
RECLAMATION DISTRICT NO. 773 
MEETING AGENDA FOR 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

9:00 A.M. AUGUST 3, 2021 

NEUMILLER & BEARDSLEE 
3121 WEST MARCH LANE, SUITE 100 

STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA 

AGENDA 

Coronavirus COVID-19 Notice 
In accordance with the Governor's Executive Order N-08-21, and for the period in which the Order 
remains in effect, Reclamation District 773 Board of Trustees will be conducting meetings in 
accordance with Executive Order N-08-21, and has arranged for members of the public to observe and 
comment at the meeting telephonically. 

TO ATTEND BY TELECONFERENCE: 
Toll-Free Dial-In Number: (877) 778-1806 

CONFERENCE ID 891949 
Once connected, we request you kindly mute your phone 

AGENDA 
1. Call to Order/Roll Call. 

2. Public comment: Under Government Code section 54954.3, members of the public may 
address the Board on any issue in the District's jurisdiction. The public may address any 
item on the agenda at the time it is taken up. 

3. Consider for approval minutes of the June 1, 2021, Board meeting. 

4. District Financial Report. 

5. Adopt Resolution 2021-03 Ordering Board of Trustees Election by All-Mailed Ballot 

6. Adopt Resolution 2021-04 Appointing a District Secretary and Authorizing District Secretary 
as an Authorized Signer Approving Transactions for District Account and to Obtain Warrant 
Books 

7. Engineers' Report; request for direction. 

a. 2021-2022 Assessment by Landowner Summaries 

b. Delta Levee Subventions Project 

8. Discussion and Direction regarding Paradise Cut Expansion Project 
This agenda shall be made available upon request in alternative formats to persons with a disability, as 
required by the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 § 12132) and the Ralph M. Brown Act 
(California Government Code §54954.2). Persons requesting a disability related modification or 
accommodation in order to participate in the meeting should contact Daniel J. Schroeder at 209/948-8200 
during regular business hours, at least twenty-four hours prior to the time of the meeting. 

Materials related to an item on this Agenda submitted to the Trustees after distribution of the agenda packet are 
available for public inspection in the office of the District Secretary at Neumiller & Beardslee, 3121 West 
March Lane, Suite 100, Stockton, California during normal business hours. 

1415796-1 
73673-34245 



9. Correspondence and meeting attendance reports. 

10. District Calendar. 

11. Approval of bills to be paid. 

12. Adjournment. 

This agenda shall be made available upon request in alternative formats to persons with a disability, as 
required by the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. § 12132) and the Ralph M. Brown Act 
(California Government Code §54954.2). Persons requesting a disability related modification or 
accommodation in order to participate in the meeting should contact Daniel J. Schroeder at 209/948-8200 
during regular business hours, at least twenty-four hours prior to the time of the meeting. 

Materials related to an item on this Agenda submitted to the Trustees after distribution of the agenda packet are 
available for public inspection in the office of the District Secretary at Neumiller & Beardslee, 3121 West 
March Lane, Suite 100, Stockton, California during normal business hours. 
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AGENDA PACKET 
RECLAMATION DISTRICT 773 

AUGUST 3, 2021 

ITEM COMMENTARY 

1. Self-explanatory. 

2. Self-explanatory. 

3. Please see attached. 

4. Please see attached. 

5. Please see attached. 

6. Please see attached. 

7. Please see attached. 

8. Please see attached. 

9. Please see attached. 

10. Please see attached. 

11. Please see attached. 

12. Self-explanatory. 
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ITEM 3 



Minutes of Meeting of 
Reclamation District 773 

Held on June 1, 2021 

The regular meeting of the Board of Trustees of Reclamation District 773 was held at 
9:00 a.m. on June 1, 2021, at the District's office located at 3121 West March Lane, Suite 
100. 

Item No. 1: The meeting was called to order at 9:14 a.m. Present were President 
Joseph Bacchetti and Trustee Joe Enos. Trustee Mark Bacchetti was absent. Also present 
were Andy Pinasco, filling in as District Secretary, and Chris Neudeck, District Engineer. 

Item No. 2: Public Comment. There was no public comment. 

Item No. 3: Minutes. The minutes of the April 6, 2021, meeting were approved 
unanimously by the Trustees present on a motion by President Joseph Bacchetti 
seconded by Trustee Joe Enos. 

Item No. 4: Mr. Pinasco provided a written financial report and reviewed it with the 
Trustees. The financial report was accepted by unanimous vote of the Trustees present on 
a motion by President Joseph Bacchetti, seconded by Trustee Joe Enos. 

Item No. 4.a: Mr. Pinasco proposed a 2021-2022 Budget and reviewed it with the 
Trustees. The 2021-2022 Budget was accepted by unanimous vote of the Trustees present 
on a motion by President Joseph Bacchetti, seconded by Trustee Joe Enos. 

Item No. 4.b: Mr. Pinasco reviewed the draft audit with the Trustees. The draft audit 
the 2019-2020 fiscal year was accepted unanimously by the Trustees present on a motion 
by President Joseph Bacchetti, seconded by Trustee Joe Enos. 

Item No. 4.c: Mr. Pinasco presented the contract to conduct the District's annual 
financial audit and submit the Special Districts Financial Transactions report from Croce, 
Sanguinetti, & Vander Veen for the 2020-2021 fiscal year. The contract was unanimously 
approved by the Trustees present and the Trustee President was authorized to sign on a 
motion by President Joseph Bacchetti, seconded by Trustee Joe Enos. 

Item No. 4.d: Adopt Resolution 2021-02 Certifying Assessments to be Collected and 
Establishing a Procedure for Collection for the 2021-2022 Fiscal Year. Mr. Pinasco 
reviewed the Resolution with the Trustees. Resolution 2021-02 was adopted by 
unanimous vote of the Trustees present on a motion by President Joseph Bacchetti, 
seconded by Trustee Joe Enos. 

Item No. 5: Engineers' Report; request for direction. Mr. Neudeck presented a written 
and oral report. He reported on the recent field inspection and on-going activities within 
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the District. He next reported that the anticipated maintenance work on the levee had 
been completed. 

Item No. 6: There was no report on the correspondence in the agenda packet. 

Item No. 7: Mr. Pinasco reviewed the District calendar with the Trustees pointing out 
that the next meeting was in August. 

Item No. 8: Mr. Pinasco reported on the outstanding bills that had been received and 
the status of the District's accounts. On a motion by President Joseph Bacchetti, seconded 
by Trustee Joe Enos, the Trustees present unanimously approved payment of the attached 
bills identified on the attached bills paid report. 

Item No. 9: The meeting was adjourned at 9:35 a.m. by unanimous vote of the 
Trustees present on a motion by President Joseph Bacchetti, seconded by Trustee Joe 
Enos. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Daniel J. Schroeder, District Secretary 
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RECLAMATION DISTRICT 773 
FINANCIAL REPORT JULY 2021 MEETING 

9% OF 2021/2022 FISCAL YEAR THROUGH JULY 2021 

G1 
G2 
G3 
G4 

G5 
G6 
G7 

L1 
L2 
L3 
L4 
L5 
L6 
L7 

Received Received 
INCOME Annual Budget Amount Period TD YTD % YTD 
INTEREST $ 3,400.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
ASSESSMENTS (MAX. ALLOWANCE) $ 195,300.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
SUBVENTION REIMBURSEMENT $ 150,000.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
DWR 5 YEAR PLAN REIMUBURSEMENT $ 15,000.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
DELTA GRANT II - EMERGENCY SUPPLIES $ 14,500.00 $0.00 S - 0.00% 
Total Income $ 378,200.00 $ - $ - 0.00% 

Expended Period Expended 
EXPENSES Annual Budget Amount TD YTD % YTD 

GENERAL 
County Assessment Administration $ 2,000.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
Miscellaneous Supplies $ 300.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
General Engineering $ 25,000.00 $2,257.95 $ 2,257.95 9.03% 
Legal and Accounting $ 25,000.00 $2,751.50 $ 2,751.50 11.01% 
Insurance $ 13,000.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
Contingency $ 4,000.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
Emergency Equipment & Supplies $ 22,000.00 $8,064.92 $ 8,064.92 36.66% 
Total General Expenses $ 91,300.00 $ 13,074.37 $ 13,074.37 14.32% 

LEVEE WORK 
Vegetation Control and Management $ 95,000.00 $2,356.00 $ 2,356.00 2.48% 
Rodent Control $ 50,000.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
Construct All-Weather Road Surfacing $ 25,000.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
Waterside Erosion Repair $ 25,000.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
Back Slope Fill Flattening $ 225,000.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
General Levee Maintenance $ 25,000.00 $718.00 $ 718.00 2.87% 
DWR 5 Year Plan $ 15,000.00 $0.00 $ - 0.00% 
Total Levee Work $ 460,000.00 $ 3,074.00 $ 3,074.00 0.67% 

Total Expenses $ 551,300.00 $ 16,148.37 $ 16,148.37 2.93% 

YTD 
ANNUAL BUDGET AMOUNT PTD INCOME/LOSS INCOME/LOSS 

NET INCOME (LOSS) $ (173,100.00) 1 (S16,148.37) S (16,148.37) 

Fund Balance as of Beginning of Fiscal Year 2021-2022 
Revenues (YTD) 
Expenses (YTD) 
Total Cash in General Fund 
Total Restricted Cash in 5 Year Plan Account 
Total Available Cash 

$ 406,178.30 

S 16.148.37 
390,029.93 

2,627.01 
390,029.93 
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RECLAMATION DISTRICT NO. 773 

RESOLUTION 2021-03 

RESOLUTION ORDERING BOARD OF TRUSTEES ELECTION BY ALL-MAILED 
BALLOT 

WHEREAS, Reclamation District No. 773 ("District") will hold an election on Tuesday, 
November 9, 2021, to fill one seat on the Board of Trustees ("Board") as required by law; and 

WHEREAS, the Board desires to maximize the opportunity of landowners to cast their 
ballots; and 

WHEREAS, the election shall be conducted pursuant to Water Code sections 50700 et 
seq. which provides election procedures for Reclamation Districts. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of Reclamation 
District 773 that: 

1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct. 

2. The District will hold an all-mailed ballot election on Tuesday, November 9, 
2021, to fill one seat on the Board in accordance. 

3. The ballot will include the following question for the voters to respond to: 

"SHALL THE MAILED BALLOT BE USED TO CONDUCT ALL FUTURE 
GENERAL DISTRICT ELECTIONS?" 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Trustees of Reclamation District No. 773 at a 
special meeting thereof held on this 3rd day of August, 2021, by the following vote, TO WIT: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSTENTION: 

ABSENT: 

ATTEST: RECLAMATION DISTRICT NO. 773 
A Political Subdivision of the 
State of California 

ANDREW PINASCO, SECRETARY 

By: 
JOSEPH BACCHETTI, PRESIDENT 

1304043-1 



CERTIFICATION 

I, ANDREW PINASCO, Secretary of Reclamation District No. 773, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of a resolution of Reclamation District No. 773 
duly passed and adopted at a special meeting of the Board of Trustees thereof held on the 3rd day 
of August, 2021. 

Dated: , 20 . 

ANDREW PINASCO, SECRETARY 
Reclamation District No. 773 

1304043-1 
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RECLAMATION DISTRICT 773 
RESOLUTION 2021-04 

RESOLUTION APPOINTING A DISTRICT SECRETARY AND AUTHORIZING 
DISTRICT SECRETARY AS AN AUTHORIZED SIGNOR APPROVING 

TRANSACTIONS FOR DISTRICT ACCOUNT AND TO OBTAIN WARRANT BOOKS 

WHEREAS, California Government Code section 50630 requires that Reclamation 
District No. 773 ("District") Board of Trustees elect one of its members, or any other person, as 
its secretary; and 

WHEREAS, the District Board of Trustees desires to appoint the Andrew Pinasco as the 
District Secretary, and 

WHEREAS, the District Board of Trustees desires to add the Andrew Pinasco as District 
Secretary to the list of authorized signors approving transactions for the account(s) with the 
County of San Joaquin; and 

WHEREAS, the District Board of Trustees desires to authorize District Secretary to 
obtain warrant books used to authorize District transactions for the District account held with the 
County of San Joaquin. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS: 

1. The District hereby appoints Andrew Pinasco as the District Secretary, and 

2. The District authorizes Andrew Pinasco as District Secretary to be added to the list 
of authorized signors approving transactions for the account(s) with the County of 
San Joaquin. 

3. The District authorizes District Secretary to obtain warrant books used to 
authorize District transactions for the District account held with the County of San 
Joaquin. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Trustees of Reclamation District 773, at a 
special meeting thereof, held on August 3, 2021, by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTENTION: 

[SIGNATURE ON NEXT PAGE] 

1 
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RECLAMATION DISTRICT 773 
A Political Subdivision of the 
State of California 

By: 

JOSEPH BACCHETTI 
President, Board of Trustees 

ATTEST: 

ANDREW PINASCO, SECRETARY 

CERTIFICATION 

I, ANDREW PINASCO, Secretary of Reclamation District 773, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of a resolution of Reclamation District 773 duly passed 
and adopted at a special meeting of the Board of Trustees thereof held on the 3rd day of August, 
2021. 

Dated: , 20 
SECRETARY, Reclamation District 773 

2 
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Regional Flood Stage Reduction Benefits* 

*based on 1997 flood modeling results

0.7’ REDUCTION 

Looking south along the San Joaquin River and Paradise Cut Bypass 

1.5’ 
REDUCTION 

EXISTING 
BYPASS 

2.0’ REDUCTION 

 STOCKTON 

 MANTECA  Paradise Cut Expansion and South Delta Restoration Project 

PROJECT SUMMARY 

The Paradise Cut Expansion Project and South Delta Restoration Project is a multi-benefit flood management 

project that will benefit Stockton and nearby communities along the San Joaquin River. The project will expand 

and enhance the existing Paradise Cut Flood Bypass, which currently diverts water from the river during flood 

events, to ensure adequate downstream channel capacity and levee protection and facilitate the passage of 

increased flood water through the south Delta. By significantly lowering flood stage along nearly 30 miles of the 

San Joaquin River between Vernalis and Stockton, the Project will greatly improve public safety and protect 

farmland from uncontrolled flooding. In addition, planned enhancements will provide new and improved habitat 

for native fish and wildlife. A diverse group of stakeholders is working together to advance this pragmatic, multi-

benefit, regional solution for flood management – a shared vision for cities, farms, and wildlife. 

Expanding and enhancing the Paradise Cut Flood Bypass will: 

• Reduce the risk of catastrophic flooding for
communities including Lathrop, Manteca, and Stockton

• Protect farms from uncontrolled flooding

PROJECT STATUS 

• Restore wetland and riparian habitats for
native wildlife

• Increase climate change resiliency by
supporting more flexible water supply
management

0 

San Joaquin County 

 

MILE 

 

3 

PROJECT PARTNERS: CONSULTANTS: 

In 2016, the San Joaquin County Resource Conservation 
District (SJCRCD) received a grant from the Delta 
Conservancy to advance project planning by completing 
Phase 1 of the project. As part of this work, project 
partners completed the following in coordination with 
local landowners, engineers, and agencies: 

• Existing conditions report
• Extensive hydraulic modeling & design

In 2021, the SJCRCD executed a second grant from the 
Delta Conservancy for Phase 2 of the project, scheduled 
for completion in June 2022. This phase will: 

• Develop a strategy to address local concerns
with downstream impacts of the proposed
project

• Make recommendations for addressing critical
data gaps

Resource Conservation 
District 
(209) 472-7127 ext. 125

sjcrcd@outlook.com

www.sjcrcd.com

Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta 

Conservancy 

South Delta Water Agency 

American Rivers 

Reclamation District 2062 

CA Department of Water Resources 

Consero Solutions 
ESA 

MBK Engineers 

Larsen Wurzel & 

Associates 

development
• Restoration opportunities report
• Conceptual design technical memo
• Construction cost estimate

• Permitting and compliance strategy

• Establish a local engagement structure to help
coordinate implementation of future project
phases with state agencies

1.2’ 
REDUCTION 

3.0’ 
REDUCTION 

EXPANSION 
FOOTPRINT 

OLD 
RIVER 

28 MILES OF 
STAGE REDUCTION 

mailto:sjcrcd@outlook.com
mailto:cd@outlook.com
http://www.sjcrcd.com/


credit: DWR, Florence Low credit: DWR credit: DWR 

This feasibility-level cost estimate (Class 4) includes acquisition of flood and 

conservation easements as well as design, permitting, and construction costs within 

the project footprint. It does not include project costs associated with downstream 

impacts, including dredging, which will be analyzed in Phase 3 of the project. The 

estimate was developed for planning purposes only and should not be used as a basis 

for final design or construction, or as an estimate of construction costs for 

construction planning or project funding. 

Project Cost Estimate 

Timeline 

of Project 

Milestones 

Phase 1 
COMPLETE 

Phase 2 
IN PROGRESS 

Phase 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 

2016-2019 2020-2022 2018-2024 2022-2026 
2028 

Existing Weir 

Upper Weir 



 

 

FINAL 

PARADISE CUT EXPANSION AND SOUTH DELTA RESTORATION PROJECT  

PROJECT LEAD OPTIONS 
June 28, 2021 

  

The Paradise Cut Expansion and South Delta Restoration Project Phase 2 planning team, 
organized to implement a Delta Conservancy grant to explore the feasibility of expanding the 
Paradise Cut Bypass to improve flood protection and enhance habitat, is evaluating options to 
lead the development and construction of the Paradise Cut Expansion and South Delta 
Restoration Project (“Project”), as well as any projects to address downstream impacts from the 
Project. To secure local support for the Project, the planning team recommends expanding the 
capacity of South Delta channels either before or concurrent with Project construction. The 
addition of capacity expansion is a new element of the Project, but critical to maintain local 
support for the overall effort.  
 

Partnerships 
In addition to the local agencies considered as project lead options in this memo, the Project’s 
partners include the City of Lathrop, the Central Valley Flood Protection Board, and the California 
Department of Water Resources. Without support from these three agencies, the Project cannot 

move forward. The City of Lathrop benefits from the project because it will reduce flood stage on 
the San Joaquin River, therefore helping to protect people and property in the event of a flood. 
The Central Valley Flood Protection Board’s (“Board”) Central Valley Flood Protection Plan lists the 

Project (without the channel capacity expansion) as a priority in both the 2012 and the 2017 
versions. The Board also must serve as the non-federal sponsor for the Project, since it requires 
involvement of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The California Department of Water Resources 
similarly will play an important role in the success of the project because it is the mostly likely state 

agency to assist with funding of the project because of its role as the agency responsible for 
implementation of the State Plan of Flood Control, of which the Paradise Cut levees are an integral 
part of the San Joaquin River system. The Department of Water Resources will potentially serve as 
a sub-applicant for the Federal Emergency Management (FEMA) Building Resilient Infrastructure 

and Communities (BRIC) grant, which would provide funding for future phases of the Project.  
 
Project Lead Options  
The planning team will meet with local reclamation districts and other stakeholders as needed in 

2021 to secure feedback on four options: 1) Southern Delta Levee Protection and Channel 
Maintenance Authority (“Maintenance Authority”); 2) San Joaquin Area Flood Control Agency 
(“SJAFCA”); 3) formation of new joint powers authority (“new JPA”); and 4) San Joaquin County 

Flood Control and Water Conservation District (“District”). The team also will ask for alternative 
suggestions as part of the outreach process.  
 
None of the options the planning team is evaluating possess funding for planning, design, 

engineering, permitting, or construction of the Project. All agencies would need to hire staff and 
otherwise expand their agency to lead this Project. All agencies also would need funding for long-
term management and maintenance of the Project.  
 

Option 1:  Southern Delta Levee Protection & Channel Maintenance Authority  
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The South Delta Water Agency (“SDWA”) and Reclamation District 2062 (“RD 2062”) formed the 
Maintenance Authority, a joint powers agency, in 2006 to help local reclamation and water districts 

fund the maintenance and improvement of South Delta levees and channels to improve flood 
protection.  The Board consists of three members: the President of the South Delta Water Agency, 
the attorney for the South Delta Water Agency, and the President of RD 2062. The South Delta 

Water Agency has the authority to assist the following RDs with flood control efforts: 1, 2, 17, 524, 
773, 1007, 2058, 2062, 2064, 2075, 2085, 2094, 2095, 2096, and 2107. The Maintenance 
Authority is funded by River Island homeowners, which each pay $8/year. This assessment  will 
eventually result in over $150,000/year in annual revenue. The JPA currently meets as needed and 

does not have any current projects or staff to support work on projects.  
 

PROS CONS 
Dedicated source of administrative 
funding to potentially support  the 
Project 

Need to update JPA agreement 

Framework already in place No staff 
Local agency Need to add Board members with project expertise 
Opportunity to structure agency’s mission 
as needed to suit the Project 

Annual funding may not be sufficient for planning, 
administration, and technical support for the Project 

Positive existing relationships with South 
Delta RDs and landowners 

No track record of successful project construction 

 

Option 2:  San Joaquin Area Flood Control Agency  
The City of Stockton, San Joaquin County, the San Joaquin County Flood Control and Water 
Conservation District, the City of Lathrop, and the City of Manteca formed SJAFCA as a joint powers 

agency. SJAFCA’s mission is to “reduce and manage the region’s flood risk, “according to the 2019 
Strategic Plan.  SJAFCA has an annual budget of about $1.6 million and five employees.  
 

PROS CONS 
Local agency No funding for administration and 

technical support of the Project 

Experience with construction of large projects Less established relationships with South 
Delta RDs and landowners than the 
Maintenance Authority 

Established Board of Directors  

Established staff structure 
 

 

Cities and County among members  
Established reputation with the community  

Established relationship with relevant state 
agencies 

 

Multi-benefit projects are listed in Goal 3 of the 
Strategic Plan and SJAFCA is open to partnerships 

on multi-benefit projects 

 

Staff expertise in grant and contract management  
Established relationship with San Joaquin County 
for operations and maintenance 

 

Some financial flexibility to fund projects, subject 
to Board approval  
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Maintains significant reserve to use for project 
cash flow 

 

 

Option 3:  New JPA 
The planning team may recommend the formation of a new JPA for the specific purpose of 
leading the Project.  
 

PROS CONS 
Local agency No framework in place  
Ability to design membership and other 

elements as needed to suit Project 

Significant cost to establish 

Focus would solely be on Project No dedicated funding for planning, technical 
support, and administration of the Project 

 No staff 
 No existing Board of Directors 

 

Option 4:  San Joaquin County Flood Control and Water Conservation District 
The California State Legislature formed the San Joaquin County Flood Control and Water 
Conservation District (“District”) in 1956 to protect communities throughout San Joaquin County 

(“County”) from loss of life and property from floods and droughts, as well as to ensure the County’s 
water supply reliability. The District is a dependent special district, its jurisdiction covers all of San 
Joaquin County, and the San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors acts as the governing body. The 
County Department of Public Works Water Resources Division provides staffing support for the 

District. The District’s authorities are detailed in the originating statute, including the ability to form 
zones of benefit within the County to construct, operate and plan flood control, water supply, 
drainage, and groundwater recharge projects. 

 
PROS CONS 

Established staff structure No dedicated funding for planning, 

administration and technical support of the 
Project  

Framework already in place, including financial 
policies and procedures  

No dedicated staff 

Local agency  Board is County only; does not include cities 
or RDs 

Established reputation with the community Less established relationships with South Delta 
RDs and landowners than the Maintenance 

Authority 
Established Board of Directors Project is not in 5-year Strategic Plan 
Staff expertise in grant and contract 

management 

 

Some financial flexibility to fund project, 
subject to Board approval 

 

Qualifies as lead applicant on FEMA Building 

Resilient Infrastructure and Communities grant 
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Paradise Cut Expansion and South Delta Restoration Project

DRAFT Existing Hydraulic Studies of Paradise Cut 
Prepared by Environmental Science Associates for San Joaquin County Resource Conservation District, June 28, 2021 

Organization Year Title Local Geography Project version 
Dredging 
included? 

Hydraulic 
modeling 

Modeled flows Model outputs Levee analysis? 

American 
Rivers 

2019 
Conceptual Design 
Technical Memo: Paradise 
Cut Expansion Project 

Paradise Cut from 
proposed Upper Weir 
to Fabian Tract 

Minimum Viable Project 
(current project definition); 
Potential Maximum Project 

Yes Yes 

San Joaquin River 
Flood Control 
Project design 

flood; 1997 flood 

Peak flood discharge 
(cfs), freeboard, and 

velocity at key 
measurement points 

Freeboard at key 
measurement 

points 

MBK 2018 

Hydraulic Impact Analysis 
for River Islands at Lathrop, 
Update for New Existing 
Condition and Revised No 
Action Scenario 

Vernalis to Fabian Tract, 
Stockton ship channel 
and Tracy Blvd crossing 
of Middle River 

Scenarios of MBK (2012) 
with revisions to scenarios 
#2 and #3, including 
completion of River Islands 
Phase 2A and 2B interior 
levees 

No Yes 
Existing 50-, 100- 

200- and 500-year 
floods 

Peak water surface 
elevation 

No 

DWR 2017 
Basin Wide Feasibility Study 
for San Joaquin Basin 

Paradise Cut from 
proposed Upper Weir 
to Stark Tract 

13 options modeled; Option 
M-Ag similar to American 
Rivers (2019) Minimum 
Viable Project 

No Yes 
Existing hydrology 

200-year flood

Peak water surface 
elevation (ft); 

Ecosystem, recreation, 
land conversion metrics 

Downstream 
levee 

improvement 
costs 

MBK 2015 
Delta Dialogues Paradise 
Cut Expansion Scenario 

Vernalis to Fabian tract 

Primary scenario included 
new 1000-ft weir and 500-ft 
opening in UPRR east 
embankment plus PC levee 
setbacks 

No Yes 
Existing 25-, 100- 
and 200-yr floods 
w/ and w/o SLR 

Peak water surface 
elevation with and 

without project 
No 

PBI 2014 
200-Year Freeboard 
Analysis & Floodplain 
Mapping within RD 17 

Vernalis to Fabian Tract, 
Stockton ship channel 
and Tracy Blvd crossing 
of Middle River 

 
Existing conditions (as of 
2014) 

No Yes 
Existing hydrology 

200-year flood

Peak water surface 
elevation, 200-year 

flooplain under levee 
breach scenarios for 
right bank SJR only 

Levee breach 
analysis for right 
bank SJR below 

PC only 

USACE 2014 
Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement for River Islands 
at Lathrop, Phase 2B 

[Used MBK 2012 hydraulic 
analysis] 

MBK 2014 
River Islands at Lathrop 
Hydraulic Impact Analysis 

[Editorial revisions only to 
MBK 2012 below] 

MBK 2012 
River Islands at Lathrop 
Hydraulic Impact Analysis 

Vernalis to Fabian Tract, 
Stockton ship channel 
and Tracy Blvd crossing 
of Middle River 

(1) Pre- River Islands 
conditions; (2) 2010 existing 
conditions after River Islands 
Phase I levee built; (3) 
setback of right bank PC non- 
federal levee; (4) River 
Islands full project w/ Old 
River levee setback 

No Yes 
Existing 50-, 100-, 
200- and 500-year 

floods 

Peak water surface 
elevation; Maximum 

inundation area; Change 
in exceedance 

probability 

Levee failure 
assumed when 

water level 
reaches top of 

levee; 
overtopping 
analysis also 

included 

MBK 2010 

River Islands at Lathrop 
Hydraulic Analysis in 
Support of Risk Based 
Hydraulic Impact Analysis 

Vernalis to Fabian Tract, 
Stockton ship channel 
and Tracy Blvd crossing 
of Middle River 

(1) Pre- River Islands 
conditions; (2) 2010 existing 
conditions after River Islands 
Phase I levee built; (3) 
setback of right bank PC non- 
federal levee; (4) River 
Islands full project w/ Old 
River levee setback 

No Yes 

Existing 2-, 10-, 25- 
, 50-, 100-, 200- 

and 500-year 
floods 

 
Peak water surface 
elevation and peak 

discharge (cfs) 
No 

MBK 2006 

River Islands at Lathrop 
Analysis of Hydraulic 
Impacts on Federal Flood 
Project Design Capacity 

Vernalis to Fabian Tract, 
Stockton ship channel 
and Tracy Blvd crossing 
of Middle River 

(1) Pre-River Islands; (2) 
River Islands project 
completion; (3) River Islands
plus Paradise Cut 
Improvement Project with 
setback levee on right bank 
of PC downstream of Union 
Pacific Railroad 

No Yes 

San Joaquin River 
Flood Control 
Project design 

flood 

Peak water surface 
elevation and peak 

discharge (cfs) 
No 

MBK 2002 
River Islands at Lathrop 
Hydraulic Impact Analysis 

Vernalis to Fabian Tract, 
Stockton ship channel 
and Tracy Blvd crossing 
of Middle River 

(10 Pre-River Islands 
conditions; (2) River Islands 
completion plus Paradise Cut 
Improvement Project with 
setback levee between 
Union Pacific Railroad and I-5 

 
 

No Yes 
Existing 10-, 50-, 
100-, and 200- 

year floods 

Peak water surface 
elevation 

Levee failure 
assumed when 

water level 
reaches to within 

3 ft of top of 
levee 

Attachment C



Paradise Cut Expansion and South Delta Restoration Project

DRAFT Existing Ecosystem Studies of Paradise Cut 
Prepared by Environmental Science Associates for San Joaquin County Resource Conservation District, June 28, 2021 

Organization Year Title Local Geography Species included 
Existing habitat 

description? 

Habitat 
features/needs 

quantified? 

Habitat 
mapping? 

Incidence of 
species 

recorded? 

Mitigation 
measures 
identified? 

DWR 2017 
Basin  Wide Feasibility 
Study for San Joaquin Basin 

Paradise Cut 
Not species specific, but 
focus is on CS target species 
esp. salmon and steelhead 

No Yes Yes No No 

Matocq et al. 2017 

Final Report: Population 
Genetic Structure of the 
Riparian Brush Rabbit 
(Sylvilagus Bachmani 
Riparius): Using Multiple 
Marker Systems to Gain 
Insight into Historic and 
Ongoing Genetic 
Connectivity 

Lower San Joaquin 
Valley and South Delta 

Riparian brush rabbit Yes Yes Yes Yes No 

Ascent 2016 

USFWS and NMFS 
Biological Assessment for 
the River Islands at Lathrop 
Project 

Paradise Cut, Stewart 
Tract and vicinity 

Riparian brush rabbit, giant 
garter snake, Delta smelt, 
green sturgeon, Central 
Valley steelhead, Central 
Valley spring-run Chinook 
salmon, Sacramento River 
winter-run Chinook salmon 

Yes Yes Yes Yes No 

USACE 2014 

Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement for River 
Islands at Lathrop, Phase 
2B 

Paradise Cut, Stewart 
Tract and vicinity 

55 species including all CS 
target species except 
riparian woodrat, bank 
swallow, California black 
rail, Least Bell's vireo, and 
western yellow-billed 
cuckoo 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

ESA PWA 2012 

BDCP South Delta Habitat 
and Flood Corridor 
Planning Corridor 
Description and 
Assessment Document 

South Delta to Vernalis 
Not species specific; 
focused on habitats w/r/t 
tidal elevation zones 

Yes Yes Yes No No 

Sycamore 2004 

Riparian Brush Rabbit 
Mitigation and 
Management Plan for River 
Islands at Lathrop 

Paradise Cut, Stewart 
Tract and vicinity 

Riparian brush rabbit Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

EDAW 2002 

Draft Subsequent 
Einvironmental Impact 
Report for River islands at 
Lathrop 

Paradise Cut, Stewart 
Tract and vicinity 

38 species including all CS 
target species except bank 
swallow, CA black rail, least 
Bell's vireo, western yellow- 
billed cuckoo, riparian 
woodrat, and green 
sturgeon 

 
 
 

Yes No No Yes Yes 

San Joaquin 
County 

2000 

San Joaquin County Multi- 
Species Habitat 
Conservation and Open 
Space Plan 

San Joaquin County 

97 species including all CS 
target species except Least 
Bell's vireo and Central 
Valley steelhead and salmon 
runs 

 
 

Yes Yes Yes 
To USGS quad 

sheet level 
Yes 

BDCP = Bay Delta Conservation Plan USACE = US Army Corps of Engineers 
CS = Conservation Strategy of the Central Valley Flood Protection Plan USFWS = US Fish and Wildife Service 
DWR = CA Department of Water Resources USGS = United States Geological Survey 
NMFS = National Marine Fisheries Service 



Paradise Cut Expansion and South Delta Restoration Project

DRAFT Needed Technical Studies of Paradise Cut 
Prepared by Environmental Science Associates for San Joaquin County Resource Conservation District, June 28, 2021 

Technical Analysis and Design Documentation 
Extensive technical analysis and design documentation would be required, which could include, but may not be limited to, the 
following: 

o Documentation that the Project meets USACE design and construction standards
o Construction plans
o Geotechnical reports
o Structural analysis reports
o Hydrologic and hydraulic analysis results
o Safety Assurance Review (if requested by USACE, the applicant should select a Safety Assurance Review Team of

flood hazard assessment specialists acceptable to the USACE and conduct a Safety Assurance Review)

Prepare a Wetland Delineation 
Conduct an aquatic resources delineation (i.e., “wetland delineation”) within the project footprint to document the boundaries of 
potential waters of the U.S. The Aquatic Resources Delineation Report should include sufficient information to support a USACE 
Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination (PJD). 

Conduct a Biological Resources Study 
Prepare a study of sensitive biological resources sufficient to support CEQA/NEPA review. Potential for presence of special-status 
species and habitats would be determined. The study would provide the basis for the CEQA/NEPA analysis regarding biological 
resources as well as the initial steps for regulatory permits/authorizations.  

Conduct a Cultural Resources Study 
Conduct a records search for the Area of Potential Effect (APE) to identify known cultural resources and to assist in the 
development of a historic context. The records search would include previous cultural resources inventories and previously 
recorded cultural resources through the appropriate regional Information Centers of the California Historic Resources Information 
System (CHRIS). Conduct a pedestrian survey to identify cultural resources within the APE. A Cultural Resources Study Report 
should be prepared to support compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), which would be 
required. The cultural resources study may be used to support the Assembly Bill 52 consultation. 

Conduct Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Impact Analysis 
Air quality impacts of major infrastructure projects can in the Central Valley often be significant. It would therefore be important 
to conduct an early analysis of the potential air quality impacts and greenhouse gas emissions that would result of the project, 
such that these impacts can be reduced, if possible. Regional and local air quality, including attainment status for all criteria 
pollutants should be determined. Sensitive receptors located near proposed construction sites would be identified. Short-term 
construction-related and long-term operational emissions would be estimated using a combination of emissions modeling 
software, as needed. To address the California Supreme Court decision in Sierra Club v. County of Fresno (Case No. S219783), the 
connection between the adequacy of the air quality analysis as it relates to health impacts should be addressed.  

Conduct a Geotechnical Study 
An extensive geotechnical study should be conducted to support project design, including an analysis of all areas where levees 
would be constructed, and a detailed Geotechnical Report should be prepared. 

Conduct a Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment 
A Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment should be prepared to identify potential or existing environmental 
contamination liabilities, that addresses both the underlying land as well as physical improvements to the properties where 
construction of levees would occur. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Legal_liability
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ITEM 10 



RD 773: MASTER CALENDAR 

JANUARY 

FEBRUARY 

• Send out Form 700s, remind Trustees of April 1 filing date 
• Board Meeting 
• Insurance renewal. Policy renews April. 

MARCH 

• Hire Employees for Seasonal Levee Work. 

APRIL 

• April 1: Form 700s due 
• Board Meeting 

MAY 

• Draft Budget 

JUNE 

• Approve Audit Contract for expiring fiscal year 
• Adopted Annual Budget 
• Board Meeting 
• Adopt Resolution for setting Assessments and submit to County Assessor's Office 
• Adopt Annual CEQA Exemption for levee maintenance. 

JULY 

AUGUST 

• August 1: Deadline to certify assessments for tax-roll and deliver to County (duration of 
current assessment: Indefinite). 

• Send handbills for collection of assessments for public entity-owned properties 
• In election years, opening of period for secretary to receive petitions for nomination of 

Trustees (75 days from date of election.) (Cal. Wat. Code §50731.5) 
• Board Meeting 

SEPTEMBER 

• In election years, last legal deadline to post notice that petitions for nomination of 
Trustees may be received (7 days prior to close of closure.) (Cal. Wat. Code §50731.5). 

• In election years, closing of acceptance of petitions for nomination of Trustees (54 days 
from date of election.) (Cal. Wat. Code §50731.5). 

1178630-1 



• Insurance Renewal 

OCTOBER 

• Publish Notice of Election, odd numbered years (once per week, 4 times, commencing at 
least 1 month prior to election). 

• Board Meeting 

NOVEMBER 

• Election: to be held first Tuesday after first Monday of each odd-numbered year. 

DECEMBER 

• New Trustee(s) take office, outgoing Trustee(s) term(s) end on first Friday of each odd-
numbered year. 

• Board Meeting 

Term of Current Board Members: 

Name Term Commenced Term Ends 
Joseph P. Bacchetti First Friday 12/2017 First Friday of 12/2021 
Joe Enos First Friday 12/2019 First Friday of 12/2023 
Mark R. Bacchetti First Friday 12/2019 First Friday of 12/2023 

No Expiration on Assessment 

2 
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RECLAMATION DISTRICT 773 
BILLS TO BE PAID 

August 3, 2021 

NAME INVOICE DATE INVOICE N AMOUNT TOTAL $ WARRANT a RATIFICATION 

Dino and Son Ditching Service, Inc. 4/26/2021 20.134 $2,356.00 
4/25/2021 21-26 $1,131.45 

This warrant replaces Warrant No. 2013 53,487.45 1014 

Kjeldsen Sinnock & Neudeck 5/28/2021 30420 $127.50 

5/28/2021 30421 $668.75 

5/28/2021 30422 $4,595.49 

5/28/2021 30423 581.00 

5/28/2021 30424 $81.00 

7/16/2021 30708 $637.50 

7/16/2021 30709 $824.20 

7/16/2021 30710 $2,337.98 

7/16/2021 30711 $556.00 
$9,909.42 2015 

Neumiller & Beardslee 6/10/2021 317763 $1,484.50 

7/20/2021 318710 $1,032.00 
$2,516.50 2016 

CSV 7/7/2021 13411 $205.00 
5205.00 2017 

North Valley Labor Compliance Svcs 7/14/2021 4744 $30.00 
$30.00 2018 

NOTES: Total Bills to be Paid $16,148.37 

Fund Balance as of June 30, 2021 $406,178.30 
Less Submitted Bills for Payment: $16,148.37 

Total: $390,029.93 

Bank of Stockton Balance as of 6/30/2021 $24,453.79 

$414,483.72 

RECLAMATION DISTRICT 773 
BILLS TO BE PAID 

June 1, 2021 

NAME INVOICE DATE INVOICES AMOUNT TOTAL $ WARRANT II RATIFICATION 

Kjeldsen Sinnock & Neudeck 4/30/2021 30243 $1,023.75 

4/30/2021 30244 $1,395.00 

4/30/2021 30245 $1,986.24 

4/30/2021 30246 $121.50 

4/30/2021 30247 $1,015.50 

4/30/2021 30248 $121.50 

4/30/2021 30249 $238.66 

4/30/2021 30250 $759.50 

4/30/2021 30251 $609.00 

4/30/2021 30252 $202.50 
$7,473.15 2007 

Neumiller & Beardslee 4/14/2021 316341 $1,644.91 

5/18/2021 317132 $1,637.24 
$3,282.15 2008 

Dohrmann Insurrance (Package) 5/4/2021 22008 $7,850.00 
Dohrmann Insurrance(umbrella) 5/4/2021 22009 $699.00 

$8,549.00 2009 

Business Printing (warrant Books) 4/29/2021 2359 $321.55 
5321.55 2010 

BPM 4/30/2021 36262720 $2,788.00 

112/20. 1/21, 2/21, 3/21, 4/21 Payroll) $2,788.00 2011 

CSV 4/30/2021 12561 $4,295.00 
$4,295.00 2012 

Dino and Son Ditching Service, Inc. 4/26/2021 20.134 $2,356.00 
4/25/2021 21-26 $131.45 

w,..,, v,-.,,,,,t Cone, P.,,,,,<^,  vv..' b't. '"u ,1^ ...t Yd. 52,487.45 2013 vo,,: 

NOTES: Total Bills to be Paid $29,196.30 

Fund Balance as of April 30, 2021 $403,620.05 
Less Submitted Bills for Payment: $29,196.30 

Total: $374,423.75 

Bank of Stockton Balance as of 4/30/2021 $24,453.79 

$398,877.54 

1253715.1 
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