LO199 City of Sacramento

Response to comment LO199-1
Comment noted.



Response to comment LO199-2

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. Users of CVVP water in the Delta watershed
could be affected if the SWRCB changes Delta outflow requirements in a
manner that changes CVP water supply availability. The proposed Delta
Plan also encourages the increased use of local and regional water
supplies, water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater
conjunctive use programs to meet water demands projected to be required
to accommodate the development called for in existing general plans.



Response to comment LO199-3

As amended in the Final Draft Delta Plan, recommendation WR R3 now
recommends that the SWRCB evaluate all applications and petitions for a
new water right or a new or changed point of diversion, place of use, or
purpose of use that would result in new or increased long-term average use
of water from the Delta watershed for consistency with the constitutional
principle of reasonable and beneficial use and other provisions of
California law, including completion of applicable urban water
management plans, agricultural water management plans, and
environmental documents.

Neither the Delta Reform Act nor the Delta Plan affects 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 LO199-4

As described in the response to comment LO199-2, the proposed Delta
Plan encourages the increased use of local and regional water supplies,
water use efficiency and water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use
programs in areas with adequate groundwater aquifers, all in order to meet
water demands projected in existing general plans. Due to the need to
implement local and regional water supplies throughout the study area,
including the Delta watershed, there would be significant impacts
associated with construction and operation of those new water supplies, as
described in the EIR.

Response to comment LO199-5

As described in this comment, the analysis of the impacts of the proposed
Delta Plan and the alternatives due to greenhouse gas emissions, RDEIR
Section 21, concludes that use of local and regional water supplies to
reduce reliance on the Delta would result in significant impacts.



Response to comment LO199-6
Please refer to response to comment LO199-3 and Master Response 1.



Response to comment LO199-7

Please refer to Master Response 1. 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.

Response to comment LO199-8

Social and economic impacts are not effects on the environment under
CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §8 15064(e)
and 15131). Please refer to Master Response 2. Chapter 8 of the Final
Draft Delta Plan, Funding Principles to Support the Co-Equal Goals, is
part of the project that is analyzed in this EIR.



Response to comment LO199-9

The Final Draft Delta Plan (recommendation WQ R4) encourages the
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board to complete the
Central Valley Drinking Water Policy by July 2013, with implementation
to follow, as described in Appendix C of this EIR. This schedule is more
aggressive than under Alternative 1B.



Response to comment LO199-10

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance.

Response to comment LO199-11
Impacts to aquatic resources are discussed in Section 4 of the EIR.

Response to comment LO199-12

Delta salinity is influenced by many factors, including discharges, changes
in Delta flow patterns, tidal dynamics that can be affected by expansion of
open water areas in the Delta, and sea level rise. Due to the programmatic
nature of the EIR, a quantitative analysis of the conditions was not
conducted.

Response to comment LO199-13

The text cited by the commenter presents a summary of water quality
conditions only. Appendix D of the EIR includes many of the regulations
related to pesticide use.



Response to comment LO199-14

Impacts to biological resources, including wetlands, are discussed in
Section 4 of the EIR.

Response to comment LO199-15

The environmental impacts of constructing and operating water quality
improvement projects are analyzed in Sections 3 through 21 of this EIR.
See response to comment LO199-16.

Response to comment LO199-16

Impacts associated with implementation of water quality improvement
actions encouraged by the proposed Delta plan and the alternatives related
to energy, greenhouse gas emissions, water quality, and biological
resources are described in Sections 24, 21, 3, and 4, respectively.

Response to comment LO199-17

The Final Draft Delta Plan (recommendations WQ R8, WQ R11, WQ R12
encourage the development and implementation of TMDLs, as described
in Appendix C of the EIR, within a more aggressive schedule than under
Alternative 1B.

Response to comment LO199-18

Sediment impacts as a result of facility construction are described in
Sections 4 and 11 of the EIR. Mitigation measures are identified in
Sections 4 and 11; however, these environmental impacts would remain
significant because implementation and enforcement of these mitigation
measures would be within the responsibility and jurisdiction of public
agencies other than the Council. Please refer to Master Response 4.



Response to comment LO199-19

As described in Section 2B of the Draft Program EIR, the Delta
Stewardship Council does not propose or contemplate directly authorizing
any physical activities, including but not limited to construction or
operation of infrastructure. 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 would be under the
jurisdiction and authority of the agencies that will propose them in the
future and conduct future environmental review. Without specific details
of future projects, it is not possible for the Delta Stewardship Council to
develop quantitative thresholds of significance, conduct site-specific
guantitative analyses, and design site-specific mitigation measures.
Accordingly, in the absence of specific proposed physical projects, 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 at a program level in Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR. This
EIR does, moreover, as the commenter suggests, analyze categories of
projects based on completed environmental review documents prepared
for each type of project, when available. For example, Suisun Marsh
Habitat Management, Preservation, and Restoration Plan EIS/EIR was
considered when evaluating potential programmatic impacts associated
with wetlands restoration. Please refer to Master Response 2.



Response to comment LO199-20

Please refer response to comment LO199-19 and to Master Responses 2
and 4.
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