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Response to comment RLO010-1  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO010-2  
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO199. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-3  
Please see response to comment LO199-2 in the commenter’s prior letter. 
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.  

Response to comment RLO010-4  
Please see response to comment LO199-2 in the commenter’s prior letter 
and Master Response 5. The Delta Plan assumes that water supply 
agencies would be encouraged to reduce reliance on the Delta water 
through implementation of local and regional water supplies, including 
water use efficiency, water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use 
programs to meet water demands projected in existing general plans. 

Response to comment RLO010-5  
Please see the response to comment LO199-2 in the commenter’s prior 
letter and Master Response 5. 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 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 RLO010-6  
Please see response to comment LO199-4, in the commenter’s prior letter, 
as well as response to the previous comment, RLO010-5. The Delta Plan 
encourages, and in certain circumstances would require, water supply 
agencies to reduce reliance on the Delta water through implementation of 
local and regional water supply projects, including water use efficiency, 
water recycling, and groundwater conjunctive use programs to meet water 
demands. Regarding the ability of these supplies to meet demand, please 
refer to Master Response 5. Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR analyze the 
environmental impacts of developing water supply reliability projects. The 
EIR recognizes that agencies may use different approaches to developing 
or expanding local and regional water supplies, potentially resulting in 
different types of impacts. For example, the RDPEIR states that recycled 
water projects are more likely to be developed than groundwater projects 
in some Delta watershed areas (see, e.g., RDEIR at 11-2). The EIR also 
recognizes that some locations, including agricultural areas in the San 
Joaquin Valley, may not be able to obtain additional water transfers or 
other water supplies, and thus finds that there could be significant adverse 
impacts to agricultural resources (Section 7 of the EIR). 

Response to comment RLO010-7  
Please see responses to comment LO199-5, in the commenter’s prior 
letter, as well as response to the previous comment, RLO010-6. While 
substituting recycled water for Delta water may not directly increase Delta 
flows, it would reduce existing demand for Delta water. 

Response to comment RLO010-8  
Please see responses to comment LO199-5 in the commenter’s prior letter. 
Section 21 of the EIR evaluates the greenhouse gas-related impacts of the 
operation of recycled water facilities, along with other types of projects 
that the Delta Plan would encourage to improve water supply reliability 
and water quality (DEIR at 21-11, 21-20; RDEIR at 21-4, 21-16). The EIR 
concludes that quantification of operational emissions would be too 
speculative at this program level because project and site-specific details, 
localized variables, and operational considerations are not known at this 
time; therefore, the potential impact is significant and unavoidable. 
Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR addresses the potential impacts of 
construction and operation of advanced water treatment, including 
membrane filtration and desalination of recycled water, ocean or brackish 



water, or contaminated groundwater, and concludes that the potential impacts could 
be significant. Please also see Master Response 5. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-9  
Policy WR P1 applies to proposed actions to export water from, transfer 
water through, or use water in the Delta. Please see response to comment 
RLO010-6 regarding analysis of impacts of development of water supply 
reliability projects, as well as Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO010-10  
Please see Master Response 2. The EIR study area has not changed from 
the Draft Programmatic EIR to the Recirculated Draft Programmatic EIR. 
The study area in the EIR was delineated in the manner described in 
Section 1 of the Draft Program EIR because these are the areas in which 
the significant environmental effects of the Delta Plan may occur, which 
includes a greater geographic area than the area in which the Delta 
Stewardship Council has jurisdiction over covered actions pursuant to the 
Delta Reform Act. For example, the impacts of Delta ecosystem 
restoration projects within the Delta may include impacts associated with 
the construction and operating footprint of the projects, while the impacts 
of such projects in the Delta watershed and in areas outside the Delta that 
use Delta water would primarily relate to changes in water supply. 
Because Central Valley Project and State Water Project water flows 
through the Delta, many of the changes to the management or delivery of 
such water would “occur, in whole or in part, within the boundaries of the 
Delta,” would therefore potentially be a “covered action” under Water 
Code section 85057.5. Please see response to comment RLO010-08 
regarding greenhouse gas-related impacts within the study area and related 
to projects potentially encouraged by the Delta Plan. The EIR does not 
assess a range of future conditions because it would require significant and 
inappropriate speculation. The analysis in the EIR makes clear when 
specific impacts only occurs in parts, rather than all, of the study area. 
Please see RDEIR p. 4-5 as an example. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-11  
The water quality improvement projects that would be encouraged by the 
Delta Plan are described in Subsection 2.2.3 (Water Quality Improvement) 
of Section 2A of the DEIR, pp. 2A-39 to 2A 46. Recycled water projects 
are described in Subsection 2.2.1.5.1 (DEIR, pp. 2A-22 to 2A-23). 

Response to comment RLO010-12  
The Sacramento River watershed, including water quality, is described in 
Subsection 3.3.4.1 of the existing conditions portion of Section 3 (Water 
Resources) of the DEIR (pp. 3-16 to 3-22).  



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-13  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO010-14  
Please see response to comment LO199-8. Social and economic impacts 
are not effects on the environment under CEQA, and are not analyzed in 
the EIR (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15064(e) and 15131). Please see Master 
Response 2. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-15  
Please see response to comment LO199-7, as well as Master Response 1. 
The proposed BDCP is a reasonably foreseeable future project that is not 
part of the Delta Plan. It 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. 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 RLO010-16  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The EIR does not 
speculate regarding whether Delta Plan recommendations will become 
regulatory policies in the future. 

Response to comment RLO010-17  
The Revised Project recommends improving water quality criteria for 
habitat restoration areas, the Stockton Deep Water Ship Channel, and the 
Suisun Marsh that could encourage construction and operation of 
wastewater and stormwater treatment facilities to protect beneficial uses. 

Response to comment RLO010-18  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO010-19  
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO010-20  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment RLO010-21  
Section 21 of the EIR evaluates the greenhouse gas-related impacts of the 
operation of recycled water facilities, along with other types of projects 
that the Delta Plan would encourage to further water supply reliability and 
water quality (DEIR at 21-11, 21-20; RDEIR at 21-4, 21-16). It 
determines that quantification of operational emissions would be 
speculative at this program level because of project-specific and site-
specific details, localized variables, and operational considerations are not 
known at this time; therefore, the potential impact is significant and 
unavoidable. Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR addresses the potential 
impacts of construction and operation of advanced treatment, including 
membrane filtration and desalination of the recycled water, ocean or 
brackish water, or contaminated groundwater, and concludes that the 
potential impacts could be significant. 

Response to comment RLO010-22  
Please see the explanation on page 3-5 of the RDPEIR, which is 
referenced in the comment. "Water transfers to facilitate water supply 
reliability could influence water quality by producing temporary changes 
in flow that could affect the concentrations of regulated water quality 
constituents, including water temperature within the Delta watershed 
tributaries. However, as described in Section 3.4.3.1, Reliable Water 
Supply, of the Draft PEIR, those impacts would be less than significant 
following implementation of mitigation measures by the water purchasers 
to purchase additional transfer water that would be released from upstream 
reservoirs during drier periods to mitigate water quality impacts." Lines 
37-40 further state: "...because reliable water supply projects encouraged 
by the Revised Project could result in the potential violation of water 
quality standards due to construction activities and operation of facilities 
that would disturb the water chemistry and liberate certain pollutants in 
waterways, the potential impacts are considered significant." 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 
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