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. Tamarisk and Arundo have been removed from the majority
Cache Creek Putah Crgek and _Cache Creek E.XOt'C AROQ7 P o e 2020 LPCCC, Yolo of the CCRMP, improving flood conveyance and recruitment Also in Putah Creek Integrated Actions Y Y Y Y Y
and Invasive Species Removal Project Parks o .
2 of native riparian species.
Cache Creek Cache Creek-Yolo ~ Bypass|  jpgg Tuleyome merge with AR46, remove AR46 M |call Bob Y Y
3 Anadromous Fish Passage Project
YCFC&WCD,
Cache Creek Regional Campground Yolo County, )
Cache Creek Habitat Enhancement Project AR18 * 2018 and City of Per Cindy Y v N Y
4 Woodland
ng%ﬁ;\ﬁi& Final Design has been completed and the first 2 phases of
Cache Creek Correll-Rodgers Wetland Project AR21 PD X|o| o] e 2015 and City ny’ construction have been completed. Permitting for Phase 3 is Y Y
5 Woodland currently being undertaken.
ng%ﬁ;\ﬁi& A very large portion was completed in 2006, including Cindy said ask
Cache Creek Grube-Payne Restoration Project AR22 and Cit ny’ grading & drainage to alleviate the erosion along and Tilm )(’:om‘pleted’? Y
Y sediment dropping into Cache Creek ! '
6 Woodland
County and CCC has done some work. Over the last 6
$30,000 for years, the CCC has done invasive species removal (tamarisk
restoration of an 8 and arrundo) from Capay Dam to I-5 at Yolo; 90% control
acre site (4 acres has been achieved. Project is mostly in a maintenance Project includes Cache Creek watershed forum which is
are complete); $1 |Yolo County mode. Yolo RCD is doing a similar program upstream. Since comprised of entities in Lake, Colusa, and Yolo Counties, such [per Lynnel
Cache Creek Riparian  Habitat million total spent [(CCRMP), 2007 have been working on an 8 ac site. 4 acres are as BLM, County RCDs, Sierra Club, CCC, efc. as steering Pollock/CCC &
Cache Creek Enhancement Program AR24 P X * e 2020 on riparian work |Cache Creek complete through grant funding ($22.5k grant; $30k total committee for the project. CC Forum also works on watershed- [Kevin Schwartz, Y Y Y N Y
since 2007 (mostly |Conservancy project cost); also doing work on Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation wide issues and does Cache Creek watershed discovery day |YC
removal of noxious tribal owned lands upstream of Capay dam - invasive plant which benefits public from multiple regions
weeds but also removal and reveg; just getting underway ($400k project cost
some revegetation) - $200k grant and $200k tribal match ) and will be complete
7 in Spring 2013.
Cache Creek Cache Creek Anadromous Fishi  \p,q Tuleyome merge with ARS, remove AR46 D |callBob Y Y
8 Reintroduction/ Introduction Study
Cache Creek Huff's Corner Levee Repair Project FM13 PL X 2008 Yolo County FEMA/State Fundllng Reimbursement Peanqg, constructed per Cindy Y
9 & completed pending xfer to State responsibility
Reconciliation of Cache Creek Settling
Cache Creek Basin Future Modifications & "Original”| FM14 C X| e 2017 YCFC&WCD Y
10 South Levee Project
1 Cache Creek Bear Creek Detention Basin Project FM16 C . on hold YCFC&WCD project is tabled
Cache Creek Cache Creek Off-Channel Detention|  pyq c | on hold YCFC&WCD  |project s tabled Y
12 Basin Projects
YCFC&WCD, Flood SAFE Yolo - pilot program; eliminate FM19 as it is
Woodland Area Flood Management Yolo County, redundant with FM35 (Fran said this is not redundant. This is
Cache Creek Project (aka Feasibility Study per Fran) | ' V19 PL * 2017 and City of the LCC Feasibility Study, cost share with USACE, CVFPB & M Y Y
13 Woodland Locals, Work Begins April 2012
Flood Emergency Preparedness & ng%{;\ﬁi& County worked with cities on a multi-jurisdictional hazards Ask Mark
Cache Creek gency p: FM22 c . ? “ounly. | itigation plan in 2004 and County is updating this plan now. Cocke & Bill Y Y
Hazard Classification Program and City of ! N R . .
No real action on the broad intent of this project Martin
Woodland
14
YCFC&WCD,
Clear Lake Operations Evaluation Yolo County, Same as Clear Lake Upstream Storage Project (WS20); . N
Cache Creek Program FM24 C . 2017 and City of FM24 and WS20 should be merged and eliminate WS20 M involves both Lake and Yolo Counties Y Y Y N Y
15 Woodland
FloodSAFE Yolo - pilot program, eliminate FM19 as it is
YCFC&WCD, redundant. Also under Sloughs, Canals, Creek Integrated
Create Flood Management Division or| . Yolo County, Actions. Not redundant per Fran, intended to be the
Cache Creek Separate Entity (aka countywide entity) FM35 PO X X | Ongoing and City of Countywide flood entity created after Feasibility Study Y Y Y N Y
Woodland complete and determination of funding source (i.e. EIP
16 proposal for assessment fees)
Project comes directly from CCRMP Objective 5.3-1 (Create
Cache Creek Cache Creek Corridor Plan New X 2032 Yolo County a contlnu_ous cor.rld!or of natural open s.p.ace algng the creek Y
and provide for limited access, at specific locations, to
recreational and educational uses.)
17
Yolo Count A $400,000 pond expansion was completed in 2007 (funded
Cache Creek Madison Wastewater Project New . Ongoing . 4 by CDBG), but still need to rehabilitate wastewater Y Y
Madison CSD ) N
18 processing equipment (About $100k)
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The CCRMP has designated six general areas for future
recreational use. Sites are located at regular intervals of
Cache Creek Trail Nodes Program apprc‘mmately.two miles along Cache Creek, in qrder to
(rename Capay Open Space Park, a Cache Creek Trail Nodes is the "global program”. Per function as trailheads or staging areas for a possible system of
Cache Creek pay Op! P | RO3 C . 2014 Yolo County N . ne'g prog : M bicycle, pedestrian, and/or horse paths. In the long run, Y Y N Y
component of the Cache Creek Trail Cindy: Yolo County is preparing SOW for RFP. N . N
Nodes Program) planning efforts for this portion of Cache Creek should be
coordinated with recreational plans being developed by the
BLM for the upper watershed. Includes Capay Open Space
19 Park at CR85
The “Camp Haswell Renovation Project” and “Camp
z;z%i\ﬁia Haswell/Otis Ranch Improvement Project” and have been
Cache Creek Camp Haswell Renovation Project R06 and Cit Ofy’ consolidated. Any reference to Otis Ranch should be response by Dimitrios George Y
Y changed to Valley Vista Regional Park because the new
Woodland
20 name was recently approved by the Board.
YCFC&WCD,
Cache Creek Camp Has_vvell/Ot_ls_ Ranch RO8 N/A Yolo C_ounty, delgted action - merge with Camp Haswell Renovation D Per Cindy v v
Improvement Project (eliminate) and City of Project R6
21 Woodland
YCFC&WCD,
Cache Creek Blue Ridge Campground R18 N/A Yolo Cpunty, deleted action D Y Y
and City of
22 Woodland
130 acres owned by Yolo County - CCC assumed mgt of
preserve and CCC holds a nature preserve easement;
CCC has spent improvements continue; since 2007 300 feet of hedgerows
Cache Creek Nature Preserve, $180,000 on Yolo County, have been planted, 15 acres of native grassland have been Nature preserve serves as a location for increasing
Cache Creek . R19 [} e [ Ongoing | "improvements" at [Cache Creek restored, ~1 acre of islands in wetlands have been awareness of Cache Creek watershed for school children and |Per Lynnel/ CCC Y Y Y
Improvement Project . X Ny . N " 3 .
the Preserve since |Conservancy revegetated; other improvements have included community members from a multitude of counties/regions.
2007 development of the Jan T. Lowrey Memorial Grove and
amphitheater, and general habitat improvement throughout
23 the Preserve.
Cache Creek Nichols Park Improvement Project R20 . 2011 Yolo County ponstructlon of trails, habitat restoration, \_/vater system _ Y Y
2% improvements, and a new park host parking pad and utilities.
YCFC&WCD,
Develop Recreational Opportunities on Yolo County, Yolo County applying for OHV grant thru State OHV
Cache Creek Public Lands R22 * 2016 and City of program. Will include BLM partnership v v N v
25 Woodland
Cache Creek Project (component of the Cache Creek R29 C X 2020 Yolo County N Per Cindy Y Y
Trail Nodes Program) the CCRMP. No work has begun on access points at CR87
2 and CR89 identified in the April 2007 IRWMP.
Cache Creek Esparto Wastewater Recycling Project WwQo02.3 C . No action Yolo County, info from Ron Lowden at Esparto CSD Y
27 P W yeling Froj ) ! Esparto CSD ! W P
. . . . Yolo County, . . .
Cache Creek Madison Wastewater Recycling Project | WQ02.4 C . No action . info from Leo Reslin at Madison CSD Y
Madison CSD
28
Cache Creek County Road 19 Water Storage Project [ WS03.1 PL YCFC&WCD Project is not being actively pursued Y
29
$5.1m total ($3.5m . .
Cache Creek Esparto Water Supply Project WS04 PL X | o | Ongoing | for water; $1.7m Yolo County, Water/sewer prOJect. was Ju.St. completed. Included .an Y Y
Esparto CSD evap/perc. Pond. Will be drilling more new wells this year.
30 for sewer)
i i . $400,000 for well |Yolo County, . j i
31 Cache Creek Madison Water Supply Project WS05 co X | e [ Ongoing (CDBG funded) |Madison CSD New well was installed. info from Leo Reslan at Madison CSD Y Y
$2.2 million
Cache Creek Capay Dam  Reliability/Restoration Ws13 Pl X o o 2010 constructilon cost; YCFC&WCD Str\‘!ctural stability ar‘1§IyS|s, engineering desllgn., v v
Project total project cost environmental permitting, and constuction bidding
32 about $4 million
Cache Creek Moore - Siphon  Reliability/Restoration| 51, C |e 2012 YCFC&WCD Y Y
33 Project
YCFC&WCD,
Cache Creek Thruston Lake Pump Storage Project WsS19 C . N/A ::;chglu:fty’ project is tabled Y
34 Woodland
YCFC&WCD,
Cache Creek Clear Lake Upstream Storage Project WS20 C . N/A ::;chglu:fty’ eliminate action and merge with FM24 D involves both Lake and Yolo Counties Y Y Y
35 Woodland
Cache Creek Colysa Basin Drain Water Supply WS22 c o No action YCFC&WCD No action has been ta!{en. Project to be deleted. Also in Yolo D v v
36 Project Bypass Integrated Actions
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Discuss with the Colusa Basin Watershed Planning on
Dunnigan Small Sloughs Revegetation Project AR25 C 2015 DWD Buckeye Creek erosion and the need for vegetation to Y Y
37 restore creek bank.
Dunnigan Buckeye Cree!& Erosion/  Flood FMO04 c X 2015 DWD v
38 Management Project
Dunnigan Dunnigan Hills §torm Drainage Flood FM21 c o 2015 DWD v v
19 Management Project
Dunnigan Dur‘\mgan Hills Wastewater Recycling WQo2.2 c o 2018 DWD v v
40 Project
“ Dunnigan Dunnigan Hills Water Supply Project WS02 2018 DWD Y
42 Dunnigan Oak Creek Water Storage Project WS03.2 2015 DWD Y
Dunnigan Bird Creek Water Storage Project WS03.3 (o} X 2015 DWD Y
43
Dunnigan Colysa Basin Drain Water Supply WS22 c X 2015 DWD v
44 Project
Sacramento  River Water Testin Began Title 22 water sampling program in August 2009, will Although program is being conducted for the WDCWA, results
DWWSP Program 9 wQ13 PI . 2011 $310,000 WDCWA be continued through July 2011. $310,000 is the anticipated will be shared with other agencies through the Sacramento Y Y Y Y Y
45 9 total cost for the program River Sanitary Survey
Sacramento  River Diversion and $20-$35m. For Completed survey activities, resolved environmental pipeline
DWWSP Conveyance Facilities Ws07 E . . 2016 intake, $33 m. for |WDCWA alignment issues with DFG, coordinating with Sierra Railway Also in RD 2035 Sac River Diversion & Conveyance Project Y Y Y
4 raw water pipelines for potential joint right-of-way on pipelines
46
DWWSP Davis-Woodland Surface Water Supply WS08 E o o 2016 $325 million WDCWA Final EIR approved in 2007; Woodland-Davis Clean Water Project will supply water to both Davis, Woodland, and UC v v v v
47 Project Agency formed in 2009 Davis.
City of Davis,
DWWSP UC Davis Water Conservation Program WS09 C . 2020 City of ask Sid Y Y Y Y
Woodland, UCD
48
Completed Water Meter Implementation Plan, completed the
City of Woodland Water Meter Retrofit $20 million (total |City of installation of Phase 1 meters (roughly 1/3 the City) in 2009,
pwwsp Program Ws12 PD b I 2012 for both phases) |Woodland awarded Phase 2 construction contract for installation of all Y Y Y Y
49 remaining water meters in the city by 2011
Comprehensive Conjunctive Water Use WDCWA and
50 DWWSP Program Ws16 Pl F X[ X 2020 YCFC&WCD Y
Comprehensive Conjunctive Water Use WDCWA Includes storage of surface water in Lake County, recharge
DWWSP Pro Eam g Ws16 Pl F X| X 2020 YCFC&WCD and puming of groundwater in Yolo County, and use of Y N Y
51 9 Sacramento River water
Foundational Yolo County Groundwater Monitoring FAO1 o o | Ongoin $379,000 YCFC&WCD GW Monitoring Annual Report - $379,000 (from 2009 Budget v v v
52 Program going ’ Report) is the annual cost - includes in-kind contributions
Dunnigan Area Groundwater, Dunnigan Water Received funding from DWR on project, selected sites for
Foundational Monitogrin Enhancement Program FAO01.1 C X 2011 $250,000 Districgt, well monitoring and finalized permitting process. - The Y Y Y
53 9 9 completion date for the DWR funded effort is October 2011.
Water quality monitoring has been conducted as part of the
. UC Davis Groundwater Enhancement . 2007 AB303 Regional Conjunctive Use Study grant - funded
Foundational Program FA01.2 c X $10,000 UC Davis in part through AB303 grant, includes local agency cost- Y Y
54 share/in-kind contribution
Water quality monitoring has been conducted as part of the
. City of Woodland  Groundwater City of 2007 AB303 Regional Conjunctive Use Study grant - funded
Foundational Enhancement Program FA01.3 c X $80,000 Woodland in part through AB303 grant, includes local agency cost- Y Y
55 share/in-kind contribution
Foundational Yolo County Surface Water Monitoring| ¢ c YCFC&WCD ask Jacques Y
56 Program
Yolo County Subsidence Monitorin Subsidence 2008 project - DWR covered the costs for this
Foundational Program Y 9 FA03 (o) e | Ongoing $74,000 City of Davis effort, the $74,000 does not include in-kind contributions Y Y Y
57 9 from local agencies
Groundwater modeling has been initiated as part of the 2007
. Yolo County Groundwater Modeling . AB303 Regional Conjunctive Use Study grant - funded in
Foundational Program FAO4 0 ® | Ongoing $62,000 YCFCaWCD part through AB303 grant, includes local agency cost- v v Y
58 share/in-kind contribution
. City of Davis/UC Davis Groundwater City of Davis
59 Foundational Model Enhancement Program FAQ4.1 P X and UC Davis ask Jacques v v
. City of Woodland Groundwater Model City of
60 Foundational Enhancement Program FA04.2 Woodland ask Ken/Jacques Y Y
2008 Project Cost is for 2007-2008 expenses for the Cache Creek
Aquatic Habitat and Fish Opportunit funheyr Fisheries Report by Stillwater Sciences. The study period
Foundational e oot POyl Faos c X stdio $19,000 YCFC8WCD  |was in 2008 and a final report was published. There are Y Y
on hold more assessment studies that may be conducted, however,

61

none are currently planned.
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Web interface development and cooperater training
" Water Resources Information . completed. Automated calculation of water level BMO, output
Foundational Database Enhancement Program FA07 co * | Ongoing $90,000 YCFC&WCD to DWR data format, and State Well Number format clean-up Y Y Y
62 completed. - budget is combined with GW monitoring
Foundational SCADA  Network  Enhancement| g P, 0 . o | Ongoing YCFCBWCD Y Y
63 Program
as of May 1, 2010 the 2010 aerial survey is: Ground Control
Foundational Topographic Mapping (LIiDAR) Project FA11 e | Ongoing $136,638 Yolo County Survey 90% complete, Aerial Photography Acquisition 85% Y Y Y
64 complete, LIDAR Data Acquition 80% complete
planning process is still underway, anticpate plan adoption in
Yolo County 2011, implemenation phase will begin after plan adoption, 45
Foundational Development of HCPINCCP FA14 PI Habitat/NCCP » Impie ton p ' beg P ption, Y Y
JPA year planning horizon, costs to implement the plan are
65 unknown
Data was collected in 2007, 2008 and 2010. - Aerials for
Lower Cache Creek Aerial 2007: $18,000, Lower Cache Creek have been taken on an annual basis
Foundational Photography Project FA16 [e] Ongoing | 2008: $02010: |Yolo County from 1996-2007. We also have collected data from 2008 ask Warren Y Y Y
graphy Frol $136,638 and 2010 and will be collecting them annually as required by
66 the CCRMP/CCIP.
Putah Creek Russell Ranch Riparian and Grassland| ¢, co o | e| 2009 $1,075,000  |LPCCC, UCD waiting for response by Andrew Fulks at UCD Y Y
67 Habitat Restoration Project
. N . Project would improve regional fish stocks by introducing more
Putah Creek Putah Creek _Fisheries  Habitat)  \pqs PD | X[X]|Xx]|e 2020 LPCCC diversity of habitat including large woody debris, in-stream sk Rich Y Y vy | v
Enhancement Project
68 boulders and SRA cover.
o Putah Creek gi}.gg‘”s Confined Animals Relocation| 50, PD o| | 2009 $470,000  |LPCCC, UCD waiting for response by Andrew Fulks at UCD Y Y
. - Tamarisk and Arundo have been removed from the majority
Putah Creek Putah _Creek Recreat.lonal Facﬂmes ARO5 PD o e 2010 LPCCC, Yolo of the CCRMP, improving flood conveyance and recruitment Per Cindy Y Y Y Y
Restoration and Expansion Project Parks o .
70 of native riparian species.
. Tamarisk and Arundo have been removed from the majority
Putah Creek Putah Crgek and _Cache Creek E.XOt'C AROQ7 P o e 2020 LPCCC, Yolo of the CCRMP, improving flood conveyance and recruitment Also in Cache Creek Integrated Actions Y Y Y Y Y
and Invasive Species Removal Project Parks o .
71 of native riparian species.
Putah Creek Putah  Creek lSpawnlng Grounds AR34 c X 2020 LPCCC Pro]ec? would enhance reg!onal populations of salmon by ask Rich v v N v
72 Improvement Project supplying gravel for spawning.
Replace Earthen Crossing of Putah
73 Putah Creek Creek at Route 106A AR37 F X . 2020 LPCCC Y Y
7 Putah Creek Removal of Winters Percolation Dam AR38 FD o | o | 2009 $452,000 LPCCC Removal Completed Y Y
Project would improve the wildlife migration corridor and add
Putah Creek Increase Width of Riparian Corridor of| AR39 c % 2035 LPCCC wildlife habitat by increasing the wuﬂth_ o_f riparian vegetatlon ask Rich v v N v
Lower Putah Creek toward the centerline of the creek by filling in over-widened
75 reaches and replacing open water with floodplain habitat.
South Fork Preserve Riparian and Project improves the wildlife migration corridor, increases
Putah Creek N ) P AR45 o X o | e 2009 LPCCC riparian width, provides 80 acres of new habitat and serves as Y Y Y
Grassland Restoration Project N . s . N
76 a regional demonstration of riparian habitat restoration.
Putah Creek Geomorphic  Restoration  of = Putah|  \p,q Fo|x|x]|e 2020 LPCCC Y Y Y
77 Creek
78 Putah Creek Putah Creek Bank Stabilization Project FMO1 PD X X| e 2015 LPCCC Y Y Y
City of Winters Storm Drainage 5 LPCCC, City of
79 Putah Creek Diversion to Putah Creek Project FMo2 ¢ X ) Winters v
Diverts storm water from Willow Slough (WS) drainage to
Putah Creek (PC). WS drainage includes stormwater from the
Cities of Davis and Woodland and because it has more
City of Winters Storm Drainage impermeable surfaces it drains more rapidly into the Yolo .
Putah Creek Diversion to Putah Creek Project FMo3 ¢ * Lrcee Bypass than PC. WS has no salmon habitat and the earlier ask Rich Y
drainage results in some stranding of salmon that could have
spawned in PC. The diversion may help balance stormwater
80 flows btwn the drainages and benefit salmon.
Project helps to maintain the capacity of the channel below
Putah Diversion Dam Vegetation Putah Diversion Dam and reduces the probability of the
Putah Creek ! 9 FM36 CcO o | e 2010 $75,000 LPCCC grading has been finished structure being overtopped and damaged in a peak flood Y Y Y Y
Removal Project N N . .
event. Putah Diversion Dam supplies 300,000 municipal water
81 users in Solano County.
Putah Creek Mace Boulevard Bridge Improvement| a7 c |x 2020 LPCCC Y Y
82 Project
83 Putah Creek Cold Canyon Headwaters Acquisition New . 2010 $45,000 Tuleyome ask Bob Y Y Y
. . . " Project increases regional floodplain habitat by filling in excess
Putah Creek Putah  Creek Floodplain  Habitat New PD X| e 2021 $987,000 LPCCC Winters Putah Creek Park Channel Realignment Phase 1 open water, lowering water temperatures by providing more ask Rich Y Y Y Y Y
Improvement Program funded ! .
a4 shade over the water and reducing warming effect of pools.
Project would allow salmon to migrate into Putah Creek as
Putah Creek Putah Creek Fish Passage Project New PD | x X e 2018 LPCCC early as August, reduce regional stranding of fish in the Yolo |\ gy, Y Y y | v | v
Bypass, improve survival of salmon by allowing earlier out-
85 migration during peak runoff events.
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. The LPCCC won a Prop 50 grant to begin stabilizing the
Putah Creek Putah Creek Water Quality New F X 2015 LPCCC banks of the Pleasants Creek tributary - to address the most Y Y
Improvement - " 7
%6 significant source of sediment loading in Lower Putah Creek.
Yolo Parks The trails, restrooms, environmental viewing and picnic areas
Putah Creek Putah Creek Fishing Access Project R11 C E o e 2010 ? LPCCC ! are complete. We are currently finishing up the last response provided by Jen Santos at County Y Y Y
87 remaining construction items.
88 Putah Creek Putah Creek Trails Program R14 PD o | o 2009 $5,000 LPCCC Trails installed Y Y Y
Putah Creek II;?;jZit Public - Access Improvements| 4, PD o|e| 2007 $60,000 LPCCC Parking area created at Old Davis Road Y Y
89
Putah Creek Willow Slough /- University Canall \q5q PD o| o 2009 LPCCC, UCD Y Y
90 Rerouting Project
91 RD 108 Groundwater Characterization Study New X[ e 2009 RD108 completed in 2009 added by Kathryn Chandler from RD109 Y
. . Knights Landing . e . -
RD 108 Mld‘ Valley Area Levee Reconstruction New X Ridge Drainage possibly the.sar‘ne as thel Knights Landing Levee Repair"; added by Kathryn Chandler from RD108 v
Project District other agencies involved include County and the Army Corps
92
. . . . . y Completed survey activities, resolved environmental pipeline
RD 2035 Sac River Diversion and |RD 2035 Sacramento River Diversion| g4, PL o 2014 RD2035 alignment issues with DFG, coordinating with Sierra Railway Also in DWWSP Y Y Y
Conveyance and Conveyance Facilities L P
9 for potential joint right-of-way on pipelines
This action is listed in Section 5 Tables (pages 5-38 to 5-79),
Sac River West Bank Sacramento River Habitat - Friendly AR16 N‘o Yolo County but seems to have been consolidated or delgted. Not part of ask County if this project should be deleted v
Levee Improvement Program action Sacramento River West Bank Integrated Project or action
94 plan
Sac River West Bank Clarksburg Boat Ramp  Habitat AR17 Yolo County S.hould be deleted in lieu of R30. Project done at time when D Per Gindy v v
95 Enhancement Program did boat ramp enchancement per Ray Groom
. . In partnership with flood control agencies and as part of .
Sac River West Bank Sacramento River Habitat AR26 X Yolo County other habitat enhancement efforts Yolo County will pursue Per Cindy & Y N Y
Enhancement Study N . Petrea
96 fish habitat enhancement projects
. Yolo County,
Sac River West Bank Sagramento River  Enhancement AR50 N.o No action City of West geographic extent Y Y
Actions action
97 Sac
Yolo County,
Sac River West Bank Bees Lake Preserve AR51 X X 2015 City of West May becqme part of Wesl Sacramento Levee Improvement Y Y
%8 Sac Program implementation
Study the infrastructure and habitat of Elk Slough Levee on
Sac River West Bank Merritt Island Enhancement Project AR52 X Yolo County Merritt ISIé.md (|r? RD1.50)tO fmd ameans o Improve its Per Cindy & Y
structural integrity while maintaining the well-established Petra
99 habitat. Yolo County will contact RD150
100 Sac River West Bank E:;?;‘Ctts Landing Levee Improvement| )5 X X 2016 Yolo County  |RD 108 Mid-Valley Project ask Lewis Y Y
RD 307 estimates that they need to repair erosion sites on
. 6,500 linear feet within 6.6 miles of levees that help protect
Clarksburg Levee Improvement Project/ i o SN )
Sac River West Bank Sacramento River Levee Improvement FMO06 Ongoin Yolo Count: Clarksburg and the Sacramento Regional Sanitation District's Per Cindy & Y Y
w4 P 90ing Y Northwest Interceptor Project. RD 307 will receive partial Petrea
funding from DWR's Delta levee Maintenance Subventions
101 Program FY 2010-11
. Underseepage studies of 75-80 miles of Sacramento River
Sac River West Bank Sacra.mento River West Bank Levee FMO07 X Yolo County Levees, as well as, needed improvements identified by Per Cindy & Y
Integrity Program " Petrea
102 studies
. . . This action is listed in Section 5 Tables (pages 5-38 to 5-79),
Sac River West Bank Knights Landing .Stcrm Drainage/Flood FM08 Yolo County but seems to have been consolidated or deleted. West Sac Y
Management Project .
103] is not a sponsor agency
Sacramento River Levee Rehabilitation Yolo County, . . . o .
Sac River West Bank Project (RM56, 56.7, 57, 55.8 and FM25 ongoing City of West ’c:i/rlleldate with FM44; delete FM25 as it is redundant with D Y
104] RM53.5 RD 900) Sac
. Yolo County,
Sac River West Bank Fl."?d.mg for the Flood Management FM27 City of West Not carried forward (see page 7-67) D Y
Division of DWR
105 Sac
. — Yolo County
. Sacramento River Levee Rehabilitation N ! .
Sac River West Bank Project (RM 69.9 RD 27) FM28 City of West Not carried forward (see page 7-67) D Y
106, Sac
. Sacramento River Levee Rehabilitation . Cindy will ask
Sac River West Bank Project (Merritt Island) FM30 Yolo County West Sac is not a sponsor agency Petrea Y
107]
Yolo County,
Sac River West Bank Sutter Bypass Vegetation Removal FM32 City of West Not carried forward (see page 7-67) D Y
Sac
108
. . Yolo County, . . .
Sac River West Bank Yolo & Tisdale Bypasses Sediment FM33 City of West Not carrlgd forward by listed agencies (§ee pgge IRWMP 7- D v
109 Removal Program Sac 67), also in Yolo Bypass Integrated Project with activitiy
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110 Sac River West Bank Sacramento River Levee Repair FM40 ongoing X X|[X 2020 ggz of West Y Y Y
Sac River West Bank Deep Water Ship Channel Navigation|  y11q | onoging x| x X 2020 City of West Y Y Y Y
111 Levee Repair Sac
Sac River West Bank Sacramento  Bypass-Yolo  BYPass|  pyin | ongoing x| x| x| x]x|x]|x 2020 City of West Y Y Y
112] Levee Repair Sac
Sac River West Bank West.Sacramento South Cross Levee FM43 ongoing x| x X 2020 City of West v v
113] Repair Sac
Levee repairs under PL 8499 are led by the US Army Corps
of Engineers in response to proposals by local maintaining
. . - Yolo-Gounty, agencies. The Corps conducted critical and non-emergency response provided by Dave Shpak of West Sac; contact Ken
Sac River West Bank gggg;?grte::; Maintenance & Critical FM44 ongoing X X X . Ongoing City of West repair projects in the Southport area of West Sacramento M Ruzich at RD 900 to obtain project cost information. Y Y Y Y Y
P 9 Sac prior to 2010, in coordination with RD 900. This item Geograhic extent
appears to be redundant with FM 25 and the two can be
114 consolidated. Consolidate with FM25
RD 900 & West Sacramento MOU on No City of West
Sac River West Bank Storm Water Detention & Raw Water FM45 N deferred Y Y
action Sac
115) Supply
. . . Yolo County, . . N
116 Sac River West Bank Elk Slough Reclamation Pumping Plant FM46 RD 999 Cindy will follow-up with Bob Weber at RD 999 Y
Yolo-County, Upcoming outreach includes community briefing about EIPs
Sac River West Bank Public Outreach on Flood Risk FM47 e | Ongoing | $5,000 annually |City of West on June 1st and public open house/comment meeting on Y Y
117, Sac draft WSLIP EIS/EIR on June 29th.
Sac River West Bank Levee Maintenance Fee Structure FM48 N.O deferred Yolo County Ask West Sacramento? geographic extent Y Y
118] Assessment action
Yolo County,
Sac River West Bank Traffic Alleviation on Levee Roads FM49 City of West Not carried forward (see page 7-67) D Y
119 Sac
. . funded by the State Wildlife Conservation Board and
0 Sac River West Bank Clarksburg Park Host Project New Yolo County designed, constructed and installed by Yolo County entirely added by Jen Santos at County Y
Sac River West Bank Knights Landing River Access Faciltyl g7 X x| x . 2011 Yolo County Y Y
121 Improvements
Yolo County, . L . .
Sac River West Bank Elkhorn Regional Park Project R10 X X 2012 City of West |1 1S action is listed in Section 5 Tables (pages 5-38 to 5-79), Y Y
122 Sac but seems to have been consolidated or deleted.
Cache Creek Regional Park Project began in Fall 2008. This project is in use by the response by Jen Santos at County; will include kiosks at the
Sac River West Bank . 9 R15 C o e 2010 Yolo County public but is also in progress with the final billing and upper and lower sites that include multi-regional information by Y Y Y
Improvement Project Lo : S ¥ . X
123 construction inspections. describing environmental connections to other regions
See This action is listed in Section 5 Tables (pages 5-38 to 5-79),
Sac River West Bank Sacramento River - Barge Canal Park R16 Capital City of West but seems to have been consolidated or deleted. This action v
Project Projects Sac is not presently part of the Sacramento River West Bank
124 tab Integrated project or action plan.
Yolo Count This action is listed in Section 5 Tables (pages 5-38 to 5-79),
. Sacramento River Fishing Access No N Y but seems to have been consolidated or deleted. Not part of
Sac River West Bank R17 N deferred City of West . 8 ) Y
Program action Sac Sacramento River West Bank Integrated Project or action
125 plan
This action is listed in Section 5 Tables (pages 5-38 to 5-79),
No Yolo County, but seems to have been consolidated or deleted. Not part of
Sac River West Bank Boating Access Program R21 N deferred City of West . L N Y
action Sac Sacramento River West Bank Integrated Project or action
126 plan
This action is listed in Section 5 Tables (pages 5-38 to 5-79),
No Yolo County, but seems to have been consolidated or deleted. Not part of
Sac River West Bank Boating Access Program R21 N deferred City of West . L N Y
action Sac Sacramento River West Bank Integrated Project or action
127] plan
Sac River West Bank Clarksburg Sacramento RIVEI.‘ Access &| R30 X xloloe 2011 Yolo County This action is listed in Section 5_ Tables (pages 5-38 to 5-79), v v
128 Boat Ramp Improvement Project but seems to have been consolidated or deleted.
. . . . . 1st phase | $350,000 between | .. The project was funded, designed, bid, built and completed .
129 Sac River West Bank Main Drain Canal Recreation Corridor R36 X done 2007 and 2010 ggz of West between 2007 and 2010. response provided by Dave Shpak of West Sac Y Y
Implementation of the Commission's
Land Use & Resource Management Yolo County, The Land Use and Resource Management Plan and Great
Sac River West Bank . R37 X Ongoing City of West California Delta Trail apply to Delta and Lower Sacramento ask Dan Y N Y
Plan for the Primary Zone of the Delta N ; PR
Sac River agencies and jurisdictions.
(Management Plan)
130]
Sac River West Bank Sacramento River Recreational Trail R38 ongoing XX 2020 City of West May becqme part of Wes.l Sacramgnto Le_vee Improvement Y Y Y
131 Sac Program implementation; see Capital Projects Tab
. . Yolo County,
Sac River West Bank Bro.derlck Boat  Ramp  Expansion R39 City of West Not carried forward (see page IRWMP 7-67) D Y
Project
132 Sac
Yolo County,
Sac River West Bank Patwin-Summerfield Pedestrian Bridge R40 City of West Not carried forward (see page IRWMP 7-67) D Y
133 Sac

DRAFT



Prepared by WRA

Yolo County IRWMP Update 2011
MASTER LIST of ACTIONS

Updated:January 19, 2011

B C D E FIG|H|I]J]K]J]L|M|N]|]O Q R S T §) \ w X Y z AA AB AC AD AE AF
g
< o
& s 3 . 5
© © £ B
. 2 g g 5|, 18| %
a <) = g E £ = o S £
#* 2 c|m £|E < 5 ] & S S B g
g z 3 5|0 g8 = E| 2| £ S| 2|5 | B g
c o o & @ | ol € © o i E i < o o = 3
£ B = = Sls A= L o 5 8 s 3 2 2 3 i3
i3] < Q o c]s S| § = 3 < 3 = 5 5 o a
< P < 9 > &8l o8 s 3 s o S 3 z z 8 =
= 9) 2|ls|elalc||B]|s ° (] g = 3] = 5 5 & o @
3 o) o = sl2=|c o|E| 2 k] = = < © < 2 2 5 3]
£ 5 = I HEEE LR E R E R 3 3 E P = 5 g g 5 2 | &
© o B ~ SlE|lw|E|LSI=|E|2|B|8 [=3 > £ £ c = = E E = @ o
= Q o cle|lag|F|SIT|=s|S5|c| o £ - = S 1= 3 il c c o 14 o
2 £ 4 S c|lo|lo|l®|lele|l 2| R|o|a S @ b 153 2 < b S S ) =
b= S) = N ol |L|a|la]|2|O|O]|O o f © . . . - 2 8 o o B g g o 5 H
1 £ o Project Costs Agency Notes a Explanation of Multi-Regional Characteristics Other Notes o o = P4 a < < [m} b= z
. - Yolo County, . L . . . L .
Sac River West Bank Sac_ramento River Water Facilities wa10 X City of West This action is listed in Section 5_ Tables (pages 5-38 to 5-79), D As _descnbed_ on page 5_-53 of the IRWMP, l_hls is a countywide v N v
134 Review Program Sac but seems to have been consolidated or deleted. action on activities within the Sacramento River watershed.
. . Yolo-Gounty, . . . . . This action involves coordination between jurisdictions whose
Sac River West Bank Sacramento River Joint Source Water waQ11 o | Deferred | $26,000-annually- |City of West Project eliminated due to lack of funding. Possibly resume in source of drinking water is the Sacramento River and whose Y Y Y Y
Protection Program 2012 N N L N
135) Sac discharge actions affect drinking water quality.
Sacramento  River Storm  Water Yolo County, Project ongoing as part of a larger storm water protection This action involves coordination between jurisdictions whose
Sac River West Bank .- waQ17 X 2010 $8,000 annually [Gity-of West- ) going as p 9 p source of drinking water is the Sacramento River and whose Y Y Y Y
Sources Monitoring Program plan N N L N
136} Sae discharge actions affect drinking water quality.
. Linden Road Water Intake Plant No Deferred/ City of West
137] Sac River West Bank Replacement ws27 action 2014 Sac v
. Yolo County,
Sac River West Bank West Sacramento Reclaimed Water Ws28 _Standards City of West v
Use Standards in use now
138] Sac
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks  |cvronmental  Enhancement —off — \gqq YCFC8WCD  [Stefan said ARG is missing from 2007 IRWMP Table 5-5 ask Stefan ooy N Y
139) Waterways Project
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks | 201gns and Waterways Environmental) 5 gnq YCFC&WCD  [Stefan said AR9 is missing from 2007 IRWMP Table 5-5 ask Stefan Y Y Y
Enhancement Project
140
Agricultural  Drains and  Sloughs
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Riparian Habitat Enhancement AR11 C,F,O0| X X . YCFC&WCD C-F-O M get info from Stefan Y Y Y Y
141 Program
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks ~ |o0uih Fork Willow Slough Riparian| g4, c |x YCFC&WCD [ M |getinfo from Stefan ask Stefan Y N Y
142 Restoration and Levee Setback Project
143 Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks \F',Vr'c"';:";ms'wgh Habitat Enhancement| g, c |x YCFC&WCD  |C M |getinfo from Stefan ask Stefan Y N Y
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks | Crickahominy ~ Slough ~ Riparian|  spqq c |x YCFC&WCD  |C M |getinfo from Stefan Y N Y
144 Restoration and Levee Setback Project
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks | Cotonwood  Slough - Riparian and) g0, o . YCFC&WCD |0 ask Stefan ask Stefan Y Y Y Y
145) Levee Setback Project
146 Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Small Sloughs Revegetation Project AR25 F YCFC&WCD F M get info from Stefan ask Stefan Y N Y
Sloughs, Canals, and Cresks  [nonnative Invasive Plant Species|  ppyg | F o . YCFC&WCD  |F-0 M |getinfo from Stefan ask Stefan v v vy
147] Removal Program
gl [Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Sfor‘;'anfa”k Habitat and Maintenance)  \psg X . YCFC&WCD  |F-0 M |getinfo from Stefan ask Stefan v v vy
Condense this and 9 other actions into two strategies to
provide flood modeling and flood and stormwater
Madison  Storm  Drainage  Flood management for creeks, canals, and sloughs beginning with .
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Management Project FMo9 ¢ YCFCaWCD the Willow Slough/Dry Slough watershed. Add capital M getinfo from Stefan Y
project place holders (until details can be developed) for the
149 specific locations named in these actions.
Condense this and 9 other actions into two strategies to
provide flood modeling and flood and stormwater
Esparto  Storm  Drainage  Flood management for creeks, canals, and sloughs beginning with .
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Management Project FM10 ¢ YCFCaWeD the Willow Slough/Dry Slough watershed. Add capital M getinfo from Stefan v
project place holders (until details can be developed) for the
specific locations named in these actions.
150
Condense this and 9 other actions into two strategies to
provide flood modeling and flood and stormwater
Sloughs. Canals. and Creeks Caltrans Highways Hydraulic Impact EM11 c X YCFC&WCD management for creeks, canals, and sloughs beginning with M st info from Stefan v N v
9ns. ! Assessment Program the Willow Slough/Dry Slough watershed. Add capital 9
project place holders (until details can be developed) for the
151 specific locations named in these actions.
Condense this and 9 other actions into two strategies to
provide flood modeling and flood and stormwater
County Roads Hydraulic Capacity management for creeks, canals, and sloughs beginning with .
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Assessment Program FMm12 ¢ X YCFCaWCD the Willow Slough/Dry Slough watershed. Add capital M getinfo from Stefan Y N Y
project place holders (until details can be developed) for the
152 specific locations named in these actions.
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks | Cies-County Storm Drainage Criteria) )45 co . YCFC&WCD  |CO ask Stefan Y Y Y Y
153] Update Program
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Watershed Management Program FM20 (o} X YCFC&WCD C get info from Stefan Y N Y
154
Willow Slough Levee Improvement .
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks FM26 C X YCFC&WCD C M get info from Stefan Y N Y

155

Project
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Creation of Flood Management Division X;z%‘g‘;\i‘vﬁD’ FloodSAFE Yolo - pilot program, eliminate FM19 as it is
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks or Entity 9 FM35 P,O X | Ongoing and City ny’ redundant. Also under Cache Creek Flood Management Y Y Y Y
156 Woodland Integrated Actions
Sloughs, Canals, and Cresks [l Sloughs and Creeks nvasivel gy | ¢ o | x . YCFC&WCD  [c-0 M |getinfo from Stefan v v vy
157] Vegetation Removal Program
Formulate and Implement a
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks  |ComPrenensive Plan to Address thel ., c YCFC&WCD  |Prerequisite Project 8 M |ask Stefan ask Stefan Y Y N Y Y
Management of Storm Runoff From
158] Agricultural and Urban Land
Formulate and Implement a
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks  |Comprenensive  Storm  Water| ., c YCFC&WCD  |Prerequisite Project 6 M |ask Stefan ask Stefan Y Y N Y Y
Management Plan for Willow Slough,
159 Dry Slough, and Cottonwood Slough
Initiate  Discussions ~ With  Caltrans;
Regarding the Adequacy and Impacts . .
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Associated With Interstate and State New C YCFC&WCD Prerequisite Project 7 M ask Stefan ask Stefan Y Y N Y Y
160} Highways in Yolo County
Prerequisite Project 4 - Split assesment into 3 parts to take
advantage of allied efforts:
Perform an Opportunities-Constraints 1- flooding, coordinate with DWR floodSafe,
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Assessment pp New (o} YCFC&WCD 2-wildlife, coordinate with Natural Heratige Program M ask Stefan ask Stefan Y Y N Y Y
3-water quality, remove from this prerequisite and coordinate
among current initiatives, carefully defining purpose and
161 needs.
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks | _Pdaie Hydrologic Model for Willow| ., P YCFC&WCD  |Prerequisite Project 3 M |ask Stefan ask Stefan Y Y N Y Y
162] Slough Watershed
Develop Storm Drainage Master Plans|
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks for the Unlncorpo.rated Communltlgs n New C YCFC&WCD Prerequisite Project 5 ask Stefan Y Y N Y
the County Including Esparto, Madison,
163 and Knights Landing
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks EStabI.'Sh . Yolo (?ounty Watershed New C YCFC&WCD Prerequisite Project 1 ask Stefan ask Stefan Y Y N Y Y
164] Coordinating Committee
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks | 2Pdaie and Develop  County-City ., co YCFC&WCD  |Prerequisite Project 2 ask Stefan ask Stefan Y Y N Y Y
165} Drainage Criteria
Condense these 10 actions into two strategies to provide
flood modeling and flood and stormwater management for
Agricultural/Urban Storm Runoff| creeks, canals, and sloughs beginning with the Willow .
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Assessment Program waps ¢ X YCFCaWCD Slough/Dry Slough watershed. Add capital project place M getinfo from Stefan Y Y
holders (until details can be developed) for the specific
locations named in these actions.
166
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks | //loW Slough Bypass Environmentall y,; c YCFC&WCD  |C M |getinfo from Stefan Y
167 Enhancement Project
168 Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Ag Waiver Program wQ14 . YCFC&WCD get info from Stefan Y Y Y Y
169 Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks Demonstration Farm Project wQ15 YCFC&WCD erroneously numbered WS 27 in one section of IRWMP get info from Stefan Y Y Y
70 Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks gyesgt';’;as' Irrigation/ Tailwater Recovery| g7 F.c | x X YCFC&WCD  |C,F get info from Stefan Y Y
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks | .C' CWCD Distribution System Canall o, CF |x X YCFCBWCD  |C-F get info from Stefan Y Y
171 Extensions
Sloughs, Canals, and Creeks | /low Slough /- University  Canall yq>q PD o | e| 2009 YCFC&WCD Y Y
172 Rerouting Project
Since 2001, ~$9m
total has been
Yolo Bypass Wildlife Area Ecosystem spent. The Yolo Basin Part of the Pacific Flyway, key action in the Central Valle:
Yolo Bypass yp X 4 AR41 P,O . 2020 acquisition cost y Approximately 5,000 acres have been restored N yway, key Y Y Y Y Y
Restoration Project was match. Total Foundation Joint Venture Management Plan
project cost:
173 ~$16m.
Yolo Bypass Working Group continues to meet. Delta
. . . $25,000 from 2007 |Yolo Basin Conservancy participation has raised the profile of the Yolo ) .
Yolo Bypass Yolo Bypass Working Group Funding AR47 o e | Ongoing through 2010 Foundation Bypass in the Delta process. Strengthened stakeholder Brings regional stakeholders together Y Y Y Y
174 partnerships.
California Waterfowl Association submitted a proposal to
Yolo Bypass Conceptual Aguatic Yolo Basin NOAA to include re-alignment of Putah Creek with their
Yolo Bypass Restorati(y)z 0 ortunitiez q AR49 (o} X 2020 Foundation NAWCA funding to accomplish this fisheries goal while also M Part of BDCP and Salmon BO Y Y Y Y
PP working on AR 49. Stimulus money was not awarded but
175 they are continuing in their request for money.
Yolo Bypass YOI(.) Bypass 2-D Hydraulic Modeling FM03 P . 2007 Yolo Ba§|n Model is complete and operational M Y Y Y
176 Project Foundation
Yolo & Tisdale Bypasses Sediment . . . Part of the Central Valley Flood Control Project. ask Fran if
177 Yolo Bypass Removal Program FM33 P X 2009 DWR DWR Sacramento Maintenance Yard provided update info should be listed as project to be implemented by 2020 ask Fran Y N Y
. Central Valley |Begins in 2010. Purpose is to implement studies and
178 Yolo Bypass Delta Mercury TMDL Program New * | Ongoing RWQCB coordination to establish a Delta Mercury TMDL. Y Y Y

DRAFT



Prepared by WRA

Yolo County IRWMP Update 2011
MASTER LIST of ACTIONS

Updated:January 19, 2011

B C D E FIG|H|I]J]K]J]L|M|N]|]O Q R S T §) \ w X Y z AA AB AC AD AE AF
g
(0]
& S B 5
b ® ] & =
< £ -3 5 g g | %
* o| @ S @ £ 2 ) Q g
» (¢} = < € c o E
3+ a ] £|E = ] @ S S &= 5]
%) = c S|o < @ ) o S S 3 g
c z S 9|0 S|a = £ = £ 2 8 ® £ 5
= 5 o & @ | 3l e & o Y E & = = = 3
£ B = = Sls A= L o 5 8 s 3 2 2 3 i3
i3] < Q o c]s S| § = 3 < 3 = 5 5 o a
< = < 9, |l ol2 o|l=|8 S IS S @ & 3 £ £ o =
> € o ) 2|ls|lel2|2l8|5]|s S 2 S = ) = 5 5 o o 2
[} £ 5| 2= c o|l=s| 3 K] = = < © < 2 2 S 151
£ 5 = I HEEE LR E R E R 3 3 E P = 5 g g 5 2 | &
© <] = ~ Slc|z|EILC]I=|E|l2|B|S S I £ £ < = = E E = 3 S
= Q o cle|lag|F|SIT|=s|S5|c| o £ - = S 1= 3 il c c o 14 o
54 € [i4 S s|8lo|2ele|f|8]|s|e S ° : <3 2 < 3 S S 2 =
b= S) = N ol |L|a|la]|2|O|O]|O o f © . . . - 2 8 o o B g g o 5 H
1 £ o Project Costs Agency Notes a Explanation of Multi-Regional Characteristics Other Notes o o = P4 a < < [m} b= z
Multi (Yolo L .
Yolo Bypass Aquatic Habitat Studies and Monitoring New X ? Basin This is a placeholder for monitoring that needs to be done on Y
. fish use of the Yolo Bypass
179) Foundation)
. Multi (Yolo .
180 Yolo Bypass Economic Model of Yolo Bypass New X ? County) Need up-to-date data on ag in Yolo Bypass Y
Electronic Data, Documents, and Map Mult.| (Yolo Yolo Bypass data is located in many‘place‘s. It would be )
Yolo Bypass Sharing for the Yolo Bypass New X ? Basin helpful to have an inventory of what is available and store in Y
181 g YP Foundation) a consistent format in a shareable location.
. . . Multi (Yolo
e g, e Sotn : : :
182] 9 9 Foundation)
Multi including
Improve Water Delivery Systems and DFG, USFWS,
Pond Construction for Wetland Habitat DU, CWA, some projects are underway; others will come up in the
Yolo Bypass Improvementsm Water Conservation, New XX ? private future proj Vs P Y
Vector Control BMPs on Private Lands landowners i
in Yolo Bypass (Yolo Basin
183] Foundation)
" Yolo Basin Visitor center to be associated with Yolo Bypass Wildlife
184] Yolo Bypass Pacific Flyway Center New * 2020 Foundation Center. Center will act as a gateway to the Delta. v v
Pilot Projects:  Westside Salmon Mult.| (Yolo
Yolo Bypass Rearing in Managed Wetlands New X ? Basin Y
185) 9 9 Foundation)
. N Multi (Yolo
Yolo Bypass wzzt;?; Salmon Rearing in Managed New X 2 Basin v
186 Foundation)
Yolo Bypass System-wide .
Yolo Bypass Hydrodynamic, Sediment Transport New X ? :3'%5:?;?] Y
187] and Water Quality Model u !
Metropolitan
. y Water District of . o .
Yolo Bypass Yolo Ranch Habitat Restoration New X 2011 Southern 700 acres of tidal restoration is in pre-design Y Y
188 California
. Multi (Yolo . Invludes Solano and Yolo County and is necessary planning
2 -to-
189 Yolo Bypass Economic Model of Yolo Bypass New X ? County) Need up-to-date data on ag in Yolo Bypass information for BDCP and other Delta-wide plans Y Y
Electronic Data, Documents, and Map Mult.| (Yolo Yolo Bypass data 'S located in many‘place‘s. It would be . This information is needed for flood planning as well as BDCP
Yolo Bypass X New X ? Basin helpful to have an inventory of what is available and store in . Y Y
Sharing for the Yolo Bypass " . . N and other Delta-wide plans
190) Foundation) a consistent format in a shareable location.
Hydraulic Modeling: Westside Salmon Multi (Yolo Involves coalition of stakeholders: GCID, RD108, Conaway
Yolo Bypass " M 9: New X ? Basin Ranch, DFG, YBWA, YBF - could be part of salmon BO Y Y
Rearing in Managed Wetlands " N
191 Foundation) actions
Multi including
Improve Water Delivery Systems and DFG, USFWS,
Pond Construction for Wetland Habitat| DU, CWA, . . . . _— .
X : some projects are underway; others will come up in the These projects are contributing to goals set in Central Valley
Yolo Bypass Improvementsm Water Conservation, New X X ? private N Y Y
N future Joint Venture Plan
Vector Control BMPs on Private Lands landowners
in Yolo Bypass (Yolo Basin
192] Foundation)
Pilot Projects: Westside Salmon Multi (Yolo Involves coalition of stakeholders: GCID, RD108, Conaway
Yolo Bypass L e i New X ? Basin Ranch, DFG, YBWA, YBF - could be part of salmon BO Y Y
Rearing in Managed Wetlands " N
193] Foundation) actions
Westside Salmon Rearing in Managed Multi (Yolo Involves coalition of stakeholders: GCID, RD108, Conaway
Yolo Bypass 9 9 New X ? Basin Ranch, DFG, YBWA, YBF - could be part of salmon BO Y Y
Wetlands . N
194] Foundation) actions
Yolo Bypass System-wide . . .
Yolo Bypass Hydrodynamic, Sediment Transport New X ? :3'%5:?;?] mﬁgflggtgfe%? T;;fSIOOd planning as well as BDCP and Y Y
195) and Water Quality Model u ! wide p
Metropolitan
Yolo Bypass Yolo Ranch Habitat Restoration New X ? \é\f:ﬁ:e?:md of 700 acres of tidal restoration is in pre-design Early action project for BDCP Y Y
196 California
Volo Bypass Wildife Area Public ] ] Spent: $50,000 Nee‘d: $500,000; Tour route.has been
Yolo Bypass Access, Outreach &  Interpretation R12 P X o 2020 Spent: $50,000 [Yolo Basin expanded. Construction and graveling of public access roads v v v
N Need: $500,000 |Foundation and purchase and installation of gates has been added to
Program X .
197] this project.
Yolo Bypass Deep Water Ship Channel Trail Project R13 C X Yolo Basin No action has been taken, still in the concept phase Y
198 s P P ' 4 Foundation ! » st pLp
Davis Wetlands  Public  Access; Yolo Basin . -
199 Yolo Bypass Improvement Project R31 C X Foundation No action has been taken, still in the concept phase Y
Levee Public Access Improvements Yolo Basin . -
200! Yolo Bypass Project R32 C X Foundation No action has been taken, still in the concept phase Y
Public Access Trails Along Existing Yolo Basin
Yolo Bypass Storm Water Conveyance Channels R33 C X Foundation No action has been taken, still in the concept phase Y
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1 £ o Project Costs Agency Notes a Explanation of Multi-Regional Characteristics Other Notes o o = P4 a < < [m} b= z
We've spent about $50,000 per year for four years (Total:
$200,000). We currently have a proposal that will spend about
The first 2 studies are complete. A third study proposal has $309’000 per year. This is basic monitoring and looking at
. o . grazing, mowing and permanent pond management. To really
. been funded ($300,000/yr) for basic monitoring and looking S . N . R
Yolo Bypass Mercury Best] $50,000/yr; Yolo Basin at grazing, mowing and permanent pond management. DFG look at everything, including looking at the impacts of notching
Yolo Bypass Management Practices Development| WQ16 P . 2020 $200,000 from N 9 9. ving P pon ger . the Fremont Weir, and looking at the entire Yolo Bypass, Y Y Y Y
. Foundation will be conducting the study. Yolo Basin Foundation will - !
Project 2007-2010 rovide stakeholder facilitation and meeting plannin about $1 million per year for 3 years. The BMP's are
services 9P 9 addressing requirements of the Delta MeHg TMDL which
: includes land mgt on lands throughout the Delta region.
These BMPs will be applicable throughout the Delta and the
202, Sac Valley.
Colusa Basin Drain Water Supply Yolo Basin No action has been taken. Project to be deleted. Also in
203] Yolo Bypass Project Ws22 c ° N/A Foundation Cache Creek Integrated Actions D Y Y
204
205|Progress Legend
X [this phase was completed by the time of this Update (Spring 2010)
206
e |this phase was ongoing by the time of this Update (Spring 2010)
207
208
209/* LEGEND for 2007 Project Status
210|C Concept
211|F Feasibility
212|PL__ [Planning
213|P Permitting
214|E Environmental - CEQA / NEPA |
215|PD__[Preliminary Design |
216|FD __[Final Design
217|CO_|Construction
218|0 Operation
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