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Fast Facts

The BDCP Draft EI R/EIS iS. e ¢ An analysis of BDCP and its alternatives’ negative and beneficial

Environmental Analysis Objectives

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.
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Robust, Science Driven Screening Process

Alternatives evaluated in the
Draft EIR/EIS must:

1 Be feasible and reasonable
2 Meet project objectives

3 Avoid or substantially
reduce significant impacts

The BDCP Draft EIR/EIS
Analyzes more than 600
resource area impact
categories. Of these
resource impact categories,

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

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.
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BDCP Environmental Benefits and Impacts

Increased resilience
to climate change

Increased recreational
opportunities in the Delta

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

“

Water supply reliability l

Short-term construction effects
on air quality, transportation,
noise, and other resources
T —
Temporary and permanent conversion
of farmland for habitat restoration
and water conveyance facilities

Effects on water quality from
conveyance facility operations
and maintenance
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15 Draft EIR/EIS Action Alternatives:

The Draft EIR/EIS alternatives represent a combination of water
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conveyance configurations, capacities and operational criteria, g The BDCP will include approximately
habitat restoration and conservation targets, stressor reduction ;o 150,000 acres of restored and protected
measures, and various avoidance and minimization measures. = habitat for 56 covered species, and improve
. . . T flow conditions to benefit fish in the Delta.
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NO PROJECT

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.



