1

continues on to Manteca's only rural property out

2

there, our 230 acres, and ends out there at the far end

3

of our property, so it's a very distinct road, a big

4

dirt road, so Hernandez Road goes out that way, all

5

right?

6

It's about to be relocated to a different

7

alignment which may prohibit the public and RD17, as

8

well as many other municipal and other emergency

9

response vehicles from accessing and traveling to the

10
11

far side of that levee.
Hernandez Road is a public dirt roadway

12

currently is described in a number of exhibits.

13

got them in the letter we've sent you, and you'll find

14

them in Exhibits 4, 5, 6, and 7, and by the way, I

15

might add at this point that that public dirt roadway

16

that I jokingly call Hernandez Road is identified in

17

the San Joaquin County revised public road map No. 57,

18

so it's out there.

19

your public road map.

20

You've

It's on your maps if you go look at

Most important, TLG has been informed and

21

believes that in January, 1997, RD17 trucks and

22

emergency flood response vehicles responded to

23

San Joaquin River Valley levee breach by hauling rocks

24

over the public dirt roadway, Hernandez Road, from

25

Woodward Avenue to the RD17 levee to perform emergency
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1

flood repairs and reinforce that levee to protect this

2

community.

3

It is for this reason that TLG believes

4

that the City of Manteca should consider the City of

5

Manteca, that if the City of Manteca prematurely

6

abandons the public dirt roadway at its current

7

position, how and by what means will emergency response

8

flood vehicles respond, access and in future flood

9

events resulting from a breach in that area?

10
11

And

there's been a number of breaches in that same area.
In addition, if only -- if the only current

12

reliable access to City of Manteca-governed

13

properties -- and we're a governed property out

14

there -- south of existing RD17 is along the same

15

public dirt roadway running south from Woodward Avenue

16

and to and over and along the top of the RD17 levee,

17

how will fire, police, emergency vehicles access that

18

property, for one, affect an infrastructure, two, any

19

public or private employees working on properties

20

located with the City of Manteca and to respond to

21

grass or brush fires?

22

In addition, TLG has observed and continues

23

to observe pedestrians are out there now.

24

there walking on RD17 levees.

25

walking on SSJID easements.
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1

Manteca fire services, public police services respond

2

to emergencies with those people?

3

There's a lot of truckers out in that area

4

now, and that access road is how they get there.

5

this in mind, by what means the City of Manteca

6

responds to a medical emergency is important.

7

concerns are for justifying and protecting the public's

8

rights.

9

With

These

The road along -- road access along the

10

current location of the public dirt roadway extends to

11

RD17's continuing need to maintain the current dryland

12

levee to eliminate any current and continuing flood

13

risks, developed, and undeveloped properties north of

14

the RD17 levee.

15

With this in mind, TLG would like to call

16

your attention to recent and very significant levee

17

repairs associated with that levee, which TLG occurs on

18

or about December, 2013 by an RD17 contractor, DA

19

Archer Excavating.

20

anyone possibly consider a lease until adequate,

21

sufficient alternative roads are provided interrupting

22

the public's use of the current public dirt roadway

23

when it is considered the public dirt roadway is

24

dependent upon and currently utilized by public

25

agencies, contractors involved in various forms of
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1

maintaining the levee currently in place in any members

2

of the public looking to inspect the same?

3

For these reasons, TLG believes

4

accommodations should be made to allow the continued

5

use of the public dirt roadway at locations currently

6

in place and support adequate and continuing

7

protections of any and all rights enjoyed by the public

8

on that roadway.

9

Thank you.

MAYOR DeBRUM:

Thank you.

10

UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE SPEAKER:

11

MAYOR DeBRUM:

12

MARTIN HARRIS:

Martin Harris?

Mr. Harris?
Good evening.

Thanks for the

13

opportunity to be able to speak tonight.

14

Martin Harris representing Terra Land Group.

15

Terra Land Group submitted a letter to the Manteca City

16

Council in association with agenda item C2.

17

My name is
Yesterday

At this time, I would like to present an

18

excerpt from that letter relating to flood impacts and

19

responses to questions submitted by Michael Fonseca.

20

In this way, Terra Land Group continues its

21

efforts to support minimizing impacts, rather than

22

alignments.

23

response attachments in C, as well as Fonseca question

24

number 10, it appears that both flanking and

25

overtopping of the current levees will occur at or

Upon careful review of Fonseca question
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1

about 29 feet.

2

addition, Terra Land Group is informed and believes

3

that flood water elevations experienced from 1997 at no

4

time came close to either flanking or overtopping based

5

on a relief cut being made to the San Joaquin River

6

levee system at or near Turtle Beach.

7

supported by water contra lines detailed in Fonseca

8

question response attachment A, which is an OES map

9

done in 2011 that mapped out the impacts from the 1997

10
11

This will be kind of technical.

In

This is

flood.
Further, Terra Land Group believes this to

12

be fully consistent with the previous information

13

presented by Terra Land Group and the letters being

14

presented tonight.

15

Of special concern is that with the

16

inclusion of various Fonseca questions into this

17

dryland levee public hearing process, Terra Land Group

18

cannot see how any member of the public, including

19

Manteca councilmembers can adequately understand the

20

full scope of the various possibilities for flood water

21

impacts likely to occur.

22

In addition, yet another set of Fonseca

23

questions dated and submitted August 8th, 2016 and the

24

associated response that have just been received

25

earlier this morning were presented by e-mail from
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1

Terra Land Group to the City Council earlier this

2

afternoon and caused Terra Land Group to believe that

3

the latest responses only add confusion and

4

uncertainty.

5

Further, Terra Land Group believes that any

6

future decisions made by any and all governing

7

authorities relating to management of water storage and

8

releases from the Don Pedro and Melones Reservoirs

9

could also add to the total impacts created.

10

For this reason, Terra Land Group and other

11

members of the public believe that it is important that

12

the City of Manteca and other authorities involved

13

place the greatest emphasis on ensuring that any

14

significant increase in "with" project as compared to

15

"without" project, flood, elevation conditions, will

16

allow for mitigated measures to be put in place to

17

reduce those impacts to less than significant.

18

This is particularly important when you

19

consider increased storage and improved water

20

management and flood prevention capabilities associated

21

with the expansion of Don Pedro Reservoir in 1971 and

22

Melones Reservoir in 1979, which causes Terra Land

23

Group to believe redefines the public's understanding

24

and reliance on future flood impacts to be expected.

25

With this in mind, it is Terra Land Group's
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1

belief that the 1997 flood established a working model

2

for flood impacts to be utilized in any future

3

comparative analysis.

4

Terra Land Group further believes that the

5

1997 flood impact model is adequately demonstrated in

6

Fonseca question response attachment A and most

7

particularly with a 27-foot, 6-inch flood elevation

8

line that is depicted, and that's that same 2011 OES

9

flood map.

10

As a result, Terra Land Group believes that

11

it is only reasonable to expect that any future impact

12

analysis allows for a direct comparison of "with"

13

project to "without" project conditions based on the

14

27-foot, 6 elevation impacts experienced during the

15

1997 flood.

Thank you very much.

16

UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE SPEAKER:

17

MARY ANN RAWLINS:

I appreciate it.
Mary Ann Rawlins?

Mary Ann Rawlins, 5880 East

18

Fig Avenue.

19

because it's just repetition about the SB 5 levee.

20

Okay.

21

I'm not going to read the entire letter

I'm going to take off here with, understand

22

that this levee extension is not an Army Corps of

23

Engineer levee nor an RD17 levee.

24

being extended off of the RD17 levee, 100-year levee

25

and should be maintained by the Cities of Manteca,
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1

Lathrop, and Stockton, if and when the City of Stockton

2

decides to join the cities of Manteca and Lathrop in

3

its endeavor.

4

Keep in mind, this extension is not being

5

established for the existing homes in the 200-year

6

floodplain, nor those new homes being built prior to or

7

approved for building prior to July, 2016.

8
9

All those existing structures are hereby
grandfathered.

If no building is to occur within this

10

area by the city, there is no need for the 200-year

11

levee protection.

12

In my opinion -- in the opinion of myself

13

and others, the City of Manteca has never been

14

forthright with information regarding the proposed

15

expressway, nor have they been straight to the point

16

with information regarding the proposed dryland levee.

17

Information has been gleaned by a number of

18

individuals who will be adversely impacted by this

19

undertaking.

20

and myself, Mary Ann Rawlins, dated April 2nd, 2014,

21

which used the Freedom of Information Act to obtain any

22

maps regarding the proposed roadway, all the

23

information we received to date is a single sheet of

24

paper with no street names.

25

inappropriate information, and does not comply with the

Please note, requests for Dee Wackerly
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1
2

provisions of the act.
SB 5 was passed in 2007 with a number of

3

amendments added to the bill and established the

4

criteria of cities (Inaudible) by 2012.

5

Manteca met all these requirements.

6

The City of

The placement of the expressway and the

7

dryland levee were to be done as a joint venture.

8

was not until the first workshop meeting held by Drake

9

Haglan on March 30th, 2016 that the City of Manteca

10

took the expressway off the table.

11

then aware of the tentative placement of a dryland

12

levee, and they had taken steps to meet the

13

requirements prior to 2012.

14

It

City planners were

Therefore, I would ask the question, why

15

was there no mention of the proposed extension of the

16

dryland levee and expressway at the time of our April

17

2nd, 2014 requests?

18

They were being done hand in hand.

Landowners have repeatedly voiced their

19

objections to this massive invasion and nuisance into

20

the rural property south of Peach by attending meetings

21

and writing letters (Inaudible) record of the various

22

council meetings, but to no avail.

23

The City of Manteca is well aware, on

24

notice of the expectant higher flood waters and

25

additional flooding to those landowners south of the
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1

proposed levee but still choose not to hear their

2

voices and turn a blind eye to the concerns and known

3

history of this floodplain.

4

The City of Manteca refuses to listen to

5

the wise advice of the landowners who have experienced

6

terrible flooding in the past.

7

cases, three generations of families who have

8

experienced not just one flood but three major floods,

9

'51, '55, and '97.

10

There are, in some

These individuals are whom the city

11

initially contacted for their advice as to where the

12

flood water went.

13

1997 flooding.

14

ignore and defer to the affected parties' expertise.

15

This speaks to the City of Manteca's foreseeability of

16

the issues.

17

Most recently was the time of the

Yet, in this instance, they choose to

This is not an act of God, and their

18

intentional willingness to ratify the deal knowing

19

fully well that flooding will most definitely occur,

20

this goes towards its accountability.

21

constructs or puts a hazard there and fails to properly

22

maintain it and fails to ensure the safety of the

23

adjoining landowners, they could be liable and held

24

responsible for damages to life and property.

25

If the city

Government, no matter if it's at the
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1

federal, state, county, or on our local city level, has

2

its principal duty to protect all the people.

3

purpose is not to put others at risk in order to

4

correct bad, irresponsible decisions made by the cities

5

for building an area where buildings should not have

6

been permitted in the past and certainly should not be

7

allowed in the future.

8
9

Its

Government at all levels seems to make and
change rules and policies for the benefit and not for

10

those whom they were elected to serve.

11

Responsibilities for their actions and any dire

12

consequences made on self-motive by the City of Manteca

13

and Lathrop cannot be tolerated.

14

should not hold rural landowners personally liable for

15

their bad decisions.

16

inform, notify the Cities of Manteca, Lathrop, and

17

Stockton that they will be held accountable for any

18

devastating effects that results from their

19

non-thinking and irrational behavior and planning.

20

Thank you.

The cities absolutely

This letter serves to seriously

21

MAYOR DeBRUM:

22

UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE SPEAKER:

23

ALICIA GUERRA:

Thank you.
Alicia Guerra?

Mayor DeBrum, Members of the City

24

Council, I'm Alicia Guerra with Buchalter, Hemer.

25

working with the local communities, the Manteca SB 5
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1

developer group, and RD17 on developing this proposal

2

for 200-year flood protection, and I wanted to comment

3

on a couple of issues that have been raised this

4

evening.

5

The first thing is, we're at the beginning

6

of the process, and I think, Mayor DeBrum, you made the

7

comment that this effort this evening is just to

8

identify an alternative that can be carried forward

9

through years of further studies, and, actually,

10

studies have already been underway for RD17 with its

11

levee seepage repair project, and the adequate progress

12

findings that were prepared cover all of that, all of

13

the efforts today to bring this area into a 100-year

14

flood protection to continue to maintain a 100-year

15

flood protection and to build from that to build for a

16

200-year flood protection.

17

RD17 has designed a plan that protects

18

everybody to 200-year flood protection.

19

about new development.

20

residents within the area, as well, within Lathrop,

21

Manteca, unincorporated San Joaquin County, and

22

portions of Stockton.

23

It's not just

It's about the existing 46,500

What is important is all of the local

24

communities are working together, and they're working

25

together in two different ways.
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1

this plan which necessitates having some alternatives

2

to study through the environmental review process and

3

the permitting process, but they're also working with

4

the State and Federal Government to try to get some

5

funding devoted to these levee improvements to continue

6

to provide flood protection from 2025 and into the

7

future, but we all know the reality is nobody has

8

money, and so this is going to be a very long and

9

uncertain process.

10

So in the meantime, we are working now on

11

trying to bring the plan forward, and that effort

12

necessitates the identification of an alternative, and

13

these local communities have come together with an MOU.

14

They are starting discussions on governments and how to

15

form an entity to carry this effort forward for the

16

benefit of all of the communities and for RD17 as the

17

levee maintaining agency, and in an effort to proceed

18

with that, we need to be able to demonstrate to the

19

Department of Water Resources and the Corps that we're

20

working together on this wise use of the floodplain

21

issue, and so this alternative that is brought before

22

you today is going to be the first step in trying to do

23

the studies needed to be able to demonstrate to the

24

agencies that this process will proceed in an effort to

25

provide adequate progress and in an effort to provide
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1

200-year flood protection by 2025, so if anyone has any

2

questions or has questions about the process, I'm

3

available and would certainly be happy to address your

4

concerns or questions.

5

MAYOR DeBRUM:

Thank you.

One quick question.

Mrs. Rawlins

6

indicated that -- and it's my understanding it's not

7

all about what you just indicated.

8

new development.

9

that are out there, whether it's the County Jail, the

It's not all about

It's about protection of the entities

10

County Hospital, the new VA Hospital, our sewer

11

facility, everything.

12

there, would we still be required to put in a levee or

13

maintain a 200-year flood protection system?

14

ALICIA GUERRA:

If not one house was built out

If not one house -- so the

15

requirement for 200-year flood protection applies to

16

commercial and residential development.

17

In addition, we have 61 critical facilities

18

located in RD17.

19

a 500-year level of flood protection.

20

is pretty onerous, and so right now, what RD17 is doing

21

is try to flood-protect the area to 200-year flood

22

protection.

23

Those actually are supposed to go to
Well, 500 years

We need, though, some new development to be

24

able to fund this because it's expensive for the local

25

communities, and RD17 doesn't have the resources to
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1

fund these improvements, and so new development,

2

whether it's residential, and we have industrial and

3

commercial developers also working on this, are funding

4

this effort so that everybody within RD17, the existing

5

residents, the existing property owners benefit from

6

that enhanced flood protection, so it applies equally

7

to residential and to commercial development, as well.

8

MAYOR DeBRUM:

9

MR. MOROWIT:

Thank you.
Just to piggy-back a little bit on

10

that.

11

Department of Water Resources has been very stringent

12

about what they would like, and one thing they don't

13

want to see is us to incorporate more land for

14

development, so I'm looking at this alternative here,

15

2A, which has been recommended.

I brought that up in the past, as well.

16

The

We haven't voted on it yet, but it's been

17

recommended.

18

place, and this will be a slight extension of this, but

19

I don't see it really particularly taking any more

20

land, very minimal amount.

21

We already have an existing RD17 levee in

I think it's in accordance, so we don't,

22

you know, do anything to existing property owners, but

23

we really aren't expanding what we already have

24

entitlements for.

25

I realize people might say, oh, there's no
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1

homes there, why are we going around them.

2

Fortunately, entitled -- correct me if I'm wrong --

3

means that they have been told that we have been

4

entitled to build there already.

5

So what we're doing is taking the

6

existing -- I realize existing looks like an empty lot,

7

but it is existing.

8

been entitled by the city, so as hard as it is to see

9

that because there is no homes there, it is -- and

I mean, it is something that has

10

unless you can correct me, but we are basically staying

11

within the guidelines of the Department of Water

12

Resources.

13

I've attended a couple of meetings with

14

them in Sacramento, and they just are completely --

15

don't want us to expand more areas and just say, okay,

16

no, we want to expand it, try to get a little bit out

17

of this because this doesn't get more out of it.

18

I know other alignments drop down farther

19

south.

20

piggy-backs on what's already there, so from what I

21

understand and what I've been told, we just can't cut

22

out what we're already entitled, and then we would be

23

in a completely different situation legally.

24

This one doesn't particularly.

25

ALICIA GUERRA:
right.

It like

Council Morowit, you're exactly

I mean, the discussions with the agencies have
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1

been not even that.

2

in the way that local communities do, so just because

3

you have a development agreement or just because you

4

have a vesting tentative map, to the State and the

5

Feds, that doesn't mean anything, and under SB 5, that

6

doesn't mean anything, particularly if you're a

7

residential subdivision because the issuance of

8

building permits are subject to the 200-year flood

9

requirement for residential.

They don't recognize vested rights

The issuance or approval

10

of development agreements are subject to 200-year flood

11

protection.

12

In the discussions with the Corps and with

13

DWR, they've said notwithstanding the local community's

14

efforts to come together with a unified floodplain

15

management initiative, which has been ongoing for the

16

past year, actually two years, to try to further manage

17

the level of development within the deep part of the

18

floodplain, we've gone to those agencies and said in a

19

couple of instances, Lathrop, for example, reduced the

20

area within its sphere and wiped out some development.

21

We talked to them about what Manteca's

22

efforts are through the general plan update process.

23

We talked to them about what Stockton's efforts are to

24

change their Village residential to a much less

25

intensive, most likely agricultural, open space area,
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1

and we've said -- we've put that on the table and said,

2

we're not going to develop this 3200-acre area for

3

urban development; we're actually going to reduce it,

4

and they said, well, that's not really good enough, you

5

still need to go back and show us -- notwithstanding

6

vested rights, notwithstanding what is considered

7

entitled to your point, Councilmember, you need to take

8

some more land out, so when they understood Manteca was

9

also considering the dryland levee extension, they

10

said, Well, you can't put more land in because we told

11

you, you just have to take more land out if you're

12

going to go through this process, and all of this

13

frankly isn't even to get an approval.

14

This is just to start the process with the

15

State and the Corps of Engineers, so I want to assure

16

everyone here that the decisions made this evening, we

17

are so far away from getting an approval from anybody

18

at this point.

19

This is just to start the process, so at

20

the end of the day, you know, we're looking at probably

21

having to shrink the level of development in this area,

22

and that's the reality.

23

MAYOR DeBRUM:

24

ALICIA GUERRA:

25

UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE SPEAKER:
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1

ED FONSECA:

Good evening.

The project

2

background that you were given this evening was the

3

floods of '83, '86, '95, and '97.

4

and '55, so I'm getting up there in age, and a couple

5

comments I'd like to make.

6

Well, I was in '51

First of all, currently, Manteca has been

7

acting on a, quote, adequate progress report, which

8

allows developers to proceed on lots that the city has

9

already created that is in the floodplain.

10

The City of Manteca is opening itself up to

11

the biggest and most lawsuits they've ever even dreamed

12

about if they allow the developers to continue and

13

develop those lots that you've already created.

14

Because there's no mechanism for funding in place.

15

levee hasn't been decided for sure.

16

Let's go back to the '97 flood.

Why?
The

There was

17

water at the intersection of Fig and Oleander, and 2A

18

proposes to stop the levee at Oleander.

19

that going to do you?

20

You don't think the water is going to go right around

21

that levee on Oleander, come right into the City of

22

Manteca on all the houses that already exist?

23

What good is

You've been watching TV lately?

You're not taking action on a levee to

24

protect new construction.

25

levee to protect the existing City of Manteca, and you
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1

think it won't happen.

2

rain in two days?

3

had your TVs turned on the last couple days?

4

seen how many thousands of people have been put out of

5

their homes?

6

the existing -- existing City of Manteca, not paper

7

lots that you have approved in a floodplain when there

8

is no plan in effect to control that 200-year flood

9

plan.

Have you ever seen 25 inches of

You say it won't happen.

Have you
Have you

You have a duty to protect

Yes, everybody is working on it, but there

10

doesn't seem to be a consensus, no consensus on where

11

the levee should go.

12

This report says that 2A won't affect any

13

of the farmland.

14

Half of the land would be taken away by this proposed

15

2A levee.

16

eminent domain.

17

because it's going to come back to bite you in the butt

18

because I guarantee you that Fonseca Farms is not

19

prepared to sell land for a levee at the proposed

20

prices that RD17 has thrown out there, which is

21

ridiculous, not land that we farmed for years.

22

Well, it destroys one of our farms.

You say the City of Manteca doesn't support
You're recording all of this, right,

You want to talk about how many generations

23

that go back with floods?

24

anybody else in this room.

25

standing on my dad's pickup barely looking over the
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1

windshield to see the flood waters come in, and if you

2

get a 200-year flood, that levee is not going to do any

3

good if you stop at -- you need to go all the way to

4

Union Road minimum.

5

I propose route number 3.

Okay.

So route

6

number 3 affects, according to the draft, the least

7

amount of property owners, okay?

8

says that you're doing a land grab with that, but I

9

don't think you're doing a land grab if you're

10

The only problem, it

protecting the City of Manteca.

11

Some people might say, well, you're doing

12

it for your self-service because that would put your

13

property on Airport Way inside the flood levee.

14

true.

15

be outside the flood levee, so, you know, I'm thinking

16

of the city itself.

Not

We have other farm ground that we own that would

17

I'll probably never see it, being 67 years

18

old, but if the water came to McKinley and Fig in '97

19

and you get a 200-year flood, the City of Manteca is

20

going to see water in its city streets, city streets if

21

you guys don't put your big boy and big girl pants on

22

and do what's right, and you can't allow any building

23

to go forward.

24
25

Screw this adequate progress being
obtained.

There's no adequate progress.
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1

decision made.

2

There's no EIR.

How in the hell can you allow those paper

3

lots to be developed?

4

that this city would take on if you allowed that

5

construction to go forward and you did not have firm,

6

solid plans made on how that levee was going to be

7

done, and what -- what if the developers built those

8

lots and then moved to New York?

9

I mean, the amount of lawsuits

Who's going to pay?

There's no plan in effect.

There's no

10

signed documents.

11

Adequate progress report is a bullshit comment to allow

12

the developers to proceed when there is no solid plan

13

in effect for this levee.

There's nothing but thin air.

14

UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE SPEAKER:

15

MICHAEL FONSECA:

Michael Fonseca?

Good evening.

Michael Fonseca,

16

Airport Way.

17

tonight, but I had to come up and just make a little

18

clarification.

19

believe she is the legal counsel for the Manteca

20

Development Group.

21

Originally, I wasn't going to speak

You know, I missed their name.

I

It was clever how she deflected your

22

question, Mayor DeBrum.

23

levee would be required if not another house was built

24

within the 200-year floodplain.

25

that the 200-year protection is only required if the
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1

development occurs within a 200-year floodplain.

2

It does not -- it is not directed towards

3

existing infrastructure, existing people, or anything

4

developed outside the 200-year floodplain, but I

5

appreciate her deflection with that answer, so while

6

I'm up here, if it's that important to protect the rest

7

of the existing infrastructure and population of

8

Manteca and Lathrop and my land is needed to ensure

9

that protection, why is there such an effort to devalue

10

my property?

11

Why -- why is not the property owners

12

respected?

13

being restricted, but that's not taken into account.

14
15

My land is being taken from me, my use is

The only thing that's taken into account is
how cheap you can get it.

16

That's not right.

I know it's recommended that the

17

councilmembers don't engage in conversation with the

18

speakers.

19

many of the members up there access the Raymus -- the

20

Raymusexpresswayplan.com website in regards to the

21

dryland levee, that map Drake Haglan & Associates

22

periodically puts updates on?

23

going to assume none of you have accessed that website.

24
25

By a show of hands, how many people -- how

So seeing no hands, I'm

It is my understanding a series of
questions I submitted to Drake Haglan in regards to
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1

flood impacts was only posted on that website.

2

not issued directly to each one of you members up there

3

that are voting tonight.

4

It was

If you guys have not accessed this

5

information, I could go through here and point out all

6

the inconsistencies that were provided to me in regards

7

to my questions.

8

Multiple times, this says they were incorrect.

9

responses I received were incorrect.

10

I'm not going to do that tonight.

Knowledge is power.

Their

Maybe not as big as

11

political power, but knowledge is power.

12

have the right knowledge, how can you make the right

13

decision?

Thank you.

14

UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE SPEAKER:

15

MAYOR DeBRUM:

No other speakers?

No other speakers?

16

else wish to address the council?

17

yes.

18

If you don't

Okay.

Does anyone
(Inaudible)

Good evening.
UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE SPEAKER:

Good evening.

I'm

19

going to try not to get too emotional, but listening to

20

all this and dealing with this for an extended period

21

of time, I know I've mentioned to you all before that

22

Marty and I live on Oleander, and what's funny, I was

23

walking in and saw that Manteca is a family city.

24

guys might not know, but we have number 18 and 19

25

grandkids on the way coming in November and January,
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1

and we gather at that property, and we love our

2

property, and so do our grandkids.

3

In '97, 20 inches of water in that home.

4

Marty and his family at the time were displaced.

5

I am hearing is that if this levee gets put where it's

6

proposed to be, that can increase 3 feet.

7

What

Upsetting.

You know, I have a lot of respect for all

8

of you, and I'm praying for all of you.

9

for the developers and praying for my neighbors and my

I'm praying

10

friends and the business owners south of that levee,

11

and I'm mostly praying that you will consider

12

everything that you've heard tonight and have heard

13

over the last few years when you make your decisions.

14

Thank you very much.

15

MAYOR DeBRUM:

16

REESE VINCENT:

Yes, sir?
Reese Vincent, and I live at

17

21561 Oleander.

18

Fig, which has been mentioned.

19

couple of times, but, Councilmembers, I want you to

20

know that when I bought my property out there, I knew

21

occasionally I'd get wet feet.

22

I live on the corner of Oleander and
I've had wet feet a

It's a wonderful place to live, and I'm

23

very resistant to a board who I have absolutely no

24

ballot box power with making decisions that you're

25

going to ruin or change my quality of life.
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1

I don't understand how we can sit through a

2

two-hour meeting tonight and not one person has

3

mentioned the cheapest of all things because of

4

regulatory regulations of just simply dredging that 20

5

miles of San Joaquin River.

6

I can't understand how a meeting of this

7

type can go forward and nobody want to buck the system.

8

It's the cheapest and it's the easiest.

9

It offers the most protection, and yet,

10

nobody wants to discuss it because the regulatory

11

agencies won't let us do it.

12

property owner on the wrong side of your levee to have

13

at least the courtesy to take care of me.

14

walk over me.

15
16
17

Don't just

Thank you.

MAYOR DeBRUM:
ma'am?

I'm asking you as a

Thank you.

Anyone else?

Mrs. Harris and then Dr. Davis.
LUCILLE HARRIS:

Yes,

Good evening.

I'm Lucille Harris, and my

18

business is located on Almondwood Drive, but I am

19

here -- just pull it down just a little bit, please.

20

But I am here without any notes, and I'm not too

21

comfortable, I have to tell you, but I do want to say

22

that I know you're interested in this, Mayor, that the

23

Manteca Historical Society, there is an extensive

24

report by Alex Hildebrand.

25

It includes dredging, and every one of you
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1

here should go to the Historical Society and read that

2

report.

Thank you.

3

MAYOR DeBRUM:

4

DR. DAVIS:

5

MAYOR DeBRUM:

6

DR. DAVIS:

Thank you.

Dr. Davis?

Good evening.
Good evening.

I'm going to be very brief.

I've

7

been listening to everyone's opinions tonight, and I

8

know you have to make a decision.

9

Whatever that decision is, it's going to

10

settle here and hopefully go forward.

11

would add an addendum to whatever decision you make.

12

I wish that you

As Mr. Brinton has mentioned in the past,

13

you already have entitlements in the 200-year

14

floodplain that have been designed.

15

before you make a decision finally that you add the

16

addendum that no construction take place, no permit

17

actually be issued in any of those floodplain zones

18

until the levee is actually constructed.

19

I would ask that

Once the levee is constructed, all those

20

constructions -- all those developments are under the

21

(Inaudible) flood.

22

As I understand, this is just a decision

23

process tonight, 2016.

24

the EIR's.

25

2023 before the levee groundbreaking takes place.

2017, '18, you're going to get

Construction may not even take place until
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1

In the meantime, any homes that are built

2

there are now exposed to a 200-year flood that could

3

happen between now and then, which puts all of us at

4

risk.

5

If you're going to decide on anything, I

6

would ask for an addendum.

7

there until the levee is actually built.

8

the most common sense.

9

Don't permit construction
That makes

Whatever happens between now and the levee

10

construction, at least then you're protecting your rear

11

if you wish to call it that, or the city's.

12

there are entitlements already decided, but if you tell

13

the developers that you have to express to the new

14

(Inaudible) owners, new home owners that they're at a

15

higher risk for flood and they're taking on that

16

responsibility, again, a lot of homeowners will not buy

17

a house in that place, particularly if the development

18

company does not take full responsibility of the

19

construction, and that should be thrown on them.

20

I understand the user fees.

I know

There is a

21

user fee.

22

200-year floodplain before that levee is built, they

23

take full responsibility.

24

responsibility.

25

Have them put up a bond saying if there's a

Thank you.

MAYOR DeBRUM:
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1

sir?

2

ANDREW WERTMAN:

Andrew Wertman.

I live at 4843

3

East Fig Avenue.

4

Airport, but it is a ranch that me and my wife have

5

sacrificed for, worked very hard for, and made good

6

financial decisions so we can move out there in order

7

to raise our kids out there, and for lack of a better

8

word, I've been trying to think of a word while I've

9

been sitting back there, but I'm going to use

It's a small ranch just east of

10

inappropriate, and I mean no disrespect to this lady

11

here, but for her to downplay tonight's decisions, to

12

downplay it, tonight is not going to happen, everything

13

is going to happen down the road, I find that

14

inappropriate.

15

This levee is going to go possibly directly

16

behind my house, which is going to affect the whole

17

reason and decision my wife and I made to move to the

18

county to raise our kids in the country with

19

agriculture and deep history and animals and everything

20

that we came on a positive path in the future.

21

The last thing I want to ask is if it's

22

possible to bring her back up and ask her that question

23

again.

24

get a straight answer.

25

deflected and went into, well, it affects commercial

If no house is built, is the levee required and
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1

and commercial is going to pay for the levee.

2

the way I understand it, is they're going to use

3

commercial and residential development to fund this

4

levee, and if it's possible, will she answer the

5

question directly, if nothing is built, is this levee

6

required?

7
8
9
10

That's

Thank you.

ALICIA GUERRA.

I thought you might ask me to

come back up here.
MAYOR DeBRUM:
ALICIA GUERRA:

Yeah.
So if nothing is built and there

11

is no more development, then 200-year -- a 200-year

12

levee improvement is not required because there's no

13

need to continue to implement those findings.

14

But we have a plan, the local communities

15

have a plan to provide for 200-year flood protection.

16

That plan depends on a self-funded strategy where all

17

of this development, development impact fees,

18

assessments, special financing districts are going to

19

be used to fund that protection, that 200-year flood

20

protection.

21

It applies to commercial.

It applies to

22

residential.

23

of Trustees because they all own property there, and

24

RD17 cannot undertake improvements that benefit some

25

part of the property within the reclamation district to

RD17 has some challenges with its Board
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1

the detriment of other properties within the

2

reclamation district, so when it makes a decision to go

3

forward to continue to maintain a 100-year flood

4

protection as it's done with its levee seepage repair

5

project, it benefits everybody.

6

Similarly, when it makes the decision to go

7

forward with phase 4, which is described in the

8

adequate progress report and the finance plan, it's

9

benefitting everybody.

10

The only way to benefit everybody is for

11

this new development that's within the area to fund the

12

protection for the benefit of everybody, and that's

13

what this plan contemplates.

14

It is a viable plan.

The law requires that

15

you map out a plan for how you will have 200-year flood

16

protection in 2025.

17

it wasn't required prior to 2012 as someone had

18

indicated previously.

19

of that development that is proceeding is with the plan

20

to start funding today to make that 200-year flood

21

protection a reality, recognizing the constraints of

22

the process, the permitting requirements, dealing with

23

the state and federal agencies, all of that is an

24

effort to come up with state and federal funding to

25

help fund this effort, and if that doesn't happen,
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1

there is a program reflected in the adequate progress

2

report that shows in the finance plan how flood

3

protection to 200-year flood protection for everybody

4

will be provided.

5

Again, if there's no more development for

6

today, then there isn't 200-year flood protection for

7

anybody in this area.

8

everybody in RD17, and that's the proposal.

9
10
11

This plan is to have it for

UNIDENTIFIED MALE SPEAKER:

And that's whether

it's residential or commercial?
ALICIA GUERRA:

Whether it's residential or

12

commercial, and the reason is that findings were

13

required depending on the level of entitlements you're

14

seeking.

15

If you're commercial and you need a

16

discretionary approval, you have to make a 200-year

17

flood protection requirement just like if you're a

18

residential project with a tentative subdivision map or

19

a building permit, and everybody -- this finance plan

20

is based on treating everybody acre-for-acre because

21

everybody benefits from the flood protection, and

22

that's how the plan is formulated.

23
24
25

MAYOR DeBRUM:
Yes, ma'am?

Okay.

Thank you.

Anyone else?

Good evening.

SUE QUARESMA:
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1

live out -- further out.

2

(phonetic) and Union.

3

tonight.

4

DWR says promote wise use of floodplain.

We live out on Harem

A couple things I want to say

5

I want to know how this is wise use of -- the

When you look at the maps that were

6

presented by Drake Haglan tonight, you can see the area

7

they want to protect is deep red.

8

That's deep floodplain.

9

levee is going, that's where we're all at.

10

That's 10 feet.

When you look below where the
We're at 10

feet, too.

11

She said tonight, this is going to benefit

12

everybody.

13

none of the districts below RD17, none of the farms,

14

and none of the families that have been there, raised

15

their children, want to make a life, nobody down there.

16

I don't think so.

It benefits RD17, but

I think it -- and it's sad that we have no

17

voice, other than to come up here and say what we feel.

18

We can't vote for you guys, but we're being the ones

19

that are being made to suffer because there will be

20

flooding, and we're okay with what we had before, but

21

when you guys are proposing this to push more on us --

22

and I take offense to her saying that it benefits

23

everybody because it doesn't.

24
25

MAYOR DeBRUM:
else?

Thank you.

Thank you.
Anyone else?

Anyone

I want to bring it back up front, Mr. Morowit.
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1

COUNCILMAN MOROWIT:

This decision doesn't come

2

lightly or even tonight's meeting.

3

this prior.

4

anybody, and you're correct, there is not -- for

5

everyone, there is no such thing as everyone in this

6

room or in this city for that matter that results from

7

what we do or don't do.

I was preparing for

I see no perfect solution regardless for

8

I do have concerns about -- because people

9

seem to be mentioning tonight that they do expect more

10

water to come that way, and if that's the case, then it

11

will affect people within the city, and it also may

12

affect negatively the people that live on the other

13

side, I agree.

14

There is no perfect solution, but it seems

15

to me everybody seems to be concerned about a bigger

16

flood or maybe a flood back in the 50's that occurred

17

way before I ever came out here, as well, so I respect

18

that.

19

I understand that.
Regardless of what we do tonight -- and I'm

20

going to ask Mr. Brinton, I'll pick an attorney that

21

might be a little more neutral to the folks, doesn't

22

work for anyone, other than the city.

23

today will require an environmental impact report?

24

MR. BRINTON:

25

COUNCILMAN MOROWIT:
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1

to the alignment, although a preferred alignment does

2

not mean that it will turn out that way?

3

MR. BRINTON:

4

COUNCILMAN MOROWIT:

Correct.
It could be extended

5

farther.

6

come up tonight, said that maybe it should go farther.

7

Maybe it should stop where it is now, but regardless,

8

that is not a decision we have tonight; is that right?

9
10

I understand some people -- some folks have

MR. BRINTON:

(Inaudible).

COUNCILMAN MOROWIT:

As far as what we have on

11

the board for homes, I agree, so right now, they're in

12

the 100-year floodplain type of a levee, but I do think

13

that needs to be built up, too, for the homes and

14

businesses and things that are inside that levee, but I

15

really don't know enough to know without an

16

environmental impact report, and I have seen many when

17

I was on the Planning Commission, and they're extremely

18

detailed, as most people know, and they're usually very

19

much controversial, and this will be very

20

controversial.

21

I may or may not be here then.

Sometimes I

22

wonder why I'm here now.

23

decisions quite frankly, and I don't take them lightly,

24

but I do know that we have to start someplace because I

25

do feel that we are a consensus, and there will be
California Deposition Reporters

It's difficult to make these

(209) 478-3377 or (800) 442-3377

121

1

water and it could be higher than what it has been, and

2

so I do feel that we have to start someplace, so I have

3

a lot of faith in the environmental impact reports.

4

They're very detailed, and if we go to CEQA

5

and go into the other one for the federal, I'm in hopes

6

that we will get a better answer.

7

As far as land that's going to be grabbed

8

or taken, I can't even answer that.

9

the dollar amount is.

I don't know what

I don't know what they've even

10

told you.

11

start someplace to at least identify that.

12

I don't know.

But I do know that we have to

Maybe at the end of the day, this thing

13

drops down or goes up.

14

believe we have to do something because I do believe

15

we'll have another flood and that will be of greater

16

magnitude than we had that possibly what was in the

17

past history.

18

I have no idea, but I do

History tends to repeat itself, but I don't

19

know, but I do know enough to know that I have some

20

faith or a lot of faith in environmental impact

21

reports, and I realize that they are extremely tedious

22

and long and drawn out and expensive, but in this case,

23

I think it is the only way to get an answer that will

24

be better than just a couple of folks sitting up here,

25

five people making a decision, but I do think they will
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1

do a better job of dissecting the problems, and then

2

like I say, it will come before a body like ours again.

3

With or without us, it will come before us, but at

4

least we'll have more information, so I do believe we

5

have to start someplace, but it doesn't come lightly,

6

and I'm really hoping that clarity will come through

7

further investigation and reports, CEQA, if the Feds

8

get involved, and I do agree with some of the folks,

9

yes, we should dredge the river, but it does not seem

10

to be an option that anybody is proposing nor do they

11

want to do.

12

I agree.

It seems much simpler.

We've

13

talked about it before, but I just don't feel -- at

14

this time, maybe more people can put more pressure on

15

those entities and the Corps, the Feds to do something

16

about the dredging because it would make a lot more

17

sense, but at this time, I don't think that's something

18

we could consider, although I would love to have that

19

be considered along with this.

20

Maybe it would be a combination or take up

21

less land, but at this time, we have to start

22

someplace, and I have some faith in the system.

23

shouldn't say some.

24

of the system because I've seen it and I realize the

25

magnitude of the information that has to come forth and
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1

the workshops, and then it will come back again.

2

won't be for sometime, but hopefully at a better time

3

for us.

4

UNIDENTIFIED MALE SPEAKER:

5

COUNCILMAN SILVERMAN:

It

(Inaudible).

I can only (Inaudible)

6

some of those comments.

7

letters, the documents, Mr. Harris, Mr. Perkins.

8

read these things.

9

I've read everything, all your

I've been out there.

10

are being considered.

11

It is a very tough decision.

12

I've had to make yet.

13

I've

I've walked it.

You

Your thoughts are heard, okay?
It's the toughest one

I'd like to bring up dredging real quickly.

14

I know when we've gone back to Washington, we've met

15

with the Army Corps of Engineers, we've met with

16

Congressman Ganz' office.

17

was at French Camp.

18

met the new colonel for the Army Corps of Engineers for

19

our area.

20

We're continuing that.

I

They had a meeting out there.

We

Dredging was mentioned a little bit.

21

That's a toughy.

22

thing, and unfortunately, it doesn't really have

23

anything to do with the floodplain.

24

dredging tomorrow.

25

doesn't go away just because there's dredging.
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1

still have to deal with it, so it's a toughy.

2

When I vote up here, I'm voting.

I hear

3

you, you're concerned.

4

influence and things like that.

5

the 75,000 other people that live in the City of

6

Manteca.

You're in our sphere of
I'm also voting for

7

I'm representing them overall, everyone.
I'm having to make decisions that are

8

having to be 20, 30, 40 years out.

9

that I'm making the right ones, they'll turn out right.

10

I suspect, unfortunately, I'm getting a little bit of a

11

pessimist that some of them may not, but I can live

12

with that.

13

I pray every night

I'm doing the best I can making what I

14

think is the right decision based on all of the input,

15

all of the things to consider, so just want to make

16

sure you know you're heard.

17

MAYOR DeBRUM:

18

COUNCILWOMAN MOORHEAD:

Thank you.

Debby?

I want to address the

19

question, I believe, by Michael Fonseca about his

20

questions.

21

us.

22

does come directly to us.

23

website.

24

know that, we did get that from our City Clerk.

25

The City Clerk does send all that over to

We got it in an e-mail.

Just so you know, that

It just doesn't go to a

It comes to us, and we got it, so just so you

Another thing, I have had the -- it had to
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1

be from me, not just to look at this on paper after I

2

saw this presentation already.

3

already seen this presentation and had a chance to ask

4

questions, and so I needed to go out to the levee, walk

5

on the levee, go look at all the land, drive everywhere

6

I could go to make sure I knew what I was looking at on

7

paper.

8

seeing it on paper and going out there, it's two

9

different things, so we have been taking this very

10
11

Each councilmember has

I got to see an actual what it is because

serious.
I know it's very serious for all of you.

12

These are your homes.

13

where you work, and that's important.

14

to us that it's important to you.

This is where you live.

This is

It's important

This is your life.

15

We have to sit here and make decisions all

16

the time that we are like on the fence about, and it's

17

really difficult, and so we have to make sure we get

18

all the right information, and sometimes it's

19

confusing, and so for us, this is our starting place.

20

I know this is where we're starting at.

21

We're not making any decisions on how it's

22

going to be exactly, but your input is the most

23

important to us.

24

on everything, not just what a consultant is telling

25

us, so the fact that you guys come here and tell us
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1

what you feel and what's going on, that's majorly

2

important for us, and I thank you for doing that.

3

MAYOR DeBRUM:

Thank you.

I just -- before I

4

make my comments, I just want to read this.

5

important to note that the Council's potential action

6

on selecting a preferred alignment is not the final

7

selection of alignment.

8

alignment will occur as part of the CEQA process.

9

An additional public outreach will be

It is

The final selection of

10

required and a no-build alternative will be studied in

11

addition to the preferred alternative under possible

12

variation under the preferred alternative, so as we go

13

through the entire processes, my colleagues have all

14

indicated this is a tough decision, things that we

15

certainly need to look at to have and understand.

16

You know, we can -- I've often talked about

17

the dredging.

18

that's very important that ultimately we need to look

19

at, but unfortunately, it's not the solution to all.

20

I certainly think that that's something

The dredging is a portion of what we need

21

to be looking at, but it's not going to fix the entire

22

problem.

23

cleaned out to make sure that everything is -- the

24

water will flow as it should be.

25

We need to, in my opinion, get that all

You know, I've heard Mr. Quaresma several
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1

times talk about the water flows and the areas and the

2

high points, the low points where the water flows and

3

so forth, all very important.

4

Mr. Hildebrand and his comments that he brought forward

5

in -- previously about the dredging aspect were

6

important, and those are things, I think, that are

7

important that we have to have on the forefront.

8
9

The fact that

When we look at the big broad picture and
it was said already, this is a starting point, we need

10

to go where we have never been before to have the

11

opportunity to look at the designs, look at the

12

engineering, to look at the land, potential land

13

acquisitions going forward through the EIR process.

14

This whole thing is not development-driven,

15

believe me.

16

guidelines for our community and every community that's

17

involved in the direction that we're going.

18

we're involved with Stockton, the county, RD17, the

19

City of Lathrop, ourselves, everyone coming together to

20

try to make the appropriate decisions that it's going

21

to put this thing going forward, and, you know, as we

22

continue to look and the question was asked and, you

23

know, I did ask if we did not build another house,

24

particularly, what would we be looking at, but I'm also

25

looking up at the jail, I'm also looking at the County

The State of California has set the
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1

Hospital, I'm also looking at the new VA facility.

2

looking at Highway 5.

3

want to see what you're going to do to it and the

4

impact that's going to be placed on our -- the entire

5

region with the closure of 5, that is something else

6

that we need to look at, so, you know, it's all about

7

doing the right thing at the right time, and sometimes

8

making the right decision isn't always easy, but it's

9

always the right thing to do, and so, you know, we're

I'm

You want to close Highway 5, you

10

having to go forward, we're having to make those tough

11

decisions in order to get us where we want to be, and I

12

think, you know, at the end of the day, the entire

13

process, we're so far from it, and I think it was

14

eloquently put earlier, you know, we are looking at

15

'17, '18 when the EIR process begins.

16

'18, '19, '20, '21 before we even see anything, any

17

development.

18

We're looking at

We've got to find where the funding source

19

is going to come from, whether it's going to be federal

20

dollars, state dollars, accumulation of all what the

21

cities are putting in, what the development communities

22

are putting in, so, you know, these are all things that

23

we need to look at, and believe me, I certainly

24

understand where everyone is sitting on that -- in the

25

area in which you have to think and what you have to
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1

say, so with that, what does the council wish to do?

2

(Inaudible) motion.

3
4

COUNCILMAN SILVERMAN:

I'll do it.

receive the presentation and approve alternate 2A.

5

MAYOR DeBRUM:

6

COUNCILWOMAN MOORHEAD:

7

MAYOR DeBRUM:

8
9
10

And do I have a second place?

all in favor, say eye.
(Councilmembers responded aye.)
MAYOR DeBRUM:

12

public comment?

13

Then we'll....

(Inaudible) same sign.

carried four to zero.

Okay.

Yeah.

Public comment?

Motion
No

We'll just wait up 2 seconds.

14

COUNCILMAN SILVERMAN:

15

MAYOR DeBRUM:

16

COUNCILMAN SILVERMAN:

17

MAYOR DeBRUM:

19

Second.

Properly moved and seconded, and

11

18

I'll move to

Tough vote.

It was.
Toughest one I've voted.

All right.

No public comment?

We'll now move on to City Manager's comments.
MS. REYES:

Mayor and Councilmembers, I'd like to

20

note that Police Chief Nick Obligacion officially

21

retired yesterday, August the 15th.

22

The chief's service to the City of Manteca

23

is very much appreciated.

24

former City Manager dated June 21st, 2016 to the

25

council, former Chief Obligacion has been retained by
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1

the city as a retired (Inaudible) police chief

2

effective August 17th, tomorrow.

3

At the former police chief's request,

4

recognition of his service to the City of Manteca will

5

be scheduled following the end of his interim

6

assignment.

7

Effective August 19th, Captain Charlie

8

Gokin (phonetic) will be serving as acting chief of

9

police through September the 18th.

Captain Gokin's

10

contact information will be provided to the council.

11

I'll get that to you.

12

As per the council's action for this

13

evening, recruitment for both the police chief and fire

14

chief's position will begin within the week.

15

MAYOR DeBRUM:

16

COUNCILMAN MOROWIT:

Okay.

All right.
Okay.

Mr. Morowit?

Well, thank you for

17

those that hung in there all the way to the end, to the

18

very end.

Tough meeting.

19

We went through it.

On a lighter note, I am imagining my mom is

20

still awake.

21

Alameda.

22

some convincing -- she lived by herself in our family

23

home -- by telling her what a great city we have, we

24

have good hospitals, we have plenty of facilities that

25

could suit her needs, we have a great medical, fire,

She moved in here about a month ago from

She lived there for over 50 years.
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1

and police department -- she lives very close to

2

Station No. 4, which is probably good -- she is

3

currently living close to where I reside in Manteca,

4

and she's turned 80 years old, and she decided she

5

wants to get a little closer to the family, so I told

6

her this was the best place for her to come.

7

She left Alameda, which is a great city.

8

grew up in Alameda, so I welcome my mom if she's still

9

watching, if she hung in there three hours, and if you

I

10

know my mom, she probably did.

11

MAYOR DeBRUM:

12

COUNCILMAN SILVERMAN:

13
14

Thank you.

Thank you.
Mr. Silverman?

I'm going to say hi,

Mrs. Morowit, and welcome to Manteca.
I'd just like to commend -- I don't know,

15

the police department, did you have any involvement in

16

the fires yet lately?

17

UNIDENTIFIED MALE SPEAKER:

18

COUNCILMAN SILVERMAN:

(Inaudible).

If I can point out our

19

fire department is very active in the fires that are

20

striking California.

21

days, 16 days, went down South first and then they came

22

back and went over to Monterey County.

23

(Inaudible) came out there for 15

We don't currently have anybody in any of

24

the other fires, but congratulations to all the

25

firefighters.

Be safe.
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1

I understand there's a new fire now down in

2

San Bernardino, and this state is running out of strike

3

teams as I understand it, so I suspect ours will be

4

called, and just praying for them.

5

MAYOR DeBRUM:

6

COUNCILWOMAN MOORHEAD:

Thank you.

Miss Debby?

I'm really sad about all

7

the flooding in Louisiana.

8

that lives there, and it's horrible right now, so I

9

totally understand that, and definitely, I want our

10

I have a very good friend

firefighters to be safe.

11

MAYOR DeBRUM:

Thank you.

Just a couple of

12

items.

13

the week, I believe our Olympic team is -- will be

14

wrapping up everything.

15

very excited every evening to watch what was going on

16

and the opportunities that have been whatever sport,

17

and it's very exciting to see the men and women of

18

this -- around the world.

19

You know, as we progress through the rest of

They've done very well.

Been

It's just not the United States who are so

20

athletic and what they have committed and the

21

commitments that they make, and so we're very, very

22

proud of them.

23

I want to congratulate Second Harvest Food

24

Bank.

25

chili cook-off went well.

We had a terrific event the other night.
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1

money, very proud of the entire group in what they've

2

done, and on Friday afternoon, as the new chairman of

3

the COG (phonetic) Board, I will be recommending the

4

name of Debby Moorhead to fill the Rail Commission

5

appointment, and we will see how that progresses at the

6

board level on the following Thursday evening, and the

7

final thing that I have this week, you know, through --

8

look at the paper and we've had -- lost a lot of good

9

friends around the community, and I want to close this

10

evening's meeting in remembrance of all the individuals

11

who have lost their lives during the past three weeks

12

in our community, so thank you.

13

adjourned.

14

The meeting is

--oOo--

15
16

(Whereupon the proceedings concluded.)

17
18
19
20
21
22
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24
25
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1

STATE OF CALIFORNIA,

2

COUNTY OF SAN JOAQUIN.

)
)
)

3
4

I, Vicki Jelley, a Certified Shorthand Reporter

5

licensed to practice in the STATE OF CALIFORNIA, do

6

hereby certify:

7

That I took down in shorthand notes all audio

8

proceedings had and testimony given; that I thereafter

9

caused said shorthand notes to be transcribed into

10

longhand typewriting, the above and foregoing being a

11

full, true, and correct transcription thereof.

12
13

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand
this 8th day of September, 2016.

14
15
16
17

_____________________________
18

Vicki Jelley, CSR No. 11067
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
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