L0231 Sacramento County

Response to comment LO231-1
Comment noted.

Response to comment LO231-2

Please refer to Master Responses 2. The definitions of the terms listed the
comment are found in the Delta Reform Act and the Delta Plan. Reliable
water supply is defined in the Delta Reform Act, for example, to include
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 LO231-3

Induced growth is acknowledged as a potential outcome of the Proposed
Project, and the environmental effects of induced growth are described in
Section 24.1.4. This section addresses "jurisdictions in the Delta, Delta
watershed, and areas outside the Delta that use Delta water," which
encompasses the entire study area.



Response to comment LO231-4

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 LO231-5
Please refer to Master Response 2.

Response to comment LO231-6
Please refer to Master Response 2.

Response to comment LO231-7
Please refer to Master Response 2.

Response to comment LO231-8

The impacts associated with implementation of the Proposed Project and
other alternatives are described in Sections 6, 3, 4, and 5 of the EIR for
land use, water resources, biological resources, and Delta flood
management, respectively.

Response to comment LO231-9
Please refer to Master Response 1.



Response to comment LO231-10

Please refer to Master Response 3. 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 LO231-11

This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Social and 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 LO231-12

Evaluation of impacts that could occur in areas located outside of the
Delta that use Delta water (defined as the service areas of the SWP and
CVP within those areas) are described in Sections 3 through 22 of the EIR.
See EIR, Figure 1-1 showing the study area. The impacts in those areas
due to the implementation of local and regional water supplies and water
quality improvement actions would be similar to implementation of
similar projects in the Delta or in the Delta watershed.

Response to comment LO231-13
Please refer to Master Response 1.



Response to comment LO231-14

This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Please refer to Master
Response 1.

Response to comment LO231-15

All of the actions discussed in subsection 2.2.1 of the Draft Program EIR
are actions that could be taken by other agencies to provide reliable water
supplies. Actions discussed in subsection 2.2.3 represent actions that could
be developed by other agencies to improve water quality.

Response to comment LO231-16

All of the actions discussed in subsection 2.2.1 of the Draft Program EIR
are actions that could be taken by other agencies to provide reliable water
supplies, including water conservation, water use efficiency, and water
storage projects. Please see Master Response 1.

Response to comment LO231-17

The EIR evaluates the use of recycled water and other actions as options
to reduce diversions of Delta water in order to reduce reliance on Delta
water. These actions should either increase or not have an effect on
instream flows that are currently dependent upon discharge of wastewater
effluent from users of Delta water because there would be more instream
flows from reduced diversions. These actions are consistent with the
SWRCB policy to use recycled water when recycled water of adequate
quality is available and the facilities are funded and approved.

Response to comment LO231-18

An emergency drought transfer would be less than one year and would be
exempt from Delta Plan consistency analysis (see Section 1 of the Draft
Program EIR) under the proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives, and
have minimal environmental analysis under existing SWRCB regulations
(SWRCB has an environmental equivalency process). The expiration date
of covered action exemptions for temporary, one-year water transfers was
extended to December 31, 2016, in the Final Delta Plan. The reliable
water supply actions considered in the EIR would be for longer periods of
time and would not be exempt.



Response to comment LO231-19

The EIR assumes that actions that would be implemented under the
proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives would be consistent with State
and federal statutes and regulations, and assumes that there would
continue to be limitations on use of grey water or recycled water for
specific uses to protect human health.

Response to comment LO231-20

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.

Response to comment LO231-21

Impacts to biological resources and agricultural resources are described in
Sections 4 and 7 of the EIR.

Response to comment LO231-22

The Delta Plan encourages the SWRCB to complete the updated Bay-
Delta Water Quality Control Plan flow objectives. However, only the
SWRCB has authority to set those objectives. The Delta Plan and the EIR
therefore cannot project what those objectives will be. The Delta Plan and
the sources it cites (including especially the SWRCB’s 2010 Flow Criteria
Report) explains that the flow objectives that best advance the coequal
goals will be those that bring about more natural functional flows within
and out of the Delta. See Delta Plan, pp. 136 to 142, 155, and sources cited
therein. The EIR thus assumes, consistent with CEQA, that the SWRCB
will adopt updated objectives that will advance such a flow regime. The
SWRCB held informational proceedings “to receive scientific information
from technical experts on the Delta outflows needed to protect public trust
resources. The State Water Board also received information at the
proceeding on flow criteria for inflow to the Delta from the Sacramento
and San Joaquin rivers and Delta hydrodynamics” (Flow Criteria Report,
p.7). The general assumption of a more natural flow regime is sufficient
for the EIR’s programmatic approach. The impacts of the flow objectives
are analyzed in greater, quantitative detail, in the SWRCB’s Public Draft
Substitute Environmental Document in Support of Potential Changes to
the Water Quality Control Plan for the San Francisco Bay-
Sacramento/San Joaquin Delta Estuary: San Joaquin River Flows and



Southern Delta Water Quality (December 2012). See Master Response 5 for further
discussion.

Response to comment LO231-23

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. Impacts of implementation of the proposed Delta Plan and the
alternatives on land use are discussed in Section 6 of the EIR.

Response to comment LO231-24
The impacts of potential dredging actions under the proposed Delta Plan and the
alternatives are discussed in Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR.

Response to comment LO231-25

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.



Response to comment LO231-26

Currently there are several studies underway by State and federal agencies
considering a range of methods for reoperation of SWP and CVVP
reservoirs and reoperation of reservoirs undergoing renewal of Federal
Energy Regulatory Agency permits. None of those projects have been
completed, and plans have not been selected or analyzed to a level of
detail that could be used in this EIR analysis.

Response to comment LO231-27

The recommendations of the Delta Protection Commission were
considered by the Council in the development of the Revised Project,
which is analyzed in the Recirculated Draft Program EIR.

Response to comment LO231-28

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

Response to comment LO231-29

The analysis in this EIR assumes that groundwater water supplies would
not become overdrafted because the proposed Delta Plan encourages
establishment of balanced groundwater management programs. Therefore,
it is assumed that other water supplies, including recycled water, local
water storage facilities, ocean desalination, water use efficiency and
conservation, and water transfers, would be used to meet the water
demands projected in adopted general plans. The EIR also recognizes that
portions of the agricultural areas in the San Joaquin Valley could be
fallowed or retired due to the lack of water supplies to replace reduced
water supplied from the Delta, if any. The impact assessments in Sections
3 through 21 evaluate the construction and operation of local and regional
water supplies, and conclude, in most cases, that there may be significant
and adverse impacts.

Response to comment LO231-30

The analysis evaluated potential impacts on adopted general plans and
HCP/NCCPs. The South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan has not
been adopted at this time, and is included in the cumulative impact
analysis in Section 22 of the EIR.



Response to comment LO231-31

In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 of the
FEIR. It is unduly speculative to conclude that ER P3 will effectively “use
up” all agricultural land in the Sacramento/San Joaquin Valley such that
future projects being proposed by local agencies that would convert
agricultural land would not be able to find other agricultural land to
preserve as mitigation for those projects.

Response to comment LO231-32

ER P3 requires that covered actions, other than habitat restoration, within
specific areas of the Delta demonstrate that any adverse impacts on the
opportunity for habitat restoration would be avoided or mitigated within
the Delta. This does not create a conflict with existing land use plans.
Rather, it requires mitigation if a covered action in the specified areas has
the described effect. In addition, land uses currently allowed in areas
affected by ER P3 are primarily designated as agricultural, parks and
recreation, natural preserve, public, and water. Because these existing
designations generally do not support the kinds of actions that would
require mitigation under ER P3, the EIR finds that ER P3 is unlikely to
cause significant conflicts with local land use plans in the Delta as a whole
(RDEIR p. 6-8). Nonetheless, in the absence of project-specific
information, the EIR conservatively finds this impact to be significant.

Response to comment LO231-33

The EIR evaluated the impacts of implementing the proposed Delta Plan
and the alternatives as compared to existing conditions, including existing
floodplain designations. Economic impacts are not effects on the
environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA
Guidelines 88 15064(e) and 15131). Please refer to Master Response 2.

Response to comment LO231-34

The proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives encourage a wide range of
flood emergency response and notifications procedures for residents and
visitors of the Delta, as described in Appendix C of the EIR. Impacts on
emergency response are analyzed in EIR Section 17. The EIR analysis
assumed that these actions would be implemented.



Response to comment LO231-35

As described in subsection 6.4.3.4.2 of the EIR, implementation of the proposed
Delta Plan and the alternatives would result in significant land use impacts.



Response to comment LO231-36

Economic impacts are not effects on the environment under CEQA, and
are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines 88 15064(e) and 15131).
Please refer to response to comment LO231-12 and Master Response 2.

Response to comment LO231-37

The environmental baseline for this project consists of the environmental
conditions that were present when the notice of preparation (NOP) for the
Delta Plan EIR was released. This baseline is consistent with the guidance
set forth in Section 15125(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines, which
provides that the environmental baseline is normally the conditions as they
exist when the NOP is published. The NOP for the Delta Plan was issued
on December 10, 2010, and the Sacramento County General Plan 2005—
2030 was adopted by the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors on
November 9, 2011. Thus, the policies from the Sacramento County
General Plan 2005-2030 are not part of the environmental baseline for this
project.

Response to comment LO231-38

Please refer to Master Responses 1 and 2. Social and 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 LO231-39

As described in Section 7, Agricultural and Forestry Resources, of the
Draft Program EIR (page 7-29), the adverse impacts of the Delta Plan on
agriculture in the Delta and areas outside of the Delta that use Delta water
(in the SWP and CVP service area) would be significant. 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 LO231-40

Mitigation Measure 7-1 of the EIR is specifically intended to reduce the
potential that agricultural lands would be converted to meet buffering
requirements. Among other provisions, this measure requires buffer areas
between projects and adjacent agricultural land that are sufficient to
protect and maintain land capability and agricultural operation flexibility
and that protect the feasibility of ongoing agricultural operations. This
measure also recognizes that buffers can function as drainage swales,
trails, roads, linear parkways, or other uses compatible with ongoing
agricultural operations.

Response to comment LO231-41

Comment noted. Transportation impacts are discussed in EIR Section 19.
Water Quality impacts are discussed in EIR Section 3. Agriculture impacts
are discussed in EIR Section 7.

Response to comment LO231-42
Discussions of forestry resources located in the Delta have been revised.

Response to comment LO231-43

The population and housing impact analysis was completed assuming that
the land uses allowed under existing, adopted general plans would
continue to be allowed. Specific areas to be considered for expanded
floodways or floodplains and ecosystem restoration are not identified at
this time; however, it is assumed that expanded floodways and ecosystem
restoration would primarily be located in agricultural areas where existing
and planned residential development would not be significantly affected.
Mitigation Measure 16-1 addresses both affordable housing and
replacement of existing housing. Affordable housing is defined by State
law. 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 LO231-44

The Great Delta Trails and the Central Valley Implementation Plan are not
specifically identified in the proposed Delta Plan or the alternatives. When
these programs are implemented, the portions of these programs that are
located in whole or part in the Delta would be covered actions.

Response to comment LO231-45

Transportation impacts are discussed in EIR Section 19. Please refer to
Master Response 2.

Response to comment LO231-46

The discussion of Impact 19-1a on page 19-21 of the Draft Program EIR
identified the degradation of roadways as a potential impact. Roadway
surface impacts associated with increased vehicle or heavy-equipment use
is a potential impact associated with actions encouraged by the proposed
Delta Plan and the alternatives. Mitigation Measure 19-1 requires an
assessment of roadway conditions to provide a baseline for determining
damage from increased vehicle or heavy-equipment use during project
construction. The measure also requires that repair and maintenance
actions needed to restore the road surface be identified and implemented
in consultation with roadway management authorities.

Response to comment LO231-47
Comment noted.



No comments
-n/a -
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