
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-7 
Please refer to Master Response 2. Many of the reference documents listed 
in this comment were used by the Delta Stewardship Council in the 
development of the draft Delta Plan and during preparation of the Draft 
Program EIR and RDEIR. The references for the EIR are listed at the end 
of each section of Volumes 1, 2 and 3. The references for the Delta Plan 
also are listed at the end of each section. 

  



 

 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-8 
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO175-9 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The EIR discusses 
multiple stressors in the Delta ecosystem, such as in Section 4, Biological 
Resources. For example, Subsection 4.3.2.1, Factors Affecting the Delta 
Ecosystem, covers physical habitat loss, connectivity and interface loss, 
harmful invasive species, altered flow regimes, altered geometry, altered 
sediment supply, entrainment, contaminants, nitrogen loading, other water 
quality issues, and climate change in the Delta and Suisun Marsh. 

  



 

 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-10  
As described in Section 1 of the Draft Program EIR and Section 3 of the 
RDEIR, the study area includes "areas outside of the Delta that use Delta 
water," such as the service area of the SWP and CVP that divert Delta 
water from intakes in the Delta. The hydrologic areas presented in Section 
3 of the Draft Program EIR are based on the hydrologic basins used by the 
Department of Water Resources in 2009 Water Plan Update. The text 
referred to in this comment, on page 3-1 of the Draft Program EIR, has 
been amended by the addition of the following sentence: “The Tulare 
Lake area is defined as the "Tulare Lake Hydrologic Region" in the 
California Water Plan Update 2009 (DWR 2009a). This hydrologic area is 
described as "essentially a closed basin because surface water drains north 
into the San Joaquin River only in years of extreme rainfall" (DWR 
2009a). 

Response to comment LO175-11  
Please refer to Master Responses 1 and 2. The project analyzed in the EIR 
consists of the entire draft Delta Plan, not just the policies and 
recommendations. The Final Draft Delta Plan policies and 
recommendations are reproduced, for convenience, in Appendix C of the 
RDEIR. 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. The potential environmental 
effects of these projects, which would be indirect effects of the Delta Plan, 
are disclosed in the EIR. 

  



 

 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-12  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-13  
The policies of the Fifth Staff Draft Delta Plan (the Proposed Project 
Alternative analyzed in the Draft Program EIR) and Alternatives 1A, 1B, 
2 and 3 are presented in Appendix C of the Draft Program EIR. The 
policies of the Final Draft Delta Plan (the Revised Project analyzed in the 
RD EIR) are reproduced in Appendix C of the RDEIR. As described in 
Section 2B of the Draft Program EIR, the Delta Stewardship Council does 
not propose or contemplate directly authorizing construction or operation 
of 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 are under the jurisdiction 
and authority of the individual agencies that will propose them in the 
future. 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. Impacts on each of the potentially 
affected resources areas are analyzed in Sections 3 through 21 of the DEIR 
and RDEIR. 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 refer to the response to 
comment LO175-11 and Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-14  
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 EIR also recognizes that 
portions of the agricultural areas in the San Joaquin Valley could be 
fallowed or retired due to the lack of water supplies to replace reduced 
water supplied from the Delta, if any. 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 LO175-15  
The impacts of fallowing agricultural land are discussed in Section 7, 
Agriculture and Forestry Resources, of this EIR. The EIR determined that 
there is no feasible mitigation to reduce to a less-than-significant level the 
impacts of reduced water supplies in some portions of the agricultural 
areas in the San Joaquin Valley could be fallowed or retired due to the 
lack of other water supplies; therefore, these impacts would remain 
significant. 

  



 

 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-16  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR.  

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-17  
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-18  
Please refer to Master Response 4. 

Response to comment LO175-19  
The range of alternatives analyzed in the EIR is a reasonable range of 
alternatives based on 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. An additional alternative, the Revised Project, was 
analyzed in the RDEIR. Please refer to Master Response 3. 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-20  
Please refer to Master Response 3. 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-21  
Please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment LO175-22  
As described on page 2A-67 and Section 2.3.2 of the Draft Program EIR, 
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 are permitted and funded at this time. The analysis of the No 
Project Alternative in Sections 3 through 21 of the DEIR and RDEIR 
assumes all of these conditions. The No Project Alternative does not 
include future projects that would require future studies, environmental 
documentation, or permitting, including projects encouraged by the 
proposed Delta Plan or one of the alternatives. 

  



 

 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-23  
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding the difference between Delta 
Plan policies and recommendations. 

Response to comment LO175-24  
This EIR is not intended to be a NEPA environmental impact statement; 
however, all of the alternatives are analyzed at an equal level of detail as 
under NEPA. Please refer to Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

 

Response to comment LO175-25  
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 
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