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Six Objectives
+ Two Evaluation Factors
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Identify Detailed Objectives and Evaluation
Criteria
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Identify application at two scales:
(1) Landscape and (2) Pond sub-complex
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Landscape Pond sub-complex
L andscape Scenarios Opportunities & Constraints
A. No project with ISP and minimal O& M v
B. No project with ISP and full O& M . .
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Habitat (assume 67/33 initially)
E. Maximize Tidal Marsh Habitat +
* Formulate Options for each sub-
. . complex
A habitat evolution —» Baumberg sub-complexes
v . . Alviso sub-complexes
Evaluate 5 Landscape Scenarios . West Bay sub-complex
using Biological Habitat Evaluation Criteria +
Combine Options into matrix of project
Select one No Project Alternatives
and one Project Scenario v
+ Initial screening & selection of
Use selected habitat mix to guide formulation Alternatives for Rating
of Options and Alternatives v

_________________ Rate Alternatives using full set of
| Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
Y v
Conduct weighting &
sengitivity analysis

———————— » Select Preferred Alternatives
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Refine Alternatives
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Conduct weighting & Rate Alternatives using full set of
sensitivity analysis Evaluation Criteria
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Figure 1. Alternatives Development Framework
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