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Response to comment LO201-1  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment LO201-2  
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 quantitative 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 and to identify program-level mitigation 
measures. Impacts on each of the potentially affected resources areas are 
analyzed at a program level in Sections 3 through 21 of this EIR. Please refer 
to Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO201-3  
As described in subsection 3.4.3.2.1 of the Draft Program EIR, 
implementation of the Delta ecosystem restoration actions proposed in the 
Delta Plan, including changes to the SWRCB water quality and flow 
objectives and criteria and Delta ecosystem restoration, would benefit native 
species that evolved with the natural flow regime that the objectives would 
seek to emulate but would result in significant adverse site-specific impacts 
to water quality due to the potential for sediment disturbance, the 
introduction of biocides, and changes in salinity. Accordingly, please refer 
to text changes to this impact discussion shown in Section 5. 
Recommendation WQ R8 in the Delta Plan recommends the State Water 
Resources Control Board, San Francisco Bay and Central Valley Regional 
Water Quality Control Boards to complete their regulatory processes, 
research, and monitoring for water quality improvement, including 
methylmercury. Please refer to response to comment LO201-36. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-4  
The proposed Delta Plan encourages development of local and regional 
water supplies, including water use efficiency, water recycling, 
desalination, and groundwater conjunctive use programs to meet water 
demands projected in existing general plans. The Delta Plan also 
encourages development of local and regional water supplies in response 
to increased salinity in the Delta due to implementation of reliable water 
supply, Delta ecosystem restoration, improved water quality, and flood 
risk reduction actions. Please also refer to Master Response 5. 

Response to comment LO201-5  
The proposed Delta Plan analyzed in this EIR consists of the entire Delta 
Plan, including all policies, recommendations, and performance measures. 
Please refer to Master Response 1. Likewise, each alternative is 
considered to be an alternative plan and is analyzed in its entirety. The 
cumulative impacts analysis in Section 22 of the EIR likewise assumes 
that the proposed Delta Plan and each of the alternatives would be 
implemented in full. 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-6  
Please refer to response to comment LO201-2 and Master Response 4. 
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 LO201-7  
Please see the analyses in Sections 3 and 20 of the RDEIR. 

Response to comment LO201-8  
Comment noted.  



 

 

Response to comment LO201-9  
Comment noted.  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-10 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO201-11 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO201-12 
The proposed Delta Plan recognizes that projects in the Suisun Marsh 
must obtain approvals and/or permits from the San Francisco Bay 
Conservation and Development Commission and San Francisco Bay 
Regional Water Quality Control Board that consider changes in water 
quality of the receiving waters in accordance with appropriate regulations. 
Because the Delta Stewardship Council cannot direct the construction of 
specific projects, nor would such projects be implemented under the direct 
authority of the Council, the Delta Plan can encourage, but not require, 
proponents of activities in Suisun Marsh to consult with these agencies 
early in the planning process. The lead agencies for future projects that are 
encouraged by the Delta Plan will be responsible for ensuring that the 
projects comply with applicable laws and regulations, and that the 
projects’ significant effects on the environment are mitigated to a less-
than-significant level if feasible.  

Response to comment LO201-13 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. With respect to Section 20, 
please see the response to comment LO201-7. 

Response to comment LO201-14  
The text on page 2A-61 of the Draft Program EIR is related to comments 
received during the EIR scoping process in December 2010 and January 
2011. The text on page 2A-64 is related to comments received on the 
Third and Fourth Staff Draft Delta Plans. Mitigation measures for the 
significant environmental effects of the proposed Delta Plan are identified 
in Section 3 of the EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-15 
The EIR assumes that the differences between the alternatives discussed in 
this comment would result in less emphasis on expansion of Delta 
ecosystem restoration under Alternative 1A compared to the Revised 
Project because Alternative 1A delays and makes less certain the 
establishment of Delta water flow criteria (for more natural flows) and 
Delta flow and water quality objectives to protect Delta ecosystem 
resources. 

Response to comment LO201-16 
According to the Department of Water Resources, construction was 
initiated when earth fill was placed within the boundaries of the Dutch 
Slough restoration projects.  

Response to comment LO201-17 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO201-18 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO201-19  
Please see Master Response 3. Given the reduced number and magnitude 
of actions under the Alternative 1A to improve the current conditions or 
arrest further decline, on balance the overall adverse impacts on water 
resources resulting from Alternative 1A would be greater than those under 
the Proposed Project or the Revised Project, even though temporary 
impacts from construction might be fewer. 

Response to comment LO201-20  
Comment noted. The text in the EIR is based on a review of information 
in the cited references. 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-21  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO201-22  
The reference is on page 3-102 of the Draft Program EIR. 

Response to comment LO201-23  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-24  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO201-25  
The value of water supplied by Contra Costa Water District in Table 3-9 
of the Draft Program EIR has been amended by replacing "59" with "100." 

Response to comment LO201-26  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-27 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO201-28  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO201-29  
Please refer to response to comment LO201-3. 

Response to comment LO201-30  
As stated in Section 3 of the EIR, project-level impacts from construction 
and long-term operation would be addressed in future site-specific 
environmental analysis conducted at the time such projects are proposed 
by lead agencies. However, because reliable water supply projects 
encouraged by the Revised Project could result in the potential violation of 
water quality standards due to construction activities and operation of 
facilities that would disturb the water chemistry and liberate certain 
pollutants in waterways, the potential impacts are considered significant. 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-31  
The significant environmental effects of water supply reliability projects, 
including reservoirs and other storage projects, are discussed in Sections 3 
through 21 of this EIR. These analyses are based on a review of the 
impacts of different types of reservoir and storage projects, not just Los 
Vaqueros reservoir. Analogous information from referenced EIRs and 
EISs were used to provide information about potential impacts and 
mitigation measures, including: the DWR Surface Water Storage 
Investigation, which includes the North-of-the-Delta Offstream Storage 
Investigation (aka Sites Reservoir), Los Vaqueros Reservoir Project 
(Phase 2), and the Upper San Joaquin River Basin Storage Investigation 
Plan (aka Temperance Flat Reservoir) (DPEIR p. 3-77). 

Response to comment LO201-32  
The text referred to in this comment concerns the results of the Lower 
Yuba River Accord EIR. This EIR concludes that reliable water supply 
actions encouraged by the proposed Delta Plan would have significant 
environmental effects. 

Response to comment LO201-33  
Please refer to response to comment LO201-3. 

Response to comment LO201-34  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment LO201-35  
The discussion of Suisun Marsh restoration in this EIR describes the 
mitigation measures that were identified for that project. 

Response to comment LO201-36  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR.  



 

 

Response to comment LO201-37  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO201-38  
Please refer to response to comment LO201-4 and Master Response 5.  

Response to comment LO201-39  
The proposed Delta Plan encourages all dischargers, including those that 
are responsible for agricultural runoff and discharges, to improve water 
quality through either reduction in runoff or implementation of water 
treatment facilities as described in WQ R1, WQ R3, WQ R7, WQ R8, and 
WQ R10. 

Response to comment LO201-40  
Please refer to responses to comment LO201-3 and Master Response 5. 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-41  
The discussion in the paragraph cited in this comment is related to the 
Davis-Woodland Water Supply. The threshold referred to in the comments 
was not used in this EIR 

Response to comment LO201-42  
Please refer to responses to comments LO201-4 and LO201-38. 

Response to comment LO201-43  
Please refer to response to comment LO201-3. 

Response to comment LO201-44  
Low dissolved oxygen issues are discussed in subsection 3.3.3.2 of the 
EIR. 

Response to comment LO201-45  
The water quality impact analysis in Subsection 3.4.3.2.1 of this EIR 
addresses increased bioavailability of contaminants due to ecosystem 
restoration actions. 

Response to comment LO201-46  
The information presented in Section 4 of the EIR on Altered Flow 
Regime is supported by the references cited in the paragraph referred to in 
the comment. 

Response to comment LO201-47  
Please see Response to Comment LO201-8. 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-48  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-49  
The impact assessment related to salinity and methylmercury is primarily 
discussed in Section 3 of the EIR with references in subsection 4.3.2.1.8 
and 4.3.2.1.10. Please see the response to comment LO201-3. 

Response to comment LO201-50  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO201-51  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO201-52  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment LO201-53  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment LO201-54  
As described on page 2A-39, Lines 38 through 40, of the Draft Program 
EIR, it is anticipated that implementation of updated water quality and 
flow objectives by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) 
under the Proposed Project 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. The 
EIR determines that while such change could reduce water supply 
reliability, the local and regional self-reliance encouraged under the Delta 
Plan would prevent environmental impacts related to reduced water 
supplies (RDPEIR at 3-9). Master Response 5 discusses the ability of such 
projects to meet demand and the impacts of the encouraged changes in 
flow. 

Response to comment LO201-55  
Please refer to response to comment LO201-7. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-56  
Comment noted. The suggested measure would be implemented, as 
appropriate, as part of the project-level CEQA review and permitting 
process required of a given project proponent. In other words, the 
suggested measure is a recitation of what the law already requires and will 
require at the project-specific level. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-57 
Please refer to the response to comment LO201-4 and Master Response 5. 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-58  
The text on page 4-86, Line 14, of the Draft Program EIR, has been 
amended by adding the following requirement to Mitigation Measure 4.5: 
"Prior to implementation, consult with agencies that have adopted or are 
developing HCP/NCCP to avoid potential conflicts." 



 

 

Response to comment LO201-59  
Please refer to response to comment LO201-7. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a – 
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