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Response to comment OR94-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment OR94-2 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.  

  



 

 

Response to comment OR94-3 
Regarding the EIR’s approach to the analysis of environmental impacts, 
please refer to Master Response 2. Regarding the development, selection, 
and analysis of the range of alternatives considered in the EIR, and the 
determination of the environmentally superior alternative, please refer to 
Master Response 3.  

Response to comment OR94-4 
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

Response to comment OR94-5 
Please refer to Master Response 1. 

  



 

 

Response to comment OR94-6 
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

Response to comment OR94-7 
Please refer to Master Response 2. 

Response to comment OR94-8 
Regarding the impacts of the Delta Plan’s water supply-related policies 
and recommendations, please refer to Master Response 5. Please refer to 
the discussions of Impacts 3-2 and 3-3 in Section 3, Water Resources, 
which address the water supply available for agricultural land uses and the 
effects of implementing the Delta Plan. Section 7.4.3.1.5 on page 7-27 of 
the Draft Program EIR acknowledges that implementing projects 
encouraged by the Delta Plan could result in reduced water deliveries to 
areas outside the Delta that receive Delta water. The discussion also states 
that during some drier hydrologic conditions, deliveries to agricultural 
lands may be reduced, which could increase the fallowing of irrigated 
lands. Continuous, longer term fallowing and changes in agricultural 
practices resulting from reduced water deliveries could eventually result in 
the physical conversion of agricultural land to a nonagricultural use. 

Response to comment OR94-9 
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 
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. Delta Plan Policy ER P1 has been recategorized as 
Recommendation ER R1 and has been amended. It states that the SWRCB should 
adopt updated flow objectives for the Delta by 2014 and flow objectives for high-
priority tributaries by 2018. Under ER P1, after the flow objectives are revised, they 
will be used to determine consistency with the Delta Plan. The “Delta Ecosystem 
Restoration” subsection of each of sections 3 through 21 of the EIR analyzes the 
impacts of these and other ecosystem-related Delta Plan policies and 
recommendations. The “Water Supply Reliability” subsection of each of sections 3 
through 21 analyzes the potential environmental impacts of the Delta Plan policies 
and recommendation in furtherance of the coequal goal of providing a more reliable 
water supply for California. For further discussion of the impacts of these policies 
and recommendations, and of the ability of local and regional water projects to meet 
demand, please see Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment OR94-10 
Please refer to Master Response 5. 

Response to comment OR94-11 
Please refer to Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

Response to comment OR94-12 
Regarding the impacts of Delta Plan policies and recommendations, please 
refer to response to comment OR94-9.  

Response to comment OR94-13 
Please refer to response to comment OR94-9. 

Response to comment OR94-14 
Please refer to response to comment OR94-9. 

Response to comment OR94-15 
Please refer to response to comment OR94-9. 

  



 

 

Response to comment OR94-16 
As described in Section 7, Agricultural and Forestry Resources, of the 
Draft Program EIR (pages 7-27 and 7-29), reduced delivery of Delta water 
could have significant and unavoidable impacts, including the conversion 
of land to non-agricultural uses, in areas outside of the Delta that use Delta 
water. 

Response to comment OR94-17 
Please refer to Master Response 5. 

Response to comment OR94-18 
Please refer to Master Response 5. 

Response to comment OR94-19 
Alternative 1B does not include the same aggressive schedule to complete 
the Delta water quality improvement actions as the proposed Delta Plan. 
This slower schedule could result in more water supplies for areas outside 
the Delta that use Delta water (SWP and CVP water users) because of 
delayed implementation of revised flow objectives that would be more 
protective of public trust resources, as described in Section 2A and 
Appendix C of the Draft Program EIR.  

  



 

 

Response to comment OR94-20 
 Through Delta Plan Policy WR P1, the Revised Project (the Final Draft 
Delta Plan), would encourage feasible projects that increase local and 
regional self-reliance and reduce reliance on Delta water, by requiring the 
implementation of such projects as a condition of actions involving water 
in the Delta. Alternative 1B does not include such a policy, and therefore 
would not encourage local and regional water projects as strongly as the 
Revised Project would. 

  



 

 

Response to comment OR94-21 
Comment noted. 
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