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APPROVE A GENERAL PERMIT ~ PROTECTIVE STRUCTURE
AND RECREATIONAL USE

APPLICANY:
Gerald S. Johnston
1583 Avrden Vay
Anderson, California 96002

ARBA, TYPE LAND RAMD LOCATION:
A 0.0l1-acre parcel of submerged land located in the
Sacramento River near Anderson, Shasta County.

LAND U8E:

Use and mainterance of an existing boat dock and riprap bank
protection.

TERMS OF PROFPOSED PBRMIT:
Initial periocd:
Ten (10) years beginning April 9, 19S1i.

Public liability insuarance:
Combined single limit coverage of $300,000.

CONSIDERATION:
Rivran bank protection: The pubiic use and benefit;
with the State reserving the right at any time to set a
monetary rental if the Commission finds such action to
be in the State’s best interest.

Floating deck: The recreational bocat dock is rent-
free, pursuant to Section 6503.5 of the P.R.C.

BASIZ FOR COHSIDERATION:
Pursuant to 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2003.

APPLICANT ETATUS:
Applicant is owner of upland.

(ADDED pgs. 74-74.19)
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PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENBES:
Filing fee and application processing costs have been
received. Environmental processing costs have not been
received.

STATUTORY AWD OTHER REPERBMNCES:
A. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

B. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 3, Div. 3; Title 14, Div. 6.

BB 884:
N/A.

OTHRER PERTIHENT INFORMATION:

1. Pursuant to the Commission’s delegation of authority
and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Ceode
Regs. 15025), the staff has prepared a Proposed
Negative Declaration identified as EIR ND 542, State
Clearinghouse No. 91013012. Such Proposed Negative
Declaration vas prepared and circulated for public
review pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

Based upon the Initial Study, the Proposed Negative
Declaration, and the comments received in response
thereto, there is no substantial evidence that the
project will have a significant effect on the
envircnment. (14 Cal. Cocde Regs. 15074([B}])

This activity involves lands identified as possessing
significant environmental values pursuant to

P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Based upon the staff’s
congnltation with the persons nominating such lands and
through the CEQA review process, it is the staff’s
opinion that the project, as proposed, is consistent
with its use classification.

The rxecreational dock is rent-free, pursuant to Section
6503.5 of the P.R.C. and has been combined with the
riprap bank protection in cone permit for ease of
recordkeeping and to eliminate the issuance of two
separate permits for the same area.

APFROVALS CBTAIMED:
Shasta County, Department of Fish and Game, and the United
States Army Corps of Engineers.
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FURTHER APFROVRLB REQUIRBD:
None.

EXHIBITG
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Location Ma

ttexr of Job

A NEGATYIVE DECLA ’ ¢+ STATE
E NO. 91013012, PREPARED THIS PROJECT
TC THE PROVISTONS OF THE THAT THE
ION Has I AND CONSIDERED THE INFURMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN.

D NE THrp THE PROJECT,»AS APPROVED, WILL Nor HAYVE 2
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT opn THE ENVIRONﬁENT.
AUTHORT

IZE ISSvance ERALD S. JOHNSTON OF TEN-YEAR GENERAL
PERMIT - PRoOT XUCTURE anp RECRE&TIONAL USE,
EFFECTIVE APRYI, 1991, Fogr THE Usg AND MAINT\

IP PROTECTION ON TH
BY

LAND
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EXHIBIT "A"

LAND DESCRIPTION

Two parceis of submerged land in the bed of the Sacramento River, situated in Shasta County,
California, more particularly described as followss:

PARCEL 1

That five foot strip of lané lying waterward and parallel with ordinary low.water line
situated adjacent to Lot 2, Tract No. 1161, Wildwood Shores Subdivision, recorded on
May 26, 1966, in Book 13 of Maps at Page 18 of said county, more particularly described
as follows:
BEGINNING at the intersection of the westerly .ine of said Lot 2 with the ordinary
low water line; thence southeasterly along the ordinary Iow water line 50.02 feet to
a point hereafter known as point "A"; thence continuing along said water line 50.01
feet to the intersection of the easterly line of said Lot 2. .

PARCEL 2 .
That strip of submerged land 20 feex wide lying 10 feet on each side of the following
described centerline:
BEGINNING at point A" in the abovementioned Parcel 1; thence northeasteriy
and perpendicular to the ordinary low water line, 2 distance of 30 feet.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion of submerged land described in said Parcel 1.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED JANUARY, 1991 BY LLB.
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EXHIBIT "C"

SHASTA COUNTY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT @
BUILDING DIVISION JOE HUNTER

CHIEF BUILDING OFFICIAL

1855 Places Street
Redding. CA 26001 Octobar 12, 1°° RALPH S. CVERBAY
(976) 225-5761 CHIEF BUILDING INSPECTOR

State Lands Commission
1807 13th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: @Gerry Johhston, 1583 Arden Way, Anderson, CA 96007

Dear Mrs. Judy Ludlow:

Please Find enclosed is a copy of the building permit No. 46931 for
a retaining wall for the above referenced person. The job was
finzled by this office on 10/9/90. .

If we can be of further assistance please phone me.
Very truly yours,

Joe Hunter
Community Building Director

Ralph S. Overbay
Chief Building Iﬁsgactor

Jb? '{Za'zu\”s .
Joe Reeves
Assistant Chief Building Inspector

=
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EXHIBIT "D"
PET’EW!LSON.W

STATE OF CALIFORMIA
+ STATE LANDS CORMISSION szgg&r:‘;ﬁg:&ce

LED T. McCARTHY, Lisutanens Governor Secimmento, CA 95814
AY DSYiES, Controtier
. i . CHARLES WARREN
MAS W. HAYES, Director of Firance

May 21, 1991
File Ref: W 24439
EIR ND: 542 -

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW OF A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(SECTION 15073 CFR)

A Negative Declaration has-been prepared pursuant to the requirements of
the California Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Rescurces Code),
the State CEQA gmdebues {Section 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Regulations),
and the State Lands Commission Regulations (Section 2901 et seq., Title 2}\California Code
Regulations) for a project currently being processed by the staff of the State Lands

Commission.

The document is attached for your review. Comments should be addressed
to the State Lands Commission office showna above with attention to the undersigned. All
comments must be received by Juae 21, 1991.

Should you have any questions or need additional information, piease call the
undersigned at (916) 323-7209. 3

Division of Environmental

Planning and Management

- e
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STATE F CAUFORNIA PEIE VALSON, Goverir
o Ly

ATATE LANDS COMMISSION exccurve orrice

LEC T. McCANTHY. Livutenant Govarror Sacramento, CA 9681
GRAY DAVIS, Contrasier CHARLES WARREN
THOMAS W. HAYES, Director of Finance Exncutive Officer

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLABATION

EIR ND: .2
File: W 24439

SCH No.: 91012021

Froject Title: Johnston - Authorization of Existing Bank Protection Wall &
Boat Dock

Proponents: Gerty S. Johnston

Project Location: West bank of the Sacramento River, River Mile 281, at 1583
Arden Way, Anderson, Shasta County.

Project Description: Authorization to retain an existing concrete/cobble wall for
bank protection and 6’x 10’ boat dock.

Contacy Person: Jacques Graber Telephone: 216/323-7209

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resources Code), the State CEQA
Guidelines (Section 15600 et seq., Title 14, California Code Regulations), and the State
Lands Commission regulations (Section 2991 et seq., Title 2, California Code/Regulations).
Based upon the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

£/ this project will not have a significant effect on the envirénment,

LX_/ mitigation measures inciuded in the project will avoid potentially significant effects.
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ETATE LANTS COrRUSSIOT.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST — PART it

Form 13.20 (/L)

File Ret.; W 24439

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A Applecant Gerald 5. Johmston

1583 Arden Way
Anderson, CA 96007

Checklist Date- __ 05 7 20 4 91
Contact Person: _ Jacques Graber

Telephone. { 916 ) 323-7209

Purpose- __Application for existing bank protection and boat dock

location _Sacramento River, River Mile 281, applicant propertv at 1583 Arden lav,

Anderson, Shasta County. -

Descnipron  Anthorization of existing riverbank protection, consisting of 150 cubic

vards of gravel and 150 cubic vards of concrete for a 102' bank protection. and

retention of a 6'x 10' boat dock.

Persons Contacted”

1. ERVIRONMENTAL SMPALTS. (Explain ait “'yes™ and “maybe” answers)
A. Eurth. Will the proposal result in:
Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures? . .. . ... ... .......
Disruptions, displacements, compsction, or overcoveringof thesoils. . .. ....... ..
Change 1n topography or ground surfice relieffeatures? . .. .. ... ... ......u..
The destruction, covering, or modifici tion of ary unique geologic or physical features?

Any increase in wind cr water crosion of soils, eitheronorotf thesite?, . . ... .. ........ «.¢0.o.-.

Changes in deposition or erosicn of beach sands, or changes in uiltation, deposition qum
modify the channal of 3 river or stream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, inlet, or lale? . _ . ..

CALENDA'R PAGE.

Exposure of all people or property to geolcgzc hazards such as earthquakes, landshdgs, mudsitdes, around
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3 Lz Vo she proposd resutlan
1 Substantiof 37 crmnssuibns O etentration of amitnent S yuobity?
4 The creaucn of objcctionable odors? e e R
3. Alteranicn ot ar movement, mosture or tempezatur?, 07 any change cumate, either locally of reqronally?
Wager Wil the proposat resuli n
Changes the.curienty ©f the Coutse o1 whrchion o WAttt movemenly o wiinet manns of frosh waters®
Changzs in JbsordLiun (ates dtamnays patterns, Of the 12t wng? Ymoant of surface waief ronatf? ..
Alterations ta the course o Slovr ot ftuod vegiers?
Change tn the amount € sup fuce watet i any Wate! noey’ . .-

Dischatne nto surface aaters, ur 0 any alteranon ol susface water guabity, snciuthing but not hmted to
temperdture, dissolved c aygen 01 turbrdiy? . .

Alteration of the dwect 00 or rate of {low of grount vaters? . RN e

Change in the quanuily of ground waters, esther through dhrect addions of withdrawais, 0f through nter
ception of anauuiferbvcutsorexcavauons? . I

8 Substanual reduction in the amount of watet othersise avalable {or public wates supphes? . . -

9. Exposure of peapie or propuity 10 water-related hazards such as fiooding of udat waves? ...
10. Sigmificant changesar the wemperatute, flow of chamical content of surface thermatspongs?. o« oo n o
Plaut Lite WM the proposal result wv.

1 Change in the digssity of snecies, OF numbet of any species ol plants binclud

S ing treds, shrubs, Grass, Crops.
an aquatc plantsi? . - ‘A s e e . . e e e e .

Aednction of the pumbe pt any umque, rare ot endangered spacits of plants?. . .-

introduction of new species of plants into an area, o: 1 3 baraer 10 the normal replenishment of exisung

4. Redurtion (n acreage of any agncultural crop? . .- .- T
Sainod Lige Wl the proposal result i

1 Change in the diversity ol species, ©f numbers ot any speces of anima's {buwds, land amimals including
reautes, fish and sheltfish, benthec otgamizms, O msects)? L. e s e e s

2. Reduction of the numbars of any umue, fare o1 endangered species of animals?. . . .« .-

3. introduction of new spcies of anmimals 1n1@ an dred. of cesult 10 2 bareier 1o the migration or movement of

T A J L e v
4. Deterioration 1 existinyg f1sh or wildhife habitat?. . e
:\'m\e. Wil the proposal resuly m
1. incresse m existing noise levels?, . . aens -

2. Exposure of people 10 severe noise Jevelh? ..

Light amd Glare. Will the proposal resultan:

1. The production of aew light or glare?

Jand s, Will the proposal resultn.

1. A substanul aitaeation of the present o plangped l2and use ol an arca?.
Natural Resvurces. \Will the aroposal resultin’

1. Increase in the rate of use of any natusat resources? .. .ot

2. Substantiat depletion of any nonrencwable BT T~ S S R
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3R ep et Doe e D100DY 10t e Yeos Mayhe § o
1 Aok of an ex2ienon or thy release of hazardous substance: {(including, but nes himited to, oil, pesticides, £y 1L
Theangals, o radiation) in the srent of an accidens o, upset condstions? ., _, .. .. e e . . 4 YA
2 Possible interfurence With emergancy response plan or an emergenicy evacuation plan? . | [;j ' ; X
Populatios Wl the prognosat resuly in-
t The alieranon, distabution, dersit_ or growtn rate uf the human poputation of the area?
Housng  Wev the Pruposal resull
1 Atfecung “xestng housing, o create g demansg for wud nonat nousing?
! semsportatn!Circulation, Wit the proposal result .
1 Generanon ot substantial zdditional vehicular movement?, |, | C e
Atterting exsting patking facilities, or create 3 demand {or iaw parking?, | . |

Subiszantsa! smipact upon EXSHNG WANSPOrIItion systeny? .

Alter a0 to present patterns of crrcutanion of maovement of people and/or goods? |

3

<

5 Afterauons 1o waretborne, rail, or a«r tratfic? | . . .
(43

Incredse in traftic Nnazards 1o motos vehicles, bicychsts, or pedestrians? |, | . [ e h e e

Prublic Services, vl the proposal Fave an eflect upon, or result in 3 need for new or sltered governmental
services 1n any of the followsing areas:

1 Fire protection?

2. Police protection?

3 Schouols? . . .

4 Patks gad other revzeational faciities? ., |

5 RMamiensnce of pubhie factities, ncluding roads?

& Other governmental services® | |

Luezgs Wt the propasal sesultan.

1 Usf.-o(subsxanhalamounxsoftuclore‘hergv?..
2 Substaniat tncrease in demand upon existing sources of energy, or require the development of New sources?
Unlites, Wil the proposal result in a need tor new systems. or substantial alterations to the following uilities:

1. Power ot natusai gag?, |,

~

-

2 Communication systems?

)
l

3.Wmer?............

v .
-

I
R4

4. Sewsr or septic tanks? ...

L

5. Storrn water drainage? _ |

| S
[S——

6. Solid waste and disposal? ... ... ..
Q. Humon Health, Wit the proposal result in:

1. Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazare {excluding menta) health}? .

]

2. Exnosureofpeoplctcpotemialhealmhazards? I R
R. Aesthetics. Vil the propasal result in:

1. The obstruction of 2Ny SCenIC vistd Or view Of 1o the public, or will the proposai result in the creation of -~ -,
anaestheti:allyo"cnzwemeopenzopublicviev’v’ e R ij tX

S.  Recreation, win the proposal result in: .. —_—

MINUTE PAGE 1330
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. N Yeu Navie
£ ultural Resonrees cs \%

1 AWM the proposel resutt ui the aliciaton o! o1 the destruction ot 3 prestonc of tustonsc archeologicat site? i_;

2. Valt the progosal resull w adverse ahyucal or zestheuc eftects 10 & prefustonc or historic bulding,

srLcture, of object?, L L. e nemaamee a

Doss the proposat have the potenial 10 cause 3 phy3icai change which would affect unigue ethnic cultural

oA s P - EREERENY

vanes> . .

& Wi tac proposdl restact exssting religious of sacred uses vrthun the ootential impact ared? .

Mandatan Fndings ai Sigatficasiee

1 Doe. tre nrojec: have the potentidite degrade the quahity of the eovironment, teGuce the habitat of a fish or
vaiuhife species, cause  tish of wildhife population to diop below self-sustamning levels, threaten 0 chimina:
3 plant o aremal commumity, reduce the aumber ot qestnct the tange of a rare of endangered ofant o1
anmn.a! or ehiminate important examples af the njus peneds of Cabitorn history o° pretsstory?

2. Dous the project have the potential 10 achieve short t2rm to the disadvantage of leng-term, environmental

goas™ . . . .- .
3 Coes be project have impacts which are indwidually irarted, but cumulatizely considerable? . L.

- PEE P . oo .

effects which will cause substanual advaise effacts on human beings,

® PR . =

4 Does the prosect have environmantal
either ditectly or indiectiv? e e . .. e e e .

11}, DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Sce Comments Attached)

(See Attached)

V. PRELUGINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluauon:

{:] lbeﬁnd the ngposed project COULD NOT havea sigmificant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
prepared,

——
L_l l find that ;lthough the proposeq project could have a significant cffzct on the environment, there will not L2 a sigmificant effect
in this case because the miligation measules dascribed on an attached sheet have been added 10 the project. A NEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be prepared.
’
] 1 tind the proposed project MAY have a significant cticct on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTALIMPACT REPORT

" 15 requied. I !

!_
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JOHNSTON INITIAL STUDY

Disruptions, etc. The project involves the existing placement of 150 cubic yards of
gravel and 150 cubic yards of concrete along 102 linear fect of riverbank along the
west bank of the Sucramento River, River mile 281 in the City of Anderson, Shast::
County, California. The riverbank reinforcement involves the placement of conzrete,
gravel and rocks forming a sloping wall approximately six feet tall. A concrete
walkway is plannéd at the top of the wall.

The bank along the river, on which the wall is located, lacks natural vegetation or
any naturally bare ground. The surface features along the Lank slope and atop the
wall are modified to accommodate the project design. A bench is located on top ol
the wall. A path, terrace, spa and barbecue are located along this bench. This
structure will stabilize this pomo': of the riverbank, protecting it from erosion during
normal t¢ moderate stream {.ws.

With placement of the cancrete there is no exposed soil to support riparian
vegetation. To miticare impacts to plant diversity, the applicant will plant five native
Willow trees waterward of the concrete wall, pursuant to requirements from the 1J.S.
Fish and Wildliie Service.

Topography - The surface relief has been modified for this project. The sloping
riverbank is graded-for placement of concrete and rock to form a wall. The top of
the bank is altered by placoment of a bench approximately five to ten feet in width.
Siopes uphill of the bench zre further modified for placement of a spa, terrace and
barbecue. The terrace is constructed in an arcuate form with a bench for seating.
A back wall rises approxxma&c!y five feet above the grade of the path. The slope
behind this terrace is planted with garden shrubs and flowers.

A low retzining wall parallels the main bank wall. A broad path leads from this
landscaping up to the house. The streambank relief has been greatly altered from
its natural state.

Covering - The project involves the alteration and covering of physical features and
soil along the riverbank. The sensitivity of the site location as spawning grounds
makes the surface features in that area valuable for fish and land riparian
environment.

The surface features of the bank and adjacent slope are radically modified from their
original natural profile. The site does not resemble the natural environment along
that part of the river. An existing layer of concrete and six inch cobbles has been
placed on the site by a previous landowner, covering most of the soil’s surface. This
covering prohibits growth of foliage, the overhanging of which can furnish shelter for
fish which can promote spawning and shorezone wildlife. To mitigate this impact,
the applicant will plant five native Willow trees waterward of the concrete wall,

4
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pursuant to requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Deéposition, etc. - The piacement of. the concrete protecuon will alter the erosion
patiern along that part of the river channel. The project is one of several Lank
protecticn walls fofming one continuous structure. Their cumulative effect coul:!
cause a change in stream velocity and flow pattern. The projectisite is located at a
river bend where erosion can occur with greater speed than at @ straight siream
alignment. The strezm bank cladding could affect the channel movements in the
future; freezing this part of the channel! erosion pattern. This armormint can affect
the erosive pattern along the river, which may affect siltation. A single wall’ may ot
creaie a significant impact, but the cumulative impact of many walls can affect stream
channel behavior and siltauon in the river. Certain impacts may affect sediment load,
in streams which can affect source sand supplies for occan (and river) beach
nourishmens patterns downstream. The existing dock will not affect erosion or
sediment pattesns.

Air Emissions - Air emissions may result from the construction phase of the project.
Concrete, gravel, sand and cobbles must be brought to the site. -Air emissions would
increase during the transportation stages as trucks bring the materiais to the site:
Such impacts would be local and occur during the construction of the wall. Ugon
completion of the project, ambient air quality would return to pre-project levels. As
this is an existing structure, these impacts will not be manifested at this time.

Odors - Objecticnable odors could result from the construction phase:ofithe project.
The matcrials must be brought to the site by truck. Some exhaust .emissions may
result from this transportation and construction operation. Objectionable odors and
affected air quality wouid be limited to the project site anc last for the duration of
construction. Air quality would return to pre-project levels upon completion of
construction. As this is an existing structure, these impacts will not occur at. this
time.

Drainage - The project involves the covering of natural soil slopes with a layer of
concrete and cobbles and aggregate surfaced concrete \ alks. This concrete will
prohibit exposure of soil for vegetation gra.vth and moisture entrapment. During
rainstorms, rain water will not be able to penetrate the soil nor will vegetation be
able to trap this rain for growth. “The water will run off the concrete slope directly
into the Sacramento River. This single project will not have an effect on stream
flow. It is unk’ -~~~ cumulative effect many projects of this type would have on
surface Tunoff and stream flow.

Discharge - Some discharge into the Sacramento River could occur. During the
construction phasc some concrete could wash into the water of the river. Efforts will
‘be:made to minimize this i impact. Watering of the concrete while it cures could wash
material into the-fiver. As this is an existing structure, these impacts will not occur
at this time.
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Upon completion, a small amount of dust,.dirt or debris could be washed iato the
river during rainstorms or while the applicant is maintaining the yard. This impact
is expected to be minimal.

Plan: Diversity - The project involves the covering of 102 feet of river bank and a
portion of the upland. This compiete coverage will remove the surface soil from any
future plant colonization. The concrete layer prohibits any natural riparian
vegetation froimm growing along this portion of river bank. The presence of similar
projects contiguous to each other will create gaps in the riparian vegetation
cominunity, reducing the available riverbank environment for plant communities.
This impact will remain for the duration of the project life. Introduction of
cuitivated garden plants reduces the opportunity for occupation by native plant
species. The applicant will plant five Willow trees waterward of the concrete wall
to mitigate the impacts to plani diversity, pursuant to U.S. Fish and Wildlife
requiremsents.

Animal Diversity - The project creates an impact by covering the riverbank with
concrete which will prohibit growth of riparian vegetation. This impacis the
availability of vegetation cover for associated riparian wildlife. -

Most river animal life requises the presence of vegetatioi for protective cover and
food. Land based wildlife moves primarily along continucus plant cecmmunities and
usually avoids interruptions or open areas in such piznt communities. Ogcupancy by
humans also affects wildlife behavior; the tendency being to avoid development. This
impact will affect species diversity in the communiry.

Plant cover and natural stream bottom conditions influence fish population trends.
Fish prefer stream bank vegetation for protective cover and assaciated food source.
Lack of vegetation usually is less attractive for fish to occupy that portion of river
bank environmen:. To mitigate this impact, the applicant will plant five Willow trees
waterward of the concrete wzll, pursuant to requirements of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

Deterioration - The presence of the concrete bank covering and associated cladding
upland will cause a deterioration of the natural stream bank habitat. Lack of
exposed soil and associated vegetation cover will reduce occupation of this site by
wildlife populations on land or fish populations which may take advantage of
vegetation overhang for shelier and food. The concrete further bars population by
ground burrowing wildlife. Such stream bank alterations also create barriers to
longitudinal migrations by wildlife along the stream bank environment. This impact
will remain for the serviceabie life of the project. To mitigate this impact, the
applicant will plant five Willow trees waterward of the concrete wall.

Noise - Noise levels would increase during the construciion phase of the project.
Lx:ncrete and gravel, aggregate transport trucks would genérate the major portion of
this noise. Noise levels will return to pre-project levels after the construction is

J4
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completed. Noise is not a concern at this time as the application is for an existing
structure.

Assthetics - The project will significantly alter the portion of stream bauk most
visible from the river. A 102 foot portion of the bank will be clearea of vegetation
and the wall installed. The wall rises six feet above the river with a second wall
approximately threc fcet higher above it. Al natural vegetation is removed.
Landscape vegctation is intended above the second wall.

The concrete suid-cobble coating will completely cover the soil surface creating a
definitc arntificial landscape. This impact will remain for the serviceable life of the
structure. To reduce visual impacts, the applicant will plant five Willow trees
waterward of the concrete wall.

The project is on an individual parcel of land along the west bank of thie Sacramento
River. It covers a 102 foot length of riverbank, removing all natt 7al habitat for its
construction. Unto itself, the project dozs not create a significant impact.

On the other hand, the proposed project is located adjacent to homeowners with
similar structures. The cumuiative cffect of several such projects contiguous with
each other can create a much more significant barrier to wildlife movements within
» former riparian corridor. Nonsoil banks can cause a greater incidence of runoff
as there is no soil 0 absorb rain fall. This can cause higher stream flow if enough
cumulative impact is ereated.

The physical barrier against streambank erosion can create an immpact on thé natural
stream chanrel movements or meandering. The wall in conjunition with other walls

adiacent to it, may affect channel water velcity and future erosion=paiterns along
that part of the river channel.

®
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A2, A4,D1,EI1,R1L

To mitigate the impact to native plant diversity, the applicant will plant five native
Willow trees within the river channel, in front (waterward) of the concrete wall, pursuant
to requirements from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
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EXHIBIT "E"

Mitigation Measures
Impact:

The project involves the éxisting placement of approximately
150 cubic yards of gravel and 150 cubic yards of concrete along 102
linear feet of riverbank along the west bank of the Sacramento
River,river mile 281 in the city of Anderson, Shasta County,
California. The riverbank reinforcement involves the placement of
concrete, gravel ard rocks forming a sloping wall approximately six
feet tall. The bank along the river, on which the wall is located,
lacks naturally bare c.sound or naturally occurring native
vegetaticn, creating a gap in the riparian vegetation habitat along
the river. This impact affects native plant diversity and available
native habitat for wildlife and fish.

Mitigation:

To mitigate the impacts to native plant diversity and removal
of shelter vegetation for wildlife and fish, the applicant will
plant five native willow trees within the river channel in front
(waterwvard) of the concrete wall, purLuant to requirements of the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Mitigation Procedures:

To insure the mitigation procedures comply with <the
requirements set forth by Fish and Wildlife service, State Lands
Commission Staf: or an appointed designez will visit the project
site at several times to visually inspect the plantings. The visits
will be scheduled to cover a two-~year period from date of planting,
following this schedule:

1: 1st Day of Planting: The applicant will notify Commission

taff three days in advance of planting to allow for an
appointment for visuval ingpaction of the plantings by Staff or
a designee.

2: 2nd Inspection: Spring: After major floods have subsided,
an inspection of the plantings will be conducted to determine
survival of the plantings. Commission staff, or its designee
will contact the applicant three {3) days in advance of the
intended date of inspection to arrange to inspect the rite.

3: 3rd. Inspection: Fall: Inspection of the site will be
conducted to determine suxrvivability of the plantings through
the summer. Commission Staff will notifiy the applicant as
stipulated in Iter 2 above. If any plantings have been washed
away or died the Staff inspecting the project shall notify
Mike Long of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service at (916)978-
3613 so staff from USFWLS may inspect the site and determine
cause- 2f mortality and resolve the problem. If it is possible
to replace the planting, the applicant will replace the tree
upon USFWLS staff’s reccmmendation. If the planting is
determined not to, survive, the planting need not be replaced.
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4th. Inspection: Following Summer: A final inspection

4.
¢ or its Designee to determine

shall be made by commission staf
in notifying the applicant as
pe followed. There will be no

final survival. Procedures
established in Item 2 will

followup.
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