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Meeting of the Central Valley Flood Protection Board 
January 26, 2011 

Staff Report – Encroachment Permit 

St. Thomas Construction 
Boat Dock, Sacramento County 

 

 
1.0 – ITEM  
 
Consider approval of Permit No. 18226 (Attachment B) 
 
 
2.0 – APPLICANT  
 
St. Thomas Construction 
 
 
3.0 – LOCATION  
 
The project is located on the left (east) bank levee of the Sacramento River, upstream 
of Isleton at 15511 Isleton Road, Sacramento County, (see Attachment A). 
 
 
4.0 – DESCRIPTION  
 
Applicant proposes to construct a 10-foot-wide, 30-foot-long boat dock anchored to 
three 16-inch-diameter steel piles attached to a 4-foot-wide, 40-foot-long aluminum 
gangway attached to moveable rollers (up and down with river level) supported by two 
steel piles embedded into a 5- by 1-foot concrete pad on the levee section.   
 
 
5.0 – PROJECT ANALYSIS 
 
The boat dock will be constructed offsite and floated into place, the material will be 
wood or fiberglass with Styrofoam floats. The third steel pile will be installed just 
upstream of the dock to protect it from floating debris.  All piles will be driven from a 
barge-mounted pile driver.  The gangway will have rollers on the dock, allowing it to 
move with the changing river level.  On its bank end, the gangway will be attached to 
rise when the river level is very high.    
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5.1 – Hydraulic Analysis 
 
A hydraulic analysis was not provided as the project does not pose a significant 
obstruction to hydraulic conveyance.  The project was reviewed using the USACE’s 
suggested channel hydraulic screening tool and was found to obstruct far less than 1% 
of the total channel cross section. 
 
5.2 – Geotechnical Analysis 
 
No Geotechnical Analysis is required. Compaction test of the levee section will be 
required by Special Conditions of the permit.   
 
 
5.3 – Additional Staff Analysis 
 
Not required. 
 
 
6.0 – AGENCY COMMENTS AND ENDORSEMENTS  
 
The comments and endorsements associated with this project, from all pertinent 
agencies are shown below: 
 
The U S Army Corps of Engineers 208.10 comment letter has not been received for this 
application.  Upon receipt of a favorable letter and review by Board staff the letter will be 
incorporated into permit as Exhibit A.   
 
Reclamation District 556 has endorsed the application. 
  
 
7.0 – CEQA ANALYSIS  
 
Board staff has prepared the following CEQA findings: 
 
The Board, as a responsible agency under CEQA, has reviewed Initial Study/ 
Negative Declaration (SCH Number: 2011032041, March 2011) and Resolution 11-02 
for the California Cellars Recreational Dock prepared by the lead agency, Reclamation 
District 556. These documents, including project design, may be viewed or downloaded 
from the Central Valley Flood Protection Board website at 
http://www.cvfpb.ca.gov/meetings/2012/01-27-2012.cfm under a link for this agenda 
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item. These documents are also available for review in hard copy at the Board and the 
Reclamation 556 office.   
 
Reclamation 556 has determined that the project would not have a significant effect on 
the environment and approved the project on June 7, 2011 with Resolution 11-02 and 
subsequently filed a Notice of Determination on June 16, 2011 with the State 
Clearinghouse and County Clerk.  Board staff has independently reviewed the subject 
documents and finds that the proposed project will not have a potentially significant 
effect on the environment.  
 
 
8.0 – SECTION 8610.5 CONSIDERATIONS 
 
1. Evidence that the Board admits into its record from any party, State or local public 

agency, or nongovernmental organization with expertise in flood or flood plain 
management: 
 
The Board will make its decision based on the evidence in the permit application and 
attachments, this staff report, and any other evidence presented by any individual or 
group. 

 
2. The best available science that related to the scientific issues presented by the 

executive officer, legal counsel, the Department or other parties that raise credible 
scientific issues. 

 
The accepted industry standards for the work proposed under this permit as 
regulated by Title 23 have been applied to the review of this permit. 

 
3. Effects of the decision on the entire State Plan of Flood Control: 
 

None 
 
4. Effects of reasonable projected future events, including, but not limited to, changes 

in hydrology, climate, and development within the applicable watershed: 
 

Negligible, if any. 
 
 
9.0 – STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the Board adopt the CEQA findings, approve Permit No. 18226 
upon receipt of a favorable U.S. Army Corps of Engineers comment letter. 
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10.0 – LIST OF ATTACHMENTS  
 

A. Location Map and photos 
B. Draft Permit No. 18226 
 

 
 
Design Review:  Sam Brandon 
Hydraulic Analysis review:          Sam Brandon  
Environmental Review:  Andrea Mauro and James Herota 
Document Review:  Mitra Emami, Len Marino 
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