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Fast Facts

The BDCP is... The BDCP Would Benefit
...a long-term strategy to secure California’s water M i I I ions of Ca I ifo rn ia ns

supplies and improve the ecosystem of the
Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta.
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The BDCP is one part of California’s overall water portfolio.
It aims to protect our unique Delta ecosystem and secure
water supplies for a vast part of the California economy.
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The BDCP is
Guided by the Best
Available Science

BDCP Cost and Funding...

..implemented over a 50-year period.

tunnel construction
paid for by
PUBLIC WATER AGENCIES

TOTAL

$24.7
BI I.I.ION habitat restoration

paid for with
STATE/FEDERAL FUNDING'
AND BY
PUBLIC WATER
AGENCIES
total operating expenditures

ADAPTIVE
MANAGEMENT
PROGRAM

to implement and monitor
BDCP biological goals and
objectives

WATER
OPERATIONS

by the Department of Water
Resources and the U.S. Bureau
of Reclamation

paid for by
PUBLIC WATER AGENCIES AND
STATE/FEDERAL FUNDING

$.927 BILLION npaid for by PUBLIC WATER AGENCIES

to address other stressors AND STATE/FEDERAL FUNDING OVERSIGHT

$.1 84 B"_l_'ON by state and federal fish

) and wildlfe agencies
for monitoring, research, plan paid for by PUBLIC WATER AGENCIES 9
administration, and other costs AND STATE/FEDERAL FUNDING

" The availability of federal funds will be contingent on future federal appropriations.

The BDCP Would Benefit the Delta Ecosystem

DELTA RESTORATION

BDCP would contribute to the conservation of 56 species of fish, plants and wildlife in the Delta.
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SPECIES OF PLANTS &  INCREASE IN FISH SPECIES BENEFIT, OTHER STRESSOR
WILDLIFE CONSERVED PROTECTED LAND fromanincrease intheamount ~ REDUCTION MEASURES

through protection and in the Delta and quality of habitat, food would reduce adverse effects,

enhancements in the quantity sources, and ecological function such as invasive species,
and quality of habitat in of Delta flows. Species include predation, and contaminants,
the Delta. Chinook salmon and delta smelt. ~ to improve the ecological

function of the Delta.

For more information, or to submit comments, visit www.BayDeltaConservationPlan.com,

call 1-866-924-9955, or email info@BayDeltaConservationPlan.com.
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The BDCP Draft EIR/EIS is...

Environmental Analysis Objectives

BDCP Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)

Fast Facts

An analysis of BDCP and its alternatives’ negative and beneficial
impacts on the human environment, and actions to avoid or minimize
negative impacts, with the goal of improving the Delta ecosystem and
ensuring reliable water supplies for 25 million Californians.

DEVELOP DEVELOP PREPARE DISCLOSE
REASONABLE ANALYZE MITIGATION EVALUATE INFORMATION  projectimpacts,
ALTERNATIVES Environmental MEASURES Economic for public and mitigation, and
to meet the purpose impacts to reduce or impacts stakeholder review public comments

and need and avoid
or minimize impacts

avoid impacts

and comment to decision-makers

Robust, Science Driven Screening Process

Alternatives evaluated in the
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The BDCP Draft EIR/EIS
Analyzes more than 600
resource area impact
categories. Of these

) . Increased recreational
resource impact categories,

opportunities in the Delta

65-79 environmental impacts
were deemed beneficial,
depending upon the
alternative evaluated.

Water supply reliability I

Short-term construction effects

on air quality, transportation,

noise, and other resources
T —

57-60 resource areas were
found to have no impact,

and up to 431 resource area
impacts were deemed less
than significant.

The Draft EIR/EIS determined
54-72 significant and
unavoidable impacts (as
determined by the California
Environmental Quality Act),
depending upon alternative,
that may be reduced with the
implementation of additional
mitigation measures.

of farmland for habitat restoration
and water conveyance facilities

Improved flows
for threatened/
endangered

fish species

Temporary and permanent conversion

BDCP Environmental Benefits and Impacts

Increased resilience
to climate change

Reduced stressors on the Delta
ecosystem, such as control of
invasive aquatic plants

K

Effects on water quality from
conveyance facility operations
and maintenance

Apprommately 150, 000
acres of habitat restoration
TR —

Increased jobs and revenue

/ | generated by construction
[I /1] Reduced reliance on

south Delta diversions

I




15 Draft EIR/EIS Action Alternatives:

The Draft EIR/EIS alternatives represent a combination of water

conveyance configurations, capacities and operational criteria, The BDCP will include approximately
habitat restoration and conservation targets, stressor reduction 150,000 acres of restored and protected
measures, and various avoidance and minimization measures. habitat for 56 covered species, and improve
Maximum Action Alternative flow conditions to benefit fish in the Delta.
Alternative | Water Diversions | Intakes  Examples
2A 1-3,6,7,
or1-5 ALTERNATIVE 4:
- CEQA (or state)
1&2 Preferred Project
3
= « Recently improved to (Wa)
= 2,3 reduce the footprint by
2 4 | 9,000cfs I &5 nearly one-half of its
o original size Intakes
=
— 5 I 3,000 cfs 1 /@
—
= ———0 )
Delta (mss\©
2 3 L‘/m/me'/bnm\
9,000 cfs { ‘
7 - &5 Nasorana TN
9,000 cfs é; ALTERNATIVE 1B:
- Eastern Delta lined or
unlined open canal
« Five intakes between
1B 1-5 (larskburg and
- Walnut Grove
=
<z 2B 1-3,6,7,
(&)
— or1-5
()
'
6B 1-5
isolated
|
, 1C m West(W)1 “ALTERNATIVE 9:
=T .
= « Screened intakes at
s 2( m W1-W5 Delta Cross Channel and
E Georgiana Slough
= « Four basic corridors:
6C W1-W5 - North Delta corridor
(Sacramento River to
Middle River)
== - South Delta corridor
Delta Ci
8= Channel and (Middle River and
oz 9 Georgiana Victoria Canal to
% a Slough channel (lifton Court Forebay)
= modifications - San Joaquin separate fish
movement corridor Separate Corridor Option
NO ACTION/ ' - Mokelumr}(e sepgrate fish (<an Joaqun and Mokaumne)
AOVEMENE COreor e s oo Dete)
NO PROJECT Current operations N/A
NOTE: A full description of the 15 Action Alternatives, and the No Action Alternative, can be found in Chapter 3 (Alternatives) of the Draft EIR/EIS.

For more information, or to submit comments, visit www.BayDeltaConservationPlan.com,

call 1-866-924-9955, or email BDCP.Comments@NOAA.gov.
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