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Response to comment LO188-1  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment LO188-2  
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO188-3  
The Final Draft Delta Plan, which was analyzed in the Recirculated Draft 
PEIR, includes performance measures to help gauge the Plan’s furtherance 
of the coequal goals. 

Response to comment LO188-4  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment LO188-5  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Several Delta Plan 
policies and recommendations promote conservation and efficiency, 
including WR P1, WR R1, WR R2, WR R6, and WR R8.  

Response to comment LO188-6  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment LO188-7  
Please see response to comment LO188-5 regarding the Delta Plan’s 
promotion of conservation and efficiency. Because the EIR concludes that 
the Delta Plan would not have a significant impact related to reduced or 
altered water supply, it does not include associated mitigation measures.  

  



 

 

Response to comment LO188-8  
Please refer to Master Response 4. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO188-9  
Please refer to response to comment LO188-5. 

Response to comment LO188-10 
The policies and recommendations set out in Chapter 4 of the Delta Plan 
all encourage projects to protect, restore, and enhance the Delta 
ecosystem. As described in Section 2A of the EIR and in Master 
Response 1, the Delta Plan does not mandate any particular actions; 
instead the Delta Plan, and the requirement that covered actions be 
consistent with the Delta Plan, encourages the implementation of projects. 
As described in Master Response 2, the EIR assumes, as CEQA requires, 
that the Delta Plan will be successful and that its policies and 
recommendations will be implemented. The No Project Alternative, the 
impacts of which are analyzed in sections 3 through 21 of the EIR, 
represents the effects of inaction. 

Response to comment LO188-11  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO188-12  
Potential conditions that could occur with climate change are discussed in 
Section 21 of the EIR. As described on page 21-34 of the Draft Program 
EIR, other studies have projected that many areas within the western Delta 
and Suisun Marsh that are currently within the 100-year flood level would 
be more frequently inundated due to sea level rise and climate change. It is 
not anticipated that the USACE and Central Valley Flood Protection 
Board would change the current policies that prohibit construction within 
the Yolo Bypass floodway in response to climate change. 

Response to comment LO188-13  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. The comment calling for state 
of the art fish screens is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment LO188-14  
The EIR analyzes the impacts of the implementation of the Delta Plan. 
The conditions that presently necessitate fish screens are not a result of the 
Delta Plan and thus are not analyzed or mitigated in the EIR. The 



recommendation regarding the Delta Plan is a comment on the project, not on the 
EIR. 

Response to comment LO188-15  
"Action 9" on page 2A-38 of the Draft Program EIR is a direct citation from 
page 54 of the "Conservation Strategy for Restoration of the Sacramento-San 
Joaquin Delta Ecological Management Zone and the Sacramento and San Joaquin 
Valley Regions." 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO188-16  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment LO188-17  
The EIR discusses the state’s antidegradation policy at page 2A-41.  

Response to comment LO188-18  
Water quality objectives for Mud Slough are discussed on page D-5 of 
Appendix D. 

Response to comment LO188-19  
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 LO188-20  
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. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO188-21  
The Area of Origin laws and the Delta Protection Act of 1959 have been 
added to Appendix D of the EIR. 

Response to comment LO188-22  
Please refer to Master Response 1. 

Response to comment LO188-23  
The reliable water supply subsection of each of sections 3 through 21 of 
the EIR concerns the impacts of water supply reliability projects. 

Response to comment LO188-24  
The EIR’s description of the project’s environmental setting includes 
sufficient detail and quantification for program-level analysis. The DEIR 
considers the Delta Plan’s potential contribution to climate change in 
Chapter 21, but does not analyze in detail the effects of climate change on 
the existing environment. Climate change is a global phenomenon whose 
impacts cannot be attributed to any single project; thus CEQA does not 
require detailed analysis of such impacts in the EIR, which considers the 
physical impacts of the Delta Plan. 

Response to comment LO188-25  
The level of detail provided in the EIR’s maps is adequate for the Program 
EIR approach, as described in Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO188-26  
The level of detail is adequate for the Program EIR approach, as described 
in Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO188-27  
Comment noted. The level of detail is adequate for the Program EIR 
approach, as described in Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO188-28  
Comment noted. The level of detail is adequate for the Program EIR 
approach, as described in Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO188-29  
Comment noted. The level of detail is adequate for the Program EIR 
approach because the analysis does not evaluate impacts to individual 
water agencies, as described in Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO188-30  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. The level of detail provided on 
the Monterey Agreement is sufficient for this program-level analysis. 

Response to comment LO188-31  
As described on page 2B-3 of the Draft Program EIR, analogous 
information from referenced EIRs and EISs were used to provide 
information about potential impacts and mitigation measures. The Los 
Vaqueros Reservoir Expansion Project EIR was reviewed as an example 
of an EIR that assessed both the effects from construction and on water 
quality from a reservoir operation. All reservoirs will likely be required to 
operate in a manner to meet water quality and temperature objectives 
established by the Regional Water Quality Control Board for the 
downstream waters. 

Response to comment LO188-32  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment LO188-33 
Please refer to Master Response 1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO188-34 
 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 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. 

Response to comment LO188-35 
The EIR’s analyses assume that Delta water operations will comply with 
existing requirements, including biological opinions that address X2. The 
level of detail is adequate for the Program EIR approach, as described in 
Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO188-36 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO188-37  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. Please see response to 
comment LO188-35. 

Response to comment LO188-38  
Comment noted. The level of detail is adequate for the Program EIR 
approach, as described in Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO188-39  
Selenium from the Grasslands Bypass, Mud Slough, and Salt Slough area 
are described in Section 3 of the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO188-40 
The "Recreation Proposal for the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta and 
Suisun Marsh," a key resource in developing the Delta Plan (see Final 
Draft Delta Plan at 178, 207), defined the term "Gateway" as "A 
community on the edge of the Delta or Suisun Marsh serves as a gateway, 
providing information to visitors about recreation opportunities available 
in an area and equipping them with supplies for the adventure." 

Response to comment LO188-41 
Please see response to comment LO188-34. 

Response to comment LO188-42 
Water Code Section 85302(c)(5) requires the Delta Plan to include 
measures that promote conditions conducive to meeting or exceeding the 
federal goals with respect to doubling salmon populations. The Delta Plan 
encourages the establishment of flow objectives and criteria for the Delta 
and the Delta tributaries for ecosystem improvement, the creation and 
enhancement of habitat (including active floodplains), and the reduction  
of the effects of stressors and invasive species (see EIR section 2.2.2). 
Collectively, these measures would benefit salmon and promote the 
doubling goal as required by the statute. The Draft Program EIR identifies 
potential adverse impacts to biological resources, including salmon 
populations, that could occur as a result of actions (e.g., facility 
construction) taken by others in response to the policies and goals of the 
Delta Plan. The Draft Program EIR also identifies mitigation measures 
(see section 4.4.3.6) that would help reduce these impacts to a less-than-
significant level. Because the effectiveness of these measures in every 
situation and every project under the Delta Plan is not certain, the EIR 
determines that impacts will remain significant and unavoidable. 

Response to comment LO188-43  
The level of detail is adequate for the Program EIR approach, as described 
in Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO188-44  
Please refer to Master Response 3. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO188-45  
Please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment LO188-46  
Please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment LO188-47  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO188-48  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO188-49  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO188-50 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO188-51 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

   



 

 

Response to comment LO188-52 
Portions of Contra Costa, Sacramento, San Joaquin, Solano, and Yolo 
counties are located in the Primary Zone of the Delta, and a small portion 
of Alameda County is located in the Secondary Zone of the Delta.  

Response to comment LO188-53 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO188-54 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO188-55 
Comment noted.  

Response to comment LO188-56 
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO188-57  
The term "BMP" is defined as "Best Management Practices" on page 
14-12, Line 32 of the Draft Program EIR. 

Response to comment LO188-58  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 of the 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO188-59  
The sentence on page 14-37, Line 18 of the Draft Program EIR has been 
amended by the deletion of the word "unlikely." 

Response to comment LO188-60  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO188-61  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance.  

Response to comment LO188-62 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO188-63 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO188-64 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO188-65 
The portion of this comment relating to the Delta Plan’s furtherance of the 
coequal goals is a comment on the Project, not on the EIR. Delta Plan 
recommendations DP R11, DP R12, DP R13, DP R14, DP R15, DP R16, 
and DP R17 all encourage projects to promote the recreational values of 
the Delta as a place. Ongoing projects identified in the currently adopted 
East Bay Regional Park District Master Plan are considered to be part of 
the existing conditions (also known as the baseline) for the EIR’s analysis, 
and are therefore shown as open space or public space in Section 6, Land 
Use and Planning, of the Draft Program EIR. 

Response to comment LO188-66 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO188-67  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 of the 
FEIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO188-68 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 of the 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO188-69 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance.  

Mitigation Measures 19-1 through 19-3 identify measures that could be 
implemented depending on site-specific conditions and the characteristics 
of the potential environmental impact. The lists of measures were not 
intended to identify all potential mitigation measures or restrict the use of 
other measures if they are found warranted during the review of project-
specific actions. Previous environmental documents have found these 
measures to be sufficient to reduce potential significant transportation 
impacts to less-than-significant levels. Please refer to master Response 2 
regarding the EIR’s use of analogous EIRs. 

Response to comment LO188-70 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 of the 
FEIR. 

  



 

Response to comment LO188-71 
Comment noted. 


	LO188 Contra Costa County DCD
	Response to comment LO188-1
	Response to comment LO188-2
	Response to comment LO188-3
	Response to comment LO188-4
	Response to comment LO188-5
	Response to comment LO188-6
	Response to comment LO188-7
	Response to comment LO188-8
	Response to comment LO188-9
	Response to comment LO188-10
	Response to comment LO188-11
	Response to comment LO188-12
	Response to comment LO188-13
	Response to comment LO188-14
	Response to comment LO188-15
	Response to comment LO188-16
	Response to comment LO188-17
	Response to comment LO188-18
	Response to comment LO188-19
	Response to comment LO188-20
	Response to comment LO188-21
	Response to comment LO188-22
	Response to comment LO188-23
	Response to comment LO188-24
	Response to comment LO188-25
	Response to comment LO188-26
	Response to comment LO188-27
	Response to comment LO188-28
	Response to comment LO188-29
	Response to comment LO188-30
	Response to comment LO188-31
	Response to comment LO188-32
	Response to comment LO188-33
	Response to comment LO188-34
	Response to comment LO188-35
	Response to comment LO188-36
	Response to comment LO188-37
	Response to comment LO188-38
	Response to comment LO188-39
	Response to comment LO188-40
	Response to comment LO188-41
	Response to comment LO188-42
	Response to comment LO188-43
	Response to comment LO188-44
	Response to comment LO188-45
	Response to comment LO188-46
	Response to comment LO188-47
	Response to comment LO188-48
	Response to comment LO188-49
	Response to comment LO188-50
	Response to comment LO188-51
	Response to comment LO188-52
	Response to comment LO188-53
	Response to comment LO188-54
	Response to comment LO188-55
	Response to comment LO188-56
	Response to comment LO188-57
	Response to comment LO188-58
	Response to comment LO188-59
	Response to comment LO188-60
	Response to comment LO188-61
	Response to comment LO188-62
	Response to comment LO188-63
	Response to comment LO188-64
	Response to comment LO188-65
	Response to comment LO188-66
	Response to comment LO188-67
	Response to comment LO188-68
	Response to comment LO188-69
	Response to comment LO188-70
	Response to comment LO188-71


