
Comparison of Alternatives
Distinguishing Characteristics

VARY BY ALTERNATIVE SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS FOR EACH ALTERNATIVE SAME
ALT NO. FOR EACH

(Ju~e 1~4
l~g~tlua)

WATER MANAGEblENT DELTA WATER PRICING REFUGE SPAV~NING AND REARING $ ~0 MILLION FROM RESTORATION WATER WATER RED BLUFF ALL OTHER
PACKAGES PROVISIONS (aldllly~ay ks:laded DROUGIIT HABITAT FUND MEASUREbIENT .TRANSFERS RIVERSION DAM SINGLE
(Project water Is 8~,e00 AF a~d ether (l’rncy, CCWD, ta at1 al~rnaflves; All 2 DELIVERIES Sacramento, American, plus other funding (Evaluate two (Evalmtte each (Evaluate each OPTION

water ls acquired from willing ~eltem) Georgian& and ablllly4o-p~y) measuremrnl with two options) ol~hms)
Old Rlrer) each alternative)

Fish Flow lVhmaga $00,e00 A F

remalndor for F&W (no land rellrem~n t) May to mid-Sept

2 No. 2 Credit CVP Bay-Delta Str~.lt~res ~0/10/10 Tle~d (Act) L2 ~hortages up $2 million anaurJly $26 million F&W water To all Indivklual~ No Ir~t~fers Gates ope~ year rotmd;
(E-3) against 800,0~0 AFt to 25%; IA equal DFG Plan for Action $2 mlllhm Imbltet To d~dcts Tea~fe~

remaleder for F&W to ~ource .$5 m|lilo~ land retirement May to mid-Sept

(E-Y) agah~ 8##,000 AF~ to 25%; IA equal DFG Plan for Action $2 mllllo~ Iml~tet

remainder for F&W $5 mlilJot~ land retirement May to mid-Sept
$17 mlillua strnciures

remalr~der for F&W $5 milLIo~ land retirement May to mid-Sept

4 No.4 Cl~lll CVP Bay-Delta Operatlm~s $0/10/le Th red ful~-~st Full supply for L2 AFRP rec~mme~dailons Requll~l $ for flow pad~age No. 4 To all individuals No Tra~.~fers Gales open year rnund;

remah~der for F&W $5 miltlon land r~flrement May to mid-Sept

vemalndor for F&W $5 mll|lo~t land ~ztirement May to mld-Sepl

L 800,000 AF (t~s~ me~ ~o ~p)emeata) water)
2. 80~,000 AF pins $~tpplemea~t| water )trolled by Restexaflon
3. Limit o~ amount d ~pptemeatal water (repr~en~ tn Intermediate I~Int bctwren Pad~ga~ 2 a~d $~
& Limit on amount el’~apptemen~l water (represents an Intermediate point I~tweea P~e~ 3 and ~
$. t~ll AFRP ~h
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