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SCH #:
Project Title: McCormack-Williamson Tract 2026 Levee Erosion Repair Project Sites 1-14
Lead Agency: Reclamation District 2110

Contact Name: Mike Kynett

kynett@mbkengineers.com 1-916-456-4400

Email: Phone Number:

N/A Sacramento County
City County

Project Location:

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

The proposed project would repair 14 outboard (waterside) erosion sites on McCormack-Williamson Tract (MWT), a
North Delta island. The repairs are proposed to address existing erosion, protect existing infrastructure, maintain MWT
access, reduce the risk of uncontrolled breaches, and protect investments that the Department of Water Resources and
Reclamation District 2110have made on MWT. The erosion repair sites are along the outboard perimeter of MWT at
Dead Horse Cut, Snodgrass Slough, Lost Slough, and the East Levee, ranging from 50 to 250 feet in length. These
erosion repair sites would be repaired to address bank loss, toe scour, and erosion. The repairs would entail flattening
the waterside levee slope, placing imported riprap to re-establish the bank slope and channel, and constructing a toe
berm. To address vegetation effects from erosion repairs and result in no net loss of sensitive or protected habitat, in-
water planting benches would be constructed onsite as part of the proposed project. The repairs would entail placing
material within the original configuration of the levees before erosion and following the current standard of practice for
rural levee erosion repairs.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.

The Initial Study/proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration identifies impacts on environmental resources as less than
significant with mitigation incorporated, less than significant, or no impact. The proposed project would result in no
significant impacts or no potentially significant impacts that cannot be mitigated. The proposed project would have
impacts that are less than significant with mitigation incorporated on the following resources: air quality, biological
resources, cultural resources, and tribal cultural resources. The mitigation measures (MM) proposed for these resources
are: MM AQ-1, Implement Basic Construction Emissions Control Practices; MM BIO-1, Special-Status Plant Surveys and
Avoidance; MM BIO-2, Crotch's Bumble Bee; MM BIO-3, Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle; MM BIO-4, Avoidance and
Minimization Measures for Fish and Aquatic Species; MM BIO-5, Northwestern Pond Turtle; MM BIO-6, Giant
Gartersnake; MM BIO-7, Nesting Birds; MM BIO-8, Special-Status Bats; MM CUL-1, Unanticipated Cultural Resources;
MM CUL-2, Inadvertent Discovery of Human Remains; MM TCR-1, Designate the Environmentally Sensitive Area within
the Ring Levee, Conduct Cultural Resources Sensitivity Training, and Complete a Tribal Survey of the Erosion Repair
Sites; MM TCR-2, Compensated Construction Monitoring by a Tribal Monitor; and, TCR-3, Unanticipated Discoveries
TCRs. The proposed project would have less than significant impacts on the following resources: geology and sails,
greenhouse gases, hazards and hazardous materials, and hydrology and water quality. The proposed project would
have no impact on: aesthetics, agriculture and forestry resources, energy, land use and land use planning, mineral
resources, noise, population and housing, public services and utilities, recreation, transportation, and wildfire.
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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.

No known areas of controversy.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

California Department of Water Resources, responsible agency

California Department of Fish and Wildlife, trustee agency and responsible agency
California Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board, responsible agency




