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I. Introduction:

The CALFED Bay-Delta Program (CALFED) has identified North Delta
improvements as a Stage I action of the CALFED Implementation Plan. The “Lower
Sacramento River, North Delta Region Bundle” or “North Delta Regional Plan” consists
of four actions to address flood control, ecosystem, water quality, fisheries, and water
supply reliability concerns in the North Delta area including the Cosumnes River from
Highway 16 to the confluence with the Mokelumne River, the Mokelumne River from
Commanche Reservoir to the San Joaquin River, and the Morrison Creek Stream Group.
These actions include:

1. implementing various potential flood control improvements, such as dredging
and setback levees, along the north and south forks of the Mokelumne River;

2. undertaking actions on McCormack-Williamson Tract to provide flood
control and habitat restoration benefits;

3. restoring habitat along Georgiana Slough to create wildlife and fisheries
habitat; and

4. conducting a study of modifying operating rules for the Delta Cross Channel
(DCC), and a study of the feasibility of constructing a 0- to 4,000-cfs
screened diversion on the Sacramento River.

The first three actions will be implemented as a single project and analyzed in a
project-level EIR/EIS tiered from the CALFED Programmatic EIR/EIS. The fourth
action will be addressed in a feasibility study.

CALFED staff has convened a study group (the North Delta Improvements
Group) with a focus on identifying flood control solution alternatives that are compatible
with local land uses, regional flood control plans, and CALFED ecosystem restoration
goals. The Group focus includes the first three actions of the North Delta Regional Plan,
with emphasis on the first action or flood control improvements. In addition to the
CALFED actions, numerous local, state, and federal agencies are developing or
implementing projects or programs that address similar concerns in the North Delta area.
CALFED staff is coordinating with these programs and performing research to identify
technically and politically acceptable solutions. An overview of the North Delta area
showing the general project area of CALFED North Delta improvements and some of the
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regional efforts that are discussed in the “North Delta Area Projects” section is provided
in Figure 1.

This White Paper will serve to put into perspective the complex history and mix
of ongoing actions in the North Delta area and to document the results of this preliminary
research to guide further efforts such as the Environmental Impact Report/Environmental
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the first three actions of the North Delta Regional Plan
identified above. This White Paper will be refined as study continues. Although the
CALFED actions focus on the geographic area described above, CALFED acknowledges
that a North Delta solution should address flood issues from a larger watershed
perspective and is coordinating with other watershed interests to achieve an integrated
solution.

CALFED staff proposes to initiate a formal EIR/EIS process in early fall 2000.
Prior to initiation of a formal EIR/EIS process, staff will continue to evaluate possible
solution scenarios, develop solution criteria, and identify strengths and weaknesses
associated with different scenarios. Public outreach is a key component of CALFED.
Staff is receiving input from Delta stakeholders in the field and has and will continue to
receive input from the North Delta study group and the Levees and Channels Technical
team. With the launching of a formal EIS/EIR effort, formal public scoping will be
performed. '

1L Background:

The major flood problem in the North Delta is a lack of river channel capacity to
safely convey flows from Sierra Nevada watersheds through the North Delta to the San
Joaquin River. This lack of capacity is historic. Low channel capacity along the
Mokelumne River and Lost Slough is the main reason that the large volume of water
entering the North Delta channel system is not able to flow down the existing channels.
Water flowing down the Mokelumne River backs up into a broad floodplain north of
New Hope Tract. The limited capacity of the Mokelumne River also causes water to
back up Snodgrass Slough to the north towards Lambert Road. Water also backs up
against the east side of the McCormack-Williamson Tract levees and if the event is large
enough, this levee fails. The tract rapidly fills. The levee along the south end of the tract
eventually fails and sends a surge of water down the North and South Forks of the
Mokelumne River. The capacity of the North and South Forks is not enough to safely
convey the surge, and additional levee failures are likely as in 1986. As well, the surge
may knock boats loose, as occurred at the New Hope Marina in 1997. This led to
additional stress on the system as boats stacked up at the New Hope Bridge, creating a
hydraulic dam.

The North Delta area has been a focus for planning efforts for many years. In
1987, DWR launched the planning and environmental documentation process for the
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North Delta Program. This effort lead to release of a draft EIR/EIS in 1990 for the North
Delta Program. Goals of the 1990 effort included: alleviate flooding in the North Delta,
reduce reverse flows in the lower San Joaquin River, improve water quality, reduce
fishery impacts, and improve State Water Project flexibility and water supply reliability.
In 1995, DWR suspended North Delta planning efforts in deference to the CALFED Bay-
Delta Program. Goals of the 1990 North Delta EIR/EIS have been absorbed into the
CALFED Bay-Delta Program.

The preferred alternative at the time of the release of the 1990 draft EIR/EIS for
the North Delta Program had a cost of $290 million and included the following:

e Dredge the main stem and South Fork Mokelumne River.

e Enlarge the main stem and North Fork Mokelumne River with levee setbacks and
channel dredging.

e Enlarge the Delta Cross Channel gate structure.
Acquire the necessary state and federal permits, and

o Test mitigation collector wells and fish screens.

Also under consideration were numerous alternatives combining these components in
different ways as well as the idea of creating an island floodway.

Many events have changed the planning thought process since the release of the
1990 draft EIR/EIS. Numerous entities are developing or implementing closely related
projects or programs in the North Delta Region. Coordination with these efforts is
essential for a successful North Delta solution. As well, the consideration of cumulative
impacts of these projects will be included in any future CALFED EIR/EIS document.

III.  North Delta Area Projects

There are numerous recent and ongoing studies and planning efforts in the North
Delta. Many of these efforts have received funding in full or in part from the CALFED
Cat III Early Ecosystem Implementation Program. The list includes:

Sacramento County Alternative 11F - Sacramento County has developed a
conceptual plan for improvements to increase flood protection for the residents of the
Point Pleasant area and Franklin Pond areas. Public property also protected within the
plan includes Interstate I-5, the Rio Cosumnes Correctional Center and the Union Pacific
Railroad. The Sacramento County preferred plan, referred to commonly as 11F, includes
a raised Lambert road and elevation and certification of Glanville Tract levees. However,
construction of the 11F improvements will increase water levels in the North Delta area
during peak floods, and as a result, implementation of this project is on hold pending
identification of feasible mitigation measures. Sacramento County continues to collect
impact fees from development activities in the upper watershed, which could be applied
toward a permanent solution to flooding in the Point Pleasant area. Figure 1 shows the
general project area.
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San Joaquin River Basin South Sacramento County Streams Investigation - The
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) performed a feasibility study in this area
known as the San Joaquin River Basin South Sacramento County Streams Investigation.
This investigation addressed flood problems in the Morrison Creek stream group and
Beach Stone Lakes basins and led to the South Sacramento County Streams Project
discussed below.

South Sacramento County Streams Project - The Sacramento Area Flood Control
Agency (SAFCA) is currently teamed with USACE to implement the South Sacramento
County Streams Project, a flood improvement project on Morrison Creek, Florin Creek,
Elder Creek, Unionhouse Creek and the North Beach-Stone lakes area. This project will
allow safe passage of floodwaters from the upstream area through the City of Sacramento
and into the North Beach-Stone Lakes area. SAFCA has determined that as a result of
this project, peak flood stages could increase in the Point Pleasant and downstream areas.
As part of mitigating the effects of the project on downstream properties, SAFCA has
pledged to contribute $2 million toward a permanent solution to the flooding in Point
Pleasant. SAFCA will be requesting the Reclamation Board to become the non-Federal
sponsor of this project, with SAFCA becoming the local sponsor. Figure 1 shows the
general project area.

McCormack-Williamson Tract - There have been several groups with an interest
in the McCormack-Williamson Tract. Sacramento County and city have previously
explored using the Tract as a floodway. A North Delta Flood Control scenarios
document was prepared in August 1998 by Ensign and Buckley under the direction of
CALFED staff and in coordination with Sacramento County and SAFCA. That
document presents modeling analysis of six different flood scenarios, five of which
included a flooded McCormack-Williamson Tract. (The sixth scenario includes
breaching a downstream levee only, allowing for only partial flooding of the Tract and
creation of tidal marsh habitat). This study was motivated in part by a renewed interest in
the McCormack-Williamson Tract due to a proposal by environmental interests to
purchase the tract and convert it to fisheries and wildlife habitats. Modeling results
indicated that using the tract as a floodway would decrease stages upstream but would
increase peak flows and stages downstream of the tract under certain flood scenarios.

The Nature Conservancy (TNC) has purchased the tract for conversion to
fisheries and wildlife habitat with funding through a CALFED Category III grant.
Although plans for McCormack-Williamson tract have not been finalized, possible
alternatives for its conversion include: tidal habitat in the lower end with controlled
breaches and farming in the northeast section; setback levees with shallow water habitat;
weir and floodway; or combination of the above. Proposals for McCormack-Williamson
Tract Restoration planning, design and monitoring were recommended for Bay-Delta Act
funding in November 1999 and are expected to have funds made available in summer
2000. The current farming lease expires at the end of 2000 and may or may not be
renewed.
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Cosumnes River Feasibility Study - TNC has teamed with USACE to assess,
identify, and implement ecosystem restoration and non-traditional flood control
improvements along the lower Cosumnes River from the vicinity of Highway 16 to the
confluence with the Mokelumne River. This effort received partial funding through a
CALFED Category Il grant.

Mokelumne River Feasibility Study - East Bay Municipal Utility District
(EBMUD) has teamed with USACE to assess, identify, and implement ecological
restoration and non-traditional flood control along the Mokelumne River from Camanche
Dam to the San Joaquin River. This effort received partial funding through a CALFED
Category III grant.

The Lower Mokelumne River Restoration Project - This project is sponsored by
the Woodbridge Irrigation District and the City of Lodi to remove barriers to anadromous
fish migration, support riparian restoration efforts, minimize ecological stressors, and
restore spawning grounds. This effort received partial funding through a CALFED
Category I1I grant.

Cosumnes River Task Force - The Cosumnes River Task Force was formed in
1997 as a result of the flooding along the Cosumnes River during the winter of 1997.
Sacramento County is providing staff and acting as lead agency on the Task Force, a joint
venture of Sacramento County, Lower Cosumnes Resource Conservation District (RCD),
Sloughhouse RCD, Florin RCD, and Amador RCD.

Joint Settlement Agreement for the Mokelumne River - This is a joint effort by
EBMUD, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, California Department of Fish and
Game, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) to enhance the anadromous fishery
and ecosystem of the lower Mokelumne River, including flow enhancement, riparian
restoration, aquatic habitat restoration, and reduction and eradication of invasive non-
native vegetation from riparian corridors.

The Lower Mokelumne River Stewardship Program — This program is sponsored
by the Woodbridge Irrigation District and the City of Lodi. The goal of the program is to
develop a watershed stewardship plan and implement watershed stewardship efforts
within the lower Mokelumne River from Camanche Reservoir to the confluence with the
Cosumnes River. Implement an Environmental Farm Plan encouraging voluntary
assessment and reduction of non-point source pollutants and conduct biological
monitoring. This effort received partial funding through a CALFED Category III grant.

The San Joaquin County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open Space
Plan Program - This program sponsored by the San Joaquin County Council of
Governments (SJCOG) is to provide a mechanism to coordinate County Habitat
Conservation Plan mitigation, enhancement and compensation for impacts to threatened
and endangered species.
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The Cosumnes Consortium Research and Monitoring Program — University of
California, Davis Center for Integrated Watershed Science and Management is
sponsoring this program to conduct fluviogeomorphic-ecological studies of the
Cosumnes and Mokelumne River. This effort received funding through a CALFED
Category III grant.

Delta Dredging and Reuse Strategy — Sediment Toxicity Study — The Delta
Protection Commission has teamed with the Department of Fish and Game and the State
Water Resources Control Board to develop General Order — Waste Discharge
Requirements for dredging in the Delta. The General Order- Waste Discharge
Requirements will facilitate potential actions associated with a North Delta solution
including lower Mokelumne River channels dredging and limited levee setbacks, and
levee improvements in selected reaches. This effort received funding through a CALFED
Category III grant.

Assessment of Ecological and Human Health Impacts of Mercury in the Bay-
Delta Watershed — The Department of Fish and Game is sponsoring this study in
cooperation with the University of California, Davis Department of Environmental
Science and Policy to provide information that will lead to reduction of mercury in
resident fish levels throughout the Delta, including the Mokelumne and Cosumnes River
inflow areas. The potential to create conditions for the methylization of mercury has
been identified as a significant issue of concern in North Delta area planning efforts. This
effort received partial funding through a CALFED Category III grant.

Canal Ranch Habitat Restoration Planning — The Department of Fish and Game
is sponsoring this effort for planning restoration of seasonal wetlands, riparian and
shaded riverine aquatic habitats and enhancement of ag management for fish and wildlife
on 3,070 acres in the Northeast Delta. This effort receives funding through a CALFED
Category III grant.

Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed Alliance - There has been widespread
acknowledgement that there is much to be gained from coordination between these
various efforts. Previously, the SJCOG took an initiative towards such coordination
through a CALFED Category III proposal outlining a coordination effort for the
Mokelumne—Cosumnes watershed. Also, SAFCA produced a “White Paper on Proposed
North Delta Coordination and Integration Committee” outlining a similar effort.
Subsequently, CALFED has teamed up with these and other interested parties to form the
Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed Alliance (MCWA), building on the efforts initiated by
the SJCOG and SAFCA. The MCWA aims to support communication, partnership, and
integration of the numerous on-going and proposed projects in the Mokelumne-
Cosumnes watershed area which includes the CALFED Ecosystem Restoration Program
East Delta habitat corridor, North Delta, and Southern Sacramento County. Activities of
the MCWA include development and management of a stakeholder database and creation
of a Webpage to disseminate project and other pertinent information. Additionally,
formation of focused sub-groups will allow the participants to maximize resources by
sharing information and data on hydraulic and hydrologic modeling and geographic
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information systems (GIS). CALFED has taken administrative lead of the MCWA,
however, the Alliance has agreed that funding or in-kind service provisions for the effort
will be shared among the participating entities. The full scope of the Mokelumne-
Cosumnes Watershed Alliance effort is described in the “Mokelumne-Cosumnes
Watershed Alliance Coordination Program Project Description” which is attached as
Appendix A. More information on the Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed Alliance effort
can be found on the MCWA webpage at www.mcwatershed.org which went online in March,
2000.

In addition to coordination with outside efforts, CALFED staff involved in the
North Delta Improvements is coordinating with other related CALFED efforts and
programs. For instance, one CALFED Levee Program goal is improvement of Delta
levees to the PL84-99 standard. The Levee Program will provide funding for these
improvements which will be a key component of a North Delta solution. As well, the
CALFED Program has identified study of the feasibility of a 0-4K cfs Sacramento River
Diversion as a Stage I action. Although a North Delta solution can be pursued
independent of a Sacramento River diversion, these efforts are closely related and will be
coordinated.

IV.  North Delta Hydrologic and Hydraulic Background

The purpose of this section is to characterize the hydrologic and hydraulic issues
that challenge the North Delta area.

Flood issues in the North Delta are numerous and complex. Watercourses that
contribute to flooding in the area include the Mokelumne and Cosumnes Rivers and the
Morrison Creek stream group. Figure 2 shows the hydrographs for the Mokelumne and
Cosumnes Rivers, and Morrison Creek for the 100-year Delta specific storm. The 100-
year Delta specific storm is the storm used for modeling scenarios presented in the
“Recent Modeling Studies™ section.

In addition to the magnitude of peak flows, it is important to consider flow
patterns over time. Because of the topography and hydraulic dynamics, flow patterns
change over the course of the flood event. For instance, the Point Pleasant/Beach Stone
Lakes area contributes to downstream flows early in a storm event. During major events,
this outflow is blocked by the Cosumnes/Mokelumne River stage which reverses flow
and causes it to overtop the Lambert Road flood control structure. The Point
Pleasant/Beach Stone Lakes area then becomes a flood “retardation” basin for both the
Cosumnes/Mokelumne watershed and the upstream Morrison Creek watershed. This
causes a significant flood hazard to the Beach Stone Lakes area. Figures 3a-3d show a
time series of flows for the 1986 flood event that illustrates this dynamic. The County has
proposed a project to alleviate the flooding in the Beach Stone Lakes area that will also
result in raising levels downstream and require mitigation. (Flooding in this area is
compounded by other local issues that are covered more fully in Sacramento County’s
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documentation of Alternative 11F). For purposes of analysis, modeling with and without
11F hydrology was performed and is presented in the “Recent Modeling Studies”
section.

In addition to the Point Pleasant area, areas that have been vulnerable to flooding
in the North Delta area include McCormack-Williamson Tract, Dead Horse Island, Staten
Island, Tyler Island, New Hope Tract, Brack and Canal Ranch Tracts and what is known
as the Franklin Pond area. Figures 4a and 4b present a photo-mosaic of the 1986 flood
event and the approximate bounds of the 100-yr. floodplain in the North Delta region
respectively. These figures illustrate the extensive nature of flood issues in the area.

A lack of channel capacity in order to safely pass the 100-year peak flows from
the Mokelumne and Cosumnes Rivers and the Morrison Creek stream group is the central
flood control challenge. The lack of channel capacity is well explained in the 1990 DWR
Draft North Delta Program EIR/EIS, as well as in the North Delta Flood Control
Scenarios (Ensign & Buckley, 1998). Current channel areas are too small to pass this
amount of water without levee failures. As well, in actual flood events, situations have
occurred to further constrict the channels at vulnerable areas. For example, boats from
local marinas stacked up at the New Hope bridge and Miller Ferry in the 1997 event.
This created hydraulic dams that further stressed that system and caused nearby levees to
breach. Constriction areas of concern are illustrated in Figure 5.

Part of the channel capacity issue is a baseline issue. Part is due to an inability to
perform maintenance dredging because of regulatory constraints. Current channel
capacities are approximately 26,600 cfs for the North Fork of the Mokelumne River
(based on current Network model estimates) and 13,300 cfs for the South Fork of the
Mokelumne for an approximate combined capacity of 40,000 cfs. The channel capacity
that would be required to safely convey flows from the 100-yr flood event (based on the
Delta Specific Storm for the 1986 flow pattern) would be approximately 90,000 cfs.
Inclusion of hydrology from 11F would necessitate a 100,000 cfs capacity to safely
convey 100-yr flood flows.

Channels in the North Delta range from about 3,000 to 16,000 sq. ft. in cross
sectional area. Channel areas along the Mokelumne River from the I-5 Bridge to New
Hope Landing are reduced to nearly 3,000 sq. ft. Along the North Fork, the channel area
at the Miller Ferry Bridge is restricted to about 5,750 sq. ft. Figure 6 shows a North
Mokelumne River cross section in the vicinity of the Miller Ferry Bridge. The North
Fork channel is generally restricted to approximately 6,000 sq. ft.

Channels along the South Fork are generally smaller than those along the North
Fork. The bridge at New Hope is about 6,000-sq ft. in area. Figure 7 shows a South
Mokelumne River cross section in the vicinity of the New Hope Landing Bridge. For 5
miles or so downstream of the New Hope Landing Bridge, channel areas generally range
from 4,000 to 6,000 sq. ft. The channel areas between North and South Fork (south of
Walnut Grove Road) differ in their most restricted areas by about 20%.
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The difference in channel areas is reflected in channel velocities at peak flow. In
the base condition, channel velocities are shown to increase in smaller channel areas as
might be expected. The modeled velocities along the North Fork peak in the area near
and just downstream of the Miller Ferry Bridge. This area has experienced levee
overtopping and failure in 1986 and 1997. Along the South Fork, velocities are the
highest again near and just downstream of the New Hope Bridge. Appendix B presents
graphs of channel areas and channel velocities along the North and South Forks of the
Mokelumne.

Sedimentation is an issue of concern in the system, particularly in the South Fork
of the Mokelumne as obtaining permits for dredging in this area is very difficult due to
environmental regulations. In the North Fork of the Mokelumne, sedimentation has not
been as much of an issue as flow velocities are such that they keep the channels scoured.

North Delta levees have failed in numerous flood events over the years. The following
briefly characterizes levees in the North Delta vicinity:

Levee Configurations - All survey elevations are referenced to NGVD (National
Geodetic Vertical Datum). Levee crown elevations in the study area range from about 25
feet in the Glanville Tract area to about 10 feet on the southern tip of Staten Island.
Levee slopes vary from 2:1 slopes on the waterside, 2:1 to 5:1 on the land facing side.
Levees on McCormack-Williamson Tract and Dead Horse Island frequently overtop in
large events. Levees along New Hope, Canal Ranch, and Brack Tracts as well as those
along Staten, Tyler, and Bouldin Islands, will be eligible for funding to upgrade to the
PL84-99 standard upgrade under the CALFED Levee Program.

Levee Integrity - In 1986 and 1997, levees in the North Delta were stressed to the
point of failure. In 1986, levees near Thornton failed structurally, while levees on Tyler
Island were overtopped. In 1997, levees near New Hope Landing and Miller Ferry
Bridge were sandbagged. A structural levee failure on the Staten Island Levee was
quickly repaired, and island inundation prevented. There is a significant historical pattern
of stressing the levee system with high peak flows and subsequent overtopping and
failure.

PL84-99 - Most of the non-Federal project levees in the North Delta area will be
eligible for funding to upgrade to the Federal PL84-99 Standard with implementation of
the CALFED Levee Program. This upgrade is detailed in the 1999 CALFED Long Term
Levee Protection Plan. North Delta Levees have recently been mapped by private
contractors, and upgrade quantities calculated. Meeting this standard would bring the
levees up to Federal requirements and provide the additional levee height needed in low
places.

V. Recent Modeling Studies
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This section documents recent modeling of flood management scenarios in the North
Delta area.

The current modeling effort builds on that presented in the August 1998 Ensign and
Buckley report North Delta Flood Control Scenarios (Ensign & Buckley, 1998). Six
scenarios were detailed in that report. Two additional scenarios have been developed and
modeled for analysis. This includes a modified dredging scenario with and without the
Sacramento County 11F project.

Scenarios 4C and 11F (11E) - To increase channel capacity, Scenario 4 from
Ensign and Buckley, 1998 has been modified. The original Scenario 4 includes
breaching the up and downstream levees of McCormack-Williamson Tract and dredging
the North and South Forks of the Mokelumne River from Snodgrass Slough to the San
Joaquin River. Scenario 4C is the same as Scenario 4, only with reduced dredging.
Figure 11 shows the limits of potential dredging.

To address flood protection for the Point Pleasant and much of the Franklin Pond
area, Sacramento County has recommended a conceptual plan referred to as 11F. In
order for Sacramento County to implement scenario 11F, Sacramento County has
acknowledged that implementation of a regional flood control plan to address the
hydraulic impacts of 11F will be required. CALFED has included scenario 11F in recent
modeling efforts for purposes of analysis. However, this inclusion should not be taken as
an endorsement of Alternative 11F. CALFED is committed to achieving a regional flood
control solution consistent with its Program objectives, but is non-committal towards
providing the mitigation that Alternative 11F would necessitate. Due to modeling
constraints, a slightly modified Scenario 11F referred to as Scenario 11E, has been used
for modeling purposes. For the uses of this modeling analysis, Scenario 11F is very
similar to Scenario 11E, and goes by that name. Scenario 11E consists of levee raising,
and flow routing as shown on Figure 8.

Hydraulic Model Flows - NETWORK model runs of Scenario 4C and 4C with 11E have
been made on the assumption of levee upgrade to the highest water surface elevations
predicted by the model and that levees do not fail in the model. Scenarios 4C and 11E
were modeled using a 100-year Delta Specific Storm event. The Delta Specific Storm
Flow was also used to calculate a base flood flow and stage. Model results for scenarios
4C and 11E were then compared to the base flood. Combined upstream Cosumnes and
Mokelumne River flows are about 113,000 cfs for this event (compared to approximately
85,000 cfs for the 1986 flood event). The Morrison Creek Stream Group plus Beach
Stone Lakes local inflow contributes about 19,800 cfs to the system. Not all of the
above-mentioned inflows are translated to areas south of Mokelumne/Lost Slough and
Snodgrass/Lost Slough confluences as some flows are attenuated in the Beach Stone
Lakes and Franklin Pond areas.

Modeling Results - Scenario 4C modeling results differ along the North and South

Forks of the Mokelumne River. As shown in Figure 9, along the North Fork the model
predicts that the differential of water surface elevations, between the 100-year flood event

10

C—098411
C-098411



DRAFT

(July 19, 2000)
and the base flood flow, vary from approximately 2 feet, in the vicinity of Lambert Road
to a zero differential near the confluence of the North and South forks of the Mokelumne
River. The modeling results for Scenario 4C with 11E predict a slight increase in peak
water surface elevation over the base condition throughout much of the system. Water
surface elevations become near or equal to the base condition in the vicinity of Dead
Horse Island and remain so until the confluence with the South Fork of the Mokelumne
River.

As shown in Figure 10, along the upstream main stem and South Fork of the
Mokelumne, the model predicts that water surface elevations for Scenario 4C drop most
below the base condition from just west of Dry Creek to the northeast end of the
McCormack-Williamson Tract at Lost Slough. The water surface elevation increases
slightly over that of the base condition near the southern end of McCormack-Williamson
Tract since the tract is opened up to through flow in the model. The modeling results for
Scenario 4C with 11E show water surface elevations lower than the base condition,
though slightly greater than the 4C Scenario-only, from the vicinity of the Dry Creek
confluence to just past Lost Slough. Water surface elevations for three scenarios are
nearly equal from the vicinity of Sycamore Slough to the confluence with the North Fork
of the Mokelumne.

Scenario 4C offers the chance to increase channel capacity through a program of
dredging along the North and South Forks of the Mokelumne River. For example, model
results for Scenario 4C show that, along the South Fork of the Mokelumne River, water
surface elevations are lowered by roughly 2.5 feet from the base condition in the vicinity
of the I-5 Bridge. Water surface elevations along the North Fork are lowered
significantly by dredging almost all the way from Snodgrass Slough in the vicinity of the
Lambert Road crossing to the confluence with the South Fork. On both the North and
South Forks, dredging appears to have less effect on lowering water surface elevations as
one approaches the confluence of the North and South Forks of the Mokelumne River.

Model Limitations - While the DWOPER model is adequate for planning
purposes and gives a very good overview of the system operation, it may be limited in
several respects:

1. Cross sections are too far apart in some critical channel areas, especially
Snodgrass/Dead Horse/Staten area. This is close to where levee failures have
occurred. There is about 4200 feet between cross sections in this area. In
other areas, cross-sections may be a mile or more apart.

2. Geometry used in the model is dated 1990 and earlier. These cross sections
are probably not accurate in terms of the channel bottom below normal low

(fall season) water.

3. Bridges at New Hope and Miller Ferry are not in the model. These bridges
restrict channel area to about 6,000 square feet (sq. ft.).
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4. Several field surveys have shown that that there are conditions not reflected in
the model. For example, there appears to be at least ene not documented
bridge just upstream of the Snodgrass Slough confluence; and there is a rather
large floating marina on Snodgrass Slough not in the model

5. While the model has been calibrated to the 1986 flood event, it has not been
calibrated to the 1997 event

VI. North Delta Scenarios Study:

There are two (2) objectives of this section. These objectives are summarized
below and discussed in detail in the following sub-sections:

e The first objective is to identify possible scenarios to address flood control in the
North Delta. In an attempt to reduce the amount of unwanted flooding, several
scenarios have been examined. These scenarios are similar to some of those
presented in the 1990 DWR North Delta Draft EIR/EIS, but have been modified and
reduced in scope. There has been some preliminary local input on all of the scenarios
presented.

e The second objective is to conduct a preliminary analysis of the strengths,
weaknesses, and issues associated with the possible flood control scenarios and to
provide suggested criteria for evaluation of the flood control scenarios.

This effort will guide and provide groundwork for public scoping and alternative
development in the EIR/EIS process.

Possible Flood Control Scenarios

Alternative ND-1 - No Action - In the No Action measure, no project beyond the
PL84-99 upgrade is developed to manage North Delta floodwaters and their effects.
Study efforts would not lead to a constructed project or operational change. The
CALFED Levee Program outlines the provisions for funding for levee improvements to
PL84-99. These improvements will be locally driven.

Alternative ND-2 - Dredging and Levee Raising - One way to mitigate for
channel aggradation and increase channel capacity is through dredging and levee raising
operations. Dredging of the North and South forks of the Mokelumne River has been
proposed as shown on Figure 11. Due to concerns over impacts to ecosystem habitats
within the channels, the dredging was generally assumed to be limited to those portions
of the channel which were between —10.0 msl and —20.0 msl feet elevation. A few
sections were evaluated for dredging up to elevation —6.0 msl. Modeling results indicate
that dredging south of Hog Slough has little benefit to a reduced water surface elevation.
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Alternative ND-3 - Flood Bypass/Setback Levees - Another way to increase
channel capacity is through the construction of setback levees creating a channel
approximately 1,500 feet wide. The current channel width varies from about 200 to
1,000 feet. Setback levees could be constructed to create a flood bypass, which could be
kept dry in non-flood times through a system of weirs. Interested stakeholders have
proposed several bypass configurations.

Alternative ND-3.a — South Mokelumne River Bypass - Figure 12 shows
the plan view for the first flood bypass scenario. Total length of the setback
levees is approximately 46,000 feet. For comparison, in the 1990 DWR Draft
EIR/EIS, a similar plan has a total setback levee length of 56,000 feet. In addition
to construction of the setback levees, other key features include the construction
of 12 overflow weirs, additional slope protection, and the elevation of Walnut
Grove-Thornton Road.

Alternative ND-3.b — North Mokelumne River Bypass - The second bypass
scenario is an attempt to simplify the bypass plan by making the required new
embankment shorter, and by reducing the number of weirs required. Figure 13
shows the plan view. Total length of the setback levees is approximately 48,000
feet. In addition to construction of the setback levees, other key features include
the construction of 2 weirs, internal levees to protect MT Ranch headquarters,
additional slope protection, and the elevation of Walnut Grove-Thornton Road.

Alternative ND-3.c — Tyler Island Bypass - In the Tyler Island Scenario, a
setback levee would be constructed on Tyler Island, as shown in Figure 14. The
new levee length would be approximately 49,000 feet. There is an increasing
depth of peat southward on Tyler Island. However, much of the new
embankment would be constructed over an old railroad bed. Other key features
include construction of 2 weirs, additional slope protection, and the elevation of
Walnut Grove-Thornton Road.

Alternative ND-4 — Staten Island Floodway - Intentionally providing storage for
peak flood flows to relieve peak flows elsewhere in the system is a potential means to
address North Delta flood issues. One way to increase such storage would be to open up
an island to intentional flooding. To evaluate this concept, the use of Staten Island for
peak flow storage was considered. Figure 15 illustrates this scenario. In this scenario
and in conjunction with use of McCormack-Williamson Track, Staten Island is
overtopped at a designated weir providing peak storage. Staten Island could also act in
part as a floodway as higher flows could exit through an outlet weir, however eventual
pump-out of a large portion of the floodflows would be required. Potential key features
of the alternative include construction of 3,800 feet of setback levee, 9,500 feet of interior
levee to protect MT Ranch headquarters, an elevated section of Walnut Grove-Thornton
Road, inlet and outlet weirs, additional slope protection, and acquisition of a floodway
easement.
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Alternative ND-5 — Staten Island Floodway & South Mokelumne River Setback
Levees — This alternative is a hybrid of Alternative ND-3.a and ND-4, above. In this
scenario Staten Island would be used, in conjunction with the McCormack-Williamson
Track, as a floodway, Figure 16. The key scenario features are similar to that of
Alternative ND-4. However, approximately 21,600 feet of setback levees would be
constructed along the South Fork of the Mokelumne River in addition to the other key
features of Alternative ND-4, above,

Preliminary Cost Estimates — Table | is a summary of the preliminary cost estimates
for the various alternatives considered above. The cost estimates are limited to capital
costs; operation and maintenance costs have not been included in these estimates.
However, for Alternatives ND-4 and ND-5 present worth costs for pumping out Staten
Island are noted in the comment section of Table 1.
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TABLE 1 - ESTIMATED COSTS

ALTERNATIVE
ND-1 - No Action

DRAFT

(July 19, 2000)

ESTIMATED COSTS

$ 15,000,000 +

Incremental Cost of
Levee Improvements

COMDMIENTS
Annual costs of flooding and
related cleanup of 1 main island
(USACE). Impact of higher cost
to achieve PL84-99 upgrade
would need to be evaluated.

ND-2 - Drédging and Levee Raising

$ 55,000,000 + Cost of
Levee Improvements

Maintenance dredging, to
maintain channel capacity, not
included.

ND-3.a — South Mokelumne Bypass 330,000,000 Estimate not complete

ND-3.b — North Mokelumne Bypass 270,000,000

ND-3.c — Tyler Island Bypass 145,000,000

ND-4 - Staten Island Floodway 100,000,000 Additional $ 1.6 million (Present
Worth) necessary for island
pump-out.

ND-5 - Staten Island Floodway & South 175,000,000 Estimate not complete Additional

Mokelumne River Setback Levees

$ 1.6 million (Present Worth)
necessary for island pump-out.

Other Scenarios Considered

In addition to the above scenarios, the North Delta Improvements Group discussed
possible alternative scenarios that were not further analyzed because they were
considered to have significant potential drawbacks at the time they were discussed by the
Group. These scenarios may be revisited in the public scoping portion of the EIR/EIS
preparation process. These include damming the Cosumnes to solve flood control issues,
which was set aside because of overwhelming environmental impacts. Installation of a
flow barrier at Georgiana Slough {as mentioned in CVPIA Section 3406 (b)(14)} that
could also potentially help alleviate some hydraulic pressure on the system was likewise
set aside because of numerous environmental considerations.

Other Actions

In addition to the scenarios considered above, it is recommended that other actions be
taken to increase flood capacity including:

e Because recent flood events have highlighted the potentially serious hazard of marina
and other water structure damages (such as boats being knocked loose) during flood
events that lead to further channel constrictions, it is recommended that modifications
be pursued to decrease this hazard. Such modifications may include:

Modifying existing structures to resist flood flows.
Relocating large vessels prior to flood events or during a designated period of
time when flooding is likely to occur.
Marina management be contacted during the EIR/EIS process to incorporate such
elements or other means to address potential hazards into a North Delta solution.
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Other recommended actions include:
Identifying structures that may contribute to flooding risks, such as unauthorized
houseboats, and developing appropriate solutions.
Better enforcement of navigation controls during flood events.
Better communication of proposed projects (for example, through broad
circulation of application for Army Corps of Engineers permits) so that activities
that may result in adverse impacts can be adequately addressed.

¢ Bridge modifications should be considered to increase channel capacity. For
example, modifying the Miller Ferry Bridge to decrease the volume of concrete in the
channel would increase channel capacity at a significant constriction point.

e [t is recommended that recreation opportunities be incorporated into the North Delta
solution where possible. The Delta Ad Hoc Committee on Recreation was formed to
promote the incorporation of recreation opportunities and minimization of impacts to
recreation into the CALFED Program actions. The Committee is coordinating with
CALFED staff to identify potential recreation enhancements for inclusion in North
Delta area actions which may include: restroom facilities, boat docks, hiking trails
and picnic areas. A listing of specific recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee on
Recreation is included in the letter to Steve Ritchie of CALFED from the Ad Hoc
committee dated March 29, 2000 and provided as Appendix C.

Scenario Analysis

The various possible flood control scenarios were evaluated against various
criteria to evaluate each scenario’s potential to address CALFED program objectives and
to identify the strengths, weaknesses, and issues associated with each scenario. This
evaluation is intended to be a course screening level evaluation of the various scenarios.

Figures 17 and 18 present a matrix for each baseline condition of without and with 11F
hydrology respectively. The criterion included in the matrix were roughly applied for
preliminary analysis of the scenarios presented in the White paper and are the suggested
criterion for detailed analysis of scenarios during alternative development in the EIR/EIS
process.

North Delta Improvements Group Scenarios Evaluation Matrix Evaluation
Rationale

Ecosystem benefits: To what extent will the scenario provide ecosystem benefits? (To
be further defined by CALFED ERP staff).

Flood control benefits: As all of the scenarios are to be designed to achieve the 100-yr
level of flood protection, this category is neutral except for the No Action scenario.
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Water Quality benefits: To what extent will the scenario provide better water quality
for the environment and water supply?

Water supply reliability benefits: To what extent will the scenario provide more
predictable or better quality water supply to in-Delta users and exporters?

Compatibility with CALFED ERP: To what extent are the elements of the scenario
compatible with the goals and objectives of the CALFED ERP?

Compatibility with CALFED MSCS: To what extent are the elements of the scenario
compatible with the goals and objectives of the CALFED MSCS?

Compatibility with CALFED Water Quality Program: To what extent are the
elements of the scenario compatible with the goals and objectives of the CALFED Water
Quality Program?

Compatibility with CALFED Water Conveyance: To what extent are the elements of
the scenario compatible with the goals and objectives of CALFED concerning water
conveyance?

Compatibility with MCWA Actions: To what extent are the elements of the scenario
compatible with the actions of MCWA entities?

Compatibility with desirable Delta hydrodynamic patterns: To what extent are the
elements of the scenario compatible with the goals and objectives of the CALFED ERP?

Regulatory Acceptability: To what extent are the elements of the scenario acceptable to
the regulatory community?

Community/Local Government Buy-In: To what extent is the community and local
government supportive of the elements of the scenario?

Reclamation District Buy-In: To what extent is the community and local government
supportive of the elements of the scenario?

Fisheries impacts: To what extent does the scenario avoid negative impacts to fisheries?
Impacts to existing wildlife use: To what extent does the scenario avoid negative
impacts to existing wildlife use? For example, the addition of 11F hydrology makes
Alternatives ND-4 and ND-5 less attractive from a Sandhill Crane perspective as it
threatens to cause more frequent flooding and damage existing Sandhill Crane habitat.

Figure 19 shows land areas managed or potentially managed for conservation.

Taking of farmland out of production: To what extent does the scenario
avoid/minimize the taking of farmland out of production?
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Growth inducing impacts: To what extent does the scenario avoid growth impacts?

Economic impacts: To what extent does the scenario avoid creating negative economic
impacts?

Upstream/Downstream Hydraulic Impacts: To what extent does the scenario avoid
creating negative upstream or downstream hydraulic impacts?

Seepage concern-Impacts to farming activities: To what extent does the scenario
avoid creating negative seepage impacts to farming activities?

Seepage concern-Impacts to levee integrity: To what extent does the scenario avoid
creating negative seepage impacts to levee integrity?

Cost-Initial: How high is the initial cost of this scenario? A relatively high cost
generates a lower rating and vice versa.

Cost-Maintenance: How high is the yearly maintenance cost of this scenario? A
relatively high yearly maintenance cost generates a lower rating and vice versa.

Cost-sharing and funding resources: Are there current programs that would provide
cost sharing for elements of this scenario? Availability of cost-sharing resources
generates a higher rating.

Maintenance requirements: How difficult are the maintenance requirements to
achieve? A high level of difficulty generates a lower rating and vice versa.

Individual Scenario Preliminary Analysis Comments

Alternative ND-1 - No Action — Islands in the Delta would continue to be threatened by
levee failure, and in very high events, island inundation would be likely. As well,

the Point Pleasant/Franklin Pond areas of Sacramento County would continue to flood
from the backwaters of the Mokelumne and Cosumnes Rivers as well as the Morrison
Creek watershed. The flood threat to the Rio Cosumnes Correctional Center, the Union
Pacific railroad, and Interstate 5 would continue. The cost to achieve PL84-99 level
protection in the Delta as provided for in the CALFED Levee Program would be greater.

Alternative ND-2 - Dredging and Levee Raising — Dredging is a maintenance
intensive program and is invasive. Protection is less when Scenario 11E is considered as
well. Dredging and levee raising does not offer full protection to all islands in the North
Delta, especially when combined with Scenario 11E. As well, there are significant
concerns about the viability of obtaining permits to dredge. (In 1986, channels were
filled with about 30,000 cfs just before failure along Tyler Island. In current modeling,
these areas are enlarged by up to about 1,500-sq. ft. by dredging. After enlargement, the
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increase in modeled flow capacity almost doubles to about 58,000 cfs for scenario 4C
plus 11E).

Alternative ND-3.a — South Mokelumne Bypass —
Alternative ND-3.b — North Mokelumne Bypass —

Alternative ND-3.c — Tyler Island Bypass — This option has the hydraulic advantage of
placing water farther downstream than the other bypass scenarios.

Alternative ND-4 — Staten Island Floodway — This alternative has the advantage of
reducing the channel constriction in the area where it is most needed, along the northern
one-third of Staten Island. This alternative presents significant concerns regarding
impacts to farming and ecosystem habitat if flooding exceeds approximately a one-in-ten
year flood frequency.

Alternative ND-5 — Staten Island Floodway & South Mokelumne River Setback
Levees — This alternative has the advantage of reducing the channel constriction in the
area where it is most needed, along the northern one-third of Staten Island. Additionally,
Alternative ND-5 provides additional opportunities to enhance ecosystem restoration
efforts. This alternative presents significant concerns regarding impacts to farming and
ecosystem habitat if flooding exceeds approximately a one-in-ten year flood frequency.

VI. Key Issues:

Several issues have emerged as the key points to consider and/or resolve in the
formulation of a North Delta flood solution. Many have been long-standing issues in the
North Delta area and some have surfaced as a result of the current physical and political
climate. The study efforts of the group will focus around these issues. Key issues
include:

Early stakeholder input and buy-in is important.

Coordination with ongoing North Delta programs and projects is essential.
Early coordination with USFWS and other environmental Agencies is needed.
The extent to which dredging is acceptable to regulators must be established.
Consideration of new technologies, especially regarding slope protection
methodologies, could enhance solution options.

A flood control solution must be approached regionally.

Future means to secure cost-sharing and funding should be considered.
Solution should avoid or minimize the taking of farmland out of production.
Liability issues associated with setback levees must be considered.
Consideration of whether a North Delta solution will encourage further floodplain
development must be addressed.

e More accurate modeling will be required when an EIR/EIS effort is launched.
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Seepage concerns must be addressed.

Impacts to Mokelumne River fisheries must be considered.
Local economic impacts must be considered.

V. Summary:

CALFED staff will continue to identify and research North Delta solution ideas in
anticipation of launching a formal EIR/EIS process. This will involve outreach to
stakeholders and coordination with other ongoing efforts in the North Delta area. This
will occur mainly through the meeting of the North Delta Improvements Group, through
the North Delta reflector that has been set-up to facilitate communication, and through
CALFED staff working closely with the MCWA. CALFED staff will continue to update
and refine this White Paper to document research efforts and invites comment from
agencies and stakeholders. Focus of North Delta study discussions will include the key
issues listed above. It is intended that the North Delta Improvements Group will identify
potential alternatives for consideration in the EIR/EIS for the North Delta Improvements.
The Group recommends that these alternatives and any other alternatives that arise
through the EIR/EIS public scoping and alternative development process be evaluated on
the following criteria which are reflected in the evaluation matrices in Figures 17 and 18:

Compatibility with ongoing North Delta programs and projects.
Regulatory acceptability.

Public acceptability.

Environmental benefits.

Flood control benefits.

Water supply reliability benefits.

Cost.

Potential to secure cost-sharing and funding.

Avoidance or minimization of the taking of farmland out of production.
Ability to address growth inducing impacts.

Ability to address seepage concerns.

Ability to address fisheries impacts.

Ability to address economic impacts.

Maintenance requirements.

Short-term effectiveness.

Long-term effectiveness.

Implementability.

Protectiveness.
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" MOKELUMNE AND COSUMNES WATERSHED ALLIANCE
COORDINATION PROGRAM ‘

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Mokelumne and Cosumnes Watershed Alliance (MCWA) was created to support
communication, partnership, and integration of the numerous ongoing and proposed projects in
the Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed. The area includes the East Delta Habitat Corridor, and
portions of the North Delta and southern Sacramento County. These projects include fish
passage improvements, habitat restoration and preservation, flood control, research and
monitoring, and watershed management. The intent of MCWA is to provide a mechanism for
coordinated and integrated activities to ensure that restoration and other projects to avoid
conflicts and take advantage of synergies, to best achieve the overall goal of a healthier
watershed. Preliminary discussions among a number of the agencies sponsoring the projects in
the Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed indicate the potential for significant overlap of activities,
and the opportunity for mutual benefits through cooperative efforts. Additionally, early
dissemination of information to stakeholders and other affected parties regarding projects in the
Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed has been identified as a critical need. It is critical to the
implementation of the proposed projects that there be open and candid discussion among project
proponents and stakeholders from project formulation through implementation.

The area of focus for the MCWA is provided on Figure 1. The main project area includes
the Mokelumne River from Camanche Dam to the confluence of the San Joaquin River ‘
(including the North and South Forks around Staten Island), the Cosumnes River from the State
Highway 49 crossing to the confluence of the Mokelumne River, and areas in the North Delta
and along the Sacramento River upstream of the Cosumnes and Mokelumne Rivers. The upper
watersheds will also be considered as part of the project area, as necessary to meet MCWA
objectives. Also included are the other major tributaries of each river and adjacent lands, such
as the Morrison Creek system including Beach-Stone Lakes and the Point Pleasant area.

Table 1 provides a brief description of various projects being undertaken or planned for
the Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed. Although there is inherent overlap in the goals and
objectives of each effort, each has been initiated to address a specific issue or set of issues in the
Mokelumne and Cosumnes Watershed. However, there is a shared concern that minimal
organizational structure and financial means are in place to ensure collaboration,
communication, and integration among these projects.

In addition to the proponents of specific projects, there are stakeholders with significant
interest in activities taking place in the Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed. For example,
although San Joaquin County does not have a flood control project identified in this area; San
Joaquin County is very concerned about long term levee stability and is interested in any
activity that would affect peak flood stages in San Joaquin County. Similarly, the Reclamation
Board does not have any specific projects in the Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed. However,
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the Reclamation Board has regulatory and permit authgrity for improvements over portions of
the waterways and levees in this area. Additionally, the Reclamation Board has the authority to
serve as the non-federal sponsor for U. S. Army Corps of Engineers projects. Projects such as
those shown in Table 1 often require interested stakeholders to volunteer time to attend
meetings and workshops, conduct site visits, develop plans, review documents and background
materials, provide written comments, write letters, and other activities. MCWA participants
considers it likely that given the list of projects in Table 1, considerable overlap will occur
regarding demands of time on landowners, water users, environmental representatives, resource
agency representatives, academicians, and other interested stakeholders. These overlaps will
occur because there is no existing program to coordinate all the critical dates, milestones,
documents, and activities occurring under these projects; and integrate and share information
and decisions. It is unreasonable to assume that ecological restoration and rehabilitation
opportunities and actions will be achieved efficiently without coordinated efforts, and the
support of the numerous stakeholders in these watersheds.

The MCWA will function as a coordinator and information clearinghouse for these
projects, as well as any future projects in the area. The purpose of the MCWA is to ensure that
coordination is established and maintained for the numerous ongoing projects funded by
CALFED or other sources in the Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed and that subsequent system-
wide ecosystem benefits are realized. -

Proposed activities of the MCWA include, but are not limited to, the following:

. Facilitate Communication - In formulating and implementing the major projects,
each of the agencies focuses on optimizing and moving their specific project to
fruition. Often a casualty of this inward focus is periodic communication with
other agencies: (a) with common interests and/or projects, or (b) who may be
affected by the proposed actions. The MCWA will provide a forum for each of
the agencies to describe and summarize the status of their individual projects and
programs. Areas of common interest can be identified and discussed. In addition
to the MCWA member agencies, potentially affected stakeholders and other
interested parties will be invited to the MCWA meetings and included in any
associated communication forums. Specifically, CALFED staff will coordinate
quarterly MCWA meetings. CALFED will organize meetings, arrange facilities;
and provide services such as photocopies, audiovisual tools, communications,
and other appropriate items. '

. Identify Conflicts - Although each of the participating parties is interested in
pursuing improvements in the Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed, the focus of
the improvements varies over a wide spectrum. For example, agencies have
historically focused on the more traditional approaches to improving flood
control, that is, levees and floodwalls. Ecosystem restoration has, in the past,
been a byproduct of the primary focus. On the other hand, environmental
representative are primarily interested in habitat and ecosystem restoration.
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Benefits to flood control, if they occur are an unanticipated consequence.

However, the MCWA realizes that if any “improvements” are to be made to the
Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed, the improvements must integrate flood
control and ecosystem restoration. In reaching this integration, conflicts will
naturally occur. The MCWA will provide a forum for identifying, discussing,
and possibly developing recommendations for resolution of these conflicts.
MCWA will not serve as a dispute resolution body in that it is not a decision
making entity. '

Address Regulatory Concerns - The Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed is a
highly regulated environment. Numerous Federal, State and local agencies have
interest in activities being proposed in the area, and many of these same agencies
are involved to one degree or another in the projects described in Table 1. The
MCWA can act as a clearinghouse for the regulatory agencies to be kept
informed of the various projects and for their concerns to be integrated into the
various projects.

Optimize Resources - For the most part many of the activities associated with
formulating ‘and implementing the major projects are similar. These include

" problem identification, formulation of alternatives, technical and economic
evaluations of the alternatives, and outreach to the public and other interested
stakeholders. Because the projects are in varied stages of formulation and
implementation, the MCWA will provide an excellent opportunity for the
participants to discuss the projects and identify prior and ongoing activities that
can be applied to their particular projects. Specifically, MWCA has covened sub-
groups to facilitate information sharing on hydraulic modeling, geographic
information systems (GIS), outreach and stakeholder identification, and web page
development.

Identify Funding Opportunities - Implementing improvements in the
Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed will be expensive. It is likely that a
combination of local, State and Federal funding will be needed for
implementation. Opportunities to obtain State and Federal funding will be
significantly enhanced if the proposed projects are multipurpose and have the
_broad support of the major agencies that are part of the MCWA.

Encourage Partnerships and Improve Integration - As discussed above, it is
likely that for any project to be implemented, the project has to be multipurpose
and achieve a variety of goals. Similarly, funding for the multipurpose projects is
likely to come from a variety of sources. Bringing all these elements together can
best be achieved through partnerships. The MCWA, by bringing together a
diverse group of agencies, provides the forum for potential partnerships to
develop.
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. Develop and Manage Stakeholder Database - The MCWA team will work with
all existing projects to acquire previously developed lists of stakeholders,
develop stakeholders lists where required, and create associated contact
information. The MCWA will develop a master database, including all
stakeholders from each watershed. Each stakeholder will be assigned key words
identifying which group they are members of or recipients of information from.
The database will be updated regularly. Additionally, a GIS map of resources
and general land uses will also be prepared and updated.

. Assist and Facilitate Stakeholder Outreach and Education - The MCWA will
contact existing stakeholders and potential future stakeholders to confirm
involvement and interest in projects. Stakeholders will be asked to identify the
projects they are presently involved in and those they would like to be involved
in or receive information from. Upon receipt of this input from stakeholders, the
MCWA will enter this information into the database and will also forward it to
the appropriate projects for their individual communication tools. The MCWA
team will contact watershed project managers by telephone and/or E-mail on a
monthly basis to collect information from each project. This information may
include, but may not be limited to, schedules, meetings, site visits, document
distribution, document reviews and comment periods, technical data, funding
updates, and other appropriate issues. The MCWA team will develop and
distribute a newsletter every quarter. The newsletter will provide project updates,
articles submitted by project managers and staff, calenders showing all project
schedules, and other appropriate information. This information also will be
included on the program web page as discussed below.

. Develop and Manage Program Web Page - The MCWA will develop and

: manage a web page that will include all information presented in the newsletter,
up-to-date information and schedule changes, and technical reports and articles
too voluminous to include in the newsletter. If appropriate, the web page may be
coordinated with the existing Cosumnes Preserve web page. Each project will be
provided with a subpage under which they can provide project specific
information and documents that are considered appropriate for public
distribution. The web page will provide links to the various cooperator’s web
pages, CALFED’s web page, and other watershed-related web pages.

o Assessment Reports - MCWA will periodically assess how the program is
- functioning. As part of this assessment, one representative from each watershed
project served by the MCWA will review the program. This review will be
summarized in a periodic assessment report which will also include what steps
were/will be taken to improve any deficiencies.

DELIVERABLES >
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The initial deliverables for the MCWA are:

. Database of stakeholders within the Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed and GIS
maps of resources and land uses in the Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed,

. Quarterly compendium of meeting minutes, technical reports ncwsletters press
releases and project updates;,

. Web pages updated quarterly;

. Draft watershed plan outline, goals and objectives; and

. Assessment Reports.

Table 2 provides a detailed listing of the MCWA tasks and also identifies the initial
responsible agency(ies) for each individual task. This table will be revised as necessary to
reflect current tasks and responsible agency(ies).

ESTIMATED COSTS

An important element for success of the MCWA will be contribution from participating
agencies in the form of either financial and/or in-kind services. The following enities have all
pledged financial and/or in-kind services support to the MCWA:

CALFED

California Cattlemen’s Association

California Rangeland Trust

City of Lodi ‘ v
Department of Water Resources '

East Bay Municipal Utility District ' v

Florin Resource Conservation District (RCD)

Lodi-Woodbridge Winegrape Association

Lower Cosumnes RCD
Natural Resources Conservation Service, Sacramento County ' v
The Nature Conservancy v

The Reclamation Board

Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency v
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Sacramento County - v

San Joaquin County.

San Joaquin County Council of Governments v
San Joaquin County RCD . v
Sloughhouse RCD

U.C. Davis Center for Integrated Watershed Science and Management v

U.C. Davis Information Center for the Environment

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District : v
Woodbridge Irrigation District : v
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Table 1

Mokelumne and Cosumnes Rivers Coordination Program
Ongoing and Currently proposed Projects in the Mokelumne-Cosumnes Watershed Area

(including North Delta and South Sacramento County)

Project

Project Sponsor

Project Goals

The Lower Mokelumne River Restoration Project

Woodbridge Irrigation District and the City of
Lodi

Remove barriers to anadromous fish migration,
support riparian restoration efforts, minimize
ecological stressors, restore spawning grounds.

The Cosumnes River Task Force

1 Lower Cosumnes Resource Conservation District

(RCD), Sloughouse RCD, Florin RCD, and
Amador RCD.

Develop a long term strategy to encourage
restoration of watershed health and improve flood
management.

Joint.Scttlcmcnt Agreement for the Mokelumne
River

i

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
California Department of Fish and Game (DFG),
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and
East Bay Municipal Utilities District (EBMUD).

Provide reasonable protection and enhancement
from current conditions for the anadromous
fishery and ecosystem of the lower Mokelumne
River including flow enhaucement, riparian

"] restoration, aquatic habitat restoration,

reduction/eradication of invasive non-native
vegetation from riparian corridors and restoration
of natural flows of sediment and large woody
debris, and biological monitoring.

C—098430

The Lower Cosumnes River Feasibility Study

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the

Assess, identify, and implement ecological

Nature Conservancy (TNC). restoration and non-traditional flood damage
reduction alternatives.
The Mokelumne River Feasibility Stady USACE and EBMUD. Assess, identify, and implement ecological

restoration and non-traditional flood damage
reduction altematives. Mimic natural flow
regimes through innovative reservoir
management.
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Project

The Lower Mokelumne River Stewardship
Program

Project Sponsor

San Joaquin RCD.

Project Goals

Prepare a watershed stewardship plan and
implement priority watershed stewardship efforts
within the lower Mokelunine River watershed
from Camanche Dam to the Cosumnes River.
Implement an Eavironmental Farm Plan
encouraging voluntary agricultural assessment
and reduction of non-point source pollutants, and
conduct biological monitoring.

San Joaquin County Multi-Species Habitat
Conservation and Open Space Plan (HCP)
Program

San Joaquin Council of Governments.

Provide mitigation, enhancement and
compensation for development resulting in
conversion of open spaces to non-open space
uses. This plan mitigates impacts to threatened,
endangered and other special status species in San
Joaquin County through habitat protection and

- restoration. Habitat projects may include

acquisition of conservation easements on riparian
areas along Lower Mokelumue.

The Cosumnes Consortium Research and
Monitoring Program

University of California, Davis Center for
Integrated Watershed Science and Management

Conduct fluviogeomorphic-ecological studies of
the Cosumnes and Mokelumne Rivers.

The Cosumnes River Preserve

TNC, DFG, California State Lands Commission,
Department of Water Resources, Ducks
Unlimited, Sacramento County, U.S. Bureau of
Land Management, and private land owners.

Protect and restore critical habitats along the
Cosumnes and Mokelumne Rivers and support
natural resource sensitive agricultural practices.

C—098431

Protection to the Point Pleasant Area

Sacramento County

Conceptual plan for improvements to increase
flood protection for Point Pleasant residents.
Construction of the improvements will increase
water levels in the North Delta area during peak
floods, as a result implementation is on hold
pending identification of feasible mitigation
Measures.
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Project

Project Sponsor

Project Goals

CALFED North Delta Investigation

CALFED

Team of stakeholders assembled to formulate a
project that provides ecosystem restoration,
improved through Delta conveyance, and flood
control in the North Delta region.

South Sacramento Stream Group Project

| Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency,

USACE, State of California Reclamation Board
(proposed sponsor).

Address flood risks along creeks in urban South
Sacraniento through 4 combination of flood
control alternatives. The proposed project also
includes recreational amenities and an
environmental restoration component in the
Sacramento County Regional Treatment Plant
buffer lands. *
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Develop and manage web page.

SJICOG

Quarterly

Provide information for project-specific sub-page.

Project Proponents

CALFED

Quarterly

Annually

Coordinate assessment of how MCWA is functioning.

Complete program review form. Project Proponents Annually
Analyze review forms and identify deficiencies. CALFED Annually
Identify and take corrective actions on deficiencies. All On-going
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No tasks identified.

1

No tasks identified.

No estimate at this time.

No éstimate at this time.

No estimate at this time.

CALFED

12 Acquire exisling stakeholder list and contact information. CALFED No estimate at this time —
13 Develop stakeholder list and contact information. All No estimate at this time -
14 Develop, manage, and update database. CALFED No estimate at this time -
15 Develop and update GIS map of resources and general iand tbd No estimate at this time.

Confirm existing & potential stakeholder involvement and interest. 8 hrs - one time basis 8 hrs
i7 Identify to MCWA projects of interest. Stakeholders No estimate at this time. -
18 Forward stakeholder interest to appropriate watershed project CALFED .. [ 1 hrfrequest x 20 requestsiyr 20 hrs
manager. ;
19 Contact watershed project managers for project status update. CALFED 4 hrs/mon x 12 mon/yr 48 hrs
20 Develop newsletter. tbd No estimate at this time. -
21 Distribute newsletter. CALFED 4 pgs/edition x 4 editions/yr x $0.05/pg x 500 copies $400

-
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22

Provide articles, calendars, and other information for newsletter.

Al

1 hr/mon/agency X 12 mon/yr X 22 agencies

23

Include above information in web page.

8JCOG |

See Task # 24

Coordinate assessment of how MCWA is functioning.

CALFED

24 Develop and manage web page. SJCOG No estimate at this time. -
25 Provide information for project-specific sub-page. Project 4 hrs/qtr/project x 4 qtr/yr x 14 projects 224 hus
: Proponents

8 hrsiyr 8hrs
27 Complete program review form. All agencies 1 hr/yr/project x 22 agencies 22 hrs
28 Analyze review forms and identify deficiencies. CALFED 24 hrsiyr 24 hrs
29 Identify and take cormrective actions on deficiencies. All No estimate at this time. . —
Assumptions:

22 Agencies Listed in Project Description.
14 Projects 1o be Listed in Project Description.
29 People Attended 9/21/99 meeting.
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| APPENDIX C:
LETTER SUMMARIZING DELTA AD HOC
RECREATION COMMITTEE SUGGESTIONS FOR
NORTH DELTA RECREATION PROJECTS
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DELTA AD HOC RECREATION COMMITTEE
C/o Delta Protection Commission
P.O. Box 530
. Walnut Grove, CA 95690

March 29, 2000
Steve Ritchie, Acting Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: - Suggestions for Recreation Projects in the Area of the North Delta Bundle

Dear Mr. Ritchie:

In the August 10, 1999 letter to Lester Snow from the Delta Protection Commission and
the Department of Boating and Waterways, several general categories of recreation
projects, and grant programs to fund those projects, were identified. This letter includes
more refined suggestions for the North Delta Bundle study area, and identifies .
responsible entities for each suggested improvement (noted in parentheéses). The Delta
Ad Hoc Recreation Committee supports inclusion of these or similar projects in the
ongoing planning effort for the North Delta study area (Stone Lakes, Cosumnes and
Mokelumne confluence to the San Joaquin River).

Three key sites stand out as “opportunity” sites due to public or non-profit ownership and
the large size of the properties. These include Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge,
McCormack-Williamson Tract in the Cosumnes Preserve, and Delta Meadows River
Park. Each of these sites could become an outstanding recreational site serving visitors
year-round, and provide both water and land access. At each site, education could be
combined with passive and active recreational opportunities as outlined below. Finally,
these sites can and will also be enhanced for wildlife habitat, water conveyance, flood
control, and other uses, consistent with CALFED goals. A location map is attached.

Public Restrooms and Sewage Pump-out Facilities:

e Delta Meadows River Park — upgrade existing restroom facilities and provide a
sewage pumpout facility for recreational vessels (Department of Parks and
Recreation) o

¢ Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge — provide restrooms (U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service)

¢ McCormack-Williamson Tract — provide restrooms (The Nature Conservancy) -

e Brannan-Andrus Dredge Disposal Site — provide restrooms (Sacramento County)

C—098452
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Swimming Beaches and Shoreline Access:
Examples include Boy Scout Beach (Georgiana Slough), Steamboat Slough, and B&W
Resort — enlarge existing and create new beaches

Bicycle and Hiking Trails:

¢ Delta Loop Waterfront — construct a new bicycle/hiking trail on the levees of the
“Delta Loop” area of Sacramento County (Delta Chambers/Delta Loop
Association/Sacramento County)
McCormack-Williamson Tract — develop new trails (The Nature Conservancy)
Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge — develop new trails (U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service)

Hum‘mg Areas:
e Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge provide public hunting opportunities (U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service)

Non-Motorized Boating Trails:

e Delta Meadows River Park — develop boatmg trails within the park (Department of
Boating and Waterways, Department of Parks and Recreation)

e McCormack-Williamson Tract — consider providing new boating trails (Department
of Boating and Waterways, The Nature Conservancy)

Fishing Piers/Other Shore Fishing Access, Fish Cleaning Stations:

e Delta Meadows River Park — provide additional ﬁshmg access (Department of Parks
and Recreation)

o McCormack-Williamson Tract — consider providing fishing access (The Nature
Conservancy)

e Delta Cross Channel — provide improved parking and other facilities to support
existing bank fishing near the Delta Cross Channel (Bureau of Reclamation)

e Brannan-Andrus Dredge Disposal Site — provide shoreline fishing access
(Sacramento County)

Courtesy Docks:

o Isleton (City of Isleton) - support the courtesy dock for Isleton which is in the
planning stage
Courtland (Sacramento County) — support a courtesy dock for Courtland
McCormack-Williamson Tract — consider providing a new courtesy dock to provide
public access to flooded areas (The Nature Conservancy)

e Delta Meadows River Park — provide a courtesy dock to allow access to shore from
moored vessels (Department Parks and Recreation)

e Hood — consider a new courtesy dock at Hood, to provide access to the Stone Lakes
Refuge; location could also serve as a Visitor Center (Department of Parks and
Recreation, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service)

€—098453
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Boater Destination Facilities:

e Delta Meadows River Park - provide new facilities for land and water based
recreation uses (Department of Parks and Recreation)

¢ McCormack-Williamson Tract — provide new facilities for land and water based
recreation uses (The Nature Conservancy) .

e Westgate Landing — expand Westgate Landmg s water and land facilities (thisis a
well-recognized model for destination sites in the Delta) (San Joaquin County)

e Georgiana Slough Fishing Access — upgrade and possibly expand existing facilities
(this facility is currently day-use only) (Sacramento County)

e Mooring areas (in several appropriate locations) —install mooring buoys (private
interests)

Mitigation of Lost Boating Facilities and Activities:

e Delta Cross Channel — If the Delta Cross Channel is closed during boating season,
add a boat lock to allow boat movement (U.S. Bureau of Reclamation)

e Port of Sacramento — Reoperate the lock at the northern end of the Deepwater Slnp
Channel (Port of Sacramento)

The ideas listed in this letter should continue to be evaluated for cost, implementability, '
and value to the public. The members of the Delta Ad Hoc Recreation Committee will
continue to circulate these ideas to appropriate parties. The Committee looks forward to
continuing to work with CALFED on recreation issues and improvements.

Sincerely,

Bill Curry, Zhairman
Delta Ad Hoc Recreation Co

cc: Rob Cooke, CALFED
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Delta Specific 100-Year Flows - 1986 Pattern
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OB 2

Photo-Mosaic of 1986 Flood Event
North Delta Region
(February 22, 1986}
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Caution: This is & graphic of the 108-yr

The photo-mosaic has not been geo-rectifisd and, conssquanty,
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features on the photo-masaic. This graphic should ba used for
dixcussion purposes only. K shou'd not be usad for legai or
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from FEMA may not be the most recent data,

Sources: DWR Photo-Mosaic (Fals 1986) ang FEMA (Juom 1985

1)

Cc

—098461
C-098461



P

Figure 4b
Approximate 100-yr. Floodplain

North Delta Region

ALFER
RAYDEL {7

l ey
M. PROGRAM

-

Mins

zel

Sowrces: FEMA (June 1995).

C—098462

C-098462



‘G4 3NAINNG -

Point
O Pleasant

|

TRACY

NEW HOPE

“Bridge at

s

) uoioDy 0) ua)

Laguna Cr

C—098463

LEGEND

= Area of Relative

@ Constriction

L~/

Constriction Areas of
‘Concern during Flood Events
(1986- Present)

Figure 5

C-098463



‘Cross Section of Mokelumne River North Fork
2eS feet North of Milers Ferry Bridge

1999 Ensign and Buckley DWOPER Model Nodle 111 Flow:
Scenario 4c = S2121 cfs and Scenario (4c + UEY = 58840 cfs

Unrestricted Channel
Areo Approx 5730 sq ft

NG

Right Bank Crown

Flev Approx 150 ft Swing Bridge Pier Arec

Approx 1000 sq ft

: I 1
100 200 300 400

1986 DWR DWOPER Model
1999 Ensign and Buckley DWOPER Model

T
500

C—098464

CALFED BAY-DELTA PROGRAM
NORTH DELTA
NORTH MOKELUMNE RIVER
CROSS-SECTION

July, 193¢

Figure 6

C-098464



G9¥860-0

L om31g ) 18ROW ¥IJOMG Aapiong puo ubisul 6661
seet 12P0W ¥3d0MA JMA 9861
SNDILD3S SSO¥D
J3AIY 3INWNTINOW HLINOS
v1130 HLJON

RYIO0¥d VLIA-AVE Q34D

9% 860—02

00S 00% ’ 00€ 002 001 0
1 i L l I | L I | I |
33 bs 0gg xouddy e
vaJy abpoug youoiyipRY B
L 08_
, ’ — 0
T~ I ' / 02
7 -
33 §L1 xouddy A213 B
usoug Huog 1uby

14 bs gpog xouddy vauy
18UUDYG PI3IIIESaUUN

$42 GIG1E€ = (311 + 2%) PUD £/6'82 = ¥ SOIMVUADS
MOl4 G2 3PON 19POW ¥IdOMO Aapiong puo ubisul 6661

~ aBprag Bupuo adoy MAN 0 YINOS 3324 0G5
MU0 4 YINOS JSALY SUWNBXOW 40 UOI1D3S SSOU)




N
|
SCALE
[ S O N O |
V] 1 2 3 4 MILES

Replace Culverts in
SP Cut With Bridge

Raise and Certify

RD 813 and Glanville
Troact Levees

Extend Glanville Tract
Levee to the East

o
3
MNER Lo -
£
a
Q
<z
Q
3 &
@ Q
a
: £
&
&
O
&
&
&
oF

Fryitridqe Rd

S g N
\\\ (cﬁyf v
@ Florin .{l &
Road \ © T
I
Mack g /N
ood § UnionhouseCy.
FREEPORT
<
oy 2
s e
SRYP o .
RD 744 LAGUNA
BLVD,
North
Stone
% \
Lake S
2
ol
=
c | » .
< 3 Etk
3 i
HOO \"’OS\“ ©® % Grove
) (T Raise Lambert
Bridge ond Rood
South
*f Stone
\ Lake oint
Pleasant
D 813 O
\ |
LAMBERT RD. l <
2
5 >
L =& 5 %
GLANVILLE B )
TRACT

RD 1002

00"‘5
76 S5

=
LosT_SLOUT:

McCOR 5
) e Stoplog Structure
W P Cosum®® and Pump Station
WALNUT @0
GROVE TRACT
NEW -
= 5
C
4 2r _CR,
ISt NEW HOPE
LANDING
MoK Ry
sLOuUGH
R
o BEAVE]
3 5
5 S CANAL RANCH
S & -
& &
& & HOG SLOUGH
¥
Xy BRACK TRACT
-DELT M
o oK RiveR CALFED BAY-DELTA PROGRA
- 12 NORTH DELTA
SACRAMENTD COUNTY
UTTLE
L PROJECT 1ME
BOULDIN 'SLOUGH JRY, 1999
ISLAND .
Figure 8

C—098466

C-098466



35.0

30.0

25.0

N
o
o

Elevation in Feet
on
o

10.0

5.0

0.0

North Delta Investigation Model Scenario (4C+11E) and 4C Profiles
Snodgrass Slough at Lambert Road to North Mokelumne River

Walnut

Grove . Tyler Island
<& RD 551 <«

V

N
7

&——+——— Glanville Tract —_— McCormack Wm DH sl &————— Staten Island >

C—098467

A vV oV
/S > -~ '
. 1\
/I N 7 . ,/ \
/ \4 \
L N
I% L D H*—“—-—x—»-—u—--—st
S T M
; s i 0
% T X C
k i g g
g
d h 3 4
89 91 93 @95 97 99 101 103 105 107 109 111 113 115 117 119 121 123

- Model Node Number
— — — 4C+11E == = |eoftBank Levee Crown  ------ 4C

Right Bank Levee Crown —x - Base Condition J

Figure 9

C-098467



Elevation in Feet

North Delta investigation Model Scenario 11E and 4C Profiles
South Mokelumne River From Dry Creek Confluence to North Mokelumne River Confluence

35.0
Sacramento County Glanville <~McCor Wm Tr =< Staten Island >
30.0 Jreeeeremenmerneer e e nmeneens B T R e T e T 1
& New Hope Tract >& Canal —>»<——Brack—> Term <«— Bouldin—>
Ranch Tract Tract Island
Tract
£ 1 I B R T it
20.0 1 3« ----------------------------------------------------------------------------- R
15.0 4------ e RRT IR seemest ¥ TSR
L[0T T N e R S S A LN —
j § Sl N v
¢ m I H ”’;;’?*"Ii"“’“'N
L S B 5 D g 24 ¢ M
€ R é s g C 1 )
504k - I ~To : Sl Qe e G e k]
[
¢ ¥ L 1 C é (1) g S
n g t 8. u u t B
f a < £ u g g 2 f
1 i 5 h t b h o 1
O-O v k] A L { T l—'l‘ T LI ¥ ¥ . T 1 ¥ i T 1 DR S T T v LR L ] LS B R T L 1 T L] L] L T 1]
6 7 8 910111213 141516 17 18 1920 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48
Model Node Number ‘
l — — —4C+11E == = | eft Bank Levee Crown = =----- 4C Right Bank Levee Crown —x— Base Condition 1

Figure 10

C-098468

C—09846 8



BKo NEW HOPE LANDING
WALNUT GROVE RD.

2 OUGH

¥
BEAVER

BOULDIN
ISLAND

CALFED BAY-BELTA PROGRAN

NORTH BELTA
SACRAMENTO COUNTY AND
DREDGING PROJECTS

Aerl 1999

Levee Raising and Channel Dredging
‘ Figure 11

C—098469
C-098469



j L0ST SLOUGH
SCALE HcCORMABK
=gy ™ gy N | WILLAWSON
o i/2 1 2 MILES N\ /A LY ‘

BOULDIN

ﬁ\ CALFED BAY-DELTA PROGRAK

NORTH DELTA
SOUTH MOKELUMNE RIVER
BYPASS PROJECT

JRY, 1999

ISLAND

‘South Mokelumne River Bypass

C—098470

Figure 12

C-098470



SCALE J 1L0S
\“ McCORMACK ™ ™.

. WILLIAMSON *.

o 12 1 2 MILES \
)

N, \“T\'SA'(ET\\\
'ALN SRR NN Q"
. WALNUT OEYTA \ Y
GROVE CROSS . S
ANNELLS ™, ¢
NEW
HOPE
TRACT

- ¢ NEW HOPE LANDING
v/ WALNUT GROVE RD.

SYCAMORE SLOUGH

Legend

—

BOULDIN
ISLAND

CALFED BAY-DELTA PROGRAM

NORTH DELTA
NORTH MOKELUMNE RIVER
BYPASS PROJECT

KLY, 1999

Narth Mokelumne River Bypass
| Figure 13

C—098471
C-098471



SYCAMORE SLOUGH

Legend

= -

 ‘(--

BOULDIN .

L/O;q

N"/N' ISLAND

/?/Vf:? ) D_uAuuvv-mu reciamn
. NORTH DELTA
TYLER ISLAND BYPASS

ALY, TP "

Tyler Island Bypass

Figure 14

 C—098472

C-098472



SCALE McCORMACK N\,
WILLAMSON 5
0 172 1 2 MILES BTN

® NEW' HOPE LANDING
WALNUT GROVE RD.~

Staten north weir
10 yr Frequency
10.2 ft el

3000 ft long

Staten south
overflow weir

and pump pad
\J Approx Location

BOULDIN ISLAND

CAFED BAY-DELTA PROGIAM

_ NORTH DELTA
SATEN ISLAND
PEAX FLOW MANAGEMENY

Ay, 1998

Staten Island Bypass
' Figure 15

C—098473
C-098473



SCALE ' \\ \ MCORMACK ™,
e /) WILLAMSON S N

® NEW HOPE LANDING
WALNUT GROVE RD.

Staten north weir
10 yr Frequency
\ 10.2 ft el

X 3000 ft long

Staten south
overflow weir

aond pump pad
"\] Approx Location

EALFED MYT-DELTA PAOGRAM

NORTH DELTA ~
SATEN ISLAND
PEAK FLOW MANAGEMENT

My, 1995

Staten Island Floodway and South Mokelumne River

Setback Levees .
Figure 16

C—098474
C-098474



North Delta Improvements Scenarios Evaluation Matrix
Based on Hydrology Including Sacramento County Scenario 11F (see note)
(January, 2000)

Ecosystem benefits.

Flood control benefits.

Water quality benefits.

Water supply rehablhty benefits.

- i
Compatnbnhty w1th other CALFED
Programs.

a. CALFED ERP.

b. CALFED MSCS. \

c. CALFED Water Quality Program. | \
d. Water Conveyance.

Compatibility with MCWA Actions. To be determined through MCWA.

Compatibility with desirable Delta

hydrodynamic patterns.

Regulatory Acceptability. To be determined through Regulatory Agency input.

Community/Local Government Buy-In. To be determined through public outreach.

Rec District Buy—ln To be determined through public outreach.
Hent GerNSaesl 2y

Fisheries impacts.
{Impacts to exustlng wildlife use

Growth-inducing impacts.

Economic impacts.

Upstream/Downstream Hydraullc

Impacts.

Seepage- impacts to farming activities.

Seepage- impacts levee mtegnty
stissues Fy | W i a

Cost— Initial.

Cast- Maintenance.

Cost—shanng and fundmg resources.

Ofer | T

Malntenance reqwrements

Key: 1-10

10 = Maximum in providing benefits/impact avoidance or low cost.
1 = Minimum in providing benefits/impact avoidance or high cost.

N/A= Not applicable.

Figure 17
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North Delta Improvements Scenarios Evaluation Matrix

Based on Hydrology Including Sacramento County Scenario 11F
N (January, 2000)

Ecosystem benefits.
Flood control benefits.
Water quality benefits. <
Water supply reliability benefits.

ompatibility with other CALFED
Programs.

a. CALFED ERP.

b. CALFED MSCS.

¢. CALFED Water Quality Program. |\ “/
=] d. Water Conveyance.

Compatibility with MCWA Actions. To be determined through MCWA.
Compatibility with desirable Delta
:|hydrodynamic patterns.
= |Regulatory Acceptability. To be determined through Regulatory Agency input.
Community/Local Government Buy-In. To be determined through public outreach.
Rec DlstrlctBuy-ln To be determined through public outreach.

Taking of farmland out of production.
Growth-inducing impacts.

Economic impacts.
Upstream/Downstream Hydraulic
Impacts.

Seepage- impacts to farming activities.
Seepage- impacts levee integrity.
posklss R A it
Cost- Initial.

Cost- Maintenance.

Cost-sharmg and fundlng resources.

Mamtenance reqmrements

Key: 1-10

10 = Maximum in providing benefits/impact avoidance or low cost.
1 = Minimum in providing benefits/impact avoidance or high cost.

N/A= Not applicabie.

Figure 18
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