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Introductions

Opening Remarks — Steve Rothert, Division Manager, Division of
Multibenefit Initiatives, DWR

Presenter — Eric Nagy, Principal, Larsen Wurzel & Associates

Presenter — Melanie Saucier, Principal Planner, Sacramento Area
Flood Control Agency (SAFCA)

Presenter — Tom Chapman, Project Manager, HDR
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Historical Context

<.'-ﬂ‘1'

* Yolo Bypass common focus of recent i vl rwwwm

7017 Update , h;p ,

planning efforts.
« Central Valley Flood Protection Plan (2012,
2017, 2022)
* Regional Flood Management Plan (2014)
« Corridor Management Framework (2015)
« Sacramento River Basinwide Feasibility

Study (2017)
- Sacramento River General Reevaluation R s Renort
Report (2018) | L
« Goal is to improve integration of historically | i o

competing water resource objectives.
* Implementation is underway.




Partnership Vision

“Since 2016, Partner
agencies have been
developing a program that
encourages collaboration

and regional solutions to
Implement landscape-level
change.”

Planning Pillars

FLOOD

y HABITAT
WATER SUPPLY
AGRICULTURE

RECREATION

WATER QUALITY




Planning Context & Alignment

Strategic

Federal: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
Yolo Bypass Comprehensive Study

State: Central Valley Flood Protection Plan and
Yolo Bypass Cache Slough Master Plan

Local + Regional: Upper Yolo Bypass Regional
Planning and Coordination Process

Project-level

Source: Flood Management Funding Essentials 2022 Update



2 Upper Yolo Bypass
Planning Process




Jpper YOlO bypass negional N
|
Planning & Coordination Process :
7
&
Upper Yolo Bypass |
= /ﬁ 5
= ¢ : Riego Rd iy P
) . |
£ v . rocess
€ Upper Elkhorn Basin [
olo é 777777 AnrerToam e
T Basin
RN \
:::::::‘: \ W Elverta Rd
odeled \
KK
tner SAFCA
(2505055
[058Y p a r n e r
poedeSedetee%e! 5
L23258585855K4) / 3
220202020 0%e% |
OS] g
[SCKEKKKS -\ Tule Canal = W Elkhorn Blvd
% elelelelededel ‘ z
Woodland v, SRR \ b
& PRI RN L Elkhorn Basin L Setback 7z
(SR TN ower Elkhorn Basin Levee Setbac
PESCKAIAKN AR\ KN
93050000000, \ NS
roreletetetedede;
Teeleseteretes b Del Paso Rd
2ete0%0%0%020%,
20203020 % % %%
Setasetetetetesed
FORILRIRK
020202020 2020505
2000002020202 .
Ratetetateretote Lower Elkhorn Bast
000050202020 % %
Rotee0el0 %0 %%
o p.O‘OQQQQ‘Q‘Q‘Q’Q San Juan Rd G
& J0%6% %% %% %% ardenland
SRR X
> § 1202020500020 20 %% % SN Sacramento Weir Widening
z g 02050%0%6% % %% 50503 X
z iy 02020202022 %%% 23585
5 Z IRRRRLL 3N \ B
B 3 SRR Y 7 Sacramento Bypass
w [w) ’0’0‘0’0‘
o K
County Road 29 > ?,:.:.:’1
oot
‘
2020 < Sacramento
— West © %
(et K> ‘@ TRy
XSRS Sacramento § 7/ &
A TTRRKKLLLELS o
(750K
= Eo0SRIKRIKS
s
\
is [ Lower Yolo B RRIRIRRERS \ i
Russell Blvd Davis Ol0 Bypass %’:‘:’:’:‘:’:’:’:’: \
P- <] /,
020205030 %2050 %0 %%
TP 020202202020 0%0%0% Y
/N RSy > (Fremo ir to
: \ Eotetetetetetetet o g S t W t I - 8 O
- . A 002050502020 % %% ST 3
S | > B RRIRREKS R i) re n S
Bl
Souith Fork putah Creek| BRI . S
[ s IR
" ROS0020202020202000 & @ Cordova
ROIRIRLRHKS /
: R R IRERIIRKN /
QORI ‘
| P RIIRLIIKLIS \
Tremont Rd i ettt te e e e e e 20 200! \
RIS IERIISLLSKS \
‘ RIS \ Pollock
D000 e 02020 % Y %0t 00 0 0 %0 %! NN
poeseleteteteletetete e et te oo % %! >
Legen d o3 LIRRIRILIIHKKS N Fee ra
S RRRRRILIRLIRARKIKN] e
S0 %0%e20 020202020 020t 0 0 0% d0%0 i
[] Planning Process Area e et e e e sete e et e et ore S \ Cosum,
B RRIIRRAILRRIKRAKL @ \ Nes R
EZ Coordinating Areas ": 3’2‘2’3’3’2’3’2'3’3’2’2’3’2’&*7 i !
g 203020503020 2000 0%t 0 e %0t de e oo’ A= ‘
Jotelel0t020 050 % 220 0 %0 % de e %0t %02 A
fOIRRIIIXIRIIIXIIIKKY & !
1020202020 %0%0%0% % % 2202020050 %5%*
[oRORIIKIRHIRHLRRIKRK & |
0 125 25 5 Miles 20000000cscecececececececececececey /
s
RS % o

v

| Upper Yolo Bypass Planning

o Started in May 2023 with grant from DWR to

| * SAFCA is facilitating the Planning Process and
part of the Non-Federal Sponsor team.

! * Goal is to engage proactively with Yolo
County, local government agencies, and other
'|  interested parties regarding flood
management, agriculture, water supply
reliability, habitat, water quality, and

) recreation within the Upper Yolo Bypass



Steering Committee Membership

* Yolo County — Sabrina Snyder
* RD 1600 — Michelle Clark

* DWR — Mary Jimenez, David
Pesavento, Steve Rothert

* CVFPB — Ruth Darling
* SAFCA — Gary Bardini, Melanie Saucier
* Consultant Team Support

Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency




Interested Parties

* Engaging diverse interests and needs
throughout the Upper Yolo Bypass

* Yolo County

* Reclamation Districts 1600, 537,
2035, 900, 1000

Yolo Land Trust

Sac Valley Conservancy

Yolo Farm Bureau

Ecosystem Investment Partners
Conaway Ranch

City of Woodland

Cal. Dept. of Fish and Wildlife
Farmers

Landowners and Tenants

Yolo Flood Control & Water District
Yolo Basin Foundation




3 Local Preferences

Memo




Local Preferences
Memo

* Documents outreach process

* Introduced proposed regional flood
protection and habitat (Tule Canal)
features

» Documents associated questions
and concerns

» Defines locally preferred
actions within Upper Yolo Bypass
and adjacent areas

* Reviewed by Steering Committee

 Draft provided to all interested
parties




Planning Constraints: Avoid or Minimize

: N

» Unacceptable
hydraulic impact
to flood system
downstream of the
Fremont Werr.

4 N

« Disturbance to private
property. Keep as
much land as possible
in private ownership
and maintain existing
uses.

habitat mitigation
areas.

o )

managed wetlands.

» Disturbance to existing

e Disturbance to existiy

4 N

Impacts to RD 1600
O&M assessment
revenue.

Reduction in property
tax revenues collected
by Yolo County.

\l J

Impact to existing
agricultural
conservation
easements.

Impact to farming
during construction
and operations post-
construction.
Farmland as borrow
areas.

o /




Locally Requested Activities From Outreach

N
Mitigation Measures. Activities and processes needed to ease project
impacts. Example: Support Implementation of the Yolo Habitat
Conservation Plan. y.
~
Projects. On-the ground modifications. Example: Levee repairs
in RD 1600 and Knights Landing Basin.
Y
R

Actions. Non-ground moving activities (e.g., a funding strategy,
committee, or maintenance plan). Example: Identify potential
revenue streams for operations and maintenance. y




4 Upper Yolo Bypass Plan




Upper Yolo Bypass Plan

Purpose: Establish and clearly articulate concepts advancing each of the Partnership’s six
priority areas—flood, agriculture, habitat, water supply, water quality, and recreation—through

the identification of recommended activities in the Upper Yolo Bypass.

What it will include: What it will NOT include:

» Conceptual level cost and benefit « Commitments

information/alternatives - Detailed engineering designs

 |Input and preferences from

ieresiain A » Property-specific impacts

.  NEPA/CEQA
 Recommended alternative(s) and
associated implementation pathway * Information on land acquisition
(USACE or Non-Federal sponsor) process



Upper Yolo Bypass Plan: Outline

« Chapter 1: Background

« Chapter 2: Problems, Opportunities, Objectives, and Constraints
« Chapter 3: Existing and Future Without Project Conditions

« Chapter 4: Locally Preferred Actions

« Chapter 5: Alternative Formulation

« Chapter 6: Alternative Evaluation and Comparison

« Chapter 7: Conclusions and Next Steps




Conceptual Alternatives Development

* Developed alternatives (solutions) that
address all six pillars

» Categorized locally preferences based on
expected implementation pathway

« USACE consideration

* Non-Federal consideration and/or support (state,
local, etc.)

* Future consideration in other efforts

» Add suite of locally preferred projects and
actions to flood alternatives (setback levee
and secondary bypass) and Tule Canal
alternatives

—

Locally Preferred
Projects and Actions

Non-Federal
USACE . . Future
! . Consideration : .
Consideration Consideration
and/or Support
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Upper Yolo Bypass Regional Planning & Coordination Process Area
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5 Connection to USACE
Comprehensive Study




Connection to USACE Comprehensive Study

 The Comprehensive Study originated from the passage of the federal Water
Resources Development Act (or WRDA) in Dec 2020.

« System-wide analyses of the Yolo Bypass Program

« Without local input, USACE recommendations may not be responsive to local needs and
conditions

« USACE will identify what concepts qualify for "federal interest". i.e., potential funding

* Non-Federal Sponsors: State of California and SAFCA

* Role is to share technical information and knowledge of the region, potential projects, and
provide input on the non-federal sponsor’s preferred alternatives.



Notes
* Steps conditional on

Upper Yolo Planning Process Schedule

Develop and Share federal interest,
Local Preferences determined at TSP
Memo milestone.

Dec-May 2024

A

Prepare Draft UYB
Plan for Steering
Committee Review

**Subject to USACE
schedule changes

Summer 2024
Recommendations . . 1
Revise and finalize
for USACE
Consideration UYB Plan based on
Fall 2024 USACE Process™
N Winter 2026
Sept ‘23 Dec|‘23 March 24  June 24 | Sept ‘24 Dec ‘24 March ‘25  June 25 Dec ‘26 June 27 Dec ‘27 June 28 Dec ‘28
| | | " | | | | | | T N
| | | i | I | | | | | |
Alternatives Tentatively Chief’s Report
Milestone Mtg Selected Plan March 2029
May 10, 2024 Dec. 2026

USACE Yolo Bypass Comprehensive Study Process**



Next Steps

 Continued outreach

« Farm Bureau and Yolo County Landowners
Newsletter updates

 Additional meetings with Reclamation
Districts and landowners/tenants and farmers

» Future Board of Supervisor meetings
« DRAFT Upper Yolo Bypass Plan

 Continue coordination with USACE on
~ Comprehensive Study

o

o TR e L Y T

e N, Explore additional analysis on agriculture:
A .f economic impacts and benefits
'.--F'r-"-

e

" '; YoIo Bypass W|Id||fe Area

.':,llll
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