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Bay~Delta Program Issues

Conveyance

¯ ¯ Comparison of alternatives ¯
Have we adequately described how the alternatives p~rform under the" distinguishing
criteria? Which alternative performs best accordingto these criteria?

Size of Isolated Facility_ Under Alternative 3                           ¯ ’
Should Alternative 3 include an isohted facility with a capadity ofl0~000 (__.¯ 2~ ,000) efs, or.
a broader range?         ’ ~

¯     Operational eriteria                 .-
How should potential eh .anges in operatingcriteria/stmadards be d~cribed .and evaluated7

¯    " Phasing Under Alternative 3                .. ¯ ..... ~ .             .,..:.. .... : .... : ....... ¯
To what extent is phasing appropriate to define and shape the designand Operation of
Alternative 3?      ..             ’

¯ Level of Detail/Range"                         " ..               " .... ~ ......
Is the range and level of detail on storage appropriate? HoWand When Will We.better
define potential sites?

¯     Portion for Ec6svstemProteetidn                    ~ ¯ ’
¯ To what extent should storage be reserved for ecosystem protection?

Gi~en~at there hppears t0~ be no "optimal" level of storage, how will We determine a
recommended level?

,̄. ¯ Conceptual models and indicators
How are we addressing theissues rai~edby the Scientificreview panel, p~ctt~rly with      , .
respect to the need for conceptual models and indicators?

¯     Stakeholder/agency comments .... ’
How are we addressing the specitic comments of the agenNes and stakeholders?

O ¯ Appropriate Target Levels

¯ Targets.~r Striped Bass and American Shad . = .~ .....: ....
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¯     Level of protection                                                          " " ; :" :
Should the Deltalevees be rehabilitated to PL 99 standards?

¯ Levee Maintenance
Should levee maintenance and habitat mitigation requirementsbe changed?

¯ Stares of Review,,
What is the status of agency and stakeholder re~iew of this program?-

¯ Dr~iging .What is the status/potential’ for tense of dredged materials for Delta levees ~d e~cosystem

restoration projects? . ...

Assuranc~ , .
¯ Stat~

v~-s"ac~" ’: " ..... " ’ ....What is the status of the Assurances e? ¯ ".

¯ Possible need for new entity for ecosystem restoration      "              . ,.
Will the Program recommend the formation of.a n~w entity to implemen~ the ERPP?

.̄    Ar~a ofo~i~            ..               "       " . ...... i ............
Will the Program in.elude assurances ~mder the area of ~rigin statutes?... -

¯     HCP/ESA Assurances            ’          . .     . .    .
Will the Program include an HCP or other F_~A assurances?

¯ Level of Detail "
Will the level of detail be adequate to pro~de meaning~ assurances?

Finance         .

¯ Costs
What are the estimated costs of the Program el~ments?

¯ Need agreement on pdncipl~     ~                              -.
,What principles w~l be usedto determine who pays the costs?

¯ Financing Plan
Will the next document include a spe~c finan~g plan?


