RLOO035 Solano Co

Response to comment RLO035-1
Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, LO218.

Response to comment RLO035-2
Comment noted.

Response to comment RLO035-3

Please refer to Master Response 2. 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. To the extent
known, projects that may be encouraged by the Delta Plan are named in
the EIR. In addition, types of projects that may be encouraged by the Delta
Plan are identified. Accordingly, in the absence of specific proposed
physical projects, 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 and to identify program-level
mitigation measures. Impacts on each of the potentially affected resources
areas are analyzed at a program level in Sections 3 through 21 of this EIR.

Response to comment RLO035-4

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. Please refer to Master
Response 1. 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,
guantitative detail, in the SWRCB’s 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 RLO035-5

The Revised Project is the 2012 Final Draft Delta Plan, which is analyzed in
the RDPEIR (see, e.g., RDPEIR, p. ES-1). The revised project description is
provided in Section 2, Description of Revised Project, of the RDPEIR. The
Fifth Staff Draft Delta Plan, which was the “Proposed Project” analyzed in
the DPEIR, is now referred to as the Proposed Project Alternative for
purposes of clarity, and is analyzed in the RDPEIR as an alternative (see,
e.g., RDPEIR Section 25.3). The RDPEIR, volume 3, is an additional volume
to the DPEIR. Please see Master Response 1. Regarding the enforceability
and specificity of the EIR’s mitigation measures, please refer to Master
Response 4. The impacts on agricultural resources due to fallowing of
agricultural land, construction of setback levees, and habitat restoration are
discussed in Section 7, Agriculture and Forestry Resources, of this EIR.
Section 22 of the EIR assesses the cumulative impacts of the Delta Plan and
alternatives in combination with past projects, other current projects, and
probable future projects (CEQA Guidelines § 15065(a)(3); Public Resources
Code § 21083(b)(2)). This does not require the EIR to speculate about all
future projects, but rather that it address those that are reasonably
foreseeable. As discussed in Master Response 4, the EIR considers the
impacts of, and identifies mitigation for, all of the different types of projects
encouraged by the Delta Plan: water supply reliability projects, Delta
ecosystem restoration projects, water quality improvement projects, flood
risk reduction projects, and projects to protect and enhance the Delta as an
evolving place. These impacts and mitigation, taken together, constitute the
overall impacts of the Delta Plan and the appropriate mitigation.

Response to comment RLO035-6

This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. As explained in the
Recirculated Draft PEIR, the Final Draft Delta Plan includes policies and
recommendations to encourage protection of existing and planned land uses,
including agricultural and natural resource uses, through: 1) development of
new water management facilities, habitat restoration areas, and flood
management infrastructure in areas to avoid conflicts with existing or
planned land uses; 2) prioritization of the use of public lands for ecosystem
restoration prior to purchase of new public lands for ecosystem restoration,
and, if property purchases are necessary, prioritization of the land purchase
from willing sellers; and 3) support of the vitality of agricultural practices
and protection of recreational resources. See e.g., RDPEIR at 3-10. These
policies and recommendations include DP P1, DP P2, DP R4, DP R7,

DP R8, DP R9, DP R10, and DP R14. See also Master Response 1.



Response to comment RLO035-7
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.



Response to comment RLO035-8

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. As described in

Section 23 of the Recirculated Draft Program EIR, if completed and
approved by the California Department of Fish and Game, the BDCP must
be considered by the Delta Stewardship Council and included in the Delta
Plan as required by the Delta Reform Act (Water Code section 85320

et seq.). Please refer to Master Response 1.

Response to comment RLO035-9
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR.



Response to comment RLO035-10
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.

Response to comment RLO035-11
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR.



No comments
-n/a -



Response to comment RLO035-12
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.

Response to comment RLO035-13
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.

Response to comment RLO035-14
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.

Response to comment RLO035-15
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR.



Response to comment RLO035-16
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR.



Response to comment RLO035-17
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR.

Response to comment RLO035-18

These are comments on the project, not on the EIR. Please see Master
Response 4 regarding mitigation measures.

Response to comment RLO035-19

Section 7 of the EIR explains that the Delta Plan could result in
conversion of farmlands to non-agricultural use, which would constitute a
significant impact. As explained in the Recirculated Draft PEIR, the Final
Draft Delta Plan includes policies and recommendations to encourage
protection of existing and planned land uses, including agricultural uses.
These measures include: 1) development of new water management
facilities, habitat restoration areas, and flood management infrastructure in
areas to avoid conflicts with existing or planned land uses; 2) prioritization
of the use of public lands for ecosystem restoration prior to purchase of
new public lands for ecosystem restoration, and, if property purchases are
necessary, prioritization of the land purchase from willing sellers; and

3) support of the vitality of agricultural practices and protection of
recreational resources. See e.g., RDPEIR at 3-10. These policies and
recommendations include DP P1, DP P2, DP R3, DP R4, DP R7, DP RS,
DP R9, DP R10, and DP R14. Please also see Master Response 1.

Response to comment RLO035-20

These are comments on the project, not on the EIR. Please see Master
Response 4 regarding mitigation measures.



Response to comment RLO035-21
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR.

Response to comment RLO035-22
These are comments on the project, not on the EIR.



No comments
-n/a -



No comments
-n/a -



No comments
-n/a -



Response to comment RLO035-23
Comment noted.
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