
SAN JOAQUI N C OUNT Y 

FLOOD CONTROL & WATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
P. 0 . BOX 1810 

ST OCKTON, CALIFORNIA, 95201 
TELEPHONE (209) 468-3000 

FAX NO. (209) 468-2999 

ADVISORY WATER COMMISSION 

December 18, 2019, 1:00 p.m. 

K R I S BALA.JI 

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS 

Public Health Conference Room, 1601 E. Hazelton Avenue, Stockton, California 

AGENDA 

I. Roll Call 

IT. Approve Minutes for the Meeting of November 20, 2019 

ill. Discussion Items: 

A Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA)- Matt Zidar, San Joaquin County 

1. Eastern San Joaquin Subbasin 

2. Tracy Subbasin 

IV. Action Items: 

A. Recommendation to Develop a Work Program to Establish a Potential Water-related Sales Tax Measure 

V. Informational Items (See Attached): 

A December 2, 2019- Sonoma County Gazette "Water Connections for Groundwater Sustainability 
Plans" 

VI. Public Comment: Please limit comments to three minutes. 

VII. Commissioners' Comments: 

VITI. January Agenda Items 

IX. Adjournment: 

Next Regular Meeting 
January 15, 2020, 1:00 p.m. 

Public Health Conference Room 

Commission mav make recommendations to file Board o(Supervisors on anv listed itenL 
If you need disability-related modificalion or accommodation in order to participate in this meeting, please contact the Water Resources Staff at (209) 468-3089 at least 48 hours prior to 

the start oft he meeting. Any materials related to items on tbis agenda distributed to the Commissioners less than 72 hours before the public meeting are available for public inspection at 
Public Works Dept. Offices located at the following address: 1810 East Hazelton Ave., Stockton, CA 95205. These materials are also available at http://www.sjwater.org. Upon request 

these materials may be made available in an alternative format to persons with disabilities. 



REPORT FOR THE MEETING OF 
THE ADVISORY WATER COMMISSION OF THE SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY 

FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
November 20, 2019 

The regular meeting of the Advisory Water Commission of the San Joaquin County Flood Control and 
Water Conservation District was held on Wednesday, November 20, 2019, beginning at 1:00 p.m., at 
Public Health Services, 1601 E. Hazelton Avenue, Stockton, California. 

Mr. Tom McGurk, Chairman of the Advisory Water Commission (AWC) , called the meeting to order at 
1:02 p.m. 

I. Roll Call 

Present were Commissioners Nomell in i, Roberts, Torres-O'Callaghan, Swimley, Breitenbucher, 
de Graaf, Winn, Herrick, Holbrook, Hartmann, Price, Neudeck; A lternates Wright, Reyna-Hiestand, 
Henneberry-Schermesser; Secretary Zidar and Chairman McGurk. 

Others present are listed on the Attendance Sheet. The Commission had a quorum. 

II. Approval of Minutes for the September 18, 2019 Meeting 

Motion and second to approve the minutes of September 18, 2019. 

Commission approved unanimously. 

SCHEDULED ITEMS 

Mr. Tom McGurk, Chairman of the Advisory Water Commission (AWC), led the agenda. 

Ill. Discussion I Action Items: 

A. Receive Fall 2018 Groundwater Report- Matt Zidar I Michael Callahan, San Joaquin 
County 

Michael Callahan from San Joaquin County Public Works presented the Spring 2018 Groundwater 
Report, distributing presentation slides and copies of the Report to the Commission and Public. A 
correction to the agenda was made, to reflect the Report being presented was for Spring 2018 rather 
than Fall 2018. Mr. Callahan reviewed the charts and mapping from the Report summarizing the 
groundwater data collected and provided details on the areas with noteworthy groundwater elevation 
decrease or increase. Mr. Callahan explained that the changes in groundwater elevation were due to 
historical ups and downs, demand changes as well as precipitation patterns. 

Matt Zidar from San Joaquin County added details on the reporting progress for subsequent periods. 
Mr. Zidar asked for input from the Commission on report materials needed and how to distribute more 
effectively. 
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B. Flood Conveyance and Levee Maintenance (CALM) Assessment Recommendations to the 
Board of Supervisors- Flood Ordinances Revisions I Notice of Intent- Matt Zidar, San 
Joaquin County 

Matt Zidar from San Joaquin County presented updated information on the Flood Conveyance and 
Levee Maintenance (Flood CALM) Assessment and the recommendation to the Board of Supervisors. 
Mr. Zidar reviewed the previous presentations made to the Commission and the Farm Bureau, the 
amended engineers report and the planned public outreach efforts. Clarification to the Commission was 
provided on the assessment calculation tool and its functionality. 

Mr. Zidar reviewed the timeline of next steps, including dates for Board of Supervisors, Resolution of 
Intent, launch of the assessment calculation tool , balloting and public hearing. 

C. SJAFCA Updates- Smith Canal/ Lower San Joaquin Flood Risk Response Project Phase 1 
- Chris Elias 

Chris Elias was introduced to discuss SJAFCA Updates pertaining to the Smith Canal Project as well as 
the Lower San Joaquin Flood Risk Response Project Phase 1. Presentation materials were distributed 
to the Commission members and public. 

Mr. Elias reviewed his presentation slides, providing an overview of the Smith Canal project and its 
history. Mr. Elias provided details of the area to be protected as well as the gate features and operation. 
Details regarding the funding and agencies involved were provided, as wel l as details on outreach 
efforts to the area residents. Mr. Elias provided an overview of the project milestones and of the 
schedule based on compliance with state and federal regulations, stating project completion by summer 
of 2021 and remapping by 2022. 

Mr. Elias presented an overview of the Lower San Joaquin Flood Risk Response Project Phase 1, 
detailing the SJAFCA area included in Phase 1. Mr. Elias reviewed the recommended plan for Phase 1 
as well as the costs involved. Details were provided on the project history and the projected processes 
with dates of completion. Additionally, Mr. Elias briefly discussed Phase 2 of the project, explaining the 
study purpose and area. Mr. Elias provided an overview of the Phase 2 steps once the study is 
complete and explaining funding needed. 

D. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA)- Matt Zidar, San Joaquin County 

Chairman McGurk gave the floor to Matt Zidar from San Joaquin County to provide updates on the 
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA). 

1. Eastern San Joaquin Subbasin 

Mr. Zidar reviewed the SGMA ESJGWA timeline for each Groundwater Sustainability Agency 
(GSA) to adopt the Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP), GSP submittal deadline to the 
Department of Water Resources (DWR) and actions by the GWA to accept the final GSP. An 
overview of the scheduled GSA adoption dates was provided to the Commission. Mr. Zidar 
explained the GWA Ad-Hoc Committee convened to discuss GSP implementation, cost 
allocation and operations. 

2 



Advisory Water Commission Meeting Minutes of September 18, 2019 

2. Tracy Subbasin 

Mr. Zidar provided an overview of the Tracy Subbasin GSP process and timeline that 
included a review of the Memorandum of Agreement with Tracy GSA's partners; the grant 
cost share agreement with the City of Brentwood; and consultant agreements for technical 
support and outreach. He also provided details of the public workshop plans, website, and 
production schedule for public review of the Draft GSP (currently scheduled for July of 2021). 

E. IRWM Update Project Initiation and Participation- Glenn Prasad, San Joaquin County 

Glenn Prasad from San Joaquin County presented a brief overview of the IRWM Update Project. Mr. 
Prasad reviewed the items on the first Coordinating Committee Agenda. Mary Elizabeth from the Sierra 
Club, questioned what the agenda item "GBA Discussion" would be about. Mr. Prasad explained that a 
quick discussion would be had during the Coordinating Committee Meeting regarding the GBA and how 
it relates to this new Coordinating Committee. 

Information was requested on why the IRWM update was needed. Mr. Prasad explained that an 
updated plan containing planned projects is needed in order to receive the 6.5 million dollars for the 
IRWM area, including funds for disadvantaged communities. 

Fritz Buchman from San Joaquin County added that additional organizations and agencies are 
encouraged to join by signing the Memorandum of Agreement and participate in the planning process. It 
was also advised that agencies with planned projects should participate and get their proposed projects 
submitted for consideration and inclusion in the updated plan. 

IV. lnformationalltems: 

Informational items were not discussed. 

A. September 25, 2019- The Sacramento Bee " California farmers face 'catastrophic' water 
restrictions. Can they adapt to survive?" 

B. Streamlined Processing for Standard Groundwater Recharge Water Rights. 
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights/water issues/programs/applications/ground 
waterrecharge/streamlined permits.html 

V. Public Comment: Public comments, adopted by the Advisory Water Commission on January 17, 
2018, will be limited to 3-minutes, unless extended to the discretion of the Chair. 

The agenda item for Public Comments was moved to follow Discussion I Action Item B, as time 
permitted while presentations were brought up. 

3 
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Mary Elizabeth from the Sierra Club suggested that the assessment too l could be saved fo r 
future use in calcu lating zone 2 fees or any other subsequent fees . 
Kris Balaji from San Joaquin County responded, explaining that when outreach tools are created 
for a specific purpose, they are kept for that purpose, but the public can reach out to find any 
additional fees owed. 

VI. Commissioner's Comments: 

The agenda item Commissioner's Comments was moved for discussion following Discussion I Action 
Item E. 

Commissioner Winn spoke regarding funding needs for water and flood for projects. A project list was 
prepared by Public Works to include IRWM, GSP and flood related projects. Commissioner W inn 
discussed opportunities to fund major capital projects through a potential sales tax which may be 
included in next year's ballot, in order to provide a source of capital. The initiative would be similar to 
that which was conducted to obtain transportation funds via sales tax, noting that the sponsorship and 
support for such a tax initiative would need to come from the business community. Further discussion 
was had on the short and long term project needs, funding sources and constraints, and the need to find 
local funding to match state and federal monies. Commissioner Winn further discussed the process and 
benefit of a sales tax proposition. 

Commissioner Winn asked that this sales tax proposition item be included on the December agenda, so 
a decision could be made on whether the Commission would support and endorse the sales tax funding 
initiative and move the idea forward . 

Further discussion was had by Commission members regarding the need for this sales tax proposition. 
It was generally recognized that there are large capital projects which need funding; very limited ways to 
generate money for these projects; and that these projects are needed to support the local economy, 
protect life and property and sustain the communities. 

A Motion was made and seconded to add this tax proposition item to the December agenda. 

Motion was unanimously approved by the Commission. 

Add itionall y, Commissioner Winn gave a brief update on the Delta tunnel discussions which occurred in 
the meetings with the State. 

Next Regular Meeting: December 18, 2019 at 1 :00 p.m. 
Public Health Conference Room 

VII. December Agenda Items: 

Item not discussed. 

4 
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VIII. Adjournment: 

Chairman McGurk adjourned the meeting at 2:44p.m. 

5 
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Agenda 

1. Role Call 
11. Minutes 
111. Discussion Items 

A. Spring 2018 Groundwater Report 
B. Flood Conveyance and Levee Maintenance ( Flood CALM) 

Assessment 
C. SJAFCA Updates 

• Smith Canal 
• Lower San Joaquin River Flood Risk Response Plan 

D. SGMA Updates 
• East San Joaquin Subbasin 
• Tracy Subbasin 

E. IRWM Update 
IV. Discussion Items 
v. Public Comments 
VI. Commissioners Comments 

SANl'J OAOU IN 
-COUNTY- 2 

Working for YOU 



2018 Groundwater Report Discussion 

• Future Reports Pending- Spring and Fall 

• Report Objectives, Purpose, Need and Use 

• Opportunities for Improvement 

• Program Integrations 
• GSPs 

• CASGEM 

SANl'J OAO U IN 
- COU N TY- 3 



Flood Conveyance and Levee Maintenance 
{Flood CALM) 

• Four presentations to AWC 

• Two presentations to the Farm Bureau 

• Engineers Report (ER) Amended based on input 

• Planned Public outreach 
• Community meetings (6) 

• Small group meetings 

• Direct mail 

• Assessment hotline 

• Email for questions 

• Social media campaign 

SAN)JOAOUI N 
- COUN T Y- 4 



Flood Conveyance and Levee Maintenance 
(Flood CALM) 
Date 

July 17, 2019 AWC Motion recommending approval of the 
Engineer's Report and the initiation of 
proceedings 

Pending Board of Supervisors: 

December 10, 2019 

December 17, 2019 

----------------~l 

December 18, 2019 

Amend Flood Ordinance to align its authorities 
with state statutes to implement Flood-CALM if 
approved by property owners. 

Consider the Flood-CALM Resolution of 
Intention (ROI), authorizes balloting and 
establishes the public hearing date 

Launch a webpage with an assessment 
calculator (look up tool) 

~--------------------~~-----

January 27, 2020 Ballots sent 

March 24, 2020 Board hearing 
~~----~----~-----------

SAN~J OAOU IN 
-COU N T Y- 5 
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SGMA Update East San Joaquin Subbasin 

Dates 

Nov. 15, 2019 

Nov. 13, 2019 

Nov. 14, 2019- Jan. 1, 2020 

Dec. 17,2019 

Jan.31,2020 

Jan 8, 2020 

SAN)JOAOU IN 
-COU NTY-

Actions 

Proposition 68 Grant Submitted to 
support implementation 

ESJGWA Recommended GSAs adopt 
the ESJGSP 

Individual GSAs to adopt Final GSP 

County to adopt for SJC #1 and #2 

Submittal GSP deadline to DWR 

ESJGWA action to accept Final GSP 

7 



GROUNDWATER AUTHORITY 

Public Hearing Meeting 
Agency Name Date Time 

Central Delta Water Agency 1 0-Dec-19 9:30AM 

Central San Joaquin Water 21-Nov-19 Noon 
Conservation District 

City of Lodi 20-Nov-19 7:00PM 

City of Manteca 3-Dec-19 7:00PM 

City of Stockton 10-Dec-19 5:30PM 

Lockeford Community Services 14-Nov-19 9:00AM 
District 

North San Joaquin Water 16-Dec-19 2:00PM 
Conservation District 

8 



GROUNDWAT~R ·AUTHOR In' 

Public Hearing 
Agency Name Date Meeting Time 

Oakdale Irrigation District 1 0-Dec-19 9:00AM 

San Joaquin County #1 1 0-Dec-19 9:00AM 
I 
I 

San Joaquin County #2 1 0-Dec-19 9:00AM 

South Delta Water Agency 4-Dec-19 1:30PM 

South San Joaquin GSA 20-Nov-19 9:00AM 

Stockton East Water District 17-Dec-19 Noon 

Woodbridge Irrigation District 14-Nov-19 9:00AM 

9 



GROUNDWATER AUTHORITY 

Public Hearing 
Agency Name Date Meeting Time 

Eastside San Joaquin GSA 
Calaveras County Water District 11-Dec-19 9:00AM 

Stanislaus County 10-Dec-19 9:00AM 

Calaveras County 1 0-Dec-19 9:00AM 

Rock Creek Water District 11-Dec-19 6:00PM 
I 

I 

10 



Status of Tracy Subbasin GSP Process 

• MOA with Tracy GSA's, grant cost share agreement with 
Brentwood and GEl consultant agreement are all signed 

• Preparing contract with Stantec for outreach and application 
for DWR Facilitation Services Funding 

• Preparing TSS Application for new multi-cluster monitoring 
wells 

• GSP effort underway with first 3 chapters and public workshop 
out in March 

• Draft GSP to public in July 2021 

• Website has been launched at: http://tracysubbasin.org/ 

SAN~JOAOUI N 
- CO UN T Y-

WmkiDg for YOU 

11 



IRWM Update Project 

Coordinating Committee Agenda 

1. RWMG Governance Structure (County, W&C) 

2. Communications and Logistics (County) 

3. Proposition 1 Overview (County, W&C) 

4. GBA Discussion (County) 

s. Disadvantaged Community Involvement Grant (W&C) 

6. IRWM Plan Update (GEl) 

7. Stormwater Resources Plan Need (County, GEl) 

SAN ~J 0 A 0 U IN 
- COUNTY- 12 
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Groundwater Report 

Spring 2018 

San Joaquin County 
Flood Control and Water Conservation District 

SA N)J 0 A 0 U I N 
- COUNTY- 1 

Warking for YOU 
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G.ROUNDWATER ELEVATION COMPARISON SPRING 2018 TO SPRING 2017 

Number Number of Wells with Wells Wells Range Average 
DISTRICT Wells with with no of 

of Wells Compared Decrease Increase Change Change 
Change 

WID 32 24 14 10 0 
-10.0 to 

-0.95 
27.5 

NSJWCD 155 26 7 18 1 
-31.0 to 

-0.07 
13.5 

SEWD 150 53 27 22 4 
-31.0 to 

0.13 
69.0 

CSJWCD 57 16 11 5 0 
-25.5 to 

-4.22 
12.0 

I 

-4.0 to 
I 

SSJID 40 7 2 3 2 
12.0 

1.14 

OlD 2 0 0 0 0 ----·-
I 

----- I 

SOUTHWEST 
19 9 9 0 0 

-5.0 to 
-3.08 COUNTY -1 .6 
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Cross Section along Highway 99 Alignment (South County Limit to North County Limit) 
Spring 2018 
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Cross Section along Jacktone RdAlignment (Highway 99 to Brandt Rd) 
Spring 2018 
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Srnith Canal Gate 
Project Updat€ 

ADVISORY WATER COMMISSION 

NOVEMBER 20, 2019 

--5-JAFCA~ 
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"Project Partners 

•Project Purpose 

oOesign 8t 
Construction 

•Project Cost 
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\Nhy Smith C~n:a l G-c1te Project? 

Smith Canal levees do not meet Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) standards 

Levee encroachments 

FEMA Special Flood Hazard Area 
5,000 propertieS "mapped" In 2009 
Additional },000 properties to be mapped 

· Requires mandatory flood ins:urJnce 
Buildins r~strl ctlons 

Elevation ror nt!W/replac~m•nt 
constrtJction and slgnlfic3nt 
repalrs/remod! ls 

Smith Canal History 

~ • - - ',. ... 1 

r · - · . . ..... J ~ • 

6 

FEMASpeci:al Flood Hazard Area 
""=ij• 
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State/Fed-era I-Approved 
Solution 
1) Fix Wisconsin Pump Station (RD 1614) 

2) Isolate Smith Canal from Delta 
(SJAFCA) 

Must accomplish BOTH to remove 
FEMA Special Flood Hazard Area 

Isolating Smith Canal from 
Delta 
•Smith Canal Gate 

•Meets FEMA 
standards if 
constructed as 
proposed 

•Accepted into 
State/Federal Plan 
of Flood Control 

•Extensive t hird
party expert review 
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Independent Panel of £xpcrts (IPf) 

Fe era mNGcncv Management 
A enc 

lor~ gene·~~- RL>s lbl4 & IllS. 

Other Regulatory Agencies 

Project History 
•Assessment District approved • July 2013 

•Design & environ plannin- began November 2013 

•Start of assessment collect ion -October 2014 

•Start of construction - Initially planned for 2016 

•Construction delayed by two lawsuits 
Alh~rton Cove f'OA v, SIAFCA l( LJH to d~ftud: SS16.000) 

Dotflinick Guilliv. SJAFCA t!:LJI (Con to d~{Mrl; SJ,Oti7, 'J.!7} 

14 
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Estimated Project Costs & Funding 
Total Pro[ect Colli (updatadl 

En&lneerln&/ So~ Corto 
Rl&htoiWay 
EnYIIl>nmentJI Re'o'few, Perml~lng & Mltllilfon 
Conrttuctfo11 

Total Ptojoct Colli 

Pro) oct Fund In& Soutcu(updotod) 
DWR Gronto (up to 63" of pro(ect costi 
Smith C.nal AO Revenuu 
Smfth C.nol AD Net Flnoncln& 
A,ieno:y Dobt Service During ComiNctlon 1•1 

Tot1l Fundlnt SourC411 

14,635,000 
576,000 

2,106,000 
50066 000 

$67,38J,OOO 

38,284,000 
13,252,000 
22,615,000 
13,524,0001 

$70,647,000 

Not Avollablo Fundln& SoUICOI PI $3,264,000 
(1. lt~-«14'"'' ....... ~GhOdoMrlOU 
IJ) UIM fv J')'Pfflt~ .-lt ptftfftlo ~""""' hfftiW•tnN~IIilll ... ~tt!Ual 

.ftGJfd .. .,., rtWNIII 

Project MiJ.estones 
./ Design 

,.. Encroachment Permit 

" Consistency with Delta Stewardship Council 

,.. Rlght·Of·Way Acquisition/State L~nds/US/City 

./ Conltruction Management Contract 

" Constructabilitv Review 

v UFFWS/NMFS Biological Opinions 

" Test Pile ProJect 

- .. t , • ·-- • ··;-.,.,--: ........ •• .. :~ 
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Test Pile Pilot- October 2019 
• Tort •doobllity' or 

shtttpllo 
• Renne f1n1l des{gn 

1nd speciRntlon 
' Renne COIUtNctlon 

cort •stlmate 
• Share lnform1Uon 

with locil. rtate and 
fedt~l n!!IUiatory 
lnl0rm1tfon 

• Monitor turbidity, 
noise, vlbr.llt(on 

.IJ'I.J!! SITE a- ftf 

19 

1. H·PIIo & Fl•t Shttl 
• Both pll11 driven to dnlgn dopth uolng only vlbnllon 
• Ptrformtd vlbnUon manUorfng 

J. CPT Porlormtd 
Orivon to ·05. I ~ 

• Orouftd 

18 

20 

f. H·PIIo 
• Plio driven with vlbnUon to~~ I~ thon lmpacttd to .JO ft 
• Parformtd PDA ilnd 'lfbrallon monilor1n!JI 

2. CPT Porlormtd 
Drtvon to-lf.Tit 

• Orouttd 10131 

5 
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t Tll1>14ity 1. TIHbldityCufllln 

t Bubbtt c.t.ln 1. tf)'dfoauut Uc 

l. AmbltnlHal•t ). HativnttL't1btofrom1 Lm..to•:30 , .... 
4. EncfiN1;trt4Spteln 

4. EtLWonl!\lnt .. Aw•totlt TralniiiQ 
~entonwyontwotUngtnlht 
fobtlt 

21 

Compliance with State/Federal 
Regulations 

Meets FEMA Requrrements (Conditional Letter of Map Revision) 

Mtets DWR Urban Lavae Design Crlt~ria 

• Included In 2012 C•ntral Valloy Flood Protection Plan •nd the 2017 

Update 

Included In Sao Joaquin Rlv~r Basin-Wid~ F~ulblr.ty Study 

Included rn Lowe.r San Joaquin/DehJ South Reg,iono!ll Flood 

Management Plan 

Part o f Corps of El"&in~:~rs' lower San Joaquin Rrver Project 

: ' • " • \' r ' ' • ~ - '• ._ U : "~~~ 

23 

22 

24 

Proj~ct Schedttle 

r, Construction Bid -Late Dec. 2019 to Early January 2020 

Construction Starts-Summer 2020 

Construction Completed -Summer 2021 

o FEMA Remapping - 2022 

::. • I •' • • • • 
0 

... ~' .. ; •. • • ~ • \ fl ... ;~~ 

R 



QUESTIONS 

SMITH CANAL? 

25 

Lower San 
Joaquin River 
Project 

. r . ' ~ . ,. ~ 

27 

25 

28 

LOWER SAN JOAQUIN RIVER 

STATUS 

OF 

LOWER SAN JOAQUIN RIVER PROJECT 
-PI-lASE 1 

- 5-JAfCR·-. __ ., ...... ~~'"·· · 

Study Area 
• Ht~·St.:l.l ~t.!d to focus 0 1, high 

risl., hiGh cons~')u~''r~ 
:;l'Jl u .'lble ,v: ~H. 

North Stcc ll.ton Hlv.hlv Urb>nlt• d l 
Cllntflll Sto<~ton Hignlv Urb•nitod I 
A0-17 ~0~~ Urb;,nlzed J 

• Sct~P.Md vut 'lS,fll)l) ao:r~s. 

• Dc f~md to Pll .J<~ 2 Sturly fo .
RO l7 urlhlll , ur bJnizing aud 
;:~Grh; ultttr~IIJ I)u; fur 
dligt)ll l ~ll t with EO t!SJ~·m 

7 



Location & Description 
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· <·- ~~ ~ ~ .. 
-0,-01,\~ 
-~-o\lltU.. ........ . _ ..,_,_.,..._, .. ,_....... 
~ ... l .... .... h 

' - ""l••-cu.ct \W<t.t 1 _. ......,. c...w~ 1.-=;:-_ 

,, ,, .. ,. . .. ,,t • • f" 

Recommended Plan 
i. 

[~ I 
~ .. ·-.. {. 

.. a, ~• • 
::;.~ ,~~:::=:;:: , 
' •A4• •1 1 o 01'141.t 
- K-.t,.. • oao..ot . tot 
-~ .. .:. .~- · ,•- t... ... c _., 
I r-1o\ . .... 

Ptoject Dncriptton • 
CutoftWallt n .lmMn ·--S•l•mi;Fbl:u l .t mllu 

i ltVIe Ralnt :umu .. 1 (btlwnn t.4'- 4.Q') 
Haw!atb.lllc;JlLt vae 1.3mllu 

Otomalrylmprovementl 
(hv .. ra•t!a,.ng) <I.Smlha 

Etotlon Proltcllon I.Omllu 

1 Hewh vu O.lmll .. 

C:lotura Struduru o.omltu l11acatlona) 

TOTAL Mlltl ot lmprovama l\bl 
('tol\lht"""'-~&nattaH 

.C0.4mUu• 

f hl• l Coat : - S l.l bll tlo•' 
Raducu rlstca 10: - 112.000 ~.lpt• 

.. 11),00 0 I IIUCIUNI 

... StiJ.70 ltl ptopur\~ 
l' lt; Hd lo • 1.0 h1 t 

I ~-~ . ,.~ ' 
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Bene'fi'ts Sought by Locals in 
Sponsoring USACE Study 
• Develop a 200-yr plan for urban protection 

• Improves conditions for 162.000 people and 486 critical 
Infrastructure sites 

• 83% reduction In expected annual damages 

• Spin off early Implementation projects (EIPs) which could 
utilize state bond funding 

• Provide nexus for Federal funding or crediting 
(requirement of State for bond funding) 

• Provide nexus for Federal permitting (NEPA, 408, 404, 
106, ESA, etc.) 

History & Milestones 
liB ijf$h M .!ltM 

2009, Study O•s•n hb2019 Record ofOectslon Issued 
Jon 2010 PubUc Scoplns 

Jon 2013 Re-Scoplnl 
Oc.tober 

Authorlliltlon In WROA 2018 

Mor20l3 Alternatives Milestone P~construdton tnalneulrt& 
ond Ot111n (PEO) 

''"' 2014 
Tentatively Selected • f ttst planned ruch to bt 
Plan Mllertono dt5ilnld In PEO ph101 20l9· 20ll Remillnlna rtuhe$ art 
Dr> I\ FR/EIS/EIR i t'ltlclpattd to be 

Feb lOIS Released for Publk des igned rn Constructfot'l 
Ravlew ph••• 

Jan 2018 Fino! F!VEIS/EIR Putllc App.,priollon fur 
Released 2021·2033 Conrtroetlon (Enerty and 

July 2018 Chief'• Report Slaned Woter ApproJ)flatlon• 81111 

0 
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Timaline Drivers 
• Estimated Completion 2033 

• Aggressive yet realistic 
• Drivers-

• Fiscal Year Appropriations (Federal/State) 
• Total federal cost ~ $8SOM 
• Design Agreement 
• Pre-Construction Engineering & Design Underway 
• Scheduled to initiate construction in 2021, pending 

New Start decision 
• Construction season 

LOWER SAN JOAQUIN RIVER 

STATUS 

OF 

LOWER SAN JOAQUIN RIVER PROJECT 
- PHASE 2 

- S;JAFCA-
"""· ... - ..-.-',a .. 

34 

36 

Lower San Jo~quln River Flood Rl'k Reduction 
Fed eral Advocacy Reque!l 

Phase I 

(at 520 m•lik111 lor ;n,lr:Jf construcl•m a•.lr, (fes 

(bJ New SIJrt Cons:ru.:oon De signa I :On 

Phase II 

J 1 5 nu iK;n bo incluc1ee111l rhe FY 2020 Wotk Ptdn lo atl,ance the 
conl!numbn of Phase II of tile LSJRFS as set forth In the Chief's Raport 

for Phase I. 

·-. 

Study Area 
• R' ;rilp~o t,, focus on hi ~il 

ri;l,, hi ~h cor,,~qll~llC~ 
~l!p l r~tbh~ ~ ~ ~ .H · 

North Stockton I Htlhlv Urb>nl:od I 
c.., tr;ol Sta~ton_l Htt h!y Urb)nlt•d I 
ac-17 _L ~Ol\ Urbt nltad J 
• Scr~enetJ out - t5,0Qt) ~t:rt!'1 

• O!.fr.rrerl to l' lu~~ 2 Study fnr 
RO 17 111 itJt1, llrlllol!ill!i at1d 

~grlculltJrJ I b,·,d•, for 
allenm~nt with EO t t'.l:l;'l 

9 



STATE-FUNDED STUDY 

• Study almost complete 
• Initial Report Submitted for Review 
• Negotiations With State for Acceptance 
• Engage the Army Corps for Federal Participation 
• Create Pathway for Wise Use of Floodplain 

• Emergency Response Exercise scheduled for 12/11 

• Create Pathway for Federal Investment 

37 33 

QUESTIONS 

Lovver San Joaquin 
River Projects? 



About the Project 
The Smith Canal Gate Project will meet State 
and Federal standards for flood protection by 
isolating Smith Canal from the San Joaquin 
River during high water and tide events. It 
includes a floodwall along the San Joaquin 
River between Dad's Point and the eastern 
boundary of the Stockton Golf & Country Club, 
tying into the existing Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) accredited levee. 
The floodwall will feature a gate for boat 
access to Atherton Cove and Smith Canal. The 
gate will remain open, except during high water 
and tide events and for periodic testing. Dad's 
Point will be raised and strengthened to allow 
certification as a levee. The project is part 
of the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 
Lower San Joaquin River Project and will be 
part of the State Plan of Flood Control. 

Project l=unding 

ROugh oJnd R .. 11(tj 
lst•nu 

The estimated project cost is $67,383,000. The State 
has committed to pay up to $38,284,000 (57%) of project 
costs (design, environmental, and construction). The 
remaining costs are funded by property assessment 
revenues and bonds. In June 2013, property owners 
approved an assessment to pay the local cost share with 
59% of the weighted vote. Assessment revenues will also 
fund ongoing operations and maintenance of the project. 

Project Oversight 
The project has significant oversight and involvement from third-party, professional 
engineering experts at the local, state and federal levels. As a condition of funding, the 
State assigned an Independent Panel of Experts (engineers) to provide review of design and 
construction plans. Additionally, the project required review and/or permitting by FEMA, the 
USACE, the CA Department of Water Resources, the Central Valley Flood Protection Board, 
the Delta Stewardship Council, San Joaquin County, the City of Stockton, and other state 
and federal agencies. 



...... 
u 
Q) 

·o .... 
0.. 

E 
0 u 
ni 

J:! 
Ill 

I 
~ 

Project will End Mandatory ~lood Insurance and Building Restrictions 
Once SJAFCA completes construction of the Smith Canal Gate and Reclamation District 1614 completes upgrades to the 
Wisconsin storm water pump station, FEMA will 'remap" the Smith Canal area to remove the "high risk" flood zone designation 
(see map below). This will eliminate mandatory flood insurance requirements and building restrictions for approximately 5,000 
properties, and prevent approximately 3,000 additional properties from being mapped into a high-risk zone. Property owners will 
be able to purchase flood insurance at low-risk rates. FEMA recently reissued a Conditional Letter of Map Revision, or CLOMR, 
confirming that the project will provide the required 1 00-year flood protection, if constructed as designed. Until both the gate 
and pump station projects are completed, properties in a Special Flood Hazard Area (high-risk flood zone) will remain subject 
to mandatory flood insurance (properties with federally-backed mortgages) and building restrictions (all properties). If you have 
flood insurance, please check with your insurance provider on costs for policy renewals. 

0 0.25 0.5 

Area to be removed from 
100-Year floodplain 

Property Owners will Save Money, Once Project is Complete 
Once the gate and pump station projects are complete and FEMA has remapped the community into a low- to moderate-risk flood 
zone, property owners will no longer be subject to mandatory, higher-cost flood insurance. How much is the savings? Here's an 
example from a two bedroom, one bath, 1,254 square foot home on W. Alpine (close to Michael's Pizza): 

SJA~CA Assessment for Smith Canal (2019·20) $244.10 

~EMA Mandatory ~load Insurance Per Year (2019)* $1,187 

•Flood insurance rates are projected to increase in October 2021 as part or FEMA Risk Rating 2.0 

Additional project background 
is available online at 
www.sjafca.com. 
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stockton is a 
major commercial 
and industrial 
center (Port of 
Stockton), and an 
important 
gateway to the 
Central Valley. 

Study Area 
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Stock~on Floods 1955 

Problems 
The City of Stockton and surrounding areas are at risk of 
flooding from multiple sources, including coming led flows 
from the San Joaquin and Sacramento Rivers combined 
with Delta high tides and flow. from Sierra Nevada streams 

• Significant flood risk to public safety and property in the 
study area 

EXlSJ1NG 011 

IHTEliMlXED 
SAND Al\'0 GRAVD.S 

I 1J6\0UGH-sttMCI 
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··---~~---...... :==!)e~:~~~~" ' -i J.)lld ida, WC211 a:So;~ppt":trarthf.!Utbu up l et 
~~rutbnd-1oidotoflhc!Moco. 



Recommended Plan (NED) 

Cutoff Walls 

Seismic Fixes 

Levee Raises (between 1.4' - 4.0') 

New Setback Levee 

Geometry Improvements (levee reshaping) 

Erosion Protection 

New Levee 

Closure Structures (2 locations) 

TOTAL Miles of Improvements 
(* some features combine and overlap) 

23.7 miles 

1.1 miles 

3.4 miles 

1.3 miles 

4.5 miles 

5.0 miles 

0.8 miles 

0.6 miles 

40.4* miles 

BENEFITS OF RECOMMENDED PLAN 
Reduces flood risk to people, property, and 
critical infrastructure in the city of Stockton 
Provides benefits to 162,000 residents 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
COMMITMENTS: 

Section 7 Consultation (ESA) 
.J' USFWS- Final Biological 

Opinion (BO) (June 2016) 
.t NMFS- Final BO (June 2016) 
USFWS Coordination Act (CAR) 
.J' Final Coordination Act Report 

(July2016) 

Section 106 Compliance 
.J' Programmatic Agreement 

(May2016) 
Water Quality Certification 
.J' Support letter from State 

Regional Water Quality Control 
Board (Aprll2016) 

Example drawing of closure 
structure (Source: 5JAFCA, 
Smith Canal Final EIR) 
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. _ ... ,~hl. 
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~ Closure Structure 
=cut.QI!Wall 
= Cut.QII Wall, levee Reshaping 
- Seismic FIX, levee Reshaping 
- New levee with Cut-011 Wall 
~ Smilh Canal Improvements 
- levee Raise 
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Economic Summary ($1 ,000) 

First Costs $1,070,309 

Interest During Construction $231,829 

TOTAL Investment Cost $1,302,138 

Annual Interest and 
Amortization $48,232 

OMRR&R $1 ,062 

TOTAL Annual Cost $49,294 

Total Annual Benefits $345,024 

Net Annual Benefits $295,730 

Benefit to Cost Ratio 7.0 to 1.0 

STUDY ACCOMPLISHMENTS: 

ol' Public Review of Draft Report: Feb - April 2015 
./ Independent External Peer Review: May 2015 
./ Agency Technical Review Certification: July 2016 
./ MSC legal Sufficiency: August 2017 
./ Division Engineer Transmittal: Sept 2017 
./ Cost Engineering Cert: Dec 2017 



2019 ADVISORY WATER COMMISSION ROSTER, ROLL CALL & VOTE SHEET 
(5 members necessary for quorum) 

JANIFEBIMARjAPRIMAY!JUN!JULIAUGISEPIOCT!NOV!DEC 
AGENCY REP TERM IALT TERM 16 20 20 I 17 I 15 I 19 I 17 I 21 I 18 I 16 I 20 I 18 

CDWA Nomellini, Dante J. • 12/10/19 INomellini, John Dante, Jr . . 1 12/10/19 

X 12/11/18 !Thompson, Grant 12/11/18 

X X 

CSJWCD Roberts, Reid m ~'] x I x I x I : li -ffij 
' . . . -r---i 

- :ity of Escalon Murl<en, Walter 02/24/20 Alves, t::.awaro t;j_ U:£/:.:!4/:.:!U e e M +-----:--1---l 
• e X 

U:£/:.:!4/:.::u !Alves - · · -

!City of Lathrop Torres-O'Callahan, Jenniefer 12/12/22 Lazard, Diane 12/12/22 X t : x x x : +---1---l 

City of Lodi Swimley, Jr., Charlie • 02/21/21 Riehle, Andrew 02/21/21 X X i i x x x · t X 
n . ~ 

City_ of Manteca Breitenbucher, David • 03/13/23 X g g x ~ 1~)C:...._+---l 

1 
City of Rip_ on de Graaf, Daniel • 06/27/21 Uecker, Dean 06/27/21 X c C x f g +-;<--+---l 

Clty_ of Stockton Wright, Dan Canepa, Paul X , a , x x x X 
Reyna-Hiestand, . • n C ~ 

City ofTracy Sharma, Kuldeep 01/16/23 Stephanie Ut-\i 01/16/23 X X c c 1 x x x x I a "' 
e e 

NSJWCD Starr, Charlie 12/10/19 Valente, Joe 12/11/19 X X 11 11 
I e 
OlD Doomenbal, Herman 01/26/16 e 

d d 
BOS ' • Sup. Winn, Chuck L~-tt:; I 01/01/23 !Sup. Miller, Kathy 

SDWA Herrick, John • 01/25/20 

SSJID Holbrook, John • 01/17/21 I Westst~n. Mike 

S/W County !Weisenberger. David 09/26/18 

WID I Christensen, Anders 12/12/22 

Enviro/Fish/Wildlife Orgl VACANT N/A 

Urban Flood Control RD I Hartmann, George • 08/19/19 I N/A 

Urban Flood Control RD VACANT N/A 

General Bus Com Price, Will • 08/21/23 I N/A 

01101120 I X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

F 
I 
0 

~II 

k= 
~CII 

X X 

X X 

X 

X I 
e 

I X I I I X I d 

X X X X 

X X X X 

X X 

X 

Bldg & Constr Industry INeudeck, Christopher • 08/20/23 I N/A X X 

Zidar. Matt • X SECRETARY N/A I N/A X 
X I X I X I X I I 

AT LARGE REP 
At-Large Rep !wells-Brown, Terry_ 

SEWD 1 
CHAIRMAN !McGurk, Thomas 

STOP HERE ON ROLL CALL 

AT-LARGE ALT e 
Annette Henneberry 

01/16/23 ISchermesser 
SEWD 

12/10/19 I Sanguinetti, Paul 

CA Water Service Co I Freeman, John (Ex-officio) I PERM 

01f16f23 I X X 

12/10f19 I X X 

X X X X X 

X X X X X 

X X X X X 

X 
X 
X 

>( 

;< 
X 
x 
X: 

X 
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SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY 
FLOOD CONTROL & WATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

ADVISORYWATER COMlVIISSION 

MEETING OF NOVEMBER 20, 2019 

ATTENDANCE SHEET 

NAME AFFILIATION E-MAIL ADDRESS PHONE 

Nomellini, Dante J CDWA 

Nomellini, John Dante Jr CDWA 

Roberts, Reid * CSJWCD 

Thompson, Grant * CSJWCD 

M urken, Wa lter City of Esca I on 

Alves, Edward B City of Escalon 

Torres-O'Callaghan, Jennifer City of Lathrop 

Lazard, Diane City of Lathrop ~Or'L~r~ 
Swimley, Charlie Jr City of Lodi 

,J J 

Riehle, And rew City of Lodi _; rdk;tenb~het~ 
Breitenbucher, David City of Manteca ----- v d f t'h-Ci\YJ-ketA. to...~ 

City of Manteca 

De Graff, Daniel City of Ripon 

Uecker, Dean City of Ripon 
- - - --- ---



~;v) Wright, Dan * City of Stockton 
V I 

Canepa, Paul * City of Stockton 

I Sharma, Kuldeep City of Tracy 

~ Reyna-Hiestand, Stephanie City of Tracy 
v 

Starr, Charlie NSJWCD 

Valente, Joe NSJWCD 

Doornenba l, Herman OlD 

CJ Sup. Winn, Chuck BOS 

Sup. Miller, Kathy BOS 

~\t Herrick, John SDWA 

/Xifri/ Holbrook, John SSJID 
(/ I 

Weststeyn, Mike * SSJ ID 

Weisenberger, David * SW County 

Christensen, Anders W ID 

WID 

Enviro/Fish/Wild life Org 

Prf~t Hartmann, George * Urban Flood Control RD 

Urban Flood Control RD 
I 

P(.e.sU\t Price, Wi llard General Bus Com 

(~ Neudeck, Christopher Build ing & Construction Industry 

~~1- Zidar, Matt Secretary 

Wells-Brown, Terry At Large Rep 

.~ 
Henneberry-Schermesser, At Large Alternate 
Annette 



f~ Chairman McGurk, Thomas SEWD 

Sanguinetti, Paul SEWD 

/'_ 
Freeman, John CA Water Service Co. 

I 

f(~ / Balaji, Kris San Joaquin County 

ff~-tv Buchman, Fritz San Joaquin County 

Myles, Mark County Counsel 
--- -- ---



SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY 
FLOOD CONTROL & WATER 
CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

NAME AFFILIATION 

K'vi s~ Sm1·+VJ SJc-Pw 
...J 

c:: L--kz-< s ec r ,.o 5-:J~ . 

~~~ 5SL;-~ 

~,J~~ s~c..- r\..1 
5(-l ft1 c., tJ 'j Sli~G 

M tv~.( E I rz.tt lot \h ) \ u--( c, Ct u.b 
L _l ~~ ~{__ ~ 
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ADVISORYWATER COMMISSION 

MEETING OF NOVEMBER 20, 2019 

ATTENDANCE SHEET 

· E-MAIL ADDRESS PHONE 

I 

-
-



ATTACIIMENT 
V~A 



GROUNDWATER 

I 
I 

: Millenni;:} 

0 Unconfined aquifer 

D Confined aquifer 

Stream 

RECHARGE AREA 

Millennia 

D Confining bed 

D Land surface 

D Unsaturated zone 

~ Flow direction 

! Restricted flow 

---- Water table 

LOW PATHS FROM RECHARGE 
TO DISCHARGE AREAS 

The state-required plans must determine if groundwater pumping is resulting in the loss of water in streams that support endangered and threatened fish and other species. 

Groundwater Monitoring Wens 
A 'Picture' of Underground 



Dec 2, 2019 

Share: 

Ann DuBay 

By Ann DuBay 

\IVater Connections for 
Groundwater Sustainabnlity Plans 

During the months of October and November, up to 21 groundwater monitoring wells will be drilled near Sonoma County creeks to provide new 

information to managers and the public on the link between groundwater and stream flows. Coordination and construction of the wells are a technica l service 

provided by the California Pef)artment of Water ResQ.Y~(tillps:Uwater.ca.gQ.Id) (DWR) to Sonoma County's three Groundwater Sustainability 

Agencies (GSAs). 

Each we ll will be about 50 feet deep, and will be designed specifically for measuring water levels throughout the year. These measurements, when paired 

with information about the water flowing in nearby streams, help paint a picture of the link between groundwater aquifers and the surface water in creeks, 

streams and rivers. 

"We can't see what's beneath the surface, so these monitoring wells act like underground telescopes. They can help us see how much and when water is 

available," said Sonoma County Supervisor Susan Gorin, who serves as the chair of the Sonoma Valley GSA. 

Successful Groundwater Suslainability Planning. Image: mavensnotebook.com/groundwater/ 

The connection between groundwater and surface water is an important component of the Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSA) are being prepared 

by Petaluma Valley, Santa Rosa Plain and Sonoma Valley GSAs. The state-required plans must determine if groundwater pumping is resulting in the loss 

of water in streams that support endangered and threatened fish and other species. 

"These wells will help us better understand the link between specific streams and aquifers so we can make informed decisions about how to protect fish, other 

wildlife and plants during future droughts and in our changing climate," said Sonoma County Supervisor Lynda Hopkins, who is Chair of the Santa Rosa 

Plain GSA. 

a:r:I~!!I!I!!-~IIIJII The monitoring wells are Installed by drilling holes that are about eight-inches in diameter, until water is reached 

Typica l Groundwater Monitoring Well. 
Tile subsudace system for monitoring 

the quality of groundwater and 
analytica l examination of natura/ and 

man-made contaminates. Image: 
AuntSpray • (CC BY·SA 3.0) 

(around 50 feet). A narrow (2 '1. inch) slotted PVC pipe is fitted into the hole, which is then capped. The wells will then be 

monitored by GSA staff using instrumentation provided by Def)artment of Water Resources (b.!!ps:Uwater.ca .gov/). (DWR) to 

track water levels and temperature throughout the year and compared with data from nearby surface water gauges. Each 

well costs approximately $15,000 to construct and develop. These costs are being paid for by DWR through 

its Technical Support Services program. DWR has also provided financial assistance in the form of planning grants to 

help these local agencies develop their GSPs. 

"The well drilling will cost DWR more than $300,000 that otherwise would have been paid by local agencies. This is big boon 

to our community, and the information provided will be invaluable," said Sonoma County Supervisor David Rabbitt, who 

chairs the Petaluma Valley GSA. 

DWR Deputy Director Taryn Ravazzini said, "DWR is committed to helping local water managers succeed in their efforts 

to sustainably manage the state's groundwater basins. Through DWR technical support services such as those pursued by 

Sonoma County's GSAs, tangible progress can be made toward ensuring a resilient water supply future." 

The wells will be constructed in various locations, including parking lots, vineyards, on road shoulders, creek paths, and 

other publicly owned land. Each well is slated to take less than one day to construct, and disruption from construction activities will be minimal. 


