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Lead agencies may include 15 hardcopies of this document when submitting electronic copies of Environmental Impact
Reports, Negative Declarations, Mitigated Negative Declarations, or Notices of Preparation to the State Clearinghouse
(SCH). The SCH also accepts other summaries, such as EIR Executive Summaries prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15123. Please include one copy of the Notice of Completion Form (NOC) with your submission and attach the
summary to each electronic copy of the document.
SCH #:
Project Title: Lower American River Anadromous Fish Habitat Restoration Project
Lead Agency: City of Sacramento
Contact Name: Lilly Allen, Sacramento Area Water Forum
Email: lallen@cityofsacramento.org
Project Location: Near Sacramento

Phone Number: (916) 808-1993

City							

Sacramento
County

Project Decription (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The City, in association with the U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation and the Sacramento Water
Forum (Water Forum) would borrow gravel material from Sailor and Mississippi Bars, and place up to 30,000 tons of
gravel per year at up to three sites within the American River channel within 10 broadly defined areas. The project also
includes floodplain and side channel creation/enhancement, and instream habitat structure placement in the LAR as part
of ongoing Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA), Section 3406(b)(13) improvement requirements. The
project is located in Sacramento County, northeast of Sacramento, California. The project site is not included on the
Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites (Cortese) List.

Identify the project's significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
An Initial Study/proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared for the proposed project. Based on the
Initial Study, the proposed project will not have any significant or potentially significant effects on the environment. The
proposed project would have no impacts on cultural resources, mineral resources, population and housing, public
services, utilities and service systems, and wildfire. The proposed project would have less-than-significant impacts on
aesthetics, agricultural and forestry, air quality, energy, greenhouse gas emissions, noise, transportation. The proposed
project would have potentially significant impacts on biological resources, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous
materials, hydrology and water quality, recreation and tribal cultural resources but mitigation measures are proposed to
avoid or reduce these effects to less-than-significant levels. The following avoidance and minimization measures will be
implemented: preparation of a SWPPP, implementation of noise controls, implementation of a traffic control and boater
safety plan, preconstruction biological surveys, and worker environmental, paleontological, and cultural resource
awareness training. The proposed project would not have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the
environment; substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species; cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels; threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community; substantially reduce the number or restrict the
range of an endangered, rare, or threatened species; or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory. The proposed project would not have the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the
disadvantage of long-term environmental goals. The proposed project would not have possible environmental effects that
are individually limited but cumulatively considerable and contribute to a significant cumulative impact. The
environmental effects of the proposed project would not cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly.
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continued
If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.
None.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
California Department of Fish and Wildlife: Concurrence that the proposed project would not result in unreasonable
effects on fish and wildlife.
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board: Concurrence that the proposed project would not have potential
effects on water quality. (California Code of Regulations Title 23, Section 794.)
Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency - gravel augmentation partner

