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Response to comment OR96-1  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment OR96-2  
The SWRCB report, Development of Flow Criteria for the Sacramento-
San Joaquin Delta Ecosystem, published on August 3, 2010 (Flow Criteria 
Report, SWRCB 2010a) was developed in response to a requirement of 
the Delta Reform Act to provide flow criteria to protect aquatic resources 
in the Delta. The Flow Criteria Report indicates that water supply 
modifications cannot necessarily affect existing water users with water 
rights in the Delta watershed. The Flow Criteria states that for “ flow 
objectives with regulatory effect, [the SWRCB] must ensure the 
reasonable protection of beneficial uses, which may entail balancing of 
competing beneficial uses of water, including municipal and industrial 
uses, agricultural uses, and other environmental uses” (page 3 of the Flow 
Criteria Report). The Flow Criteria Report also indicated that, prior to 
adoption of revised water quality and flow objectives and criteria, future 
analysis would be conducted by the SWRCB of the impacts of “new flow 
objectives on the environment in the watersheds in which Delta flows 
originate, the Delta, and the areas in which Delta water is used. It will also 
include an analysis of the economic impacts that result from changed flow 
objectives” (page 3 of the Flow Criteria Report). The Flow Criteria Report 
also states that “Nothing in either the Delta Reform Act or in this report 
amends or otherwise affects the water rights of any person” (page 3 of the 
Flow Criteria Report). See also Master Response 5. The development of 
the range of alternatives for the EIR is described in Sections 2A of the 
Draft Program EIR and the Recirculated Draft Program EIR. See also 
Master Response 3. 

Response to comment OR96-3 
Alternative 2 was informed by information provided in comments to the 
Delta Stewardship Council from several environmental groups and does 
not represent one specific proposal. Alternative 2 includes the assumption 
that water users located in the area outside of the Delta that use Delta 
water would replace reduced Delta exports with water use efficiency and 
conservation actions, water transfers, and development of local and 
regional water supplies including recycled water, groundwater treatment, 
ocean desalination, and/or local storage facilities. Alternative 2 reduces 
reliance on Delta water supplies as compared to the Delta Plan. However, 
reduced reliance on Delta water supplies could increase the need for 



implementation of new and/or expanded local and regional water supplies to serve 
agricultural and municipal and industrial water users in the San Joaquin Valley, San 
Francisco Bay Area, Central Coast, and Southern California areas. Alternative 2 
would place more emphasis than the Delta Plan on development of water quality 
objectives and Total Maximum Daily Loads, which could result in an increased 
level of construction of facilities to meet the developed water quality objectives. 
Alternative 2 could result in less levee construction due to floodplain expansion 
than the Delta Plan, but more construction activities in the Delta to relocate 
structures from the floodplain. Please refer to Master Response 3. 

Response to comment OR96-4 
The Revised Project, which is the November 2012 Final Draft Delta Plan, was 
analyzed in the Recirculated Draft Program EIR (Volume 3 of the Draft Program 
EIR) which was circulated for public review and comment from November 30, 
2012 through January 14, 2013. 

  



 

 

Response to comment OR96-5  
Regarding the range of alternatives considered, please refer to Master 
Response 3.  

As described in Section 1 of the EIR and in Master Response 2, the study 
period for the EIR is through Year 2030. As described in Section 2B of the 
Draft Program EIR, the Delta Stewardship Council does not propose or 
contemplate directly authorizing any physical activities. 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. The 
Delta Stewardship Council does not have the authority to establish water 
rights for waterways, as suggested in this comment. See Master 
Response 1. 

Response to comment OR96-6  
Please refer to response to comment OR96-5 and to Master Response 5. 

  



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 

  



 

 

Response to comment OR96-7  
Please refer to response to comment OR96-3. 

Response to comment OR96-8  
Comment noted. 
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