LO219 SRCSD

Response to comment LO219-1
Comment noted.

Response to comment LO219-2
Please refer to Master Responses 2 and 3.

Response to comment LO219-3
Please refer to Master Responses 2 and 3.



Response to comment LO219-4
Please refer to Master Response 1.

Response to comment LO219-5

This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The project analyzed in
this EIR is the proposed Delta Plan, which includes Chapter 8, Funding
Principles to Achieve the Coequal Goals. As stated on page 308 of the
Final Draft Delta Plan, “[t]he Council proposes to initiate development of
a finance plan following adoption of the Delta Plan.” The Guiding
Principles for the future finance plan are described on pages 308 to 309,
and three funding recommendations are stated on page 310. Please refer to
Master Response 2. The Delta Plan must be reviewed at least once every
five years and may be revised as the Council deems appropriate pursuant
to Water Code section 85300(c).

Response to comment LO219-6
Please refer to Master Response 1.

Response to comment LO219-7
Please refer to Master Responses 1 and 3.



Response to comment LO219-8

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 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 LO219-9
Please refer to Master Response 3.

Response to comment LO219-10
Please refer to Master Response 3.

Response to comment LO219-11

The policies and recommendations of the Fifth Staff Draft Delta Plan and
the alternatives are reproduced in Appendix C of the DEIR. The Final
Draft Delta Plan policies and recommendations are reproduced in
Appendix C of the RDEIR, and changes from the policies and
recommendations in the Fifth Staff Draft Delta Plan are shown by
underlining and strikeout.

Response to comment LO219-12

Water quality impacts are described in Section 3 of the EIR. The impacts
of actions encouraged to improve water quality are described in Sections 3
through 21 of the EIR.



Response to comment LO219-13

As defined by CEQA, a significant effect on the environment (significant impact) is
a substantial adverse change in the physical conditions within the area affected by
the project (CEQA Guidelines § 15382). This EIR analyzes significant impacts that
may occur due to implementation of the proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives,
and identifies mitigation measures to reduce these significant impacts. Continued
use of south Delta intakes by the CVP and SWP is part of the environmental
baseline pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15125(a) because it was an existing
condition at the time the Notice of Preparation for this EIR was issued.



Response to comment LO219-14

Reliable water supply is defined in the Delta Reform Act, and involves
meeting the needs for reasonable and beneficial uses of water, sustaining
the economic vitality of the State, and improving water quality to protect
human health and the environment (Water Code § 85302(d)(1)-(3)). Please
refer to Final Draft Delta Plan, Chapter 3.

Response to comment LO219-15

This EIR describes, at a program level, the significant environmental
impacts of the construction and operation of projects that may be
encouraged by the Delta Plan which also have environmental benefits,
such as Delta ecosystem restoration and water quality improvement
projects. The next comment, LO219-16, acknowledges that this is the
case.

Response to comment LO219-16
Comment noted.



Response to comment LO219-17
Please refer to response to comment LO219-15.

Response to comment LO219-18

As described in Section 21 of the EIR, actions encouraged by the proposed
Delta Plan and the alternatives would result in significant adverse impacts
associated with greenhouse gas emissions. Economic impacts are not
effects on the environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR
(CEQA Guidelines §8 15064(e) and 15131).

Response to comment LO219-19
Please refer to Master Response 1.



No comments
-n/a -



Response to comment LO219-20
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.

Response to comment LO219-21

Please refer to LO219-5. Economic impacts are not effects on the
environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA
Guidelines 88 15064(e) and 15131).

Response to comment LO219-22

Please refer to response to comment LO219-5.



Response to comment LO219-23
Please refer to response to comment LO219-5.

Response to comment LO219-24
Please refer to response to comment LO219-5.

Response to comment LO219-25

Please refer to Master Response 3. Existing water quality conditions are
described in Section 3.3 of the EIR. It is assumed that no additional
facilities or changes would occur under the No Project Alternative
compared to the existing conditions and that the water quality degradation
would continue.



Response to comment LO219-26
Please refer to responses to comments LO219-2 through LO219-25.



Response to comment LO219-27
Please refer to Master Response 3.

Response to comment LO219-28

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, sixth alternative, the Revised Project,
was analyzed in the RDEIR. The selection of alternatives was informed by
comments to the Delta Stewardship Council from agencies, organizations
and the public. Alternative 2 does not represent one specific proposal.
While there may be additional alternatives, the range analyzed in this EIR
is reasonable. Please refer to Master Responses 2 and 3.

Response to comment LO219-29

The EIR addresses the significant effects on the environment of
implementation of the proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives. As
defined by CEQA, a significant effect on the environment (significant
impact) is a substantial adverse change in the physical conditions within
the area affected by the project (CEQA Guidelines § 15382). The benefits
of a proposed project are taken into account in the statement of overriding
considerations, which is adopted if a project is approved notwithstanding
significant impacts that cannot be feasibly mitigated (Public Resources
Code § 21081(b)). Please refer to Master Response 2.

Response to comment LO219-30

Of the range of alternatives considered in the EIR, Alternative 2 would
include the most aggressive approach to water quality and to flow
objectives and criteria, which would increase Delta flows and Delta
outflow, and the most aggressive approach to reducing reliance on the
Delta for areas located outside of the Delta that use Delta water diverted
from the Delta by sharply decreased water exports from the Delta and its
watershed to areas that receive Delta water (limited to a maximum of 3
million acre-feet/year). In addition, Alternative 2 would increase water
supply uncertainty because it involves fewer surface water storage
projects, such as reservoirs.



Response to comment LO219-31

The majority of the loss of agricultural land that would occur under Alternative 2
would occur due to the implementation of a reservoir in the Tulare Lake bed, as
described in Section 7 of the EIR.

Response to comment LO219-32

Alternative 2 would result in the greatest reduction in the availability of Delta water
supplies compared to the other alternatives evaluated in the EIR. Use of local and
regional water supplies, water use efficiency and conservation, and ocean
desalination are assumed to occur in all of the alternatives, including Alternative 2.
Therefore, the potential array of water supply options is less in Alternative 2 than
the other alternatives because of the large reduction in Delta supplies.

Response to comment LO219-33

As described in EIR Section 3, Impact 3-1a describes the impacts of both project
construction and project operation (see pages 3-78 and 3-79). Mitigation Measure
3-1 primarily addresses measures to reduce potential impacts associated with
construction. Section 3 (page 3-93) concludes that the effects of project operation
would remain significant.

Response to comment LO219-34
Please refer to response to comment LO219-8 and Master Response 1.



Response to comment LO219-35

Impacts associated with implementation of local and regional projects to
improve the reliability of water supplies that would be encouraged by the
Delta Plan are evaluated in Sections 3 through 24 of the EIR, including
energy use in Section 24.

Response to comment LO219-36

The sentence referred to in this comment on page 2A-26 of the DEIR
provides a description of the stressors considered by the Department of
Fish and Game Draft Conservation Strategy for Restoration of the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Ecological Management Zone and the
Sacramento and San Joaquin Valley Regions (DFG 2011, pp. 49-66).
Impacts on aquatic resources associated with implementation of these
actions related are described in Section 4 of the EIR.

Response to comment LO219-37

The reference "(DFG 2011)" included on page 2A-36, Line 33, of the
DEIR indicates that the study is the DFG Draft Conservation Strategy for
Restoration of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Ecological Management
Zone and the Sacramento and San Joaquin Valley Regions.

Response to comment LO219-38

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



Response to comment LO219-39

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

Response to comment LO219-40

Existing water quality conditions are described in Section 3.3 of the EIR.
It is assumed that no additional facilities or changes would occur under the
No Project Alternative compared to the existing conditions and that the
water quality degradation would continue.

Response to comment LO219-41

The impacts of construction and operation of wastewater treatment plants,
which are one of the types of Water Quality Improvement Projects that
would be encouraged by the Delta Plan as described in subsection
2.2.3.1.4 of the DEIR, are analyzed in each resource section of this EIR
and feasible mitigation measures are identified.

Response to comment LO219-42

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

Response to comment LO219-43

The Final Draft Delta Plan includes policy ER P5, which states: "The
potential for new introductions of, or improved habitat conditions for,
nonnative invasive species must be fully considered and avoided or
mitigated in a way that appropriately protects the ecosystem. This policy
covers a proposed action that has the reasonable probability of
introducing, or improving habitat conditions for, nonnative invasive
species." The impacts of the proposed Delta Plan related to invasive
species are discussed in Section 4 of the EIR.



Response to comment LO219-44

The impacts of predation are analyzed at a program level in Section 4 of
the EIR. Please see response to comment LO219-8.

Response to comment LO219-45

The comment refers to existing conditions, not to the potential significant
environmental effects of the proposed Delta Plan. Please refer to LO219-
13.

Response to comment LO219-46

Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of
impacts and determination of significance. While it is true that much more
is known about the impacts of habitat loss and entrainment than is known
about the effects of toxic chemicals, the USFWS identifies contaminants
as one of the factors affecting Delta smelt. Other factors identified include
water diversions and reservoir operations, changes in the Delta food web,
microcystis, climate change, and "other stressors™ such as aquatic
macrophytes, predators, and competition (USFWS 2008).

Response to comment LO219-47
Please refer to response to comment LO219-46.

Response to comment LO219-48

Please refer to response to comments LO219-8. As described in Section
4.3.2.1.8 of the DPEIR, contaminants have been identified as an important
driver of declines in ecosystem function in the current Delta and Suisun
Marsh. An unknown number of chemicals are introduced into the Delta
from a variety of sources. These include point sources such as effluents
from municipal and industrial wastewater treatment plants as well as
urban, agricultural, and industrial nonpoint sources. Proposed actions to
reduce contaminant loading contained in the Delta Plan could improve
water quality for beneficial uses.

Response to comment LO219-49
Please refer to response to comment LO219-41.



Response to comment LO219-50

Mitigation measures that could be adopted in implemented as part of
future projects are identified in Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR.
However, without specific details of future projects, it is not possible to
develop quantitative thresholds of significance and specific mitigation
measures to be implemented by other agencies, as explained in response to
comment LO219-8. Impacts associated with greenhouse gas emissions,
energy, and cumulative impacts are addressed in Sections 21, 24, and 22,
respectively.

Response to comment LO219-51

Please refer to Master Response 4. Only the lead agency and responsible
agencies for future projects will have the authority to adopt mitigation
measures.

Response to comment LO219-52

Please refer to Master Response 1.

Response to comment LO219-53
Table D-1 of the EIR has been updated.



No comments
-n/a -



No comments
-n/a -



No comments
-n/a -
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