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1. Welcome and Introductions 
The meeting was called to order at 2:05 p.m., on March 6, 2014, by the Chair-elect of the Delta 
Independent Science Board (ISB or the Board), Dr. Jay Lund. One member of the Board was 
physically present: Jay Lund. Six members participated by phone: Brian Atwater, Steve Brandt, 
Harindra (Joe) Fernando, Richard Norgaard, Vince Resh, and John Wiens. Three members 
were absent: Elizabeth Canuel, Judy Meyer, and Tracy Collier. 

None of the Board members made any new disclosures. 

Delta Science Program (DSP) Staff in attendance: Peter Goodwin, Rainer Hoenicke, Lauren 
Hastings, Marina Brand, Joanne Vinton, and Jennifer Bigman. 

 

2. Delta ISB Business Matters 
None. 

 

3. Discuss and approve the Delta ISB comment letter/interim report on the Bay Delta 
Conservation Plan (BDCP) Draft Environmental Impact Report / Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIR/EIS) 

The deadline for comments on the BDCP Draft EIR/EIS was extended to June 13. Lund 
explained how the extension will change the due dates for the Board’s comments. At the April 
Delta Stewardship Council (DSC) meeting, the Council wants to hear the Board’s comments on 
the BDCP Plan. The DSC will not discuss the DEIR/EIS until its May meeting.  

The Board decided to continue working on their DEIR/EIS comments until their April 17-18 
meeting, and finish and approve them then. This schedule will give Meyer, who has not been 
available, time to comment.  

Board members will need to work on their BDCP Plan comments in parallel with their DEIR/EIS 
comments. Regarding the Plan, the DSC’s main interest is the Board’s comments on adaptive 
management (AM). Governance and finance might also be important. Mike Healey reviewed the 
AM section of the Plan. 

Wiens and Atwater will continue to work on the Board’s cover letter and responses to the charge 
questions (Appendix A). These versions will be sent to Brandt and Meyer on March 21 for 
additional review and editing. 

Board members discussed whether or not responses to the charge questions are complete. 
Atwater thought that there were deficiencies in what was addressed in Appendix A, for example 
the treatment of uncertainty using examples. However, other members felt that Appendix A 
might need to be rewritten at a higher level because the cover memo and chapter summaries 
(Appendix B) include everything that the Board wants to say. There was additional discussion 
about the length of the section on AM and that it might be better placed in Appendix B, but the 
cross-cutting information needs to be easy to find. Board members will read the cover letter, 
Appendix A, and their respective chapter comments and send revisions to Wiens and Atwater 
by March 20.  
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http://deltacouncil.ca.gov/sites/default/files/documents/files/Cover-letter-v.4.pdf
http://deltacouncil.ca.gov/sites/default/files/documents/files/Appendix-A-140305.pdf
http://deltacouncil.ca.gov/sites/default/files/documents/files/Appendix-A-140305.pdf
http://deltacouncil.ca.gov/sites/default/files/documents/files/APPENDIX-B-MRB-jv.pdf
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Board members discussed how to present their comments to the DSC on AM, the decision tree, 
governance, and finance. They discussed whether or not to use all of Healey’s AM review or 
summarize it. They might also pull out comments from previous memos on the decision tree and 
governance. Lund will ask Collier to draft a list of bullet points to present to the DSC at its April 
meeting. 

Bigman and Lund will edit Appendix B. The lengths of the chapter summaries need to be more 
consistent. 

Board members discussed the BDCP EIR/EIS Highlights document. It does not capture the 
science, but it could be the only document that the public reads. Board members decided to 
review the Highlights document, determine if it adequately describes their respective chapters, 
and comment accordingly. 

Board members discussed the idea of writing a memo that gives their perspectives on the 
BDCP process and the broader framework. They will discuss it at the April meeting. They might 
present it to the DSC in July or later. 

Board members discussed the BDCP team’s responses to their comments. The responses were 
not adequate and sometimes simply restated what was in the DEIR/EIS. In other instances, it 
seemed like the BDCP team did not understand the comment. Board members agreed to review 
the BDCP responses and based on the response, crystallize the point the ISB was trying to 
make as they make additional revisions to their comments on the BDCP DEIR/EIS  
 

4. Public Comment (For matters that were not on the agenda, but within subject matter 
jurisdiction of the Delta ISB.) 

None. 

3:01 p.m. – Adjourned  
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http://baydeltaconservationplan.com/PublicReview/InformationalMaterials.aspx
http://deltacouncil.ca.gov/sites/default/files/documents/files/Response-to-ISB-Comments.pdf
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