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Response to comment LO229-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment LO229-2 
Comment noted. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO229-3  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO229-4  
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO229-5  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO229-6 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Recommendations from 
commenters on the Fifth Staff Draft Delta Plan were considered by the 
Council in the development of the Revised Project which was analyzed in 
the Recirculated Draft Program EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO229-7  
Implementation of ER R2 under the Delta Plan is not related to 
implementation of the BDCP which is a reasonably foreseeable future 
project that is being evaluated by the Department of Water Resources as 
the CEQA lead agency. 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 of the EIR. ER R2 also does not call for the use 
of eminent domain. Accordingly, it would be inappropriately speculative 
for the EIR to address the indirect physical impacts referenced in the 
comment at this time. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO229-8  
Mitigation Measure 7-1 requires the protection of farmland equivalent in 
size to farmland removed from production with implementation of Delta 
Plan activities. It includes a provision requiring the establishment of buffer 
areas between projects and adjacent agricultural land that are sufficient to 
protect and maintain land capability and agricultural operation flexibility. 
The purpose of this measure is to recognize the potential indirect effects of 
converting agricultural lands to a nonagricultural use, including effects on 
adjacent or nearby agricultural lands. With implementation of this 
measure, where indirect effects would occur, a buffer sufficient to avoid 
causing an adverse impact on adjacent agricultural lands would be 
required. However, in response to this comment, please see text change(s) 
in Section 5 of this FEIR.  

Response to comment LO229-9  
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO229-10  
The EIR addresses drainage in several sections. The impacts associated 
with maintaining drainage systems are discussed in Section 5. The impacts 
associated with high groundwater levels that would cause further drainage 
issues are discussed in Section 11. For example, the Draft Program EIR 
described in subsection 11.5.3.2.6 that implementation of the Delta Plan 
would result in significant adverse impact of high groundwater. See also 
Master Response 2. 

Response to comment LO229-11  
 The EIR’s thresholds of significance are based on Appendix G to the 
CEQA Guidelines. Appendix G’s thresholds include XVI(d): “Have 
sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing 
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?” 
This was modified for the present EIR, as the Delta Plan is not a project 
that would be served by a water supply. Instead, it may impact suppliers’ 
ability to provide water for existing projects. Thus, the EIR considers 
whether the Delta Plan would “substantially change water supply 
availability to water users that use Delta water.” The thresholds in 
Appendix G, section II, Agricultural Resources, are used essentially in the 
form they are provided in Appendix G with only minor changes in 
wording. Please also see Master Response 2. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO229-12 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is 
being evaluated by the Department of Water Resources as the CEQA lead 
agency. 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. In addition, 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). Hence, the Delta 
Plan would be amended when the BDCP is ready for incorporation. Please 
refer to Master Response 1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO229-13 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 of the 
FEIR. There is no evidentiary basis to suggest that the EIR’s 1:1 target 
ratio is insufficient to mitigate the conversion of farmland, or that more 
than 1:1 would fully mitigate the impact to less than significant. 
Moreover, the target ratio allows local agencies to utilize a higher ratio, as 
the environmental circumstances dictate. 

Response to comment LO229-14 
The EIR concludes that the Delta Plan could have several significant 
impacts on emissions of greenhouse gases and climate change, including 
impacts 21-1a, 21-3a, 21-1b, 21-3b, 21-1c, 21-3c, 21-1d, 21-3d, 21-1e, 
and 21-3e. Please refer to Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO229-15  
As described in Section 2B of the Draft Program EIR and Master 
Response 2, 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. See also Master Response 5. 

Response to comment LO229-16  
Water transfers under the Delta Plan and other alternatives would be used 
to reduce reliance on the Delta. Energy previously used to convey water 
from the Delta to users outside of the Delta would be used to convey the 
transferred water to meet the water demands projected in the existing 
general plans. Please refer to Master Responses 2 and 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment LO229-17 
As described in subsection 21.5.3.2.1 of the EIR, implementation of 
ecosystem restoration habitat would result in significant adverse impacts 
to GHG emissions. See also response to comment LO229-15. 

Response to comment LO229-18 
Comment noted. 
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