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Bay-Delta Program Issues

Conveyance

Comparison of alternatives
Have we adequately described how.the alternatives perform under the dlstmgu]shlng

- criteria? Which alternative performs best accordmg to these crrtena"

Srze of Isolated Facrhty Under Alternative 3

“Should Alternative 3 mclude an isolated facihty w1th a capacrty of 10, OOO (= 2 000) cfs, or

a broader range‘7

Qperatlona_l cntena

‘How should potentlal changes in operatmg cntenalstandards be descnbed and evaluated"

Phasing Under Alternative 3

.- To what extent is phasing appropnate to deﬁne and shape the desrgn and operatron of ST

Alternative 3?

Storage

Level of Detai]/Range‘
Is the range and level of detail on storage appropriate? How ‘and ‘when will s we better

define potential s 81tes‘? _

Portion for Ecosystem Protectlon

‘To what extent should storage be reserved for ecosystem protectlon"

Decrslon Process '
Given that there appears to be no optrmal” level of storage, how will we determme a
recommended level?

ERPP

Conceptual models and indicators .. .
How are we addressing t the issues raised by the sc1ent1ﬁc review panel, partlcularly w1th

respect to the need for conceptual models and. mdlcators?

Stakgholder/agency comments -

How are we addressing the specific comments of the agenciés»and stakeholders? -

App“ rogriate Target Levels
Targets for Striped Bass and Amencan Shad |
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Level of p;otecno
Should the Delta levees be rehabilitated to PL. 99 standards'7

Levee Maintenance '
Should levee mamtenance and habitat mitigation requu'ements be changed"

.Status of Review
» What is thc status of agency and stakeholder review of this pro gram" ‘

Dredging
What is the status/potentlal for reuse of dredged matena]s for Delta levees and ecosystem

restoration prolects‘7

Assurances.

Status |
What is the status of the Assurances package‘? s

Possible need for new entlgg for ecosystem @toraﬁon .

Will the Program recommend the formatxon ofa new ennty to mplement the ERPP?

Area of ongg |

- Will the Program include assurances under the area of ongm statutes,, ERT—

HCP/ESA Assurances :
Will the Program mclude an HCP or other ESA assurances? '

Level of Detail
Will the level of detail be adequate to provxde meaningful assurances?

Finance

Costs

. What are the estimated costs of the Program elements"

" Need agreement on pnnmples

‘What principles will be used to determme who pays the costs" :

‘ Financiﬂg Plan

Wil the next document include a speciﬁc ﬁnancmg pian?

o aan
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Process Issues

. Nature of document
Should the document be a draft EIRIEIS" Should it mclude a preferred altemauve?

. Schedule
o« Stakeholder concerns -

What are the key stakeholder concerns that should be mghhghted in the document" How
. do we mtend to address them" _ :

Other

. Tmpact of Program elements on agricultural land, prime agri iculforalland ©
How will the impacts on prime agricultural lands__be addressed‘_! o \

e Pos31b1e climate change effects o S e
- How will the potentlal 1mpacts of chmate change be addressed"

. Clear mte ation of Progiam elements S - : ) |
Ha"e we adequately described how the Program elements wi]l be mtegrated? SEDE

. N on-sezerabihgg gf Pro gr-am elements
". Completeness of Impact Analysis '
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