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Response to comment OR108-1  
This is a program-level EIR. 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. Accordingly, 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 is not intended to be a NEPA environmental impact statement; 
however, all of the alternatives are analyzed at an equal level of detail as 
under NEPA. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-2  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment OR108-3  
Please refer to Master Responses 2, 3 and 4; response to comment 
OR108-1; and responses to comments OR108-7 through OR108-113, 
below. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-4  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-1. 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.  



 

 

Response to comment OR108-5  

Please refer to responses to comment OR108-1, OR108-4, and OR108-7 
through OR108-13. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-6  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-4. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-7 
The Delta Stewardship Council is the CEQA lead agency with regard to 
the Delta Plan, which it proposes to adopt and carry out pursuant to Water 
Code section 85300. A Notice of Preparation was sent to all responsible, 
trustee and interested public agencies, including San Joaquin County on 
December 10, 2010. The comment period on the NOP was from 
December 10, 2010, to January 28, 2011, and scoping meetings were held 
on January 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, and 26 of 2011. No agency that requested to 
meet with the Delta Stewardship Council during scoping was denied an 
opportunity to meet. Please refer to Master Response 2. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-8 
Please refer to Master Response 1. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-9  
Please refer to Master Response 2. The EIR describes existing conditions 
in Sections 3 through 21 of the DEIR including declining conditions in the 
Delta, such as deteriorating water quality in Section 4.3.2.1, Factors 
Affecting the Delta Ecosystem. The comment on outcome performance 
measure is a comment on the project, not the EIR. Furthermore, this 
outcome performance measure in the November 2012 Final Draft Delta 
Plan does not contain any references to CVPIA.  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-10 
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 alternative, the Revised Project, was 
analyzed in the RDEIR. Please refer to Master Response 3.  



 

 

Response to comment OR108-11 
Please refer to Master Responses 1 and 3. The impacts of the proposed 
Delta Plan on agriculture are discussed in EIR Section 7, Agriculture and 
Forestry Resources. Economic impacts are not effects on the environment 
under CEQA, and are not analyzed in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 
15064(e) and 15131). 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 DEIR and RDEIR Sections 22 and 23. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-12  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Please refer to Master 
Response 1. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-13  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The coequal goals must 
be achieved in a manner that protects and enhances the unique cultural, 
recreational, natural resource, and agricultural values of the Delta as an 
evolving place (Water Code § 85054). Please refer to Master Response 1 
and Final Draft Delta Plan, Chapter 5. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-14  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-13. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-15  
Neither the Delta Reform Act nor the Delta Plan affects water rights 
(Water Code §§ 85031, 85032(i)). Similarly, the SWRCB’s update of the 
flow objectives will not directly affect water rights. 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. 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 DEIR and RDEIR Sections 22 and 23. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-16  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-15. Conveyance options are 
currently being studied in detail by the agencies and interested parties 
preparing the BDCP and the related EIR/EIS. The Delta Plan does not 
contain any policies regarding conveyance, and there are no policies or 
recommendations linking conveyance options with water transfers. The 
Delta Plan, as described in Section 2A of the Draft Program EIR, would 
encourage water transfers that are consistent with the Delta Plan. In 
particular, WR R3 in the Revised Project (which is similar to WR R5 in 
the Fifth Staff Draft of the Delta Plan) addresses compliance with existing 
legal requirements that govern applications for a new water right or a new 
or changed point of diversion, place of use, or purpose of use. Thus, the 
SWRCB must evaluate such applications for consistency with the 
constitutional principle of reasonable and beneficial use; Water Code 
sections 85021, 85023, 85031; and other provisions of California law. 
This recommendation does not change existing requirements that govern 
the affected transfers, including compliance with wheeling statues, if 
applicable.  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-17  
Please refer to Master Response 2. Air quality impacts are analyzed in 
Section 9, Air Quality, of the DEIR and RDEIR. The Delta Plan is not a 
federal action; therefore a Clean Air Act conformity analysis is not 
required. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-18  
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.  



 

 

Response to comment OR108-19  
The temporary water transfer exemption was created by the Legislature in 
Water Code section 1729. Please refer to Master Response 1. 

Response to comment OR108-20  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-4 and Master Response 2. 
The projects named in the Delta Plan and mentioned in the comment are 
anticipated to be encouraged by the Delta Plan, but the Delta Stewardship 
Council is not the lead agency for these projects. The lead agency for 
BDCP is the Department of Water Resources, and the lead agency for 
setting flow criteria is the State Water Resources Control Board. 
Nevertheless, this EIR thus makes a good faith effort to analyze the 
reasonably foreseeable impacts of activities likely to be influenced or 
encouraged by the Delta Plan, consistent with CEQA’s information 
disclosure mandate.  



 

 

Response to comment OR108-21  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-22  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-15. 

Response to comment OR108-23  
The comment does not specify how the Delta Plan would degrade wetland 
and coastal resources. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-24  
This EIR is not intended to be a NEPA environmental impact statement; 
however, all of the alternatives are analyzed at an equal level of detail as 
under NEPA. Please refer to Master Response 2. 

Response to comment OR108-25  
Compliance with the public trust doctrine is required by the Delta Reform 
Act, as recognized in Water Code sections 85022(c)(3) and 85032(h). 
Please see EIR Sections 2A, 2B and 3. Please refer to Master Response 1. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-26  
Nothing in the Delta Plan precludes reasonable, continued agricultural 
operations pursuant to San Joaquin County’s right-to-farm ordinance. 
Compliance with the Delta Plan applies only to covered actions, as 
described in Section 2.1.2 of the Draft Program EIR. Please refer to 
Master Response 1. Continuing agricultural operations would be classified 
as covered actions only if the activities require a lease, permit, license, 
certificate, or other entitlement for use by one or more public agencies. 
The Delta Plan itself would not affect the ability of farmers to continue 
agricultural operations absent the introduction of a new activity that also 
triggers public agency review and approval. Even if CEQA review were 
triggered, covered action status would apply only to projects that have a 
significant impact on achievement of one or both of the coequal goals or 
the implementation of government-sponsored flood control programs to 
reduce risks to people, property, and State interests in the Delta, as defined 
in Water Code Section 85057.5(a)(4). The potential for ecosystem 
restoration to convert farmland is analyzed in EIR Section 7, Agriculture 
and Forestry Resources, of the DEIR and RDEIR.  

Response to comment OR108-27  
The Final Draft Delta Plan, which is the Revised Project analyzed in the 
Recirculated Draft Program EIR, contains more policies and 
recommendations to maintain Delta agricultural resources than the Fifth 
Staff Draft Delta Plan analyzed in the DEIR. Impacts on Agriculture and 
Forestry Resources are analyzed in DEIR and RDEIR Section 7. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-28  
Please refer to responses to comments OR108-26 and OR108-27. With 
regard to invasive weeds, insects, diseases, and rodents that could be 
detrimental to agriculture and lead to conversion of adjacent or nearby 
agricultural lands to other uses, mitigation measures proposed as part of 
future ecosystem restoration projects (Mitigation Measure 7-1 requires 
implementation of invasive species management measures, such as 
acquisition of easements, and using buffers and control of invasive species 
to protect agricultural uses). Water Code Section 85302(e) requires that 
the Delta Plan contain measures that promote a healthy Delta ecosystem, 
including reducing the risk of take and harm from invasive species. Policy 
ER P5 of the Final Draft Delta Plan implements this requirement. 
Recommendations RR R2 and RR R3 suggest funding mechanisms to 
finance local flood management activities. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-29  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-26. 

Response to comment OR108-30  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment OR108-31  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment OR108-32  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment OR108-33  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment OR108-34  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Please refer to response 
to comment OR108-18. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-35  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-36  
As described in Section 1 of the EIR, the study area includes "areas 
outside of the Delta that use Delta water," such as the service area of the 
SWP and CVP that divert Delta water from intakes in the Delta. The 
hydrologic areas presented in the Draft Program EIR are based upon the 
hydrologic basins used by the Department of Water Resources in 2009 
Water Plan Update, including the "Tulare Lake Hydrologic Region" in the 
California Water Plan Update 2009 (DWR 2009a). This hydrologic area is 
described as "essentially a closed basin because surface water drains north 
into the San Joaquin River only in years of extreme rainfall" (DWR 
2009a). 

Response to comment OR108-37  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-38  
The Draft Program EIR is using this spelling of "appendixes." 

Response to comment OR108-39  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment OR108-40  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-41  
Please refer to Master Response 1. 

Response to comment OR108-42  
The project description of the proposed Delta Plan includes both 
floodplain expansion and floodway expansion, as described in subsection 
2.2.4.1 of the RDEIR. 

Response to comment OR108-43  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment OR108-44  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment OR108-45  
The proposed Delta Plan expands the definition of participation in flood 
insurance program from the definition under Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA). FEMA requires flood insurance for areas 
that are subject to inundation in a 100-year event. Recommendation RR 
R8 encourages mandatory participation in flood insurance programs in 
flood prone areas. The term "flood-prone" is described in the Final Draft 
Delta Plan as all properties in the Delta (the Delta was declared by the 
Legislature to be "inherently flood-prone" in 1992 (Public Resources Code 
section 29704)) (Final Draft Delta Plan, p. 259). The Delta Plan also 
encourages increased protection of floodways and floodplains and 
programs to reduce the risk to life and property from floods in the Delta. 

Response to comment OR108-46  
The sentence referred to in this comment on page 2A-49 provides a 
description of the Department of Water Resources (DWR) FloodSAFE 
2011 report, "A Framework for Department of Water Resources 
Investments in Delta Integrated Flood Management." DWR presented 
recommendations for flood management (page 8 of the DWR report). 
These recommendations are summarized on page 2A-49 of the Draft 
Program EIR. The Delta Plan would encourage other agencies to fund 
projects to meet the coequal goals. 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 OR108-47  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Other alternatives considered in 
the EIR include different priorities. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-48  
The use of stockpiling materials and existing stockpiling locations would 
not be a covered action under the Delta Plan. Establishment of new 
locations for stockpiling materials could be a covered action. 

Response to comment OR108-49  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-50  
The proposed Delta Plan discussion on page 2A-55 of the RDEIR assumes 
that new buildings would be constructed in accordance with existing 
regulatory requirements, including flood protection criteria established by 
the local and regional agencies to comply with Federal Emergency 
Management Agency criteria. This could be accomplished in Legacy 
Towns through flood-proofing designs, including raising the elevation of 
the first residential floor above the 100-year flood elevation. 

Response to comment OR108-51  
Please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment OR108-52  
The "Lower San Joaquin River Bypass" is included in Table 2B-1 for a 
Delta Ecosystem Project on page 2B-6 of the RDEIR. 

Response to comment OR108-53  
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. Please see DEIR and 
RDEIR Section 3. 

Response to comment OR108-54  
Comment noted, however, the text was not modified because the level of 
detail provided in the EIR is adequate for the programmatic analysis. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-55  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-56  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-57  
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

Response to comment OR108-58  
As described in Section 4 of the EIR, although projects encouraged by the 
Delta Plan are not likely to conflict with adopted HCPs, NCCPs, or other 
conservation plans, they could conflict with local policies or ordinances, 
or could affect the availability of land for mitigation actions by 
conservation plan permit holders, and are thus considered significant. 
Future site-specific environmental analyses conducted at the time specific 
projects are proposed by lead agencies will address those impacts, once 
sufficient information is available to support such an analysis. 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 OR108-59  
Comment noted, however, the text was not changed because the comment 
is addressed by other provisions in Mitigation Measure 5-4. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-60 
Comment noted. The suggested measure is already under enforcement by 
Department of Water Resources, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and the 
Central Valley Flood Protection Board, as is thus sufficiently covered by 
these responsible agencies. 

Response to comment OR108-61 
The information in the EIR referred to in this comment is based on the 
referenced 2006 report, Safeguarding the Golden State: Preparing for 
Catastrophic Events, which summarized the four phases of emergency 
management: preparation, response, recovery, and mitigation (Little 
Hoover Commission 2006). 

Response to comment OR108-62 
The information in the EIR referred to in this comment is based on the 
referenced 2006 report, Safeguarding the Golden State: Preparing for 
Catastrophic Events, which summarized the four phases of emergency 
management: preparation, response, recovery, and mitigation (Little 
Hoover Commission 2006). 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-63  
Comment noted. The suggested measure is already under enforcement by 
Department of Water Resources, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the 
Central Valley Flood Protection Board, as is thus sufficiently covered by 
these responsible agencies. 

Response to comment OR108-64  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-65 
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-66  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-67  
Impacts on emergency response are analyzed in Section 17 of the DEIR 
and RDEIR. 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 OR108-68  
The mitigation measures provide for flood prevention for new facilities 
constructed within the floodplains. 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 OR108-69  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-68, 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-70  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-68. 

Response to comment OR108-71  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-67. 

Response to comment OR108-72  
Comment noted, however, text was not changed because the comment is 
addressed by Recommendations RR R2 and RR R3 in the Delta Plan, as 
well as other provisions contained in Mitigation Measure 5-4. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-73  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-74  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-75  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-76  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-77  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-78  
Please refer to Master Response 1. 

Response to comment OR108-79  
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

Response to comment OR108-80  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment OR108-81  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment OR108-82  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-83  
Comment noted. The term "septic tanks" is used in CEQA guidelines and 
in this EIR, as well as the term "septic system." These terms are the same 
as the term "onsite wastewater treatment systems" used by most State 
agencies. 

Response to comment OR108-84  
The portion of the onsite wastewater treatment system that is affected by 
soil characteristics is related to the water disposal function of the system. 
Therefore, the text has not been changed. 

Response to comment OR108-85  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-84. 

Response to comment OR108-86  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-83. 

Response to comment OR108-87  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-83. 

Response to comment OR108-88  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-83. 

Response to comment OR108-89  
Please refer to responses to comments OR108-83 and OR108-84. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-90  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-83. 

Response to comment OR108-91  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-83. 

Response to comment OR108-92  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-83. 

Response to comment OR108-93  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-83. 

Response to comment OR108-94  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-83. 

Response to comment OR108-95  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-83. 

Response to comment OR108-96  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 of the 
FEIR. 

Response to comment OR108-97  
As described on page 2A-56, financing would rely upon other agencies to 
authorize or to establish mechanisms for the development of funding 
and/or collection of funds, steps which would not result in changes in 
physical conditions in the environment in addition to those that are already 
discussed and analyzed in the EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-98  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-99  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-100  
Please refer to responses to comments OR108-99 and 108-104. 

Response to comment OR108-101  
Impacts on Population and Housing are analyzed in EIR Section 16. 
Although different population segments may have unique characteristics 
and may experience different types of social and economic impacts, the 
secondary impacts to the physical and natural environment are expected to 
be less than significant regardless of the characteristics of the affected 
population. As described in Section 16, some relocation may occur for 
some types of projects but relocation is not expected to result in secondary 
environmental impacts. Hardships from relocation may be greater for 
some populations than for others, but those hardships are not 
environmental impacts under CEQA. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-102  
Please refer to Master Response 1. 

Response to comment OR108-103  
Please refer to response to comment OR108-104. 

Response to comment OR108-104  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment OR108-105  
The statement on page 20-12, Lines 29-35, of the Draft Program EIR 
provides a summary of information included in a previous document for 
the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project, which is an analogous project 
used as an example to illustrate the types of effects that could occur. 
Projects encouraged by the Proposed Project and alternatives would be 
required to comply with current federal, state, and local regulations which 
generally do not allow on-site disposal of non-soil materials. Therefore, 
the potential impacts on solid waste facilities were found to be significant. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-106 
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

Response to comment OR108-107 
Please refer to Master Response 1. 

Response to comment OR108-108  
Please refer to Master Response 1. 

Response to comment OR108-109  
Please refer to Master Response 1. The cumulative impacts of the BDCP 
on agricultural resources are discussed in EIR Subsection 23. 

Response to comment OR108-110  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. Growth Inducing 
Impacts are analyzed in EIR Subsection 24. 

Response to comment OR108-111  
Please refer to Master Response 3. 



 

 

Response to comment OR108-112  
In the San Luis Drainage Area, the soils may not be able to support long-
term vegetation without supplemental water supplies. However, in other 
areas of California, such as the Delta, fallowed and retired agricultural 
lands do support a wide range of vegetation without irrigation. 

Response to comment OR108-113  
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. Alternative 2 would result in the 
greatest reduction in the availability of Delta water supplies compared to 
the other alternatives evaluated in the EIR; therefore, the water supply 
options to replace the reduced Delta water supplies would be less for 
Alternative 2 than the other alternatives. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 
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