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!
FOREWORD

Each spring and fall since 1947, the Department of Water Resources has inspected
and reported on the status of maintenance of flood control levees, channels, and
other works operated under cooperative arrangements between federal, State and
local public entities. These flood control facilities are situated on the floor of the
Sacramento and San Joaquin Valleys and in Plumas, Lake, Placer and Modoc
Counties.

The physical and procedural context within which these inspection activities take
place is described later in the Introduction. Briefly, this work is part of the process
of assurances given by the State to the federal government that certain flood control
facilities constructed by the Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers for local
flood protection, shall be continuously maintained in such a manner and operated
at such times and for such periods as may be necessary to obtain the maximum
benefits as stated in the "Code of Federal Regulations", Title 33, Chapter II, Part 208,
Flood Control Regulations. The superintendent (or manager, engineer,
engineer/manager) of each local flood control district, reclamation district, levee
district, or county agency, within the limits of any federal flood control project in the
Sacramento and San Joaquin watersheds, is responsible for maintaining and
operating the project works lying within the boundaries or jurisdiction of such an
agency.

In addition to the State inspections documented in this report, it should be noted
that the Corps of Engineers also performs its own independent "spot" inspections
each year as part of the continuing federal interest in the maintenance and operation
of the Sacramento and San Joaquin River flood control systems.

The purpose of this report, which is one of a continuing series of reports on the
status of maintenance of these facilities, is to summarize and document the results
of DWR’s 1995 inspections for the information of the Corps of Engineers, The
Reclamation Board, local maintaining agencies, and other interested parties. Prior
to the 1975 report, these annual inspection reports were presented in the
Department’s Bulletin 149 series, "Flood Control Project Maintenance and Repair".
Starting with the 1975 inspection report, the information was presented in a Central
District report. Since 1981, the information has been presented in a Division of
Flood Management report.

!
George T. Qualley, Chief

I Division of Flood Management
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INTRODUCTION
The Sacramento River Flood Control Project was authorized by Congress in 1917, and
subsequent supplemental authorizations (e.g. Sacramento River Major and Minor Tributaries,
American River Levees, etc.) have added components to the SRFCP over the years. The San
Joaquin River flood control system consists of a number of separate federally authorized flood
control projects, most of which have been built over the past 50 years (e.g. Merced County and
Fresno County Stream Groups, Lower San Joaquin River, and federal projects and State
designated floodways on virtually all the Sierra rivers draining into the San Joaquin Valley and
the Tulare Lake Basin). The two major river flood control systems have combined totals of
approximately 1,800 miles of federal project levees (shown on Plate 1, Page 2), 1,200 miles of
designated floodways (148,000 acres), several thousand acres of project channels, and 55 other
major flood control works (such as overflow weirs, flood relief structures, outfall gates, and the
Suffer Bypass pumping plants).

The federal government, acting through the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, designed and
constructed many of these federal levees and other flood control works; some then-existing
levees were also incorporated into the Sacramento and San Joaquin flood control systems by
federal statute. The State generally provided lands, easements, and rights of way when
necessary for project construction. An exception to this process is the Lower San Joaquin River
Flood Control Project which was designed and constructed to federal standards by the State
(substituting physical works for acquisition of more costly flowage easements required for the
authorized federal project). Local public entities within both river systems have the
responsibility, liability and duty to maintain and operate the levees and other flood control works
on a day-to-day basis in accordance with guidelines provided in the Corps’ Standard Operations
and Maintenance Manual (and each applicable supplement for individual project units). The only
flood control features on which operation and maintenance is no___~t performed by local entities are
those Sacramento River Flood Control Project works charged to the Department of Water
Resources under Water Code Section 8361, and those SRFCP levees within maintenance areas
that are maintained by DWR, with local beneficiaries paying the costs, under Water Code Section
12878.

The Department of Water Resources, under the authority of Water Code Sections 8360, 8370, and
8371, inspects the maintenance of SRFCP levees performed by the responsible agencies, and
reports to the Corps of Engineers on a regular basis regarding the status of levee maintenance
accomplished under the provisions of Title 33, Code of Federal Regulations, Section 208.10.
While there are no specific water code provisions directing DWR to inspect and report on
maintenance of the San Joaquin River flood control system, DWR has performed inspections and
provided reports for many years as a matter of practice consistent with Title 33, CFR. The
inspections thus verify, for both river systems, that local agencies are performing their legal and
statutory responsibilities pursuant to Water Code Sections 12642 and 12657, and are meeting
their legal obligations under assurance agreements with the State, to operate and maintain their
flood control projects "on any stream flowing into, or in, the Sacramento Valley or the San
Joaquin Valley." The State inspects and reports only on the status of maintenance practices and
on observable levee conditions resulting from those practices; the State does not conduct field
studies to assess the internal structural integrity of the levees or their foundations.

I 1
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EXPLANATION OF TABLES
Table 1

This is a summary of levee construction activity during 1995 on the Sacramento and
San Joaquin River flood control systems, including emergency levee and bank
reconstruction, new levee construction, bank protection by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers and bank protection by Maintaining Agencies. This activity is presented in
Table 1 (page 12).

Table 2 and 3

The 1995 ratings of maintenance are summarized in Tables 2 and 3. Table 2 (page 16)
presents a summary of maintenance ratings by project, and Table 3 (page 20) presents
a summary of maintenance ratings of the maintaining agencies.

Table 4, 5 and 6

A summary of the consecutive annual ratings for the past ten years (1986-95) are in
these tables. Table 4 (page 24 ) is of the Sacramento River Basin, Table 5 (page 30) is
of the San Joaquin River Basin and Table 6 (page 32) is of the Miscellaneous Stream
Basins.

Table 7, 8 and 9

Shows ratings of conformance of levee maintenance with federal and State guidelines
governing the maintenance of flood control works. Table 7 (page 36) presents this
information for the Sacramento River Basin, Table 8 (page 62) presents this information
for the San Joaquin River Basin, and Table 9 (page 74) presents this information for
Miscellaneous Stream Basins in Lake County, Kings River Conservation District, and
Plumas County.

Table 10

A status summary of those project areas affected by sloughing or settlement
(page 81).

Table 11, 12 and 13

Also, during the fall of each year, an inspection is made of 55 structures which consist
of weirs, pumping plants, drop structures, and control structures constructed by the
Corps of Engineers and the State of California as part of the flood control works. Table
11 (page 90) is of the Sacramento River Basin, Table 12 (page 94) is of the San Joaquin
River Basin and Table 13 (page 98) is of the Miscellaneous Stream Basins. The tables
summarize conditions of the structures at the time of inspection.

3
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Table 14,15 and 16 !

The Department of Water Resources inspects approximately 348,000 acres of III
channels and floodways in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Flood Control
Projects, Ash and Dry Creeks in Modoc County, Middle Creek in Lake County, and
Truckee River in Placer County. The purpose of these inspections is to report to the ~
Corps of Engineers on conditions that adversely affect the flood-carrying capacity
of the channel. Table 14 (page 104) is of the Sacramento River Basin, Table 15
(page 108) is of the San Joaquin River Basin and Table 16 (page 112) is of the ~
Miscellaneous Stream Basins. The tables list each stream inspected, area cleared
during 1995, and overall condition of each channel to carry flood flows.
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RATINGS CRITERIA
Ratings

The 1995 spdng inspection conducted during the months of April, May, and June was
to inform the responsible agencies of what maintenance is recommended, if any, prior
to the flood season. The fall inspection conducted during the months of September,
October, and November was to document that the recommended maintenance had
been accomplished. The 1995 ratings of maintenance documented in this report have
been based on the fall inspection.

The ratings represent subjective assessments by the DWR Levee Inspection Section,
based on field evaluations of the level of maintenance observed at the time of
inspection relative to federally-prescribed maintenance guidelines and to State
guidelines for vegetation on oversized levees. The following criteria for ratings of
maintenance were used:

OUTSTANDING (0) for maintenance that appears to conform with federal and State
guidelines.

GOOD (G) for maintenance that varies slightly from federal and State guidelines.

FAIR (F) for maintenance that varies considerably from federal and State guidelines.

POOR (P) for cases where (1) little or no maintenance work has been performed, or (2)
for maintenance that varies extensively from federal and State guidelines.

It is that a "Poor" rating for individual rating categories does notemphasized
necessarily imply that the structural integrity of the flood control facility is in jeopardy.
Some examples of poor levee maintenance are: (a) failure to add gravel where needed
and/or to shape the crown roadways for proper drainage during wet weather; (b) failure
to either remove or seal abandoned, inoperative, or leaky pipes; (c) failure to eliminate
unauthorized grazing and vehicular traffic; and (d) failure to remove undesirable growth
on the levee slopes or in rock revetments.

Similarly, an "outstanding " rating is not intended to provide certification that the
facility is free from structural defects. As indicated in the Introduction, evaluation of
structural integrity is beyond the scope of the inspection program.

Corps of Engineers Operation and Maintenance Manual

Each District has an assigned supplement to the Corps’ Standard Operation and
Maintenance Manual applicable to the particular federal project unit for which it is
responsible. Information in this manual will guide each district in carrying out its
responsibilities for levee maintenance.

C 0700~9
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Levee Criteria

When applying the ratings described above, a number of factors pertaining to
maintenance are considered. The following criteria are extracted from Title 33, Code
of Federal Regulations, except for the reference within item 4 to The Reclamation
Board’s "Vegetation Guide":

1. Readiness for Flood Emergency

Each district shall have an organized plan to combat a flood situation effectively. This
should include the appointment of one individual to supervise and execute the plan,
stockpiling of standard flood fighting equipment and materials, and access to portable
radios and/or cellular phones for communication during patrolling or a flood
emergency.

2. Adequate Levee Section and Grade

Each district shall perform the work necessary to maintain levee side slopes, grade,
and crown width to meet the standards for its particular levee system. Crown widths
for federal project levees within the Sacramento-San Joaquin Valley Flood Control
system are shown on Plate 4 (page 115 ). Levee design standards are summarized on
Plate 5 (page 117).

3. Presence of Encroachments

Each district must prevent and attempt to remove any structures on, additions to, or
alterations of the levee unless authorized hy permit from The Reclamation Board.
Failure of the local agency to control unauthorized encroachments may threaten the
integrity of the levee.

4. Control of Wild Vegetative Growth

Each district shall have a program to selectively control vegetation on the levee slopes
and in rock revetments. This is needed to provide visibility for inspection and
patrolling and to prevent interference with flood fighting activities. Some vegetation
on "oversized" levees is permitted in accordance with The Reclamation Board’s Interim
Guide for Vegetation on Flood Control Levees. An "oversized" levee is a levee with a
cross section having a crown width exceeding 20 feet or with side slopes flatter than
2 feet to 1 foot on the landward slope and 3 feet to 1 foot on the waterward slope.

5. Rodent Control

Each district shall have a rodent control program. Diligent efforts to eradicate
burrowing animals is a necessity, and eliminating them from an infested levee is
extremely difficult. Control of these animals must be pursued frequently and
persistently to assure safety of the levee during flood periods.

!
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6. Repair of Cracks, Erosion and Caving
Each district shall repair cracks, current or wavewash erosion, caving or other
structural problems. Repair of these problems becomes critical because, unless
repaired, these problems can rapidly become worse. Failure to repair a problem of
this type could lead to levee failure.

7. Repair of Access Gates
All gates shall be maintained and repaired to provide easy access for authorized
people when nocessary and to control unauthorized access.

8. Condition of Rock Revetment
Each district shall make all repairs to scour, wash, settlement, or failure ofany
portion of rock revetments. Rock revetments have been installed at locations where
streamflow conditions indicate the need for such protection. Early detection and
prompt repair will result in a minimum of effort and cost to restore the revetment.

9. Condition of Levee Crown
Each district must keep crown roadways shaped and graded to provide proper
drainage. Repair of ruts and addition of gravel where necessary ensure a
serviceable road under even the most adverse conditions.

10. Control of Livestock Grazing

Each district shall control stock grazing on levee slopes in such a manner as to
permit normal maintenance activities and to minimize damage to the slope. Any
damage to the slope must be repaired. Controlled livestock grazing may be used as
a vegetation management tool.

11. Condition of Pipes and Appurtenances

Each district must examine all structures situated through, in, or on the levee for
stability and structural soundness at least once a year. All component parts must
be examined for effectiveness of operation and reliability before the start of each
flood season. New structures should be installed or older structures repaired only
in accordance with adopted Reclamation Board standards and under the
supervision of qualified Reclamation Board personnel. Defective structures must
be repaired, replaced, or removed immediately.
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ENCROACHMENTS

Section 8710 of the California Water Code requires Reclamation Board approval of all
plans for encroachments on project flood control facilities. Prior to approval, the
Board receives recommendations from the Department of Water Resources and the
Corps of Engineers relating to engineering, maintenance, and flood control aspects of
the encroachments. An environmental review committee provides an environmental
assessment of the proposed encroachment. Following approval by the Board or its
General Manager, the Department of Water Resources is responsible for inspecting the
encroachment construction to ensure conformance with the approved plans.

The Reclamation Board also controls encroachments within Designated Floodways,
shown on Plate 2 (page 9). Many major rivers and streams that are not Flood Control
Project channels have been adopted by The Reclamation Board as part of the flood
control system. While permits should be obtained before construction of
encroachments, landowners often fail to submit applications to The Reclamation
Board, and encroachments are not discovered until the annual inspection.

There were 88 total unauthorized encroachments from previous years at the beginning
of 1995. Three new unauthorized encroachments were found in 1995 during the annual
inspection.

During 1995, 30 unauthorized encroachments were resolved, leaving a balance of 61.
The Flood Project Inspection Section staff will continue to pursue a resolution of each
one.

C--070072
C-070072



The Sacramento River and the
San Joaquin River Flood Control System

Reclamation Board Adopted
Designated Floodways

C--070073
(3-070073



1
CURRENT MAJOR ACTIVITIES

The "Current Major Activities" section of this report has been deleted. This information 1is covered in The General Managers Report for The State Reclamation Board. For a
copy of The General Managers Report, contact Shannon Bums at 1020 Ninth Street,
Sacramento, CA 95814, telephone (916) 327-1541. 1
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TABLE 1. LEVEE

I
Spec. River Levee
No. Mile Mile Bank Location

I

SACRAMENTO-SAN JOAQUIN RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS
I

Emerqenc¥ Levee and Bank Reconstruction
I

None
I

New Construction by U.S. Corps of Enqineers
!

None

Bank Protection by U.S. Corps of Enqineers I

42A 89.0 1.13 - 1.70 Right Sacramento River I

90.2 0.05 - 0.70 Right Sacramento River I

90.8 1.12 - 1.18 Right Sacramento River

94.5 4.73 - 4.76 Right Sacramento River

101.7 12.12 - 12.30 Right Sacramento River

143.3 4.93- 5.07 Right Sacramento River

Totals

C--070076
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CONSTRUCTION 1995

Maintaining Unit Construction or Rehabilation Rock Revetment

i Agency No. Description Feet Feet

I

!
!
I
I Yolo County Bank Protection 3000

Service Area 6

I Sacramento River Bank Protection 1074
Westside LD

I. Sacramento River Bank Protection 297
Westside LD

i Sacramento River       Bank Protection                              175
Westside LD

!
Sacramento River Bank Protection 655
Westside LD

I 5,201
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TABLE 2. SUMMARY OF MAINTENANCE
Levee and Bank Protection

Project Miles

Sacramento River Basin

Sacramento River and Tributaries Flood Control 1,062.9
American River 34.1

Subtotal 1,097.0

San Joaquin River Basin and Tributaries

San Joaquin River and Tributaries 150.3
San Joaquin County Flood Control District 128.0
Merced County Stream Group 6.4
Lower San Joaquin Levee District 191.4
Madera County Flood Control
and Water Conservation Agency 26.7

Subtotal 502.8

Miscellaneous Stream Basins

Lake County Flood Control District 14.4
Kings River Conservation District 139.0
Plumas County 3.2

Subtotal 156.6

Total 1,756.4 I

I
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RATINGS BY PROJECT, 1995
Maintenance Rating (Percent of Project)

I Outstanding
and Good Fair Poor

!
I ,~o’o ’~

87 10 3

!
1 "°~o° ,oi

100 0 0

I lO._go _30
98                                  2                             0

!
100 0 0
100 0 0I lO__3o o ~o
100 0 0

!
91                                7                            2

I

I
17

C lO 7 0 0 8 0

C-070080



SUMMARY

OF

OVERALL

MAINTENANCE

RATINGS

1995

TABLE 3
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TABLE 3. SUMMARY OF OVERALL

I
RATING LEVEE DISTRICTS i RECLAMATION DISTRICTS¯ IOUTSTANDING Sutter County #1 i 3, 70, 108, 784, 787, 1500, 1601,

Sutter County #9 i 1660, 2035, 2062, 2068, 2091,

~12096 I

i
1

I

GOOD Glenn County #1 ; 1, 10, 17, 150, 349, 404, 501,537,
Glenn County #2 i 544, 551,554, 765, 785, 827, 900,

! 999, 1000, 1001, 1602, 2031, I
i 2058, 2060, 2075, 2085, 2089,
:: 2092, 2094, 2095, 2098, 2099,

12100, 2101, 2102, 2104

|

i 307, 563POOR LD 3 Glenn .~
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MAINTENANCE RATINGS, 1995

NAMED DISTRICTS i STATE MAINTAINED

American River Flood Control i East Levee Sacramento River
Butte County i East and West Levees
Cityof Marysville Wadsworth Canal

East Levee Sutter BypassEastern Honcut Creek ~
(Unorganized) i West Levee Feather River

Lower San Joaquin Levee District i at Hamilton Bend
Madera County Flood Control Cache Creek and Settling Basin

And Water Conservation Agency East Levee Yolo Bypass
Plumas County West Levee Yolo Bypass
San Joaquin County North and South Levee
Yolo County Cache Creek Putah Creek

iN°rth and S°uth LeveesSacramento Bypass
iNorth and South Levee
~ Willow Slough
i North and South Levee
; Tisdale Bypass
! Maintenance Area No. 3
iMaintenance Area No. 12

City of Sacramento Flood Control East Interceptor Canal
Kings River Fish and Game (Shea Levee)

Conservation District West Interceptor Canal
Knights Landing Ridge Cut West Levee Feather River
Lake County Flood Control At Nelson Bend
Sacramento River Maintenance Area No. 1

West Side Levee District Maintenance Area No. 4
Solano County Maintenance Area No. 5
Yolo County Service Area #6 Maintenance Area No. 7

Maintenance Area No. 9
Maintenance Area No. 13
Maintenance Area No. 15
Maintenance Area No. 16

Glenn County Rock Sites None
Tehama County
Brannan Andrus Levee District
Merced County Stream Group

None ! None
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TEN YEAR

LEVEE MAINTENANCE

RECORD

TABLES 4, 5, & 6
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TABLE 4. TEN-YEAR LEVEE MAINTENANCE RECORD

(Composite

Maintaining Agency Miles 86 87

Levee Districts

1 - Glenn County 12.4
1 - Sutter County 16.7
2-Glenn County 4.9

GG GG3 - Glenn County 12.2
9 - Sutter County 6.2 O O

Reclamation Districts

3 - Grand Island 28.6
10 - Simmerly 21.9
70 - Meridian 23.6
108 - River Farms 20.6
150 - Merritt Landing 18.1 P F

349 - Sutter 12~6
369 - Libby-McNeill 0.8
501 - Ryer Island 20.6 G G

536 - Egbert 10.6
537 - Lovdal 8551 - Pearson
554 - Walnut Grove 1:2 FG FG
556 - Upper Andrus 11.2 F F

563 - Tyler Island 12.4
755 - Randall 1.9
765-Glide 1.7

OG OG784 - Plumas Lake 35.3
785 - Driver 5.6 F F

817 - Carlin 9.0
827 - Elkhorn 4.2
900 - West Sacramento 13.6
999 - Netherlands 32.4 G G

1000 - Natomas 42.6
1001 - Nicolaus 44.0
1500- Sutter Basin 54.4
1600 - Mull 14.7
1601 - Twitchell 2.5 G G

24
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TABLE 4. TEN-YEAR LEVEE MAINTENANCE RECORD I

(Composite

Maintaininq Agency Miles 86 87

Reclamation Districts (Continued)

1660 - Tisdale 12.1 g (0)2035 - Conway 12.1
2060 - Hastings 16.0
2068 - Yolano 8.7
2098 - Cache-Haas Area 11.5 G G

2103 - Wheatland 9.8
~ ~2104 - Peters Pocket 7.4

Named Districts

American River FCD 34.1
FO FOBrannan-Andrus LMD 19.3

Butte County Chico, Mud and Sandy Creeks 27.9 O O
City of Marysville 11.40
City of Sacramento 3.6 G G

Eastern Honcut Creek Area (Unorganized) 1.5
(~

GG
Glenn County 1.5
Knights Landing Ridge Drainage District 12.6

~ ~Sacramento River West Side Levee District 50.2
Solano County, Yolo Bypass 0.6 O O

Tehama County, Deer Creek 6.9
~ ;Tehama County, Elder Creek 8.0

Tehama County, Sacramento River (Rock Sites) 8.8 F F
Yolo County, Cache Creek 0.30 O
Yolo County, Service Area 6 6.0 G G

State of California

Sacramento River East Levee Colusa County 27.3
(G) ~East and West Levee Wadsworth Canal 9.4

West Interceptor Canal South Levee 1.7 - G
East Interceptor Canal South Levee 3.0 G
East Levee Sutter Bypass 22.1 O O

West Levee Feather River at Hamilton Bend 3.4
~ ~West Levee Feather River at Nelson Bend 0.5

Cache Creek and Settling Basin 26.3 G G
North and South Levee Sacramento Bypass 3.6 G G
West Levee Yolo Bypass 9.3

GGEast Levee Yolo Bypass 2.0

26
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TABLE 4. TEN-YEAR LEVEE MAINTENANCE RECORD i

Composite

Maintaining Agency Miles 86 87
State of California (Continued)

North and South Levee Willow Slough Bypass 12.5
GG GGNorth and South Levee Putah Creek 16.3

North and South Levee Tisdale Bypass 9.0 G G
Fish and Game (Shea) 0.3 G G

Maintenance Areas

1-Reclamation District 2047 17.1
~ ~3-Reclamation District 803 - 823 5.2

4-Reclamation District 811
and Washington Levee District 3.4

~ ~5-Butte Creek 33.4
7-Drainage District 1 and Unorganized 12.1 G G

9-East Levee Sacramento River
South Sacramento 19.6

OG ~12-Colusa Basin Drain 11.3
13-Cherokee Canal Butte County 42.0

~ ~15-Murphy Slough 1.7
16-Reclamation District 777 - Feather River 4.1 G G
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TABLE 5. TEN-YEAR LEVEE MAINTENANCE RECORD

,(Composite ,,

Maintaining Agency Miles 86 87

Reclamation District

1 - Union Island 1,2 G G
17 - Mossdale 16.2 F F

404 - Boggs 4.1 G G
524 - Middle Roberts Island 6.3 F F
544 - Upper Roberts Island 10.3 G G

1602 - Del Puerto 6.3 O O
2031 - Elliot 13.2 G G
2058 - Pescadero 6.7 F F
2062 - Stewart Tract 12.3 O O
2063 - Crows Landing 10.6 G G

2064 - River Junction 11.9 G G
2075 - McMullin 7.5 G G
2085 - Kasson 6.2 G G
2089 - Stark 2.9 G G
2091 - Chase 7.9 G G

2092 - Dos Rios 3.8 F F
2094 - Walthall 3.3 F F
2095 - Paradise Junction 4.8 G G
2096 - Wetherbee Lake 0.2 O O
2099 - El Soya Ranch 2.4 F F

2100 - White Lake Ranch 2.7
(~ (~2101 - Blewett 3.5

2102 - Lara Ranch 1.8 G F
2107 - Mossdale 4.2 F F

Named Districts

Lower San Joaquin Levee District 191.4 O O
Madera County Flood Control and
Water Conservation Agency 26.7 G G

Merced County Stream Group
(Merced Irrigation District) 6.3 G G

San Joaquin County Flood Control District
Bear Creek 46.5 O O

San Joaquin County Flood Control District
Littlejohns and Duck Creek Diversions 30.0 O O

San Joaquin County Flood Control District
Mormon Slough and Potter Creek 51.6 G G

C--070091
(3-070091
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TABLE 6. TEN-YEAR LEVEE MAINTENANCE RECORD

(Composite

Maintaininq Agency Miles 86 87

Named Districts

Lake County Flood Control District
Middle Creek 14.4

~ (~Kings River Conservation District 139.0
O OPlumas County 3.2

C--070093
(3-070093



ON MISCELLANEOUS STREAM BASINS, 1986-1995

Maintenance Ratings, By Year
Ratings of Multi-Unit Districts)

88 89 90 91 92 93 94 95

~ oo o o o oO O O
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TABLE 7. MAINTENANCE OF FEDERAL PROJECT LEVEE

Compliance with Federal Regulations

District or Area

Levee Districts

No. 1 Glenn County,
Sacramento River 140 X 12.4 O

No. 1 Sutter County,
Feather River 144 X 16.7 O

No. 2 Glenn County,
Sacramento River 139 X 4.9 G

No. 3 Glenn County,
Sacramento River 2 X 12.2 F

No. 9 Sutter County,
Feather River 148 X 6.2 G

Reclamation Districts

~nit ~ Steamboat

~nit ~ Noneut CreeR

No. 108
Colusa Basin Drain 132 X 20.6 O

No. 150
Unit I Sutter Slough 112 X 0.5 O
Unit 2 Sacramento River 112 X 8.0 O
Unit 3 Elk Slough 112 X 9.6 o

C--070096
(3-070096



Adequate Levee
630 63 O O O O O O O O O 63 63 O 63 Section and Grade

Adequate
63 630 O 63 63 63 "n 63 o’n 63 "n 63 63 -n         Encroachment Control

-n-no 0 O0 63063 630 0 "~ 63 0 63 :~u~ Control of

r- Wild Growth63"o0 o oo 636363 630 o ..o 63 o 63 =

Rodent Control
o ooo o oo 636363oo o ". 63 63 o
i Repair of Cracks,
~ 63 630 O O O O "n 63 O O O -n 63 63 63 Erosion and Caving

-,~ Repair of Gates

~°~ Condition of Rock
"~ 63 -n 63 "n O ’ "n O O 63 63 O 63 Revetment

Condition of Crown
63 0 63 63 0 0 63 63 -n 0 0 0 63 0 0 63 and Roadway

Control of Livestock
’ ’ ’ ’ O0 ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ Pasturing

0 0 0 0 63 63 0 0 0 "n "n 63 63 63 63 63 Condition of Pipes

Overall Ratings and
63"n O O O O 63 63 63 630 O "o 63 O 63 Dist. Mtce. Program



TABLE 7. MAINTENANCE OF FEDERAL PROJECT LEVEES

Compliance with Federal Regulations

District or Area                 ~ 7 ~= "~m ~ =m    ~ ~

Reclamation Districts (Continued)

No. 307
Sacramento River 114 X 6.7 F

No. 341
Unit 1 Threemile Slough 101 X 3.3 G
Unit 2 Sacramento River 101 X 6.4 G

No.349
Unit 1 Sacramento River 110 X 1.6 F
Unit 2 Steamboat Slough 110 X 4.4 F
Unit 3 Sutter Slough 110 X 6.6 F

No. 369
Sacramento River 111 X 0.8 F

No. 501
Unit I Steamboat Slough 105 X 6.8 G
Unit 2 Cache Slough 105 X 3.6 G
Unit 3 Miner Slough 105 X 7.8 G
Unit 4 Sutter Slough 105 X 2.3 G

No. 536
Unit I Lindsey Slough 106 X 5.7 F
Unit 2 ¥olo Bypass 106 X 5.0 F

No. 537
Unit 1 Sacramento River 9/116 X 4.8 G
Unit 2 Yolo Bypass 116 X 1.2 G

No. 551
Sacramento River 111 X 6.8 G

No. 554
Sacramento River 111 X 1.2

C--070098
C-070098



I ’

Adequate Levee
Section and Grade

Adequate
Encroachment Control

Controlof

m Wild Gro~h

Repair of Cracks
Erosion and Caving

C~n6ff~n ~I Crown

Condition of Livestock
’ ’ ’ ’ G3’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ° ’ ’ ’ ’ G3 ’ Pasturing



TABLE 7. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON

Compliance with Federal Regulations

-
~

= -District or Area = .... ~ c

Reclamation Districts (Continued)

No. 556
Unit 1 Georgiana Slough 103 X 5.5 G
Unit 2 Sacramento River 103 X 5.7 G

No. 563
Georgiana Slough 103 X 12.4 G

No. 755 !Sacramento River 111 X 1.9 G

No. 765
!Sacramento River 114 X 1.7 F

No. 784
Unit1 Yuba River 149 X 2.2 O =
Unit 2 Feather River 145 X 13.6 o
Unit 3 Bear River 5 X 4.7 g

I
Unit 4 Interceptor Canal 145 X 6.3
Unit 5 Interceptor Canal 145 X 4.2 0
Unit 6 South Dry Creek 145 X 0.3 O
Unit 7 Yuba River 149 X 3.9 O ~

No. 785
Unit I Sacramento River              122      X      2.3        G          _
Unit 2 Yolo Bypass 122 X 3.3 G I

No. 787
Colusa Basin Drain 132 X 4.4 G ~

No. 817
Unit 1 South Dry Creek 146 X 3.8 F _
Unit 2 Bear River 146 X 3.9 F IUnit 3 Dry Creek 146 X 1.3 F

!

C--0701 00
C-070100



Adequate Levee
63 63 63 63 O O 630 63 63 63 63 63 O 63     "o

Adequate
63"n O O "n 63 630000 63 63 63 63 "o "n -n Encroachment Control

"u’n’n 0 O’n 630006300
Control of
Wild Growth

"n’n’~ 0 63"n 630006300 "n    "o     "o    "n-n

0 63 63 63 0 ~ 0 63 63 0 0 63 63 0 0

~ Repair of Cracks
-,~ 63 "n "n 0 63 63 "n 63 63 63 0 63 "n 63 63 "o 63

~ 63 63 "n , 63 ’ O O 630000 ’ ’ 63 , , Repair of Gates

Condition of Rock
,63-n , -n’n ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’O -n 63 "o "n’n Revetment

Condition of Crown
"n "o "o O 630 63 63 630000 O 63 "n 63 63 and Roadways

Condition of Livestock
’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ 63 6363 Pasturing

Overall Ratings and
m "n "n 0 63 63 63 0 0 0 63 63 0 63 63 "0 "n’n Dist. Mtce. Program

,o



TABLE 7. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON

Compliance with Federal Regulations

District or Area ~ ~ ~ ~ ~    ~ ~ m

Reclamation Districts (Continued)

No. 827
Unit 1 Sacramento River t22 X 1.4
Unit 2 Yolo Bypass 122 X 2.8

No. 900
Unit I Sacramento River 116 X 7.9
Unit 2 Yolo Bypass 116 X 5.7

No. 999
Unit I Yolo Bypass 113 X 15.4
Unit 2 Miner Slough 113

XX
2.3

Unit3 Sutter Slough
~

3.8
Unit 4 Sacramento River XX 1.2
Unit 5 Elk Slough 113 9.7

No. 1000
Unit I Sacramento River 124 X 18.6
Unit 2 American River 124

~(
2.3

Unit 3 Natomas E Canal 124 17.3
Unit 4 Natomas X-Canal 124 X 4.4

No. 1001
Unit I Yankee Slough 141 X 4.2
Unit 2 Yankee Slough 141

~
3.7

Unit 3 Bear River 5/141 12.6
Unit 4 Feather River 141 X 13.3
Unit 5 Natomas X-Canal 142 X 5.4

Unit 6 East Side Canal 142 X 4.8

No. 1500
Unit I Sacramento River 1/12 X 33.6
Unit 2 Sutter Bypass 128/129 X 20.8

I

C--0701 02
C-070102



Adequate Levee
O0 0 OOG3G3C~ OG3G3G3 ~0000 G30 O0 Section and Grade

Adequate
0 ~ 0 00 ~ ~ ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 00 ~ 0 ~ 00 Encroachment Control

oo o
WildContrOIGro~h of

oo o o~o o~o ~oooo o~ ~       ~

o O0 0 0o~00 0o00 ~0~00 O0 ~o Rodent Control-,
~ Repair of Cracks
~ O0 0 0~~ ~m~ 00000 O0 ~ Erosion and Caving

0~0 00~ ’ 0 ’ 000 O~ ~ Repair of GatesO0

~ Condition of Rock
O0 ’ ’ ~’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ~ ’ 0~’ O~ m~ Revetment

Condition of Crown
O0 ¢~ O0"nG)o 0000 O000"n O0 OG) and Roadways

Condition of Livestock
O0 0 ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ G3’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ 0 ’ ’ ’ ’ Pasturing

Condition of Pipes

Overall Ratings and
O0 0 000~0 0~00 "no000 OG) GOC~ Dist. Mtce. Program

,o



TABLE 7. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON

Compliance with Federal Regulations

O                                       ~_

District or Area ~ ~ ~ = ~ ~ ~

Reclamation Districts (Continued)

No. 1600
Unit1 Sacramento River 123 X

~0~5 ~Unit 2 Yolo Bypass 123 X .

No. 1601
Threemile Slough 102 X 2.5 G

No. 1660
Unit I Sacramento River 133 X 3.0

~Unit 2 Sutter Bypass 133 X 9.1

No. 2035
Unit I Cache Creek

Settling Basin 126 ~ 2.0
~Unit 2 Yolo Bypass 120/121 7.6

Unit 3 Willow Slough Bypass 120 X 2.5 O

No. 2060
Unit I Lindsey Slough 107 X 7.2

~Unit 2 Ulatis Creek 107
~

3.7
Unit 3 Cache Slough 107 5.1 G

No. 2068
Unit I Yolo Bypass 109 X 5.5

~Unit 2 Back Levee 109 X 3.2

No. 2098
Unit 1 Yolo Bypass 109 X 3.9

~Unit 1A Cross Levee 109 0.6
Unit 2 Cache Slough 109 X 2.3

~Unit 3 Haas Slough 109 X 1.9
GUnit 4 Back Levee 109 X 2.9

C--0701 04
(3-070104



L

0 ~ ~) 0 ~ 0 0 0 ~ ~ 0 0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 ~ Adequate Levee
Section and Grade      o<

O000G3 O0 OG30 000 ~G3 0 o-n Adequate .~_’
Encroachment Control

_=.0
0 Go’n’o GO O0 000 000    O0 0 G3"o      :~

Control of
Wild Growth

000"nLO O0 O’nO 000     O0 0 ~"n        r- o~>

-nz

C) 00000 O0 000 00~ ~ C~ "n-n Rodent Control

o Repair of Cracks.~ ~’n-n O~ O~ G)O0 o’n-n O0 0 O~ Erosion and Caving

~ Repair of Gates~3C~00 O0 OOC~ 000 O0 ~ O0
0",,11

o~
Condition of Rock

G3 G3"n 0 G3 ’ ’ G3 ~ G3 ’ ’ ’ G3 ~ 0 G3 "~ Revetment

Condition of Crown
o’n’n 0 C~ G30 O’OG3 mOO O0 0 "nG3 and Roadways

Condition of Livestock
~’n-noG) C~O 000 ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ Pasturing

Condition of Pipes
~0~ ~ ~ 000     ~ ~ ~

Overall Ratings and
G3~’nG~ O0 o’no 000 O0 0 ~’n

Dist. Mtce. Program,o



I
TABLE 7. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON I

Compliance with Federal. Regulations
I

o

District or Area

¯
Reclamation Districts (Continued)

No. 2103
Unit 1 South Dry Creek 146 X 4.8 F
Unit 2 Bear Creek 146 X 5.0 F

No. 2104
!Unit I Cache Slough 108 X 2.6 G

Unit 2 Haas Slough 108 X 4.8 G

Named Districts
I

American River Flood Control
District

IUnit I Arcade Creek 118 X 2.1 O
Unit 2 Natomas E Canal 118 X 4.0 o
Unit 3A American River 118 X 1.85 O ,,,
Unit 3B American River (CaI-Expo) 118 X 1.57 o IUnit 4 American River 118 X 11.0 O

Unit5 Sacramento River 118
XX

0.4
oO !Unit 6 Linda Creek 118 1.3

Unit7 Arcade Creek 118 X 1.9 O
Unit 8 Magpie Creek 118 Channel 1.50
Unit 9 American River 2_/ 1_/ X 4.5 O I
Unit 10 American River 2_/ 11 X 4.0 O

Brannan-Andrus Levee I
Maintenance District
Unit I Georgiana Slough 103 X 6.0 G
Unit 2 Sacramento River 11/102/ X 13.3 G i103

1-/Has Corps of Engineers Manual without number.
_2/Maintenance assumed by A.R.F.C.D. from DWR on 711191.

C--0701 06
C-070106



Adequate Levee
G3G3 0 0 ’ 000 00000 G3G3 G3G3 Section and Grade

Adequate
~ ~ 0 00 ~ 00 ~ G3000 0 ~ "~ -n Encroachment Control

"~ 0 0~000 0~000 ~ m’n ~~ Control of
Wild Growth

"~ 0 O’ 000 0~000 O~ m’n ~

Rodent Control0 00000 0~0~0         O0 m~
0

I Repair of Cracks,
o ~ 0 ~C~C~O ~G)~C~O C~ C~C~ Erosion and Caving

~ ’ ~ 0 000~0 00000 ~ "n’n Repair of Oates

o Condition of Rock
"~ ~G3 0 O’ ’ ’ ’ G3~’ ’ G3~ ~ Revetment

Condition of Crown
~G) 0 OG)O~O 0~000 "n’n "n’o and Roadway

Control of LivestockG3G3 ’ ’ ’ ’ "n ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ "n’n G)~ Pasturing

~ G3 0 0 G30 G30 G3 ~ ~ 00 G3 G3 G3 -n Condition of Pipes

Overall Ratings and
mC~ 0 0~0~0 0~000 ~ "~’n Dist. Mtce. Program



TABLE 7. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON

Compliance with Federal Regulations

District or Area

Named Districts (Continued)

Butte County
Unit1 Mud Creek 1/ X 7.3 O
Unit 2 Mud Creek ~/ X 8.2 o
Unit 3 Sycamore and Sheep

Hollow Creeks 1J X X 4.2 O
Unit 4 Sycamore and DW

Creeks 1/ X X 2.9 O
Unit 5 Big Chico Diversion ~/ X 1.8 o
Unit 6 Sacramento River 1/ X 0.4
Unit 7 Sacramento River ~/ X 0.3
Unit 8 Sacramento River ~/ X 0.8
Unit 9 Sacramento River ~/ X 0.5
Unit 10 Sacramento River ~/ X 0.3

Unit 11 Sacramento River 1/ X 0.4
Unit 12 Sacramento River ~/ X 0.8

City of Ma~sville
Unit 1 Simmerly Slough 147 X 3.2 O
Unit 2 Feather River 147 X 1.3 O
Unit3 Yuba River 17 X 6.9 O

City of Sacramento
Sacramento River 117/118 X    3.6 O

Eastern Honcut Creek Area
(Unorganized)

Honcut Creek 151 X 1.5 G

Glenn County
Unit 1 Sacramento River 11 X 1.3 -

1J Has Corps of Engineers Manual without number.

C--070108
C-070108



,L

Adequate Levee
’ 0 0 000 ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ O0 0 G’)G’)      Section and Grade

Adequate
G’) 0 0 G’) 00 G3 G’) G3 G3 G3 G’) G3 0 ~ 0 G3 G’) Encroachment Control

"n    0     0    00~ "n’n "n’n’nG3G3 O0 0 O0
m Control of

Wild Growth
’ 0 0 OOG’) ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ O0 0 O0

Rodent Control
0     O 00~    ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ O0 G’) ~

Repair of Cracks,

~ ’ 0 G’) G’)G’) 0 ’    ’ ’    ’    ’    ’    ’ 00 G’) G’)O Erosion and Caving

~ J= Repair of Gates~ ’ ’ G3 000 ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ O0 0 OG3

~ Condition of Rock
~o "n , G3 0 G’) ’ "o G’) G) G3 G’) G) G) 00 0 00 Revetment

Condition of Crown
’ 0 0 OOG’) ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ O0 ~ O0 and Roadway

Control of Livestock
’ 0 , "n, , ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ 0 ’ ’ Pasturing

’ 0 G’) G) G)G’) ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ O0 0 OG’) Condition of Pipes

Overall Ratings and
"n 0 0 00 G) "n G) ~ G) G) G’) G) 00 0 00 Dist. Mtce. Program



TABLE 7. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON

Compliance with Federal Regulations

District or Area O ~ = i~    --

Named Districts (Continued)

Glenn County (Continued)
Unit 2 Sacramento River 11 ~X 0.1 -
Unit 3 Sacramento River 1_-1 ^ 0.1

Knights Landing Ridge
Drainage District

Unit I Knights Landing
Ridge Cut 127 X 6.4 O

Unit 2 Knights Landing
Ridge Cut 127 X 6.2 O

Sacramento River West Side
Levee District

Sacramento River 1301131 X 50.2 O

Solano County
Yolo Bypass 1_/ X 0.6 G

Tehama County Flood Control
District

Unit I Deer Creek 11 X 4.1 G
Unit 2 Deer Creek :[/ X 1.5 G-Unit 3 Deer Creek 1/ X X 1.3
Unit 4 Elder Creek 71 X 4.1 G
Unit 5 Elder Creek 71 X 3.9 G

Unit 6 Sacramento River 1/ X 0.5
Unit 7 Sacramento River 71 X 0.8
Unit 8 Sacramento River 71 X 1.0
Unit 9 Sacramento River ~’/ X 0.2
Unit 10 Sacramento River 71 X 0.7

Unit 11 Sacramento River 11 X 0.5 -

1 I Has Corps of Engineers Manual without number.
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Adequate Levee
’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ~G3’ "o’o G3 0 ~ ~ ’ ’ Section and Grade

Adequate
,G3 ~G)~m ~ O~ 0 "o -o ~ ~’n Encroachment Control

"o -o’o’o-o-o G)~’n-n’n 0 0 0 0 -n’n
Controlof
Wild Growth

’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ G3~’ "n’n G3 0 0 0 ’ ’

Rodent Control
~C~’ "n’n     G3    "o     G3 -n        , ,

Repair of Cracks,

ol ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ G~’n’ "o’o 0 0 0 0 , , Erosion and Caving

u~ Repair of Gateso _~ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ~’ m~ ’ 0 0 0 ’ ’

~ Condition of Rock
-= m "n ~ G3"o -n "n ~ "o G3"n ’ 0 ’ ’ 0 "n Revetment

Condition of Crown
’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ G3~’ -o’o G3 0 G3 G3 ’ ’ and Roadway

Control of Livestock
, , , , , , , , ,-o’o 0 ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ Pasturing

’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ G3G3’ G)’o 0 0 ~ ~ , , Condition of Pipes

Overall Ratings and
"n "n’n m ~’n ~) ~ ~ "o’~ ~ ~ G) G) ~’n Dist. Mtce. Program



TABLE 7. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON

Compliance with Federal Regulations

o "~ "E
District or Area ~ ~ ~ ¯ ~ ~ ~ m

Named Districts (Continued)

Tehama County Flood Control
District (Continued)

Unit 12 Sacramento River 1/ X 0.6 -
Unit 13 Sacramento River ~/ X 0.7
Unit 14 Sacramento River ~/ X 0.7 -
Unit 15 Sacramento River ~1 X 0.1 -
Unit 16 Sacramento River ~/ X 0.5 -

Unit 17 Sacramento River 11 X 0.7 -
Unit 18 Sacramento River ~/ X 1.3
Unit 19 Sacramento River ~/ X 0.3
Unit 20 Sacramento River 1/ X 0.1 -
Unit 21 Sacramento River ~/ X 0.6 -

Unit 22 Sacramento River 1/ X 0.6 -
Unit 23 Sacramento River ~/ X 0.9 -
Unit 24 Sacramento River ~J X 1.2 -

Yolo County
Cache Creek 126 X 0.3 O

Yolo County Sewice Area No. 6
Sacramento River 71127 X 6.0 O

Maintained by State of
California

Sacramento River East Levee
Unit 1 Sacramento River ~136/154    X 20.4 O
Unit 2 Colusa Bypass 155 X 2.3 O
Unit 3 Colusa Bypass 155 X 2.3 0
Unit 4 Moulton Bypass 154 X 0.3 O
Unit 5 Moulton Bypass 154 X 2.0 O

1J Has ~ps of Engineers Manual without number.

C--0 7 0 1 1 2
C-070112



Adequate Levee
OOO~O O O ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ Section and Grade

OOOO~ "o O ~O~ OOOO~ O~OO~ Encroachment Control

OOOOO "o O

!!! "o’o’n’n’o,,,,, "n’o’n’o’n, :~Rodent Control

= Control of
Wild Growthooooo       "~ o        ’ ’ ’ , ’ , , , , ,       ~

00000 0 0 ’ ’ ’ ’

Repair of Cracks,
o OOOOO O O ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ , , , , , , , Erosion and Caving

o ~ OOOOO O O , , , , , , , , , , , , , Repair of Gates
,,I=

~ Condition of Rock
~ ’ 0000 -n , 00~o "n’no’n"n m’nmo0 Revetment

Condition of Crown
OOOOO O O ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ and Roadway

Control of Livestock
00000          ’     ’     ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ , , , Pasturing

O’ , ,’n O O , , , , , , , , , , , , , Condition of Pipes

Overall Ratings and
00000 "o 0 O’n’~ "n’no’nm "n’n’nmO Dist. Mtce. Program



TABLE 7. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON

Compliance with Federal Regulations

District of Area

Maintained by State of
California (Continued)

Wadsworth Canal
Unit1 135 X 4.7

OOUnit 2 135 X 4.7

West Interceptor Canal
South Levee 1.75 O

East Interceptor Canal
South Levee 3.01 O

East Levee Sutter Bypass 135 X 22.1 O

West Levee Feather River
Hamilton Bend 13 X 3.4 O

West Levee Feather River
Nelson Bend 13 X 0.5 O

Cache Creek
Unit I Cache Creek 126 X 11.8 O
Unit 2 Cache Creek 126 X 11.0 o

* The 1993 Cache Creek Settling Basin Enlargement Project eliminated Units 3, 4
and 5. Unit 2, right bank continues from Yolo Co. Rd. 102, L.M. 5.32 to 11.3, where it
meets the West levee Yolo ByPass, levee Unit 3.

Sacramento Bypass
Unit 1 122 X 1.8 O
Unit 2 116 X 1.8 o

West Levee Yolo Bypass
Unit 1 127 X 2.7 O
Unit 2 127 X 1.5 o

C--0 7 0 1 1 4
C-070114



Adequate Levee
O0 ~G3 O0 ~ G3 0 G3 ~ C~        Section and Grade

Adequate
0 0 0 0 G3"n "n 0 0 "n 0 0 0 Encroachment Control

O0 O0        O0 -n 0 0 -n 0 O0

Control of
Wild Growth

O0 O0 O0 -n ~3 0 0 0 O0

0 ~ 0 0 ~ ~ C~ 0 ~ ~ 0 0 ~ Rodent Control

.,~ C) C~ 0 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ "n ~3 ~3 ~ Repair of Cracks,
o o~ Erosion and Caving
,,I=

~ O0 O0 O0 0 0 0 0 0 O0 Repair of Gates

C~ O0 ~0 ~ 0 0 ’ ’ , , Condition of Rock
Revetment

O0 O0 O0 G3 G) 0 C~ "n OC~ Condition of Crown
and Roadway

Control of Livestock
Pasturing

Condition of Pipes

Overall Ratings andO0    O0 O0    G3    0    0 0    G3    O0
? Dist. Mtce. Program
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TABLE 7. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON

Compliance with Federal Regulations

District or Area ~_ ~ i:2 -~ -J

Maintained by State of
California (Continued)

West Levee Yolo Bypass (Continued)
Unit3 127     X 1.5

OOUnit 4 119/120 X 3.6

East Levee Yolo Bypass
Yolo Bypass 123 X 2.0 O

Willow Slough Bypass
Unit1 120 X 5.1

OOUnit 2 120 X 7.4
Unit 2A X 1.0 O
Unit 2B X 1.00

Putah Creek
Unit1 119 X 9.0

OOUnit 2 119 X 7.3

Tisdale Bypass
Unit1 156/133 X 4.5

O0Unit 2 129 × 4.5

Fish and Game (Shea)
Sacramento River 1_/ X 0.3 -

Maintenance Areas

No. 1
Sacramento River 6 X 17.1 O

No. 3
Feather River 143 X 5.2 O

1.._/Has Corps0f Engineers Mar~ual without number.

C--0 7 0 1 1 6
(3-070116



Adequate Levee
C~ C~ G3 O O O O O O O O O O O Section and Grade

O C~ O G) ~ O ~ O O O O O O O Adequate ~ rnzEncroachment Control
=-. O

O O C~ ~C~ OC~ OOOO O OO ~ Control of == <m
Wild Growth

0 0 ~ O0 O0 0000 0 O0 ~ o
-n Z

i o
O; ~ C~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ O O O O O O ~ Rodent Control

o :. Repair of Cracks,
..~ O ~ ¢) ~ ~ O O ~ ~ -n O O O ~ Erosion and Caving =.

_ of Gates
O O O O O O O O O O O O O t~epa~r °

"~ Condition of Rock
’ C~ C~ O O ’ ~ ’ ’ ~ ’ O ~ ~ Revetment

Condition of Crown
O O ~ O O O O O O O O O O O and Roadway
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TABLE 7. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON       =

Compliance with Federal Regulations I

.o_ ~ ~ =.

District or Area

Maintenance Areas (Continued)
i

No. 4
Sacramento River 91116 X 3.4 O ~

No. 5
Unit1 Butte Creek 2_/ 153 X 15.4 O =
Unit 2 Butte Creek 21 153 X 16.5 O
Unit 3 Little Chico ~,reek

Diversion 2_/ 153 1.5 O
I

No. 7
Feather River 152 X 12.1 O

No. 9 I
Sacramento River 1111115 X 19.6 O

No. 12 IColusa Drain 132 X 11.3 O

No. 13
IUnit I Cherokee Canal 11 X 18.9 O

Unit 2 Cherokee Canal "~/ X 23.1 o

No. 15 IUnit 1 Murphy Slough 1/ X 0.8 O
Unit 2 Sacramento River ~’/ X 0.6 o
Unit 3A Sacramento River 71 X 0.5 O I
Unit 3B Sacramento River 71 X 0.5 o I
Unit 3C Sacramento River             ~1            X 0.1         O

!
1_/Has Corps of Engineers Manual without number.

I_2/Part 1 and 2 of Corps Manual.

I

C--0 7 0 1 1 8
C-070118
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Adequate Levee
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Adequate ~ ~
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~ Controlof ~ ~
WildGro~h = m

~
¯ m
o >
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i
TABLE 8. MAINTENANCE OF FEDERAL PROJECT LEVEES

Compliance with Federal Regulations

I

District or Area 0 ~ = i~’ .u ~ ~ u~

Reclamation Districts

i
No.1
Old River 8 X 1.2 O

No. 17
Unit I French Camp Slough 2~ X 1.8

GGUnit 2       San Joaquin River          ..     X            14.4

No. 404
Unit1 San Joaquin River 1 Xx 2.3

~
IUnit 2 French Camp Slough 1 1.8

No. 524
San Joaquin River 7 X 6.3 G

No. 544
Unit 1 San Joaquin River 7 X 6.1 G I
Unit 2 Old River 7 X 4.2 G

No. 1602
San Joaquin River 13 X 6.3 G

I
No. 2031
Unit1 Stanislaus River

z~
X 7.2

GG IUnit 2 San Joaquin River X 6.0

No. 2058
Paradise Cut 10 X 6.7 O I

No. 2062
Unit1 San Joaquin River

99
X 2.7

OO iUnit 2 Paradise Cut X 4.0
Unit 3 Old River 9 X 5.6 O

!

!
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Wild Growth ~ ~o0063 63 63..n ..n63 -n 6363 "n63 63

0 0 0 63 63 63 "n "n "n "o "n-n 63 63 63 Rodent Control "n ~
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TABLE 8. MAINTENANCE OF FEDERAL PROJECT LEVEES

Compliance with Federal Regulations

o

District or Area
~ ~ ; =

=
~

Reclamation Districts (Continued)

No. 2063
San Joaquin River 6 X 10.6 O

No. 2064
Unit I San Joaquin River 3 X 5.7 G
Unit 2 Stanislaus River 3 X 6.2 G

No. 2075
San Joaquin River 3 X 7.5 G

No. 2085
Unit I San Joaquin River 11 X 5.2 G
Unit 2 San Joaquin River 11 0.7 G
Unit 3 San Joaquin River 11 0.3 G

No. 2089

~.4

Unit I San Joaquin River 6/6A X 7.6 O
Unit 2 San Joaquin River 6A 0.3 O

No. 2092
San Joaquin River 5    X 3.8 O

No. 2094
~n~t ~ San d~aqu~n
~n~t 2 San d~aqu~n R~ver a ~.~

No. 2095
Unit 1 Paradise Cut 10

~
1.5

~Unit 2 San Joaquin River 11 3.4
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TABLE 8. MAINTENANCE OF FEDERAL PROJECT LEVEES

Compliance with Federal Regulations

District or Area               ~ "~=’E     ~ ~ ~"    .~c~       I~u.l~ =e

Reclamation Districts (Continued)

No. 2096
San Joaquin River 3 X 0.2 F

No. 2099
San Joaquin River 12 X 2.4 G

No. 2100
San Joaquin River 12 ×    2.7 G

No. 2101
Unit 1 San Joaquin River 12 X 3.2 G
Unit 2 San Joaquin River 12 0.3 G

No. 2102
San Joaquin River 12 X    1.8 G

No. 2107
Unit I San Joaquin River 9 X 2.4
Unit 2 Paradise Cut 9 X 1.8

Named Districts

Lower San Joaquin Levee District
Unit 1     San Joaquin River           31        X      22.6         O

* Unit 2A San Joaquin River 51 X 7.9 o
* Unit 2B San Joaquin River ~/ X 5.9 O

Unit 3 San Joaquin River 51 X 2.2 o
Unit 4 San Joaquin River 5_/ X 1.6 O

Unit 5     East Side Bypass           3/           X 34.7         O
3_/Has State Manual in 3 parts.
* Unit 2A Levee Mile 0.00 to 7.87
* Unit 2B Levee Mile 7.87 to 13.79 (San Luis National Wildlife Refuge)

i
I
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TABLE 8. MAINTENANCE OF FEDERAL PROJECT LEVEES

Compliance with Federal Regulations

o=

District or Area

Named Districts (Continued)

Lower San Joaquin Levee District
(Continued)
Unit 6    East Side Bypass          31         X 36.4       O
Unit 7 Bear Creek 51 X 3.6 O
Unit 8 Bear Creek 51 X 3.6 O
Unit 9 Owens Creek 5/ X 0.9 o
Unit 10 Owens Creek _~/ X 0.8 O

Unit 11 Mariposa Bypass 31 X 3.3 O
Unit 12 Mariposa Bypass ~1 X 3.40
Unit 13 Ash Slough 31 X 1.3 O
Unit 14 Ash Slough ~1 X 1.3 o
Unit 15 Berenda Slough _~/ X 2.0 O

Unit 16 Berenda Slough 3/ X 2.0 O
* Unit 17A Chowchilla Canal Bypass ~/ X 10.3 o
* Unit 17B Chowchilla Canal Bypass ~/ X 5.8 O

Unit 18 Chowchilla Canal Bypass 51 X 15.3 o
Unit 22 East Side Canal 3_-1 X 5.5 O

Unit 23 San Joaquin River 31 X 10.2 O
Unit 24 San Joaquin River 51 X 8.3 o
Unit 25 Salt Slough ~/ X 2.5 O

Madera County Flood Control
and Water Conservation Agency

Unit1 Ash Slough 11 X     2.4
O0Unit 2 Ash Slough T/ X 2.1

Unit 3 Berenda Slough 71 X 1.6 O
Unit 4 Berenda Slouqh ~[/ X 2.3 O

11 Has Corps of Engineers Manual without number.
~/Has State Manual in 3 parts.
* Unit 17A Levee Mile 0.00 to 2.50 and 8.35 to 16.09
* Unit 17B Levee Mile 2.50 to 8.35 Fish and Game Study Reach

070128
C-070128
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TABLE 8. MAINTENANCE OF FEDERAL PROJECT LEVEES

Compliance with Federal Regulations

District orArea

Named Districts (Continued)

San Joaquin County Flood
Control District

Unit1 Littlejohns Creek 11 X 2.9 O
Unit 2 Littlejohns Creek ]/ X 3.5 o
Unit 3 Littlejohns Creek

Channels 11 16.5 O
Unit 4 North Littlejohns

Creek Channels 1/ 6.1 O
Unit 5 Duck Creek

Diversion Channel 11 1.0 O

Unit 6 SPRR Drain 11 X 0.5 O
Unit 7 Bear Creek T/ X 16.8 o
Unit8 Bear Creek ~-"              11--~

XX
16"5

OOUnit 9 Paddy Creek 1.5
Unit 10 Paddy Creek 71 X 1.4 O

Unit 11 North Paddy Creek 11 X 3.6 O
Unit 12 North Paddy Creek 71 X 3.9 o
Unit 13 Middle Paddy Creek 71 X 1.4 O
Unit 14 Middle Paddy Creek ~’1 X 1.4 o
Unit 15 Mormon Slough _~/ X 25.6 O

Unit 16 Mormon Slough 11 X 23.7 O
Unit 17 Potter Creek 71 X 0.9 o
Unit 18 Potter Creek ~_1 X 0.9 O

1_/Has Corps of Engineers Manual without number.
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Adequate Levee
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TABLE 9. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON

Compliance with Federal Regulations

~

District or Area ~ ~ ~ i~ _~    -~ r~ tu

Kings River Conservation District

Unit1 Kings River 1/ X 5.0 O
Unit 2 Kings River T/ X 6.0 o
Unit 3 North Fork Kings River T/ X 6.0 O
Unit 4 North Fork Kings River 71 X 5.4 o
Unit 5 Fresno and Fish Sloughs 1_-1 X 19.0 O

Unit 6 Fresno and Fish Sloughs 11 X 20.4 O
Unit 7 South Fork and Clarks ~1 X 8.8 o

Fork, Kings River
Unit 8 South Fork and Clarks 1_/ X 8.3 O

Fork, Kings River
Unit 9 North Fork Kings River 1i X 5.3 O
Unit 10 North Fork Kings River 1_-1 X 5.2 o

Unit 11 Kings River 11 X 13.3
Unit 12 Kings River ~-/ X 12.6
Unit 13 Kings River 7/ X 4.0 O
Unit 14 Cole Slough ~-/ X 4.5 o
Unit 15 Cole Slough ~_/ X 3.8 O

Unit 16 Dutch John Cut 11 X 2.6 O
Unit 17 Kings River 71 X 2.10
Unit 18 Kings River 1_-1 X 6.7 O

1_/ Has Corps of Engineers Manual without number.

!
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TABLE 9. PROJECT LEVEE MAINTENANCE ON

Compliance with Federal Regulations

3
District or Area                ~O ~ ~

Lake County Flood Control District

* Unit 1A Middle Creek 11
XX

4.20
GG* Unit 1B Middle Creek 71 3.12

Unit 2 Middle Creek 71 X 3.1 G
Unit 3 Scotts Creek :[I X 1.4 G
Unit 4 Clover Creek and Bypass 1_-1 X 1.5 G

Unit 5 Clover Creek and Bypass 11 X 1.0 G

Plumas County
Unit I North Fork Feather River 1_/ X 1.9 O
Unit 2 North Fork Feather River 11 X 1.3 O-

1_/ Has Corps of Engineers Manual without number.
* Unit 1A Levee Mile 0.00 to 4.20
* Unit 1B Levee Mile 4.20 to 7.32
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Explanation of
Levee Sloughing or Settlement

Each maintaining agency is notified of the sloughing or settlement of levees within its
district during each spring and fall joint inspection by the Department of Water
Resources Flood Project Inspection Section Area supervising inspector and/or the
Section Chief. All mileage of sloughing or settlement will be listed in the column for
"Erosion on bank or slope" on the Flood Control Project Maintenance Levee Inspection
Sheet, DWR form 167. Each maintaining agency will receive a copy of this inspection
sheet at the spring and fall joint inspections. The status of the sloughing or settlement
will be discussedon site during the joint inspection.

8O
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I TABLE 10. LEVEE SLOUGHING OR SETTLEMENT, 1995

I District or Area Location Status *

RD No. 3 Levee Mile 14.70 to 14.85 Active
Unit 2                      erosion into waterward slope

RD No. 17 Levee Mile 13.72 to 13.8 Stabilized
cracks on landward shoulder

RD No. 108 Levee Mile 3.71 and 3.84 Stabilized
subsidence in waterward slope
revetment

RD No. 307 Levee Mile 1.79 to 1.83 Active
erosion waterward slope

Levee Mile 4.88 to 5.10 Active
erosion waterward slope

Levee Mile 5.80 to 5.95 Active
erosion waterward slope

Levee Mile 6.34 to 6.44 Active
erosion waterward slope

RD No. 341 Levee Mile 8.92 to 9.02 Stabilized
Unit 2                    landward slope

Levee Mile 9.03 to 9.06 Stabilized
levee crown

Levee Mile 9.06 to 9.08 Stabilized
landward shoulder

Levee Mile 9.10 to 9.15 Stabilized
levee crown

Levee Mile 9.18 to 9.23 Stabilized
levee crown

Levee Mile 9.24 to 9.34 Stabilized
landward shoulder and crown

Levee Mile 9.38 to 9.41 Stabilized
levee crown

I * Active - reoccurrence at same location.
Incipient - new locations of observable activity reported this year.
Stabilized - no observable increase in activity during this year.

i Repaired - by Corps of Engineers’ contract or by maintaining agency.

81

!
C ~0 ~1 4 1

(3-070141



TABLE 10. LEVEE SLOUGHING OR SETTLEMENT, 1995

District or Area Location Status*

RD No. 349 Levee Mile 1.18 Active
Unit I                     erosion on waterward slope

Unit 2 Levee Mile 3.55 to 3.56 Stabilized
waterward shoulder

RD No. 501 Levee Mile 2.30 to 2.33 Active
Unit 1                     slip along waterward shoulder

Levee Mile 2.42 to 2.44 Active
slip in rock site

Levee Mile 2.47 to 2.48 Stabilized
slip in rock site

Levee Mile 4.44 to 4.47 Active
erosion of waterward slope

Levee Mile 4.80 to 4.82 Repaired
slip along waterward slope

Levee Mile 5.15 Stabilized
severe erosion of waterward slope

Levee Mile 5.58 to 5.72 Active
severe erosion of waterward slope

Unit 2 Levee Mile 0.56 to 0.58 Repaired
severe erosion in rock revetment

Levee Mile 0.63 Active
slip along waterward slope

Levee Mile 1.48 to 1.54 Active
slip along waterward slope

Levee Mile 3.39 to 3.49 Stabilized
eroded areas on waterward slope

Unit 3 Levee Mile 1.41 to 1.48 Stabilized
slip in rock site

* Active - reoccurrence at same location.
Incipient - new locations of observable activity reported this year.
Stabilized - no observable increase in activity during this year.
Repaired - by Corps of Engineers’ contract or by maintaining agency.

82

C--0701 42
C-070142



I
i TABLE 10. LEVEE SLOUGHING OR SETTLEMENT, 1995 (Continued)

I District or Area Location Status*

I RD No. 536 Levee Mile 2.41 to 2.43 Active
Unit I                      cracks on landward shoulder

RD No. 544 Levee Mile 2.97 to 3.08 ActiveI Unit I waterwardslope

Levee Mile 3.59 to 3.61 Active

I waterward slope

Unit 2 Levee Mile 0.76 Stabilized
waterward shoulder sink hole

I
RD No. 556 Levee Mile 1.39 to 1.46 Active
Unit I                     erosion near waterward levee toe

I Levee Mile 1.85 to 2.04 Active
erosion near waterward levee toe

I Levee Mile 2.32 to 2.33 Active
erosion near waterward levee toe

Levee Mile 2.62 to 2.72 Active
erosion at waterward toe

i Levee Mile 2.85 to 2.86 Active
erosion into waterward slope

Levee Mile 4.71 to 4.80 Incipient
I erosion into slope

Levee Mile 5.14 to 5.17 Stabilized

i erosion into waterward toe

Levee Mile 5.25 to 5.26 Stabilized
erosion near waterward toe

I        Unit 2                    Levee Mile 3.48 to 3.50                   Active
erosion at waterward toe

I Levee Mile 4.73 to 4.80 Active
erosion at waterward toe

I * Active - reoccurrence at same location.
Incipient - new locations of observable activity reported this year.
Stabilized - no observable increase in activity during this year.
Repaired - by Corps of Engineers’ contract or by maintaining agency.
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TABLE 10. LEVEE SLOUGHING OR SETTLEMENT, 1995 (Continued)
I

District or Area Location Status * I

RD No. 563 Sloughing waterward levee
slope or banks

Levee Mile 1.80 to 1.90 Active

Levee Mile 2.20 Active
erosion into levee toe

Levee Mile 3.60 to 5.37 Active
erosion into levee toe and slope

Levee Mile 5.60 to 5.85 Active
erosion into levee toe

Levee Mile 8.03 to 8.72 Active
erosion into levee toe and slope

Levee Mile 9.02 to 9.37 Active
erosion near and into levee toe

Levee Mile 10.05 to 10.89 Active
erosion into levee toe and slope

Levee Mile 11.83 tn 12.03 Active
erosion into levee toe and slope

RD No. 827 Levee Mile 2.82 to 2.84 Active
Unit 2                     waterward shoulder and slope

RD No. 900 Levee Mile 3,32 to 3.33 Incipient
Unit I waterside erosion from levee

shoulder to toe

RD No. 1600 Levee Mile 1.21 to 1.27 Incipient
Unit 2 landside erosion from levee

toe to shoulder

* Active - reoccurrence at same location.
Incipient - new locations of observable activity reported this year.
Stabilized - no observable increase in activity during this year.
Repaired - by Corps of Engineers’ contract or by maintaining agency.
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I
I TABLE 10. LEVEE SLOUGHING OR SETTLEMENT, 1995 (Continued)

I District or Area Location Status *

RD No. 1601 Levee Mile 0.07 Incipient
erosion to waterward shoulder

Levee Mile 0.18 Incipient
erosion to waterward shoulder

Levee Mile 0.20 to 0.23 Stabilized
waterward slope

Levee Mile 0.21 Stabilized
waterward slope

Levee Mile 0.51 to 0.58 Active
levee crown

Levee Mile 0.62 to 0.64 Stabilized
levee crown

Levee Mile 0.66 to 0.72 Stabilized
levee crown

Levee Mile 0.81 to 0.84 Stabilized
levee crown

Levee Mile 1.17 to 1.20 Stabilized
landward shoulder and crown

Levee Mile 1.75 to 1.76 Stabilized
waterward slope

RD No. 2035 Levee Mile 1.69 to 2.08 Stabilized
Unit 2                    waterward toe and slope

I * Active - reoccurrence at same location.
Incipient - new locations of observable activity reported this year.
Stabilized - no observable increase in activity during this year.

i Repaired - by Corps of Engineers’ contract or by maintaining agency.
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TABLE 10. LEVEE SLOUGHING OR SETTLEMENT, 1995 (Continued) I

District or Area Location .Status *

RD No, 2095 Levee Mile 0,13 to 0,18 Repaired
Unit 1                     crown subsidence

Mile 1,38 to 1,44 ActiveLevee
waterward slope

Unit 2 Levee Mile 2,70 to 2,71 Active
landward shoulder

RD No, 2098 Levee Mile 0,56 to 0,81 Incipient
Unit 1                     waterward toe

Levee Mile 2,02 to 2,38 Incipient
waterward toe

Levee Mile 2,46 to 3,47 Incipient
waterward toe

Unit 2 Levee Mile 5,59 to 5,72 Active
landward slope and crown roadway

Levee Mile 5,73 to 5,79 Active
waterward slope

Levee Mile 5.90 to 5,93 Active
landward slope

Levee Mile 6.75 to 6.77 Active
landward slope and crown roadway

Levee Mile 6.89 to 6.90 Active
landward slope

Levee Mile 7.12 to 7.15 Active
landward slope and crown roadway

Unit 3 Levee Mile 7.48 to 7.50 Stabilized
waterward shoulder

Levee Mile 7,55 to 7,77 Stabilized
landward slope and crown roadway

Levee Mile 7,80 to 7.81 Stabilized
landward slope

¯ Active - reoccurrence at same Iocat’ion.
Incipient - new locations of observable activity reported this year.
Stabilized - no observable increase in activity during this year,
Repaired - by Corps of Engineers’ contract or by maintaining agency.
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i TABLE 10. LEVEE SLOUGHING OR SETTLEMENT, 1995 (Continued)

I District or Area            Location                               Status *

I Brannan Andrus Levee Levee Mile 0.06 to 0.08 Active
Maintenance District Erosion near waterward toe

i Unit I
Levee Mile 2.07 to 2.18 Active
waterward levee toe and berm

I Levee Mile 2.83 to 2.88 Incipient
erosion at waterward toe

i Levee Mile 2.93 to 3.00 Incipient
erosion at waterward toe

City of Sacramento Levee Mile 2.86 to 2.89 StabilizedI waterward slope

i * Active - reoccurrence at same location.
Incipient - new locations of observable activity reported this year.
Stabilized - no observable increase in activity during this year.

I Repaired - by Corps of Engineers’ contract or by maintaining agency.
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FLOOD CONTROL

PROJECT STRUCTURES

1995

TABLES 11, 12, & 13
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TABLE 11. FLOOD CONTROL
SACRAMENTO

No. Structure Maintaining Agency

1 North Fork Feather River Plumas County
Diversion Structure

2 Lindo Channel Diversion Weir Butte County

3 Lindo Channel Control Structure Butte County

4 Big Chico Creek Control Structure Butte County

5 Little Chico Creek Control and Weir Structure DWR I

!
6 Moulton Weir DWR

I
7 Colusa Weir DWR

8 Tisdale Weir DWR
I

9 Fremont Weir DWR
I

I
10 Sacramento Weir DWR

I

11 Sutter Bypass Pumping Plant No. 1 DWR

I12 Sutter Bypass Pumping Plant No. 2 DWR

13 Sutter Bypass Pumping Plant No. 3 DWR
I

14 Sutter Bypass Weir No. 2(East Borrow Pit) DWR

15 Wadsworth Canal Weir No. 4 DWR I
90
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I PROJECT STRUCTURES, 1995
RIVER BASIN

I Stream Ratinq Remarks

North Fork Good New diversion structure being
Feather River constructed. Not yet completed

Lindo Diversion Good Replace staff gauge. Bamboo
growth in channel needs to be
addressed.

Lindo Channel Good Remove trees and growth from
channel. Grouted revetment is
cracked downstream of
structure.

Big Chico Creek Outstanding Remove growth from revetment.
Repair rubber seal on bottom of
second gate from the north.

Little Chico Creek Good Remove berry growth from
structure. Repair loose boards
on log boom. Remove debris
from log boom before flood
season begins.

Moulton Bypass Good

Colusa Bypass Good

Tisdale Bypass Good Numerous cracks and chipping
in concrete portion of structure.
Remove weed growth in stilling
basin.

Yolo Bypass Good Moderate tree growth
downstream of Rattlesnake
Island. Cracks in west abutment

~ are stable.

Sacramento Bypass Good Continue to repair and/or
replace needles as needed.

Sutter Bypass Outstanding

Sutter Bypass Outstanding

Sutter Bypass Outstanding

Sutter Bypass Outstanding

Wadsworth Canal Outstanding
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TABLE 11. FLOOD CONTROL
SACRAMENTO

No. Structure Maintaining Agency

16 Butte Slough Outfall Structure DWR

!
17 Butte Slough Drainage Structure DWR

I
18 Knights Landing Outfall Structure DWR I

19 Nelson Bend Quarry Rock Weir DWR

20 Cache Creek Settling Basin DWR
Concrete Weir

~ 21 Magpie Creek Pumping Plant Sacramento County

22 American River Pumping Plant No. 1 Sacramento County

23 American River Pumping Plant No. 2 Sacramento County

24 Elk Slough Inlet Structure RD No. 150 I

I
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PROJECT STRUCTURES, 1995
RIVER BASIN

Stream Ratinq Remarks

Butte Slough Good Remove weed growth and debris
from around stand pipe at inlet
end of structure.

Butte Slough Good Remove vegetation around
discharge pipe. Remove debris
from flapgate prior to flood
season.

Colusa Basin Outstanding Continue to monitor seepage.
Drainage Canal Monitor large vertical cracks

and displacement on left bank
downstream of structure.

Feather River Good No maintenance since last
inspection.

Cache Creek Outstanding

Natomas East Canal Good Sump has been widened and
deepened to increase capacity.
Remove growth from inlet
channel.

American River Outstanding

American River Outstanding CMP placed to control erosion
on east side of structure,
landward slope.

Elk Slough Good Condition of pipe through levee
is unknown.

I
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TABLE 12. FLOOD CONTROL I
SAN JOAQUIN

I
No. Structure Maintaining Agency

25 Mormon Slough Pumping Plant No. 1 San Joaquin County I

26 Mormon Slough Pumping Plant No. 2 San Joaquin County
I

27 Mormon Slough Pumping Plant No, 3 San Joaquin County

28 Duck Creek Diversion Weir San Joaquin County
Iand Control Structure

29 Paradise Dam None
I

30 Wetherbee Lake Pumping Plant RD No. 2096
and Navigation Gate

31 Gomes Lake Pumping Plant Turlock Irrigation
District

32 RD No. 2063 Pumping Plant RD No. 2063

33 Black Rascal Creek Drop Structure Merced County
I

34 Owens Creek Siphon Structure Merced County

35 Ash and Berenda Slough Madera County
Control Structures

36 Fresno River Diversion Weir Madera County

37 Bear Creek Diversion Structure LSJLD

38 Owens Creek Control Structure LSJLD

38A Owens Creek Overflow Structure LSJLD

39 San Joaquin River Structure LSJLD
and Sand Slough Structure
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PROJECT STRUCTURES, 1995
RIVER BASIN

I Stream Rating Remarks

Mormon Slough Outstanding

Mormon Slough Outstanding

Mormon Slough Outstanding

Duck Creek Good Clear debris away from pipe.

Paradise Cut Fair Control willow and brush growth
in the revetment and across the
entrance.

San Joaquin River Outstanding Minor separation between
wingwall and structure.

San Joaquin River Good Minor amount of debris around
structure.

San Joaquin River Good Control tree growth around
discharge side.

Black Rascal Good Replace safety fencing. Repair
erosion occurring on left
abutment wall on downstream
side.

Owens Creek Good Remove weeds and tulegrowth
from channel upstream and
downstream of structure.

Ash Slough Outstanding Control tree growth in channel
and at downstream headwalls.

Outstanding growth in upstreamFresno River Minor
channel.

Bear Creek Outstanding

Owens Creek Good Numerous minor cracks in
concrete portion of structure.

Owens Creek Good Concrete rubble placed
downstream of structure.

San Joaquin River Good Remove growth downstream of
structure.

C--0701 55
C-070155



TABLE 12. FLOOD CONTROL
SAN JOAQUiN

No. Structure Maintaininq Ai~encv

40 Fresno River Drainage Structure LSJLD

41 Ash Slough Drop Structure No. 1 LSJLD ~

~ 42 Ash Slough Drop Structure No. 2 LSJLD

43 Ash Slough Drop Structure No. 3 LSJLD

44 Ash Slough Drop Structure No. 4 LSJLD
I

45 Mariposa Bypass Drop Structure LSJLD
I

46 Mariposa Bypass Control Structure LSJLD I

47 Eastside Bypass Drop Structure No. 1 LSJLD
I

48 Eastside Bypass Drop Structure No. 2 LSJLD

49 Eastside Bypass Control Structure LSJLD
I

50 Chowchilla Canal Bypass LSJLD ~
Control Structure

51 San Joaquin River Control Structure LSJLD I

I
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I
PROJECT STRUCTURES, 1995

I RIVER BASIN

I Stream ~Ratinq Remarks

I San Joaquin River Good Gate stem mechanism should be
realigned.

i Ash Slough Outstanding

Ash Slough Outstanding

I Ash Slough Fair Remove sand from stilling
basin.

i Ash Slough Fair Remove willow
and cane growth.
Remove upstream sand dam
and encroaching earthen dam.

I Velocity dissipator area should
be cleared of sand.

I Mariposa Bypass Good Wingwall separation minor, no
hazard.

I Mariposa Bypass Outstanding

Eastside Bypass Good

I Eastside Bypass Good

Eastside Bypass Outstanding Broken lights and light covers
I should be replaced.

Chowchilla Bypass Good Large scour hole has developed

I at downstream apron of
Chowchilla Bypass Structure.

I San Joaquin River Good
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TABLE 13. FLOOD CONTROL ¯
MISCELLANEOUS

INo. Structure Maintainin.q A.qency

52 Clover Creek Diversion Structure Lake County FCD I

I
53 Middle Creek Pumping Plant                     Lake County FCD               "

!
54 Highland Canal Diversion Weir Lake County FCD

and Drainage Structure m
|

I
I
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I PROJECT STRUCTURES, 1995
STREAM BASIN

I Stream Rating Remarks

I Clover Creek Good Remove sand from around
the pipes and above the weir
structure.

I Middle Creek Good Subsidence of surge box
continues. Repair or replace
slide gate.

Middle Creek Good

!

I
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CHANNEL CLEARANCE & CONDITION

1995

TABLES 14, 15, & 16

103

C--0701 61
C-070161



TABLE 14. CHANNEL
SACRAMENTO

Stream Maintaininq Agency

American River DWR - S.M.Y.
Arcade Creek DWR - S.M.Y.
Bear River DWR - S.Y.
Butte Creek DWR - S.Y.
Butte Slough (to Mawson Br.) DWR S.Y.

Cache Creek DWR - S.M.Y.
Cache Creek Settling Basin DWR - S.M.Y.
Cherokee Canal DWR - S.Y.
Big Chico Creek DWR - S.Y.
Big Chico Diversion DWR - S.Y.

Little Chico Creek DWR - S.Y.
Colusa Drain Basin DWR - S.Y.
Colusa Bypass DWR S.Y.
Deer Creek DWR - S.Y.
Dry Creek (Bear River) DWR - S.Y.

Elder Creek DWR - S.Y.
Feather River DWR - S.Y.
Honcut Creek DWR - S.Y.
Knights Landing Ridge Cut DWR - S.M.Y.
Linda Creek DWR - S.M.Y.

Lindo Channel DWR - S.Y.
Magpie Creek DWR - S.M.Y.
Middle Creek and Tributaries DWR - S.Y.
Mud Creek DWR - S.Y.
Natomas Cross Canal DWR - S.M.Y.

Natomas East Main Drain DWR - S.M.Y.
Putah Creek DWR - S.M.¥.
Sacramento Bypass DWR - S.M.Y.
Sacramento River DWR - S.Y.
Sutter Bypass (Mawson Br.-South) DWR - S.Y.

SUBTOTAL

S.Y. = Sutter Maintenance Yard
S.M.Y. = Sacramento Maintenance Yard
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CLEARANCE AND CONDITION
RIVER BASIN, 1995

BRUSH BRUSH SEDIMENT
MECHANICALLY CHEMICALLY REMOVED OVERALL
RECLEARED, ACRES CONTROLLED, ACRES CUBICYARDS CONDITION

0 0

.~.o ;,~oo

;.o
~.0 F

-

" - "
i.o ~

19 .~ 41 .~
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TABLE 14. CHANNEL
SACRAMENTO

Stream Maintaininq Agency

Tisdale Bypass DWR - S.Y.
Wadsworth Canal DWR - S.Y.
Western Pacific Interceptor DWR - S.Y.
Willow Slough DWR - S.M.Y.

Yolo Bypass DWR - S.M.Y.
Yuba River DWR - S.Y.
McClure Creek Tehama County
Salt Creek Tehama County

SUBTOTAL

!
S.Y. = Sutter Maintenance Yard
S.M.Y. = Sacramento Maintenance Yard                                                ...

!
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I
CLEARANCE AND CONDITION(Continued)

I RIVER BASIN, 1995

i BRUSH BRUSH SEDIMENT
MECHANICALLY CHEMICALLY REMOVED OVERALL
RECLEARED, ACRES CONTROLLED, ACRES      CUBICYARDS CONDITION

I ,oo.o . ~oo.o ~
~! ~

I " " ~
I ~-o.o ~ ~0-~-.o

I
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TABLE 15. CHANNEL
SAN JOAQUIN

Stream Maintaininq A.qency

Madera CountyAsh Slough
Berenda Slough Madera County
Chowchilla River Madera County
Fresno River Madera County
Bear Creek (Merced County) MID

Black Rascal Creek Diversion MID
Black Rascal Creek MID
Bums Creek MID
Mariposa Creek MID
Miles Creek ’ MID

Owens Creek MID
Owens Creek Diversion MID
Bear Creek (San Joaquin County) SJCFCD
Duck Creek Diversion SJCFCD
Littlejohns Creek SJCFCD

Paddy Creek Group SJCFCD
Mormon Slough SJCFCD
Ash Slough LSJLD
Bear Creek (Merced County) LSJLD
Berenda Slough LSJLD

Chowchilla Bypass LSJLD
Eastside Bypass LSJLD
Mariposa Bypass LSJLD
Owens Creek LSJLD
San Joaquin River LSJLD
(Chowchilla Canal Bypass to
Gravelly Ford)

San Joaquin River LSJLD
(Merced River to Mendota Dam)

SUBTOTAL

MID = Merced Irrigation District
SJCFCD = San Joaquin County Flood Control District
LSJLD = Lower San Joaquin Levee District
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i CLEARANCE AND CONDITION
RIVER BASIN, 1995

I BRUSH BRUSH SEDIMENT
MECHANICALLY CHEMICALLY REMOVED OVERALL
RECLEARED, ACRES    CONTROLLED, ACRES CUBIC YARDS CONDITION

11.0 -I ;.o ~.o
~O.o 20.0

I 12.8 F

4.4
2.0 1,200 F

- F

I ~;o ,~o~.O ~,ooo
~°.o ~.o ;,~oo

45.0I ~.o ~.o 4,100

I             "             ~.o

I
I
I
I
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TABLE15. CHANNEL
SAN JOAQUIN

Stream Maintaining Agency

French Camp Slough None
Paradise Cut None
San Joaquin River None
(Merced River to Mossdale)

San Joaquin River None
s(Mendota Dam to Chowchilla Canal Bypass)tanislaus River None

SUBTOTAL

!
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I
I CLEARANCE AND CONDITION (Continued)

RIVER BASIN, 1995

I BRUSH BRUSH SEDIMENT
MECHANICALLY CHEMICALLY REMOVED OVERALL
RECLEARED, ACRES CONTROLLED, ACRES CUBIC YARDS CONDITION

! - . ~
P

I o . P

I ._ ._ _ F
0 0 0

I
i
I
I
I
I
I
!
I
I
I

I
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TABLE 16. CHANNEL
MISCELLANEOUS

Stream Maintaininq Agency

Ash Creek Adin CSD
Dry Creek Adin CSD
Truckee River Placer County

Fairfield Stream Group

McCoy Creek Fairfield Suisun
Sewer District

Laurel Creek Diversion Fairfield Suisun
Sewer District

Ledgewood Creek Fairfield Suisun
Sewer District

Alonzo Drain Fairfield Suisun
Sewer District

Union Avenue Diversion Fairfield Suisun
Sewer District

SUBTOTAL

GRAND TOTAL -All Basins

I
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CLEARANCE AND CONDITION (Continued)
RIVER STREAM, 1995

BRUSH BRUSH SEDIMENT
MECHANICALLY CHEMICALLY REMOVED OVERALL
RECLEARED, ACRES CONTROLLED, ACRES CUBIC YARDS CONDITION

190.0 72.4 - G

45.0 20.0 50 G

22.0 32.0 25 G

0 0 0 O

266.60                                 164.40

I
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Crown Width

Less than 20 feet

20 feet to 30 feet

30 feet or mor

"l:he Sacramento River and the
San Joaquin River Flood Control System

Crown Width of Sacrament~-~an Joaquin
Flood Control Project Levees
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I
PROJECT LEVEE STANDARDS AND TERMINOLOGY

1

I LEFT    SIDE RIGHT     SIDE
(Similor to lift

TYPICAL FLOODWAY

I LOOKING DOWNSTREAM

NOT TO

1
I I MINIMUM DIMENSIONS

I OF STANDARD LEVEE SECTIONS
, MAIN RIVER    MAJOR       MINOR      I~’ PASSESI T E M          CHANNELS TRIBUTARIES TRIBUTARIES

I CROWN WIDTH ! ZO’ 20’

LAND SLOPE I I on 2 ! I on 2 I on 2 I on 2
t

I WATER SLOPE i I on 3 I on 3 I on

FREEBOARD I 3’
(I)

3’ 3’ 4’ to 6’

I PATROL ROAD WIDTH ~ 12’ 12’ I0’

NOTE (I) .5 Feet on Main Channel below Cache Slough (Secramento River)
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