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Vil. Delta Resource Management

A. GOAL

Government programs and private developments should be guided
by consistent use of coordinated standards and project
evaluation systems.

B. OBJECTIVES

l. Governmental programs should be more thoroughly coordi-
nated to reduce fragmentation, overlap, and ilnconsistency
between programs.

2. The Delte Plan should be a basls for all decisions and
actions in the Delta.

C. RECOMMENDATIONS
1. FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENTS

a. Urban and resildential expansion and related services
(sewers, roads, electricity, water) should not be extended
into the "Rural Delta" (See glossary for definition and map
on page 35.) except in presently authorized growth areas
adjacent to existing towns, settlements, and cities.

b. The following growth or potential growth areas (listed
in & clockwise sequence around the Delta) should receive
special attention:

(1) Freeport. The land between Interstate 5 (in .
Sacramento City) and Freeport (in Sacramento County)
should be left in open space, farming, or park land.
The rural 1dentity of Freeport (as well as all
villages)‘should be preserved.

(2) Stone Lakes-Morrison Creek area. The Stone Lake
basin west of I-5, east of SPRR, and south fo the

proposed Highway 148 alignment, and all adjacent flood-prone

areas should be managed as open space.
(3) Lodi-Stockton Corridor. Growth should not be °
allowed to link the two citles into one urban complex.

The "prime" land between the cities should be protected
by adequate buffers to permlt continued farming.
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(11) Montezuma Hills. A portion will be industrial-~
ized but a study, due in 1977, will determine how

much satellite industry will be added to the authorized
Dow and proposed Arco plants. A port and power plant
have alsc been proposed. The hills are a significant
scenic resource, and development should preserve that
quality by use of good desipgn and seting, with maximum
mitigation measures.

(12) Sacramento Deep Water Channel-=Lindsay-Cache
Slough Area. Industry should remain clustered to

the north in the vicinity of the port. "Strip
industrialization”" of the manmade channel should not
occur. Residential growth from West Sacramento
southward should emphasize skipped-over lands and
should not be allowed to intrude upon the juncture of
Jafferson Boulevard zand the deep water channel,

¢13) Islevan. A city [flooded in 1371, Isiston shouird
be provided 100-year protection. In determining the .
most appropriate system, consideration should be given
to cost benefits, amount of area to be protected, loss
of agricultural lands, and pressures for urbanization.

(14) Agriculture Related Industry. 3ecause of cannery
needs for Ilsclatlon and large areas for wazte disposal,
these Incdustries will seek the cuter porticns of the
Rural Delta near intersecting rallroad lines and roads.
A high degree of care should be taken in the location
of these uses to mitigate adverse impacts on water
quality, agricultural production, traffie increases,
urbanization, and nearby lands identified for recrea-
tion or preservation.

e. Significant resource areas (historic, natural, recreational,
and production) as identified in the Delta Plan and any future
local and/or state inventorles, should be given a high level of
protection from adverse alterations, with the most extensive
feasible mitigation when an adverses impact 1s unavoidable.

d. The character of Delta rural towns and settlements (recog-
nized as "reglional cultural resourcés") should be protected by

all possible means, Such as zonlng, design review procedures, use
permits, community plans, specific plans (see Government Code
Section 65450 ), and planned unit developments. Methods of
reviewing bulilding permits for cultural and esthetic values should
be consldered. Examples of such towns are: PFreeport, Courtland,
Walnut Grove, Locke, and Ryde (Sacramento County); Clarksburg
(Yolo County); Woodbridge and Thornton (San Joaquin County); and
Byron (Contra Casta County).
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e. The Delta local governments should identify the types of
uses that should be subject to special review in the Rural
Delta. Standards for review, which promote compatibility
with the surrounding setting, should be developed, using the
Delta Action Plan and the Delta Waterways Use Program as a
gulde.

f. The Delta Waterways Use Program (see the 1976 Delta
Master Recreation Plan, The Resources Agency, and Appendix
B of this document) should be studied carefully by local
ﬁovernments with any proposed refinements addressed to the

esources Agency. Thereafter the program should be conslidered

for adoption by all local boards as the standards for water-
ways use management, with revisions made periodically as
necessary.

g. The DAPC Delta Plan should be endorsed and used by all
local agencies as a guldeline for decision making in the
Delta.

h. A Delta advisory planning organization should coordinate
multi-agency programs, amend the Delta Plan as necessary, and
implement its recommendations as feasible.

2. FOR OTHER AGENCIES

a. An existing agency should be designated to coordinate
the administration of federal, state and local permits
through a "Delta Permit Forum," Such an intergovernmental
forum should be convened at regular intervals ¢to provide a
one-time review of all proposed multiple~permit projects.
Each permit and review agency wculd continue to exercise 1ts
present assigned function, but wlth the advantage of full
information and coordination at one time.

b. Significant resource areas (historic, natural, recreational,
and production) as well as natural hazard areas, should be more

thoroughly inventoried in a multi-agency state, local, and

regional effort, alded with state funding and coordinated by the
Resources Agency. (See Appendix A for a preliminary inventory

of these areas). (All agencies).

¢. Projects using public funds or requiring state or
federal permits should be conditioned to mitligate adverse

impacts according to the followilng guldelines, as well as
thoge already established by law (i.e., EIR sufficiency):
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e T ~APPENDIX B

DELTA WATERWAYS USE PROGRAM

The following set of standards for guiding the use and development
in, on, over, and abutting the Delta waterways was developed
jointly from the Delta Action Plan and the Raesources Agency Delta
Masrer Recreation Plan. It is only advisory although the —K;;;
Engineers often relies heavily on regional and state plans €for
issuing its permits, However, the BResources Secratary can make
these gtandards mandatory upon i1ts own mambar wmits, and the
Governor can do the same: for the antire executive branch. But only
the legislature can make rthesa standards mandatory for local gov=-
ernmants and speciaml districts. Each County can enact ordinances
which implement this program 4in its own jurisdiction, but great
care must be taken to use the same terms and standards to avoid
compounding the Delta history of conflicting plans and programs —
and this was the vary reason for initiating the Delta waterways use
efforts If changes become necegsary, the mechanism for amendment of
this program through the Resources Secretary should bde wused. To
facilitate reference, the identical copy of this program which is
in the 1976 Delta Master Recreation Plan has been used in this
document, including the reliance on "shall” as a maendatory direc—
tive to appropriate state agencies, It is recognized that the DAPC
plan cannot meke these decisions. The fow differences in languzge
requested by DAPC have been added in italiecs. The program is
orgaenized as followa: -
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B. Implementation of the Program . . « o B3
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3, Recreational Use Zome , « o o » « 89

ITI, Delta Waterways Project Standards
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B, Exemptiona........o.-.-. 91
C. General Project Btandards
1. Planning and Coordination « » « «» 92
2e s’.tiﬂg and Comtmction . » o 3 » 93
3. Public Health and Safety o« « « » 94
4, Environmental and Aesthetic « « « 95

D. Specific Projects Standards
l. Flood Control Projects « » » » o 95
2. Parks and Recreation Projects . . 96
3. Trangportation, Water Conveyance
and Utility Projects . + « o o 97
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