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Mission Statements 

The U.S. Department of the Interior protects and manages 

the Nation’s natural resources and cultural heritage; provides 

scientific and other information about those resources; 

honors its trust responsibilities or special commitments to 

American Indians, Alaska Natives, and affiliated Island 

Communities. 

 

The mission of the Bureau of Reclamation is to manage, 

develop, and protect water and related resources in an 

environmentally and economically sound manner in the 

interest of the American public. 



3  

Table of Contents 

Mission Statements ........................................................................................................................................ 2 

Acronyms and Abbreviations ..................................................................................................................... 4 

1. Introduction ............................................................................................................................................. 5 

1.1 Project Background and Need ....................................................................................................... 5 

1.2 Previous Environmental Documents ............................................................................................ 7 

2. Alternatives Including the Proposed Action ................................................................................ 9 

2.1 Project Background ............................................................................................................................ 9 

2.2 No Action Alternative ..................................................................................................................... 10 

2.3 Proposed Modifications to the Project (Proposed Action) ............................................... 10 

3. Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences ....................................................... 13 

3.1 Introduction ....................................................................................................................................... 13 

3.1.1 Resources Not Considered in Detail ...................................................................................... 13 

3.2 Biological (Terrestrial) Resources .............................................................................................. 15 

3.3 Air Quality ........................................................................................................................................... 16 

3.4 Cultural Resources ........................................................................................................................... 17 

3.5 Indian Trust Assets .......................................................................................................................... 18 

 

APPENDICES 

 

A. Mitigation Measures 

B. Dudek October 2024 Biological Resources Assessment 

C. Consultation and Coordination 

D. References 



4  

Acronyms and Abbreviations 

2019 EIS/R B.F. Sisk Safety of Dams Modification Project Final Environmental 

Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report 

BMPs Best Management Practices 

BO Biological Opinion 

CDFW California Fish and Wildlife Service 

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act 

CRLF California Red Legged Frog 

CTS California Tiger Salamander 

CVRWQCB Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 

District B.F. Sisk Dam/San Luis Reservoir Historic District 

DWR California Department of Water Resources 

EA Environmental Assessment 

ESA Endangered Species Act 

FONSI Finding of No Significant Impact 

ITP Incidental Take Permit 

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 

NVS North Valley Section 

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Systems 

PA Programmatic Agreement Among the Bureau of Reclamation, 

Interior Region 10 California-Great Basin; and The California State 

Historic Preservation Officer Regarding Compliance with Section 

106 of the National Historic Preservation Act Pertaining to the 

Implementation of the Safety of Dams B.F. Sisk Dam Project 

Project B.F. Sisk Safety of Dams Modification Project 

Reclamation Bureau of Reclamation 

ROD Record of Decision, B.F. Sisk Safety of Dams Modification Project 

SHPO State Historic Preservation Office 

SJKF San Joaquin Kit Fox 

SJVAPCD San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 

SLCDUA San Luis Creek Day Use Area 

State Parks California Department of Parks and Recreation 

SVS South Valley Section 

SWPPP Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 

TACs Toxic air contaminants 

USFWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service 



5  

1. Introduction 

This Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEA) is being prepared by the 

California Great Basin Reginal Office located in Sacramento, California under 

environmental documentation number CGB-ED-2025-139. The proposed project is 

being constructed in a partnership with the California Department of Water Resources in 

Merced County, California. 

 

1.1 Project Purpose and Need 

 
The U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) proposes to expand the existing B.F. Sisk 

Safety of Dams Project (Project) to include two areas that are outside of the footprint of 

the existing Project area: (1) the North Valley Section (NVS) berm extension and two 

Borrow Areas 20 and 21. The Project footprint expansion is approximately 85.9 acres. 

Modifications to the Project are needed to address dam stability and safety concerns in 

the event of seismic activity to reduce public safety concerns and maintain water supply 

deliveries to state and federal water contractors. 

 

B.F. Sisk Dam is a 382-foot-high zoned compacted earth-fill embankment that is over 

3 miles long and impounds San Luis Reservoir, which has a total capacity of more than 

2 million acre-feet. The dam was built between 1963 and 1967 and provides 

supplemental irrigation water storage for the Federal Central Valley Project and 

municipal and industrial water for the California State Water Project. The dam is owned 

by Reclamation and operated by the California Department of Water Resources (DWR). 

 

BF Sisk Dam sections run from north to south and include the left abutment; the valley 

section, which includes the NVS and the south valley section (SVS); and the right 

abutment. The abutments are primarily founded on bedrock (sandstone, shale, and 

conglomerate). The NVS and SVS are the alluvial channels of San Luis Creek and 

Cottonwood Creek impounded by the B.F. Sisk Dam and consist of deposits of sands 

and gravels with clayey or silty fines. The dam embankment consists of multiple zones, 

including a rolled earth section of clay, sand, and gravel; a 3-foot-thick layer of rock 

riprap protecting the upstream face; and a 2-foot-thick rockfill section on the 

downstream face. 

1.1.1 2019 Approved Project 

A full description of the Approved Project, referred to as the Crest Raise Alternative, is 

provided in Section 2.2.3 of the 2019 Approved Project Environmental Impact 
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Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR)1. The Approved Project would include 

making improvements to the downstream side of the existing dam to enhance its 

stability and increasing the dam crest height to reduce the potential for water to 

overtop the dam if seismic-induced slumping were to occur. These improvements 

would be accomplished by (1) constructing stability berms and downstream crack filters 

in select areas, (2) adding additional material over the entire area of the existing 

embankment, (3) installing a new filter around the existing spillway conduit, and 

(4) extending the spillway conduit to meet the resultant downstream edge of the 

extended embankment. Construction of three foundation shear keys to anchor the 

proposed stability berms to underlying bedrock is also part of the Crest Raise 

Alternative. 

1.1.2 2021 Modified Project 

The modifications to the Approved Project in the 2021 SEIR/Supplemental EA proposed 

recreation mitigation activities, additional construction contractor use areas, and 

additional activities in a construction contractor use area (now Borrow Areas 12 and 14). 

 

The dam stability features, including the stability berms, foundation shear keys, and dam 

crest raise, remained largely unchanged in the 2021 Modified Project, as did overall 

assumptions of equipment, personnel, workday schedules, and overall construction 

schedule. In certain cases, supplemental details or clarification regarding components 

of the Approved Project, such as eliminating the shear key at the SVS and reducing the 

depth of other shear keys, were presented to ensure that minor changes in the 

Approved Project are appropriately defined, but these changes were minor and within 

the scope of the analysis conducted in the 2019 EIS/EIR. 

1.1.3 2025 Modified Project (Proposed Action) 

As construction of the 2021 Modified Project has progressed, minor modifications to 

Project design and construction have been identified to achieve Project objectives. 

These changes, which define the 2025 Proposed Action and are addressed in this 

Supplemental Environmental Assessment (SEA) include expansion into new areas that 

were not part of the Project footprint assumed in the 2019 EIS/EIR or 2021 

SEIR/Supplemental EA. The expansion into new areas would occur adjacent to 

previously assumed work areas; there are no new off-site impacts that would occur 

outside of the existing B.F. Sisk Dam complex. A map of the 2025 Proposed Action 

components is shown in Figure 1. 

 

1 The 2019 BF Sisk Safety of Dams EIS/EIR is available at: 

https://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepa/nepa_project_details.php?Project_ID=34281 

https://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepa/nepa_project_details.php?Project_ID=34281
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The 2025 Proposed Action footprint expansion areas involve the following elements, 

which are further described below: (1) NVS berm extension and (2) Borrow Areas 20 and 

21. The extent of the Project footprint expansion areas collectively encompasses 

approximately 85.9 acres. Table 1 shows footprint expansion acreages associated with 

these Project components. 

 

Figure 1. Project Area 

 

1.2 Previous NEPA Documents 

 
Reclamation and DWR completed the 2019 B.F. Sisk Dam Modification Project Final 

EIS/EIR2 to jointly comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). After circulating a draft document in April 

2019 for public review, the Final EIS/EIR was released in August 2019. On December 3, 
 

2 The 2019 EIS/R is available at: 

https://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepa/nepa_project_details.php?Project_ID=34281 

https://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepa/nepa_project_details.php?Project_ID=34281
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2019, Reclamation executed a Record of Decision (ROD) for the Project based on 

analysis in the 2019 EIS/R summarizing Reclamation’s decision to implement the 

Crest Raise Alternative. 

 

In 2021, Reclamation developed a SEA to address recreation mitigation activities, 

additional construction contractor use areas, and borrow activities in an existing 

contractor construction use area identified in the 2019 EIS/R, and executed a Finding of 

No Significant Impact (FONSI)3 on August 23, 2021. DWR released a Final SEIR 

analyzing the proposed modifications under CEQA on June 15, 20214. On April 9, 2025, 

DWR signed a CEQA Addendum to acknowledge and consider the environmental 

impacts of the 2025 Proposed Action. 

This SEA summarizes expected environmental impacts associated with the Proposed 

Action (referred to as the Proposed Action) and provides discussion of potential effects 

to Indian Trust Assets and compliance with the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and 

National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). 

The 2019 EIS/R and 2021 SEA/EIR are hereby incorporated by reference and links to the 

complete documents are located in the footnotes. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3 The 2021 SEA/FONSI is available at: https://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepa/nepa_project_details.php?Project_ID=34281 
4 The 2021 SEIR is available at: https://ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/2009091004/8 

https://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepa/nepa_project_details.php?Project_ID=34281
https://ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/2009091004/8
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2. Alternatives Including the Proposed Action 

2.1 Project Background 

The summary of Project activities here serves to contextualize the proposed 

modifications analyzed in this SEA. Project components that are not specifically 

described in this SEA have not changed from the description provided in the 2019 EIS/R 

and 2021 SEA/EIR. 

To address the potential for dam failure caused by a seismic event, the B.F. Sisk Dam 

Safety of Dams Modification Project would raise portions of the dam crest in the SVS 

and NVS 10 feet to increase the distance between the water surface and the dam crest. 

The Project includes adding embankment material, constructing stability berms and 

foundation shear keys, and installing downstream crack filters. 

 

 

 

The crack filters would address seismic crack induced erosion risk by the installation of 

downstream filters (engineered material layers consisting of different material types 

built into the dam face) across the full width of the dam crest raise on the downstream 

face of the new embankment material. This feature would help restrict the migration of 

soil materials through cracks, mitigating the potential for post seismic cracks to induce 

internal erosion within the dam embankment. 

The Project will also include site preparation activities, material quarry and processing, 

material stockpiling and staging activities, material transport, site cleanup, restoration, 

and revegetation activities. Site preparation will include moving or grubbing vegetation, 

stripping, clearing, grading, fence and sign installation, implementation of the best 

management practice (BMP)s for stormwater pollution prevention, rock crushing facility 

and containment set-up, and water source establishment. 

 

Material quarry and processing will include developing and improving haul roads for 

access, excavation, processing, screening, and stockpiling of various type of rock and 

soil materials within the borrow areas. Heavy equipment, material transport equipment, 

and a processing plant are expected to be used for these activities. Material will be 

stockpiled at three designated staging locations and transported to the dam face for 

use in construction activities. 
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The Project area totals approximately 4,000 acres within the San Luis Reservoir State 

Recreation Area (SLRSRA), depicted in Figure 1. The site will be revegetated following 

completion of construction. 

 

2.2 No Action Alternative 

 
Under the No Action Alternative, Reclamation would complete the B.F. Sisk Safety of 

Dams Modification Project as described in the 2019 EIS/R and 2021 SEA/EIR. No 

modifications to the project description would be made and the additional risk factors 

identified during the first phase of construction would not be addressed. This alternative 

serves as a basis of comparison for understanding potential effects to the environment. 

 

2.3 Proposed Modifications to the Project (Proposed Action) 

Reclamation and has identified two proposed modifications to project activities which 

constitute a change in use from the 2019 EIS/R 2021 SEA/EIR: (1) NVS berm extension 

area and (2) the addition of borrow areas 20 and 21. Table 1 shows footprint expansion 

acreages associated with the Proposed Action components, as well as acreages 

associated with Proposed Action components involving a change in use from the 

2019 EIS/R and 2021 SEA and SEIR. 

Table 1. 2025 Proposed Action Acreages 

Project Component Acres 

 

Footprint Expansion Areas 

North Valley Section Berm Extension 0.6 

Borrow Areas 20 and 21 85.3 

Total 85.9 

 

 

 

2.3.1 North Valley Section Berm Extension 

 

Based on site conditions encountered during the first phase of construction, the original 

stability berm design was enlarged to provide additional seismic stability of the overall 

dam structure. Most of this expanded berm footprint occurs in an area that was part of 

the 2019 Approved Project boundary and assumed as a contractor work area in the 

2019 EIS/EIR and SEA/EIR. One small 0.6-acre portion of the berm extension toward the 
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southern portion of the NVS would extend beyond the original Project boundary, shown 

in Figure 2 as an inset map. 

 

Figure 2- Proposed Action Map 

 

2.3.2 Borrow Areas 20 and 21 

Changes to the Project engineering design would require additional fill materials to 

construct stability berms and the embankment crest raise. Consequently, two new 

borrow areas, Borrow Areas 20 and 21, are proposed to provide approximately 5 million 

cubic yards of additional suitable earth-fill material. Shown in Figure 2, these borrow 

areas would allow for more effective and efficient extraction of borrow materials 

compared to other available sources due to proximity. Material would be ripped and 

excavated by heavy equipment and loaded into off-highway haul trucks to transport the 

materials to areas where stability berms and embankment crest raise are to occur. 

Excavation would involve removal of approximately 75 vertical feet of earth material 

within Borrow Areas 20 and 21. This work is expected to occur 24 hours per day, from 
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2025 through 2032, for a total of 8 years. The removal of 5 million cubic yards of 

material from these areas will not reduce the hills to level ground and will maintain 

natural drainage areas. 

Figure 2. New Action Area 

2.3.4 Modifications to Mitigation Measures 

The summary of environmental commitments from the 2019 ROD and updates from the 

2021 SEA/EIR are provided in Appendix A. These measures are included in the project 

description; the environmental analysis below assumes full implementation. 
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3. Affected Environment and Environmental 

Consequences 

 
3.1 Introduction 

The following sections describe the affected environment in the context of potential 

environmental resource areas affected by the proposed action. It provides the NEPA 

analysis of potential environmental consequences anticipated with implementation of 

the Proposed Action or the No Action alternatives. 

 

Following a description of the Affected Environment for each resource area, an 

assessment of the potential for effects under NEPA are included in the Environmental 

Consequences section. 

3.1.1 Resources Not Considered in Detail 

Reclamation analyzed the affected environment and determined that the Proposed 

Action would not have the potential to cause adverse effects to the following resources: 

 

Table 2. Resources Not Considered in Detail 
 

Resource Discussion 

Fisheries Under the Proposed Action, water supplies would continue to be conveyed 

through existing facilities either via gravity or electric pumps. There would be 

no construction or modification of facilities that could result in fisheries 

impacts. 

Traffic and 

Transportation 

Under the Proposed Action, there would be no net change to traffic volume, 

or the overall quantity of material being transported on site. There would be 

no new effects beyond what was disclosed in the previous NEPA documents. 

Hazards and Hazardous 

Material 

Under the Proposed Action, there would be no increase to the risk of hazards 

or hazardous material exposure. The previous NEPA documents did find that 

the Project could result in potential impacts related to interference with an 

adopted emergency response or evacuation plan, as well as exposure to 

wildland fires. With the continued implementation of the environmental 

commitments identified in previous NEPA documents, there would be no new 

effects beyond what was previously disclosed. 

Land Use There are no established communities in proximity to the Project site. The 

closest developed community, Santa Nella, is approximately 1.5 miles east of 



14  

Resource Discussion 

 the O’Neill Forebay. Furthermore, operation of the Project would be generally 

consistent with current operations of the water supply infrastructure at San 

Luis Reservoir. Under the Proposed Action, there would be no effects to Land 

Use. 

Recreation Under the Proposed Action, there would be no impacts to recreation. The 

Project Area for the Proposed Action is outside of areas that are available to 

the public for recreation. 

Geology, Seismicity and 

Soils 

Under the Proposed Action, there would be no effects with respect to 

earthquake faulting, seismic shaking/failure, landslides, unstable geologic unit 

or soils, expansive soils, erosions, or the loss of known or locally important 

mineral resources. There will be no new effects beyond what was disclosed in 

the previous NEPA documents. 

Noise Under the Proposed Action, there would be no new effects associated with 

noise because the work will be required to implement mitigation measures 

NOISE-1, NOISE-2, and NOISE-3. With the implementation of these mitigation 

measures, there will be no new impacts beyond what was disclosed in the 

previous NEPA documents. 

Water Quality and 

Groundwater 

Under the Proposed Action, there will be no impacts associated with water 

quality and groundwater because the Proposed Action would be required to 

comply with the provisions of a Construction General Permit and associated 

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and would be required to 

implement low-impact-development standards designed to reduce runoff, 

treat stormwater, and provide hydromodification management. By complying 

with these permits, there would be no new effects beyond what was disclosed 

in the previous NEPA documents. 

 

 

3.2 Biological (Terrestrial) Resources 

 

3.2.1 Affected Environment 

Consultation History 

USFWS issued a Biological Opinion (BO) for this Project on August 29, 2019 (08ESMF00- 

2019-F-1572-2; USFWS 2019). USFWS issued a revised BO for this Project on June 3, 

2021, and a memo with revised Conservation Measures on July 14, 2021 (08ESMF00- 

2019-F-1572-R001; USFWS 2021) and again on May 26, 2022 (2022-0047090). 
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Consultation resulted in the following determinations of impacts to federally listed 

species: the Project may affect, and are likely to adversely affect the federally listed as 

endangered San Joaquin kit fox (Vulpes macrotis mutica; SJKF), the federally listed as 

threatened Central California distinct population segment of the California tiger 

salamander (Ambystoma californiense; CTS), and the federally listed as threatened 

California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii, CRLF). 

2025 Proposed Action 

The Project design includes both conservation measures and mitigation activities, to 

minimize, avoid, and reduce Project impacts to these federally listed species. The action 

area does not include any designated critical habitat; impacts to critical habitat are not 

considered here. Reclamation initiated consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service on December 17, 2024, to include the additional 85.9 additional acres of habitat 

that is currently outside of the Project footprint, bringing the Project area footprint to 

4,038 acres. 

 

3.2.2 Environmental Consequences 

No Action Alternative 

The 2019 EIS/EIR and 2021 SEA/EIR analyses concluded that the Project would result in a 

substantial adverse effect directly and through habitat modifications on species 

identified as candidate, sensitive, or special-status species by the California Department 

of Fish and Wildlife and/or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. However, Mitigation Measures 

TERR-1, TERR-6, TERR-7, TERR-10, TERR-11, TERR-13, TERR-15, SEIR-BIO-1, SEIR-BIO-2, 

SEIR-BIO-3, SEIR-BIO-4, and SEIR-BIO-6 would reduce these impacts by requiring 

avoidance or minimization of direct impacts to special-status species during 

construction, and compensatory mitigation for impacts on special-status plant 

occurrences and grassland habitat for special-status wildlife. 

Beyond these mitigation measures, Reclamation and DWR will ensure the completion of 

compensatory mitigation activities pursuant to biological species consultation and 

permits including Clean Water Act Sections 401 and 404, the Endangered Species Act, 

and the California Endangered Species Act. 

These mitigation measures are expected to reduce the Project’s impacts to biological 

resources. 

 

 

Proposed Action 
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In October 2024, DWR contracted biologists to prepare a Biological Resources 

Assessment to support biological resources occurring or potentially occurring within the 

2025 Proposed Action footprint area (Appendix B). 

 

Reclamation determined that the proposed action may result in the loss of 85.9 acres of 

wild oat and brome grassland habitat. Mitigation Measures TERR-1, TERR-6, TERR-7, 

TERR-10, TERR-11, TERR-13, and TERR-15 reduce direct Project impacts on grassland 

habitat through avoidance and minimization. With the implementation of these 

measures, there will be no effects beyond what was included in the previous NEPA 

documents. 

 

3.3 Air Quality 

 

The 2019 EIS/EIR and 2021 SEA/EIR did not identify significant air quality concerns, after 

mitigation, related to conflict or obstruction of an air quality plan, violation of ambient 

air quality standards, increase in criteria air pollutants, and exposure of sensitive 

receptors to pollutant concentrations. Mitigation Measures AQ-1, AQ-2, and AQ-3 

require exhaust and fugitive dust controls to reduce these impacts. 

No Action 

The impacts would remain consistent with those identified in the 2019 EIS/EIR and 2021 

SEA/EIR. 

 

Proposed Action 

The 2025 Proposed Action would implement the mitigation measures mentioned above 

addressing exhaust and fugitive dust controls and air quality. The 2021 SEA/EIR 

indicated that 7 million cubic yards of earth material would be sourced from borrow 

areas for construction of the 2021 Modified Project. As reported by Reclamation as 

evident by the quantity of fill material used on the Project site to date for construction, 

this estimate is considered conservative; the additional earth material needed for the 

2025 Proposed Action would not exceed the amount assumed and analyzed by the 2021 

SEA/EIR. Therefore, Project haul trips and associated construction activities are captured 

in the air quality analysis in the 2021 SEA/EIR. 

 

3.4 Cultural Resources 

3.4.1 Affected Environment 

Chapters 3.12 and 3.14 of the SEIR/EA provides an updated description of the existing 

conditions of the affected environment, including the additional areas included as part 
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of the Proposed Action. The text is incorporated by reference in the footnotes to this 

document. 

 

3.4.2 Environmental Consequences 

No Action Alternative 

The 2019 EIS/EIR and 2021 SEA/EIR describe potential impacts to cultural resources 

associated with the Project - specifically, Project implementation could lead to adverse 

effects/significant impacts to historic properties and/or historical resources. 

Proposed Action 

As described in Chapter 3.12 of the SEIR/EA, the Proposed Action, including newly 

identified areas for the NVS Berm Extension and Borrow areas 20 and 21, have the 

potential to affect historic properties within the Project area, if they are present. 

A supplemental cultural resources inventory was conducted in 2025, which included a 

supplemental records search, field inventory, and additional cultural resources inventory 

reporting. No previously recorded or unrecorded cultural resources were identified in 

the newly identified areas during the supplemental cultural resources inventory 

investigation. Reclamation is currently consulting on the findings of the supplemental 

cultural resources inventory under the PA, with consulting parties, and will reaffirm the 

no adverse effect finding. 

Therefore, Reclamation does not anticipate the Proposed Action to change the 

previously identified impacts of the Project on cultural resources. 

 

3.4.3 Executive Order 13007 

Reclamation has previously consulted with federally recognized tribes on cultural 

resources eligible for the National Register, including sites of a sacred nature, with 

consultations sent in November 2017, March 2019, and August 2019 on actions related 

to the SOD Project. A consultation for the entire Project was sent on June 16, 2021. 

No sacred sites have been identified as a result of these consultations. Consultations 

under Executive Order 13007 are ongoing. 

 

3.4.4 Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) 

During pre-construction geotechnical investigations, an inadvertent discovery was made 

in June 2020 that required consultation with tribes under NAGPRA. Reclamation 

conducted consultations with the Yokut NAGPRA Coalition (Coalition) which includes 

the Picayune Rancheria of Chukchansi, the Santa Rosa Tachi/Yokut, the Table Mountain 

Rancheria, the Tejon Indian Tribe, and the Tule River Indian Tribe. In consultation with 
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the Coalition, Reclamation officials determined that, pursuant to 43 CFR 10.6 (a), the 

geographical and historical evidence for the determination of custody demonstrates 

that the Yokut tribes are aboriginal to the land from which the human remains were 

discovered. Disposition of the remains to the Santa Rosa Tachi/Yokut was completed in 

late 2020. A Plan of Action has been implemented with the Coalition to assist with 

compliance with NAGPRA on any future discoveries related to the Project on Federal 

land. 

 

3.5 Indian Trust Assets 

3.5.1 Affected Environment 

Indian Trust Assets are defined as legal interests in property held in trust by the 

U.S. government for Indian tribes or individuals, or property protected under U.S. law for 

Indian tribes or individuals. Pursuant to the April 29, 1994, memorandum “Government- 

to-Government Relations with Native American Tribal Governments” and Secretarial 

Order 3215 Principles for the Discharge of the Secretary’s Trust Responsibility, the Bureau 

of Reclamation is responsible for assessing the Project’s effect on Indian Trust Assets. 

3.4.2 Environmental Consequences 

No Action Alternative 

As described in the 2019 EIS/EIR, there are no Indian Trust Assets within or adjacent to 

the 2019 Project area. 

Proposed Action 

The additional project areas that would be incorporated into the Project area under the 

Proposed Action do not contain any Indian Trust Assets. Therefore, the Project would 

not impact Indian Trust Assets under either the No Action Alternative or the Proposed 

Action Alternative. 



19  

 

































































































































































































































 


	CGB-ED-2025-139 Final Supplemental Environmental Assessment  B.F. Sisk Safety of Dams Modification Project - COMPLETE DO NOT TOUCH
	Document



