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SCH #:

2021070157

Project Title:

500-year Flood Protection Project

Lead Agency: Three Rivers Levee Improvement Authority
Contact Name:
Email:

Anne King

aking@geiconsultants.com

Phone Number:

916-382-7833

Project Location: Marysville, Yuba County
City

County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The Three Rivers Levee Improvement Authority is proposing to implement improvements to the Reclamation District 784
levee system to provide 500-year flood protection to southwest Yuba County. The proposed project would reduce flood
risk, ensure the system is adaptable to climate change, and address differing flood protection levels resulting from
incremental construction and improvement of the levee system over time. Project components include improving
approximately 10 miles of existing levees and constructing approximately 3 miles of new levee embankment. In the
northern portion of the project area, activities would occur along the western edge of the Yuba Goldfields and along the
Yuba River South Levee east of Simpson Lane. In the southern portion of the project area, activities would occur along
the Feather River East Levee (between Star Bend and the Bear River), the Bear River North Levee and Bear River
Setback Levee (between the Feather River East Levee and the Western Pacific Interceptor Canal [WPIC] West Levee),
and along and north of the WPIC West Levee and Olivehurst Detention Basin Ring Levee.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
Without mitigation, the project would have significant or potentially significant impacts on aesthetics; agricultural
resources; air quality; biological resources; cultural resources; geology, soils, and paleontological resources; greenhouse
gas emissions; hazards and hazardous materials; hydrology and water quality; noise; Tribal cultural resources; and
utilities and service systems. Mitigation measures would be implemented to avoid and reduce these impacts, including:
installing visual barriers between new levee embankment and adjacent residences; reducing air pollutant and
greenhouse gas emissions during construction and purchasing off-site mitigation and carbon offset credits for
construction emissions that exceed thresholds; conducting pre-construction surveys, implementing protective buffers,
and providing compensation for impacts on special-status species and sensitive habitats; conducting cultural and
paleontological resources awareness training, immediately stopping work if resources are discovered, immediately
notifying the County coroner if a burial is discovered, evaluating discovered resources and potential effects on the
resources, and developing measures to avoid or minimize effects on discovered resources; implementing BMPs and
other measures to prevent and control pollution, prevent and control accidental hazardous materials spills, and minimize
and control runoff and erosion; limiting construction noise in residential areas to daytime, reducing equipment noise, and
notifying adjacent residents of construction activities and addressing complaints; and verifying utility locations,
coordinating with affected providers, implementing an accidental utility damage response plan, and conducting worker
training with respect to accidental utility damage.
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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.

Several comment letters on the Notice of Preparation, including from one State agency, two local agencies, and both of
the attorneys representing private parties, expressed concern regarding potential effects on adjacent and downstream
areas outside of the RD 784 urban levee system and requested that the Draft EIR include a hydraulic impact analysis
that evaluates such potential effects. These issues related to hydraulic impacts are the only known area of controversy at
this time.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
Responsible agencies are anticipated to include the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Central Valley Flood
Protection Board, and Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board.
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife is the only trustee agency.

