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Response to comment RLO037-1 
Please see responses to comments RLO037-4 through RLO037-29, below, 
and the responses to the commenter’s prior letter, LO219. 

Response to comment RLO037-2 
Comment noted. Please see the responses to the commenter's prior letter, 
LO219. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-3 
Comment noted. Please see responses to comments RLO037-4 through 
RLO037-29, below. 

Response to comment RLO037-4 
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 refer to 
Master Response 1 regarding the definition of covered actions. 

Response to comment RLO037-5 
The Revised Project is the 2012 Final Draft Delta Plan, which is analyzed 
in the RDPEIR. The revised project description is 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). Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding the process for 
incorporating the BDCP into the Delta Plan. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-6 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. The Delta Plan 
acknowledges the independent responsibilities of other state and federal 
agencies. Pursuant to Water Code section 85300(a), the Delta Plan 
identifies specific actions that state or local agencies may take to 
implement the subgoals and strategies to further the coequal goals. 
Section 3 of the Draft Program EIR discloses water quality issues that 
have been identified by the SWRCB and Central Valley and San Francisco 
Bay RWQCBs and that are being addressed in ongoing programs, 
including programs for drinking water in small and disadvantaged 
communities and water quality objectives to be addressed with ongoing 
Total Maximum Daily Load programs. The Delta Plan encourages 
changes to the SWRCB Bay-Delta Water Quality Control Plan, which 
could lead to changes in future SWRCB decisions that may be different 
than under the current Bay-Delta Water Quality Control Plan D-1641 
standards. The potential water resources impacts of the changes due to 
projects and actions that are encouraged by the Delta Plan are evaluated in 
Section 3 of the RDPEIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-7 
Please see response to comment RLO037-6. 

Response to comment RLO037-8 
Impacts on water resources are discussed in Section 3 of the EIR and 
impacts on biological resources are discussed in Section 4 of the EIR. The 
impacts of wastewater treatment facilities that may be encouraged by the 
Delta Plan are discussed in Sections 3 through 21 of the EIR. Increased 
wastewater treatment is generally considered to be effective in improving 
water quality of receiving waters to protect beneficial uses. Reduction of 
“other stressors” involves reversing declining ecosystem conditions in the 
Delta by addressing stressors that contribute to ecosystem decline such as 
pollution, predation, and introduced species. While it is true that much 
more is known about the impacts of habitat loss and entrainment than is 
known about the effects of toxic chemicals, the USFWS (2008) identifies 
contaminants as one of the factors affecting Delta smelt. Other factors 
identified include water diversions and reservoir operations, changes in the 
Delta food web, microcystis, climate change, and "other stressors" such as 
aquatic macrophytes, predators, and competition. 



Response to comment RLO037-9 
Please see the response to comment RLO037-8. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-10 
Please see Master Response 3 regarding selection of the environmentally 
superior alternative. Please see Master Response 1 regarding the 
difference between the No Project Alternative and the proposed Delta 
Plan. 

Response to comment RLO037-11 
The EIR addresses changes in existing environmental conditions due to 
the proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives. If those changes in existing 
physical conditions are significant and adverse (“significant impacts”), 
feasible mitigation measures are required. CEQA does not require 
mitigation of existing conditions. Please see Master Response 4. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-12 
Reliable water supply is defined in the Delta Reform Act to include 
meeting the needs for reasonable and beneficial uses of water, sustaining 
the economic vitality of the State, and improving water quality to protect 
human health and the environment. Water Code § 85302(d)(1)-(3). Please 
refer to Final Draft Delta Plan, Chapter 3. Delta Plan Policy WR P1 
requires proposed actions to export water from, transfer water through, or 
use water in the Delta to reduce reliance on the Delta and improve 
regional self reliance. Section 3 (Water Resources) of the EIR considers 
whether the proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives would 
“[s]ubstantially change water supply availability to water users located 
outside of the Delta that use Delta water.” Regarding the analysis of water 
supply reliability in general, please see Master Response 5. 

Response to comment RLO037-13 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-14 
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. 

Response to comment RLO037-15 
Please see the response to comment RLO037-14 and Master Response 1. 
Section 23 of the EIR is an expanded discussion of the BDCP, including 
its relationship to the proposed Delta Plan and the alternatives as well as 
the potentially significant impacts of this cumulative project. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-16 
Comment noted. Please see responses to comments RLO071-4 through 
RLO071-15. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-17 
The abbreviation "S" is used for both definitions in order to indicate that 
there are remaining impacts under both circumstances; i.e., when the 
majority of the projects encouraged by the Delta Plan would have a 
particular significant impact, and when some of the projects encouraged 
by the Delta Plan would have a particular significant impact despite 
implementation of mitigation measures. 

Response to comment RLO037-18 
As acknowledged by the EIR, water quality improvement projects could 
occur throughout the study area. As stated on page 3-85 and 3-86 of the 
DPEIR, the Delta Plan seeks to improve water quality by encouraging 
various actions and projects that, if taken, could lead to completion, 
construction, and/or operation of projects that could improve water 
quality. The impacts of water quality improvement projects that may be 
encouraged by the Delta Plan are evaluated in Sections 3 through 21 of the 
EIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-19 
Lines 24-26 of page 2-3 of the RDEIR refer to potential projects that 
might be encouraged by the Delta Plan to protect and improve water 
quality in the Delta for beneficial uses. 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 RLO037-20 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-21 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-22 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-23 
As required by CEQA, this EIR identifies mitigation measures for the 
significant environmental effects of the Delta Plan. Please see Master 
Response 4. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-24 
Please see Master Response 4 regarding specificity of the EIR's mitigation 
measures. Since the Council will not undertake or direct any specific 
projects, the mitigation measures identified in the EIR are necessarily 
flexible and serve as criteria and methods that may be used to mitigate 
impacts for any of the many, as-yet-unidentified projects that the Delta 
Plan may encourage. 

Response to comment RLO037-25 
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. 

Response to comment RLO037-26 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment RLO037-27 
Table D-1 of the EIR has been updated. 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-28 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. CEQA requires the lead 
agency to prepare written responses to comments on the EIR that raise 
significant environmental issues and are received during the public review 
period on the draft EIR. Written responses to comments on both the Draft 
Programmatic EIR and the Recirculated Draft Programmatic EIR are 
provided in Sections 3 and 4 of the Final EIR. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

Response to comment RLO037-29 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 



 

 

No comments 
- n/a - 
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