
ST41 Delta Conservancy 

 

 

Response to comment ST41-1  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment ST41-2  
The citation of Water Code sections 85302(c) through (e) is consistent 
with the legislation. 

Response to comment ST41-3  
The sentence referred to in the comment on page 1-2, Lines 37 and 38, of 
the Draft Program EIR refers to Water Code sections 85302 through 
85308, not Water Code section 85020 presented on page 1-1, Lines 22 
through 28, and page 1-2, Lines 1 through 8. 

Response to comment ST41-4  
The text referred to in this comment on page 1-7 of the Draft Program EIR 
is consistent with the information presented in the cited reference; 
therefore, the sentence referred to in this comment was not modified. 

Response to comment ST41-5  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment ST41-6  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment ST41-7  
The term referred to in this comment, "total Delta," is defined on page 1-9, 
Line 6 of the Draft Program EIR as the area within the Primary and 
Secondary zones of the Delta. 

Response to comment ST41-8  
The paragraph referred to in this comment specifically addresses the Delta 
Reform Act which is not included in the Public Resources Code. 



Response to comment ST41-9  
The sentence referred to in this comment on page 1-13, Line 8, has not been 
modified because the wording is consistent with the Delta Reform Act language. 

  



 

 

Response to comment ST41-10  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment ST41-11  
Comment noted. 

Response to comment ST41-12  
The two instances that the term "secondary zone" was not capitalized in 
Section 2A (on page 2A-3 of the Draft Program EIR) were because these 
words were cited from the Delta Reform Act which does not capitalize this 
term. 

Response to comment ST41-13  
Comment noted; however the wording on page 2A-5 of the Draft Program 
EIR was not changed. 

Response to comment ST41-14  
Comment noted; however the wording on page 2A-36 of the Draft 
Program EIR was not changed. 

Response to comment ST41-15  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment ST41-16 
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment ST41-17 
This is a comment on the project, not on the EIR. 

Response to comment ST41-18 
Please refer to response to comment ST41-15. 

  



 

Response to comment ST41-19  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment ST41-20  
In response to this comment on page 4-88, Line 31, of the Draft Program 
EIR, the word "less" has been has been changed to "greater." 

Response to comment ST41-21  
This section was not revised in Response to this comment on page 6-49, 
Line 39, of the Draft Program EIR because the Delta Conservancy 
Strategic Plan is not listed as a document known to contain potential 
projects related to ecosystem restoration as indicated in the comment. The 
Delta Conservancy Strategic Plan is included in the list of bullets of 
"restoration areas, projects, and programs" named in the Delta Plan (lines 
28 and 29). On the following page it is indicated that "The Delta 
Conservancy Strategic Plan is anticipated to provide a framework that 
would facilitate ecosystem restoration in the Delta." 

Response to comment ST41-22  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment ST41-23  
The sentence referred to in this comment on page 6-58, Lines 2 through 5, 
of the Draft Program EIR is referring to the ship channel dredging projects 
which are being sponsored by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and local 
agencies. The following sentence refers to a separate program that was 
being developed by DWR at the time of preparation of the Draft Program 
EIR. However, the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance; therefore no changes were 
made to the EIR. 

  



 

 

Response to comment ST41-24  
Comment noted; the requested change would not affect the evaluation of 
impacts and determination of significance. 

Response to comment ST41-25  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment ST41-26  
The list referred to in this comment on page 7-48, Line 14, of the Draft 
Program EIR, includes items that may lead to substantial construction or 
operational changes to existing conditions that could result in significant 
adverse impacts to the environment. Implementation of new facilities, 
such as represented on page 7-48, would support the tourism activities 
referred to in this comment. 

Response to comment ST41-27  
In addition to allowing the establishment of agricultural preserves, the 
Williamson Act allows establishing land preserves to protect open space. 
Although these land preserves are intended to protect land from urban 
development, they also are established to protect wildlife habitat, water 
quality, and other environmental values. According to the California 
Department of Conservation, the benefits of protecting these resources are 
“of considerable significance, and not necessarily less” than the benefits of 
protecting valuable farmland (California Department of Conservation 
2007). In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 
of the FEIR. Also, note that the RDEIR revised this measure.  

Response to comment ST41-28  
See response to comment ST41-29. 

Response to comment ST41-29  
As described in subsection 16.4 of the Draft Program EIR, the Proposed 
Project and the alternatives would not result in significant adverse impacts 
due to population growth or displacement of existing housing or people 
due to the nature of the programs encouraged by the Delta Plan. The types 
of projects encouraged by the Proposed Project and the alternatives would 
not result in large numbers of new jobs that would result in significant 
population growth or displacement of housing. Delta ecosystem 



restoration and flood risk reduction projects would result in changes in land use; 
however, these types of projects would occur in rural areas and are not anticipated 
to result in significant adverse impacts to housing as compared to existing 
conditions. 

  



 

 

Response to comment ST41-30  
In response to this comment, please see text change(s) in Section 5 in this 
FEIR. 

Response to comment ST41-31  
Comment noted. Alternative 1B reflected recommendations presented in 
the Draft Alternate Delta Plan-Ag-Urban II Coalition Alternate Delta Plan 
submitted by the Association of California Water Agencies in a comment 
letter to the Delta Stewardship Council dated June 10, 2011. 

Response to comment ST41-32  
It is assumed that this comment refers to page 28, lines 13-14. The 
language is part of the assumptions for Alternative 3 in the Draft Program 
EIR and was not changed. 

Response to comment ST41-33  
The sentence referred to in this comment on page 23-31, Lines 36 through 
41, address that some of the impacts could be temporary or permanent. 
Therefore, this text was not modified. 

Response to comment ST41-34  
As described on page 2B-2 of the Draft Program EIR, the Delta 
Stewardship Council does not have the ability to cause a project to occur, 
but rather seeks to influence it to move forward. How much influence the 
Council will have is unclear. The Program EIR evaluates, at a program 
level, the potential impacts of an action that could be encouraged through 
adoption of the Proposed Project or other alternatives. This is a very 
conservative approach to environmental review given that the Delta 
Stewardship Council does not contemplate constructing or operating any 
facilities through the Delta Plan nor undertaking specific activities to 
implement the Policies and Recommendations. Accordingly, the EIR 
identifies potential impacts, such as discussed in this comment, and 
potential mitigation measures. 

  



 

 

Response to comment ST41-35 
Comment noted, however, the specific text to which the comment refers to 
is not known. The need for economic development in the Delta is 
addressed in Section 1.3.1.3 of the Draft Program EIR. Please refer to 
Master Response 2. 
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