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1. Welcome and Introductions 
The meeting was called to order at 9:05 a.m., May 17, 2013, by the Chair-elect of the Delta 
Independent Science Board (ISB or the Board), Dr. Tracy Collier. Two members of the Board 
were physically present at the teleconference location in Sacramento: Harindra (Joe) Fernando 
and Jay Lund. Seven members attended by phone: Brian Atwater, Elizabeth Canuel, Tracy 
Collier, Judy Meyer, Richard Norgaard, Vince Resh, and John Wiens. 

Collier announced that Ed Houde resigned from the Board effective May 16. Dr. Houde’s work 
load at the university has recently increased, and his reduced ability to contribute to the work of 
the Board led him to conclude that he will not be as effective as the current workload of the 
Board requires, and thus he regretfully has resigned from the Board. 

None of the Delta ISB members made any new disclosures. 

Delta Science Program (DSP) Staff in attendance were: Rainer Hoenicke, Marina Brand, and 
Joanne Vinton. Lauren Hastings attended by phone. 

 

2. Discuss the Bay Delta Conservation Plan and associated environmental impact 
report/statement (BDCP EIR/S) 

Board members discussed their BDCP EIR/S chapter review assignments for the administrative 
draft. They do not have the expertise to cover chapters 17-20: Aesthetics and Visual Resources, 
Cultural Resources, Transportation, and Public Services and Utilities. Resh said that an 
archaeologist at UC Berkeley might be willing to review the Cultural Resources chapter for the 
Board. The Board does not plan to review chapters 17, 19, or 20. 

Board members talked briefly about the charge questions from Peter Goodwin, the DSP lead 
scientist. Norgaard recommended that members answer the charge questions for each chapter 
when it makes sense, but they should not restrict themselves to the charge questions. 

Atwater and Meyer noticed that permitting agencies, such as the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
are cited within the administrative draft as having helped prepare the EIR/S, and wondered if 
that is a conflict of interests. Atwater asked about differing levels of detail—some actions are 
evaluated at the programmatic level, while others are evaluated at the project level. Larry Roth, 
a consultant for ARCADIS US who is helping the Delta Stewardship Council (DSC) review the 
EIR/S, said that the DSC sent the same comment to Russell Stein at the Department of Water 
Resources on an earlier version of the EIR/S, and agreed that it is a significant issue especially 
with respect to the habitat conservation measures. Additional project level analyses are needed 
for the near-term actions. Atwater said that the biggest impact on soils will be the disposal of 
spoils from excavation of the tunnels, which will cover 5000 acres. Atwater and Lund agreed 
that the range of alternatives could be too narrow. Canuel said that the EIR/S does not include 
chapter summaries, which the Board asked for in a June 12, 2012 memo to Jerry Meral, 
California Natural Resources Agency. 

1 
 

http://deltacouncil.ca.gov/sites/default/files/documents/files/BDCP_DISB_Review_Assignments_4_23_13.pdf
http://deltacouncil.ca.gov/sites/default/files/documents/files/V4_Final_ISB_BDCP_EIRS_Charge_DFG_DSC_5.6.2013.pdf
http://deltacouncil.ca.gov/docs/2012-04-18/letter-mr-russell-stein-dwr-dsc-ex-ofcr-joe-grindstaff-rethe-dscs-preliminary-respon
http://deltacouncil.ca.gov/docs/2012-04-18/letter-mr-russell-stein-dwr-dsc-ex-ofcr-joe-grindstaff-rethe-dscs-preliminary-respon
http://deltacouncil.ca.gov/sites/default/files/documents/files/DISB_Letter_to_JMeral_and_DHoffman-Floerke_061212.pdf


Delta Independent Science Board Meeting 
 May 17, 2013 

Lund suggested that Board members browse the EIR/S just to become familiar with it and note 
major issues. Atwater and Meyer will write a short memo listing their comments on a very broad 
scale, and then send the memo to the rest of the Board, through Vinton, for comment. 

Lund suggested that Board members decide how to organize their final comments on the EIR/S. 
He suggested limiting the length of their review. Wiens said that the Board should include all 
important comments without getting into too much detail and should not limit themselves to 
arbitrary page lengths. Meyer said that the Board will need a fisheries expert since Houde 
resigned. 

Roth discussed funding for BDCP, which will be covered in the May 27 release of the Plan. The 
legislature moved the original 2010 water bond to the 2014 ballot. If the bond does not pass, 
funding for BDCP will be discretionary and no dedicated revenue stream for restoration will 
exist. 

Roth asked if the Board would be reviewing the effects analysis in the Plan. The Board was 
planning on using the report from the next independent scientific review of the effects analysis 
but that review has been delayed. Best guess is that the independent review panel will review 
the version that is sent out for public review on October 1. Roth went on to describe ARCADIS’ 
approach to reviewing the BDCP which will be to focus on consistency with the Water Code and 
its requirements as well as how BDCP will integrate with the Delta Plan’s policies and 
recommendations. 

The Board asked Roth to find out if ARCADIS has drinking water consultants who could help the 
ISB with the BDCP EIR/S review. 

 

3. Review the Delta ISB workplan 
Board members briefly discussed their next science program review, Fish and Flows. They 
decided against organizing a science panel for the State of the Estuary Conference in October. 
Hoenicke said that the conference is a good place to meet with managers and decision makers. 

 

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

None. 

 

5. Prepare for the next Delta ISB meeting 
The next meeting will be held on June 19-20. Potential topics will be CEQA training, Fish and 
Flows review (some thought this review should occur prior to the release of the BDCP for public 
review), BDCP review, and an action item to approve the comment letter on the administrative 
draft of the BDCP EIR/S, which may be included with the DSC comments. 

 

10:42 a.m. – Adjourned  
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