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(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:

Sicard Flat Pipeline Upgrade Project

Lead Agency: Browns Valley Irrigation District
Contact Name:
Email:

Mark Sayers

mark@bvid.org

Phone Number:

Project Location: Browns Valley (nearest community)
City

(530) 743-5703
Yuba
County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).

The District is proposing to convert 9.3 miles of open conveyance ditch, which is comprised of many failing and porous
sections, to 9.6 miles of high-density polyethylene pipeline. Replacing the leaky Sicard Flat Ditch with a closed pipeline
system will conserve approximately 2,880 acre-feet of irrigation water each year, equivalent to six percent of the usable
storage capacity of Collins Lake, the reservoir from which BVID draws the supply for this system. These water savings
are significant for the Browns Valley Irrigation District (“BVID”) because its water supplies are susceptible to drought due
to the relatively small size of the reservoir and the fact that it is entirely dependent on rainfall. The Project will also enable
BVID to avoid a major risk associated with the current ditch alignment. The Sicard Flat Ditch passes through a very
narrow, unreinforced tunnel that is extremely susceptible to collapse. A collapse of this tunnel would be catastrophic,
cutting off service to over 100 customers and potentially requiring millions of dollars and many years to repair. The
Project proposes to abandon the tunnel with a new alignment that will eliminate this risk altogether. The Project will theref
Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
The project could potentially result in effects to one or more of the following environmental categories: Biological
Resources, Hazardous Materials, Air Quality, Mandatory findings, Tribal Cultural Resources, Cultural Resources,
Geology/Soils. Mitigation measures addressing each concern are included in the IS/MND. These mitigation measures
include triggers for additional biological surveys; permitting with applicable State and Federal agencies and delineations
of any creek crossing or riparian areas within the project; best management practices (BMPs) for use of hazardous
materials, to avoid air quality impacts and for construction within or near a riparian area; and awareness and protocols in
case construction inadvertently unearths items that could be cultural resources.
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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.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
Trustee Agency: California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), North Central Region.
Responsible parties: Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) and Feather River Air Quality
(FRAQMD).

