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Fixing California’s Delta can be done, but it must happen now

By Eric Hasseltine
GUEST COMMENTARY

HIS IS THE year in which Cal-
ifornia will decide how to man-

age what may be its most valu-
able natural resource — water.

The key to that decision is the Bay-
Delta sysiem with which many peo-
ple are unfamiliar despite that it pro-
vides drinking water for two-thirds of
California, water for California’s $24
billion agricultural operations and is
home to a broad diversity of plants
and animals.

Here in the Bay Area, the protec-
tion of the Delta has long been a top
priority. As most of us know, the Bay-
Delta system is a series of channels,
sloughs and tributaries at the conflu-
ence of the Sacramento and San
Joaquin rivers that contributes greatly
to this community. ,

We depend on the Delta for drink-
ing water, irrigation for agriculture,
industrial water and recreation.

For well over a century, an increas-
ingly intense competition for use of the

Delta’s resources has brought the Bay- - .

Delta system to the brink of failure.
There are four major problems af-
fecting the Bay-Delta today. First,
some of the levees in the Delta, which
protect local farms, towns and infra-
structure, are vulnerable to failure

from flooding and earthquakes. A ma-
jor levee breach would cause major
flooding damage and water quality
would be degraded as salt water from
San Francisco Bay would rush up into
the Delta.

A second problem is the continued
decline of wildlife and habitat
throughout the Bay-Delta. A number
of species are now listed as endan-
gered. Restoration of these species is
a national policy and required by law,
which results in the diversion of wa-
ter from other beneficial uses.

Waste water and other effluent dis-
charges from a wide variety of sources
into the Delta have caused severe
degradation of water quality in the
Delta. The third problem, deteriorat-
ing water quality, has a negative im-
pact on fish, wildlife and agriculture,
and drives up treatment costs for ur-
ban water districts.

The fourth problem is the increas-
ing lack of water supply reliability that
threatens the agriculture, homeown- *

--ers, businesses and industries com-

prising the trillion dollar California
economy. .

In 1995, the critical natitre of a dys- -
functional Bay-Delta system led Gov,

natural resource through the CalFed
Bay-Delta Program.

Since its inception, this program
has used the services of technical ex-
perts from state and federal agencies,
along with a federally chartered Bay-
Delta Advisory Council (BDAC) of
public members representing the Bay-
Delta’s diverse environmental, agri-
cultural and urban interests, to es-
tablish the foundation for a Bay-Delta
solution,

This foundation is comprised of a
set of principles against which all
components of alternative solutions
must be tested to ensure equity, af-
fordability and durability, reduce con-
flicts in the system and avoid sacri-
ficing one set of interests for the
benefit of another.

An unprecedented appeal for pub-
lic input has accompanied the pro-
gram work to-date through mailings,
a website, BDAC public meetings,
public workshops and outreach con-
ferences.

All of these efforts have been em-
ployed to identify public concerns and
encourage suggestions, public re-
sponse has helped shape both the so-
lution structure and the decision

Pete Wilson and President Bill Clin:+: process to date. -

ton to establish a historic cooperative

.effort to repair and restore. this.vital

On March 18; 1998, the CalFed
Bay-Delta Program released a Draft

Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Re-
port that identifies three potential Bay-
Delta solutions.

Now is the time, as these three al-
ternatives are assessed, when public
participation in the process becomes
critical.

Each of the alternatives contain a
set of “Common Programs” that ad-
dress ecosystem restoration, levee sys-
tem integrity, water quality, water
transfers, watershed management and
water use efficiency.

Each alternative also provides for
up to 6 million acre-feet of new stor-
age capacity. The alternatives vary pri-
marily in the manner of conveyance
of water through the Delta.

Alternative 1 is the Existing System
Conveyance in which some improve-
ments to existing channel configura-
tions of the Delta are proposed. Alter-
native 2 is the Modified Through-Delta
Conveyance in which significant im-
provements are made to the flow chan-
nels in the Delta, Alternative 3 is the
Dual Conveyance System, which is
similar to Alternative 2 with the addi-
tion of an isolated conveyance facility
on the east side of the Delta. The iso-

. lated facility may be either an enclosed
"pipeline or an open channel, and may

range from 5 cubic feet per second

{cps) to 15 cps in flow capacity. The
estimated cost of these alternatives
ranges from $9 billion For Alternatives
1 and 2 to $10 billion for Alternative
3, of which $5 billion represents the
maximum storage capacity.

Finding a Delta solution for Cali-
fornia is imperative. Determination of
what constitutes the best solution will
involve careful consideration of the
collective needs and priorities of all
Californians.

It is essential that the people of
California are aware of the alterna-
tives and are given the opportunity to
express their views before this deci-
sion is made. If you drink water, eat
fruits and vegetables, care about the
environment andfor desire a strong
California economy, then you depend
on the Bay-Delta.

This is your chance to participate
in a major public policy decision. Pub-
lic hearings will be held in Walnut
Grove at the Jean Harvie Center,
14273 River Road on May 6, 1998 and,
in Pittsburg at the Marina Center, 340
Marina Blvd. on May 13, 1998. All
meetings begin at 7 p.m.

Hasseltine is a former member of
the Contra Costa County Board of
Supervisors and the CalFed Bay-
Delta Program. .
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