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Patrick Wright

Exccutive Director

CALFED Bay-Delta Program L
P.O Box 942836

Sacramentq, CA 94236-0001

Dear Né @

I am writing 1o respectfully request the CALFED Bay-Delta Program reconsider ts decision and
approve the funding request by the State Reclamarion Board for the two-dimensional detailed

hydraulic model for determining flood conveyance impacts of ecosystem restoration projecis in
the Yolo Bypass.

(]

The $635,000 project will develop a hydraulic modeling process that will assist governmental
entinies in making land use decisions in the Yolo Bypass, especially when creating new wetlands
for the Vic Fazio Yolo Wildlife Area. The hydraulic modeling will assist in restoring wildlife
habitat in the floodplain without negatively impacting flood conveyance, nor only within the
Bypass, but also within the Sacramento Raver watershed.

This hydraulic modeling process fits into CALFED’s Ecosystéem Restoranon and Watershed
Management Program that seeks 1o improve the healih of the Bay-Delta sysiem through restoning
and protcering habirats and nauve species.

Again, | ask that CALFED approve this project for funding.

MICHAEL J. MA
Senator, Fifth Dismet

MIM:bk

Cec: Peter Rabbon, State Reclamauon Board
Robin Kulakow, Yolo Basin Foundation



May=15-2002 01:02pm  From=-CALFED T-959  P.004/008 F-311

CHAR

e i — TT——— = —— - -

aTai® CAPTTOL

senbeft S Aszembly

e Sty . . : S
o @alifornia Legislad Yo pple

an?;]u‘n A55-08E0

¥0L8 EOUNTY ey ET Lt ZZ
whLEanh L 95666 HrLeN MacLeop THOMS 6 /& a -

(mi0) EE2-TRET

Pt ASSEMBLYWOMAN, EXGHTH DISTRICT Tl LAram A
T TerTIoan B SSSAmONy. Gt (v i /“/‘é . "
CHar, AssemBlY HEaLTH CoMMI R ;é
Livvraa el &a Hew cellry

M:p.lmmmam.mnn.qnvfnwmmmm

May 3,2002

I
Parrick Wright Y "ﬁf ol 5?"‘ .
Director, CALFED Bay Delta Program T
1416 Ninth Sweet
Sacramenio, CA 95814 RE: SRB Propo

Diear Patrick:

I am writing to urge that CALFED reconsider funding the proposal submiued by
the State Reclamation Board to develop a hydraulic model of the Yolo Bypass. Too many
important projects depend on this proposed hydraulic model for it to be 1abled or delayed
at this juncrure.

The Yolo Basin Foundaton was involved in the first model of the Yolo Bypass that
was funded by Congress in the early 19903 and we know first hand how important
hydraulic modeling is 1o making land use decisions in the Bypass: Creation of additonal
habitat in the Yolo Bypass could have both parcel-specific and cumulative effecis on the
flood conveyance capacity. A hydraulic model as proposed would be the assessment tool
needed to provide stakeholders in the Bypass with the information they need. Without a
hydraulic model the specific habitat restoration recommendations of the Sacramento River
Flood Control Project Comprehensive Study and the CALFED Ecosysiem Restoration
Program for the North Delta cannot progress. The practical result would be to stop all
projects now in process in the Bypass.

Furthermore, when the Wildlife Conservation Board purchased 12,000 acres 10
greatly expand the Yolo Wildlife Area last year, an assurance was given by the Department
of Fish and Game thar restorarion of habitat on the new lands would not negatively impact
the flood conveyance of the Bypass. Fish and Game, currently in the carly stages of
developing a management plan as required for any changes in land use, is depending on the
availability of the proposed hydraulic model to meer this assuranee.

The proposed North Delia National Wildlife Refuge would exist entirely within the
Yolo Bypass. The same requirements of no negarive impacts to flood conveyance would
also apply 1o habitar restoration activities by the US Fish and Wildlife Service. The
proposed hydraulic model is the key 1o avoiding negative impacts of this proposal to flood
conveyance.

The Yolo Basin Foundation, Department of Waier Resources, and Natural Heritage
[nstirute are currently finishing a feasibility study of potential projects 10 improve fish

iR
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habitat in the Yolo Bypass. These projects also will require hydraulic modeling to avoid
negative impaets 1o flood conveyance.

Proposal #32 is a broad-based collaboration: The Yolo Basin Foundanon was
involved in early discussions. The Staie Reclamation Board, as the permitting agency in
the Bypass is well suited 10 managing the development of the model and 115 future use.
The proposal also involves the Corps of Engineers, another key player in land use planning
in the Yolo RBypass, and recognizes the need for privale consuliants to work on the
development of the model. Because hydraulic modeling of specific projects is expensive
for most project proponents and will dramarically increase the ime to implement all
proposed projects, development of the model by the flood protection agencies 13 the
recommended path to take.

I join the Yolo Basin Foundation and others in urging immediate support of the
Siate Reclamarion Board proposal. The proposed hydraulic model is a key assessment tool
for any future ecosysterm restoranon work in the Yolo Bypass. Perhaps remaining technical
questions could be resolved in a meeting of reviewers and proponents. Many enrities are
awaiting the information. Without timely CALFED action, work on much-needed projects
will be delayed indefiniely.

Sincerely,

e,

HELEN M. THOMSON
HT:ef
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County of Yolo

#25 Cowrt Street, Room 204 weodland, Caifornia 93635 (530} 666-8195 FAX (530) c68-8193

First District - Mike McGowan
Secong Distnict - Lows Wolk

Thrd Digtrgt - Tom Staliara

Fourth Diatnier - Dave Rosenberg
Fiftn Distniet - Lynnet Pollock

May 7, 2002 County Administrator - Vietar Singn
Cierk of the Bearg - Patty Crintanden

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Pawick Wnght, Director TiAT LA AT
CALFED Bay Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street

Sacramento CA 95814
Dear Mr. Wright:

SUBJECT: Reconsideration of Fundi for Development of 2 Hydraulic M
or the Yolo B < by the S1aie Rec rion Bo

On behalf of the Board of Supervisors of Yele County, this letier is being submutied in support of
the request by the Yolo Basin Foundation that CALFED reconsider funding of the two-
dimensional detailed hydraulic model of the Yolo Bypass submitted as a proposal by the State
Reclamation Board.

The Bypass is a valuable environmental and economic resource to Yolo County that provides the
opporfunily for ecosystém Yesioralion, as evidenced by the Vic Fazo Yolo Wildlife. However,
the primary purpose of the Bypass remains to be recognized as flood control management. In the
development of A Framewaork for the Future; Yolo Bypass Mansgement Strategy, the Yolo
Bypass Working Group, composed of landowners, farmers, hunters, agency representatives
(including the County) and others, has jdentified the assessment and mitigation of hydraulic and
hydrologic impacts on stakeholder lands in the Bypass 2s 3 major 1ssue. The State Reclamanon
Board has derermined that the proposed hydranhic model would provide the assessment 1001
needed to pursue having this issue addressed. However, the costs of such modeling can often be
prohibitive for a single project proponent such as the Basin Foundation.

The County recogrizes the proposal by the State Reclamarion Board, as the penmifting agency in
the Bypass, to be a feasible and cost effective approach 1o addressing the habitat restoration/ flood
contol issues and concerns expressed by local stakeholders. Support of the propesed modeling
‘ the oppoTmity to provide input into the analysis of ways to
AT festoration projects while avoiding negative impacts 1o flood
tconsidevation of funding for the proposed modeling is requested.
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@ yolo busin foundation L
. April 29, 2002

FO Box 943

Lacts, Califorai
: ) 93617
Parrick Wright . . 550 736 7248
Director, CALFED Bay Dela Program R R -
1416 Ninth Streer
Sacramento, CA 93814
Subject: Reconsideraden of funding for the Two-Dimensional Detailed Hydranlic Model

the

or D ni ood VEVANCE

Dear Parrick:

1 am writing on behalf of the Yolo Basin Foundation Board of Directors 1o ask that
CALFED reconsider funding of the proposal submitied by The Srawe Reclumation Board
to develop a hydraulic model of the Yolo Bypass.

The Yolo Basin Foundation was invelved in requesting the funding for the first model
(also known as the $660k model) of the Yolo Bypass that was funded by Congress i the
early 1990s. We know first hand how important hydraulic modeling 1s to making land
use decisions in the Bypass. It was the development of this model and the subsequent
analysis that drove the design ultimately used by the US Army Corps of Engineers in
crearing the wetands of the Vic Fazio Yolo Wildlife Area. This design has proven
successful in the goal of restoring wildlife habitat in the flood plain without negatively
impacting flood conveyance.

Three years ago the Yolo Basin Foundation organized the Yolo Bypass Working Group
and we continue as the facilitator of the group. It is composed of landowners, farmers,
hunters, agency representatives, and others, all wirh a direct interest in the Bypass. Last
year the Yolo Bypass Working Group developed the document: A Framework for the
Fupure: Yolo Bypass Management Strategy under a grant from the CALFED Ecosystem
Restoration Program. Creation of additional habitat in the Yalo Bypass could have
parcel-specific and cumulative effects on the flood conveyance capacity, Therefore,

~ Assessment and Mitigation of Hydraulic and Hydrelogic Impacts” on stakeholder lands
is 2 major issue identified by the Working Group. A hydraulic madel as proposed by The
Reclamation Board would be the assessment tool needed to provide stakeholders with the
informarion they need.

The Yolo Basin Foundation recognizes the key role the Yolo Bypass plays as a part of the
Sacramento River Flood Control Project. [t will also play an important role In any flood
protection projecs that come out of the Comprehensive Stdy. Habitar restoration in the
Yolo Bypass is essential to meeting specific goals of the CALFED Ecosystem
Restorarion Program for the North Delta. Withour a hydranlic model the specific habirar
rasroration recommendations of both programs Cannor progress.
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Yolo Basin Foundarion
Page 2

In August 2001, the Wildlife Conservation Board purchased 12,000 acres 10 expand the
3700-acre Yolo Wildlife Area. One of the assurances made by Fish and Game was that
any resioration of habirar on the new lands would be not negarively impact the flood
conveyance of the Bypass. Fish and Game is currently in the early stages of developing a
Management Plan as required for any changes in land use. Iris assumed thar analysis of
proposed land use changes would include the use of the proposed hydraulic model.

The proposed North Delta Narional Wildlife Refuge would exist entirely within the Yolo

Bypass. The same requirements of o neganve impacts to flood conveyance would also

apply 1o habitaf restoration activities by the US Fish and Wildlife Service. The proposed
_hydraulic model will be key to avoiding negarive jmpacts 1o flood conveyance.

The Yolo Basin Foundation, Deparment of Warer Resources, and Narural Heritage
fnstimte are corrently finishing a feasibility snidy of potental projects 10 improve fish
habitat in the Yolo Bypass. This project is funded by the Corps but meers habitat goals
:dentified in the Calfed Ecosystem Restoration Program. One poiendal project inclades
modificarion of the Putah Creek channel where it enters the Putah Creek Sinks in the
Yolo Bypass. This project will also require hydraulic modeling o avoid negative impacts
to flood conveyance.

The Yolo Basin Foundation was involved in early discussions of the proposal under
consideration. The State Reclamarion Board is the permitming agency in the Bypass and
as such is well suited 1o managing the development of the model and its foture use. The
proposal also involves the Corps, another key player in land yse planning in the Bypass.
The proposal recognizes the need for privaie consulranis to work on the development of
the model. Yolo Basin Foundation is identified as playing arole in srakeholder
ivolvement in development of the model. Hydraulic modeling of specific Projects is 100
expensive for most project proponents, not a cost effective approach for CALFED
projects, and will dramatically increase the time to implement projecis.  So, development
of the model by the flood protection agencies is the recommended path to 1ake.

The Yolo Basin Foundation supports the State Reclamarion Board proposal for the
hydraulic model. It is a key assessment tool for any future ecosystem restoraion Work in
the Yolo Bypass, Imporant habitar restoration work will be held up indefinitely without
a working model. Thank you for your consideration of this mager.

Sincerely,

RKZ% Lo /Q/L\_,(/LQJJLL\_/

Robhin Kulakow
Executve Director

Cc: Yolo County Board of Supervisors, Assemblywoman Helen Thomsor, Pere Rabben,
Beisy Marchand.



