LO186 Tuolumne County BOS

Response to comment LO186-1

Comment noted. Neither the Delta Reform Act nor the Delta Plan affect
water rights (Water Code 88 85031, 85032(i)). Please see Master
Response 5 for further discussion of the EIR’s analysis of the protections
for exiting water uses and users. These protections are included in all of
the alternatives analyzed in the EIR.

Response to comment LO186-2

Alternative 1B considered in the Draft Program EIR was developed in
response to the Ag-Urban Alternate Plan referred to in this comment, and
was considered by the Delta Stewardship Council. Please refer to Master
Response 3.



Response to comment LO186-3
Comment noted.

Response to comment LO186-4

As specified in the Delta Reform Act, the Delta Plan does not retroactively
affect previously approved plans, programs, or projects (Water Code 8§
85057.5(b)(6)-(7), 85057.5(c)). However, future projects that fit the
definition of covered actions must be carried out consistent with the Delta
Plan. Please refer to Master Response 1.

As described on page 2A-39, Lines 38 through 40, of the Draft Program
EIR and Master Response 5, it is anticipated that implementation of updated
water quality and flow objectives by the State Water Resources Control
Board (SWRCB) could increase Delta outflow, reduce current reverse flow
conditions in the south Delta, increase flows in restored Delta floodplains,
and result in a more “natural flow regime” in the Delta. Neither the Delta
Plan nor the SWRCB’s flow objectives will affect water rights. Following
the adoption of its flow objectives, the SWRCB will engage in a further
public proceeding, including complete environmental review, concerning
implementation of the objectives, which may include altering water rights.
Please see Master Response 5 for further discussion of the EIR’s analysis of
the updated flow objectives and the protections for exiting water uses and
users. Affected water users could pursue the types of water supply reliability
projects identified in Section 2.2.1 to develop alternative local supplies or to
reduce local demand.

Response to comment LO186-5

As specified in the Delta Reform Act, the Delta Plan does not retroactively
affect previously approved plans, programs, or projects (Water Code

88§ 85057.5(b)(6)-(7), 85057.5(c)). However, future projects that fit the
definition of covered actions must be carried out consistent with the Delta
Plan. Please refer to Master Response 1. In addition, the level of detail
used to address potential conflicts with local plans is appropriate for a
program-level impact analysis. According to Section 15146 of the CEQA
Guidelines, the specificity of an EIR should correspond to the degree of
specificity of the project or plan being analyzed. The Delta Plan is a
regional-level policy document and does not advocate a specific
development project or a detailed implementation plan. Thus, it would not
be possible, but rather would require inappropriate speculation, to include
a detailed analysis of potential conflicts with specific provisions of local



general plans or county coordination plans as they may be applied at specific
locations or under specific circumstances.

Response to comment LO186-6
Please refer to Master Response 1.
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proposes a more effective, comprehensive and multifaceted approach to Delta
ecosystem restoration. Please correct.

Page 22-19, Section 22.2.19. The proposed Project Policy, ER P1, unlike Alternative 1B,
calls for a “more natural flow regime” in the Sierra Nevada Ecosystem and other upstream
areas. This area includes well over one hundred small to large hydroelectric generation
facilities. Those facilities alter the pre-Gold Rush era flows by diverting and storing
water (in most cases) and generating clean, renewable, hydroelectric energy when
needed to meet California’s energy demands. The objective of a “more natural flow
regime” will result in loss of water available for that energy generation, especially within
the Sierra Nevada Ecosystem. Lost hydroelectric generation will have to be replaced
with alternate sources, most likely gas turbines, which are more expensive, less
efficient, more polluting and use a nonrenewable fuel. The complete cost in lost energy
generation capacity increases in greenhouse gas emissions, increase in energy costs to
customers and further dependence on fossil fuels should be provided in analysis of the
impact of ER P1.

Page 24-2, Section 24.1.2.1. We have raised this point numerous times. The EIR
continues to portray the Proposed Project as promoting additional local and regional
water supply projects with no supporting data within the EIR to support this claim. We
refer you to our numerous and earlier comments on this topic. Please correct this
conclusion, or provide evidence supporting the assertion.

Page 24-8, Section 24.1.3.3. These points were addressed earlier and numerous times.
Nevertheless we believe it is important to point out that (again) the EIR
mischaracterizes Alternative 1B without evidence to support conclusions. Please correct
this conclusion, or provide evidence supporting the assertion.

Page 24-17, Table 24-1. Significant unavoidable impacts of the Proposed Project will
include an increase in the cost and reliability of municipal and agricultural water
supplies to many areas within the Sierra Nevada Ecosystem due to decreased existing
supplies and a loss of new water supply project opportunities. This loss of cost effective
water supply availability will act as a deterrent to increasing agricultural irrigated lands
within this region and result in commensurate ecosystem losses as agricultural lands
are converted to other uses that can afford to pay higher water rates. Such uses are
anticipated to include a full-range of municipal customer classes.

Page 25-2, line 12-16. This text mischaracterizes the coequal goals as defined in statute.
We refer you to C.W.C. §85054. “Coequal goals means the two goals of providing a more
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culture of the County since the protection of existing water rights and water uses is of
primary importance to the County's economic and cultural well-being.

Policy 17.8  The County will work with the Jurisdictional water districts to pursue county of orlgin water
rights to provide for the avallability of sufficient water supply for continued viability of all
residential and economic endeavors in the County dependent on water consumption.

Energy

In conjunction with the construction of the New Melones Reservolr, the County was given power
generated by that hydroelectric project as a First Preference Allocation in recognition of Jts status as a
“county of origin." The power allocation partially compensated the County for the loss in tax revenues
from the land flooded by the creation of New Melones Reservoir. This allocation allows for low cost
electrical power for public agencies located in the County.

Because of the abundance of natural resources, a significant amount of renewable energy from
hydroelectric and biomass sources s produced In the County. The Board supports the continued use
and expansion of these energy sources and the development of new energy sources, including but not
limited to geothermal and solar because they are renewable and they create potential economic
development for the citizens of the County and the reglon. The Board has established the fallowing
policies concerning the use and development of energy in the County:

Policy 18.A The Couhty's first preference energy allocations should not be reduced or negatively
impacted by Agencies or by the construction and existence of transmission projects.

Policy 18.B  Existing transmission lines and easements should be used to the extent feasible to
expand or exiend energy delivery systems befare constructing new lines.

Policy 18.C  Agencles should coordinate all energy and transmission planning, construction, and
operation actions with the County.

Amendments

The TCCP Is intended to be a dynamic rather than a static document that can, and should, be updated
and changed periodically to reflect the needs and desires of the people of the County. Amendments to
the TCCP should be made as needed to address changes In soclal, economic and physical conditions
in the County.

Amendments to the TCCP may be proposed by an individual member of the Board, the Board of
Supervisors Natural Resources Committes, or County Staff. The concept for the proposed amendment
shall be scheduled for consideration by the Board and the Board shall determine if the amendment
should be processed. If the Board by majority vote decides to procesd with the proposed amendment,
the matter will be referred to the County Administrator to draft the amendment and schedule the matter
for consideration by the Board of Supervisors Nalural Resources Committee which will make a
recommendation to the Board. An amendment to the TCCP shall be adopted by resclution of the
Board after conducting a public hearing and considering all testimony presented therein.
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