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Mitigated Negative Declaration

A. Project Summary

1. Document Purpose + Organization

The purpose of this Initial Study is to provide a preliminary analysis of the proposed
Remediation of pesticides in Oso Flaco Creek (the Project) to determine what type of
environmental review will be required, and to allow for modification of the project to mitigate
adverse impacts. This initial Study has been prepared by the Coastal San Luis Resource
Conservation District (District).

2. Lead Agency

The CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR §15000 et seq.) establish the District as the lead agency. The lead
agency is defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15367 as “the public agency which has the
principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project.” The lead agency decides
whether an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or Negative Declaration is required for the
project and is responsible for preparing the appropriate environmental review document.

The contact person for the lead agency is:
Hallie Richard
Coastal San Luis RCD
1203 Main St, Ste B
Morro Bay Ca, 93442
(805)772-4391
hrichard@coastalrcd.org

B. Project Description

1. Location and Environmental Setting

The Oso Flaco watershed is located in Southern San Luis Obispo County and flows into the
Pacific Ocean. Flows from Oso Flaco Creek (the Creek) begin east of Highway 1, and flow west
and north to Little Oso Flaco Lake, near the boundary of the Oceano Dunes State Parks Property.
Below Little Oso Flaco Lake, the Creek flows west approximately one-third mile into Oso Flaco
Lake. The Creek flows out of the lake and meanders approximately one-third mile before
entering the Pacific Ocean. Little Oso Flaco Lake is approximately 16.4 acres in size, and Oso
Flaco Lake is approximately 40 acres in size. The Oceano Dunes State Parks (State Parks) owns all
of Oso Flaco Lake and nearly all of Little Oso Flaco Lake. The Creek runs through privately owned
property.

The Project is located in the Oso Flaco watershed, a sub-watershed of the Santa Maria River
watershed, approximately 19.5 square-miles (12,500 acres) in area. Primary land uses in the
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watershed include intensive agriculture, primarily vegetable crops and strawberries, and open
space used for recreation and habitat conservation. A small area of the upper watershed is
suburban residential. An oil refinery is located in the dunes in the northwestern part of the
watershed. Land use percentages are 66% agricultural and 34% other.

Figure 1. Oso Flaco Watershed

Oso Flaco Lake and Little Oso Flaco Lake (the Lakes) are formed over an abandoned channel of
the Santa Maria River. Fine grain valley alluvium, which underlies the lakes and dunes, forms an
aquiclude. Water in the lake is perched on top of the valley sediments. The lake is fed by
groundwater and surface flows from the Creek. Nearly all the runoff in the watershed flows to
Oso Flaco Lake via Little Oso Flaco Lake on its way to the Pacific Ocean.

2. Project Background and Purpose

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) lists the Lakes and Creek as impaired water
bodies for organochlorine and organophosphate pesticides, Chlorpyrifos and DDTr specifically,
and more recently Pyrethroids (referred to collectively as pesticides for the remainder of this
document). The Total Maximum Daily Load for Toxicity and Pesticides in the Santa Maria
Watershed (TMDL) was finalized on January 30, 2014. A 2017 sediment analysis completed by
Padre Environmental found concentrations of the organochlorine pesticide DDT in Little Oso
Flaco lake ranged from 210 to 780 ppb. This exceeds the State Board 303(d) fresh water
sediment criteria for DDT (62.9 ppb). Little Oso Flaco Lake is also home to several special-status
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(special concern, rare, threatened, or endangered at state and/or federal level) species that will
be discussed in detail in this document.

Because the watershed is low-gradient, the Lakes rarely flush. As such, it is a sink for pollutants
generated upstream. Pesticides bind with sediment particles and are transported into the
Lakes, where they settle on the lakebed surface. Organochlorine and organophosphate
pesticides were found in the top .5’ of sediment and to a depth of 4.5’ in Little Oso Flaco Lake
(Padre, 2017). These pesticides are toxic to aquatic life and can bioaccumulate to levels that are
harmful to humans and birds.

The proposed Project will remove sediment contaminated with pesticides from the Creek while
concurrently implementing upstream sediment controls designed to capture and remove
sediment before it enters the Creek. The results of the Project will be reduced pesticide
concentrations in the Creek, improved water quality and enhanced habitat for fish and wildlife
in the Oso Flaco watershed.

The framework for the Project was accomplished through the Oso Flaco Planning and
Assessment project, completed in April 2019. A bathymetric survey and constraints and
alternatives review were completed as part of the planning and assessment project that
determined the best remediation course to pursue while considering budgetary, regulatory and
feasible limitations. A remediation plan was developed, including 60% conceptual designs,
permitting framework, implementation timeline and cost estimate. These components will
inform and guide the objectives and scope of the Project.

The Project will help to attain the targets set in the TMDL for Toxicity and Pesticides for the
Creek and is supported with funds from the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Non-
Point Source 319(h) funds.

3. Project Characteristics

The proposed project includes the following components, as seen in figure 2:

1. On-farm sediment control Best Management Practices (BMPs)
2. Removal of sediment from the Creek upstream of Little Oso Flaco Lake
3. On-site remediation of sediment to thresholds protective of human and aquatic life

1. On-Farm sediment control BMPs in the upstream watershed

Pesticides continue to be mobilized via sediment deposition into the Creek from upstream
sources. This not only degrades water quality and habitat in the creek, but also degrades the
health and structure of the soil, and the viability of the adjacent agricultural operations. To
reduce transport from the source, BMPs will be implemented on farms within the
watershed. While BMPs will considerably reduce the amount of sediment mobilized from
on-farm sources during storm flows, they are not designed to capture 100% of the
sediment. BMPs will include a sediment basin and culvert improvements to prevent erosion.
The sediment basin will be installed adjacent to the Creek, downstream of the road crossing
that conveys the Creek under Oso Flaco Lake Road, on farmland owned by Teixeira Farms.
The basin will divert a portion of flows via pumping, allow sediment to drop out of
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suspension as flow passes through the basin, and finally discharge the flow back into the
Creek adjacent to the pumping location to ensure no portion of the creek is deprived of
flow. The basin will be constructed of native soil shaped into berms with access from the top
of the berms for future sediment removal by excavator, with piping for inflows and outflows
installed below grade. Teixeira Farms has agreed to maintain the structure for a minimum of
10 years, including periodic removal of sediment and vegetation. Three options are being
considered for culvert improvements, all of which are intended to address erosion caused
by the configuration of the culverts that convey the Creek under Oso Flaco Lake Road. In its
current configuration, storm flows slow down at the culverts’ inlet due to the significant
entry angle, raising the water level to the point where flow crosses the road surface and
runs over often-exposed farm fields, generating significant erosion. Additionally, the
perched, unarmored condition of the culverts’ outlets allows for substantial scour during
storm events, generating further erosion. The first option to address the erosion is a
realignment of the culverts carrying the creek to bring them in line with the Creek’s natural
flow path to maintain velocity and prevent erosive flooding. This option would involve
trenching a new pathway for the creek underneath Oso Flaco Lake Road, temporarily
dewatering the creek, installing a box culvert in the new alignment, installing headwalls at
the culvert entrance, repaving the road over it, and filling in the now-unused portions of the
roadside ditch. The second option is to re-align the creek on the upstream end of the culvert
to maintain velocity entering the culvert, preventing the backup of water and subsequent
erosion. This option would involve digging a new channel for the creek to follow,
temporarily dewatering the creek, connecting the new channel to the existing channel,
installing headwalls at the culvert inlet, installing outlet protection, and filling in the now-
unused portions of the old creek channel. The third option is to install wingwalls at the
existing culverts’ entrance as well as outlet protection, to prevent localized erosion and
somewhat improve the entrance conditions to prevent erosive flooding. This option would
involve temporarily dewatering the creek, installing headwalls at the upstream end and
outlet protection at the downstream end, as well as minor earthwork to conform the new
features to existing grade. This BMP will be designed and installed in coordination with the
County of San Luis Obispo Public Works department, however Teixeira Farms has agreed to
maintain the outlet structure. Additional on-farm BMPs such as filter strips, riparian buffers,
and irrigation management, may be identified during the course of the project. The Natural
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) will outreach to landowners in the watershed to
provide additional technical assistance for BMPs beyond the scope of the Project.
Demonstrations, workshops and presentations will be organized to engage landowners and
facilitate BMP adoption and implementation.

2. Removal of sediment from Oso Flaco Creek

The proposed Project will remove approximately 13,000 cubic yards of sediment along a 1.2
mile stretch of the Creek using an excavator from the top-of-bank using a clam shell type of
bucket that allows the majority of Creek water to remain in the channel (Appendix C). At
the upstream end of the proposed creek sediment removal area, the Creek splits into two
channels, one on the North side of the riparian corridor, and one on the South side.
Proposed, temporary infrastructure would allow flow from the Creek to be diverted to
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either channel independently during sediment removal, allowing the other channel to be
dredged free of active flow and reducing impacts to water quality and aquatic life.
Vegetation will be disturbed to the minimal extent possible and all exposed surfaces will be
restored and revegetated after construction. Construction will occur between August 15
and November 30 to avoid impacts on sensitive species populations. Requisite permits and
approvals will be secured prior to construction, and all avoidance and mitigation measures
will be complied with.

3. On-site sediment remediation

Sediment removed from the creek will be placed in dump trucks and transported to the
sediment remediation site, owned by Teixeira Farms. Prior to sediment removal activities,
the remediation site will be outfitted with BMPs designed to prevent return water and
sediment from flowing back into the creek. BMPs will be reviewed and approved by the
engineer and regulatory agencies to ensure compliance with state water quality and federal
jurisdictional requirements. Sediment will be unloaded from the trucks and land-applied,
facilitating the drying process. Once the desired moisture level of the sediment is reached,
the sediment will be incorporated into the existing topsoil. A carbon source such as biochar
or green manure may be incorporated to catalyze the DDT breakdown process. The
remediation area will be seeded with a cover crop to further aid in the DDT breakdown and
to stabilize the surface. Cover cropping will also make the soil less bioavailable for wildlife
during the remediation process, adequately reducing the risk of exposure of wildlife to DTT.
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Figure 2. site map

4. Major Tasks

Major Tasks to be completed include finalizing 100% design plans, developing permit
applications and securing permits, bidding and contracting process, implementation,
remediation, on-going monitoring and post project reporting. These tasks apply to both the
BMPs and sediment excavation however are not necessarily bundled together.

100% Design Plans

Conceptual designs were completed as a component of the Planning and Assessment
project completed in 2019. 60% designs have been completed and are included as
Appendix C. 100% designs will be completed as components of the Remediation of the

current Project.

Conceptual designs include the locations and extent of sediment removal locations and
the outline of upstream sediment capture plans. Conceptual design plans were based
on sediment volumes projected from a bathymetric survey completed in Little Osos
Flaco Lake in 2017 and assumes similar levels of DDT concentrations as were found
sediment cores collected and analyzed in Little Oso Flaco Lake in 2017. A bathymetric
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survey was completed for the project area in 2020, and 60% design plans were
developed based on that survey. 60% designs will be used by the CSLRCD project
manager to develop regulatory permit packages. 100% design plans will be completed
by Spring 2022, and will include refined volumes of sediment removed, post-removal
treatment, and stipulations for land application, based on regulatory feedback. Finalized
plans for sediment capture will be developed, and sediment removal and capture
components will be designed to minimize impacts to native habitats and water quality.

a) Environmental Review + Permitting

This document serves as the certified Mitigated Negative Declaration for this project.
Permits packages will be developed based on 60% design plans and approvals will be
secured by Spring 2022. Figure 3, under Required Permits and Approvals, is a list of
anticipated regulatory permits. Regulatory representatives from each permitting agency
consulted will have the opportunity to attend site visits and make recommendations on
final treatment plans. No on-the- ground work will be completed until necessary permits
are secured.

b) Bid Process

Contract specifications will be developed based on 100% project design plans.
Contractors will be selected and contracts will be finalized. Final plans will be secured
and a work schedule will be developed.

c) Implementation

Pre-construction surveys will be conducted prior to any ground breaking. Following
surveys, the selected contractor will prepare the project site for construction, including
the installation of flagging or fencing and precautionary BMPs. The contractor, District
Engineer and Project Manager will coordinate through the duration of implementation,
ensuring the project is built to specification and all permit conditions are met. A biological
monitor will be present during all phases of implementation.

d) Remediation

Once sediment has been excavated and transported to the remediation site, the
material will go through a remediation process, including dewatering and drying,
land application, carbon source incorporation, stabilization and incorporation into
topsoil. Once DDT levels in the sediment have been determined to be below
acceptable thresholds, the remediation site may return to agricultural production.

e) Reporting and Monitoring

Monitoring reports will be sent to the requisite regulatory representatives and SWRCB
Grant Manager. A robust monitoring plan has been developed for this project that
includes monitoring water quality and habitat conditions during construction, DDT
concentrations in sediment before construction and throughout the remediation process,

10
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and regular water quality and sediment sampling to measure the efficacy of BMPs during

the routine monitoring events conducted by the Department of Pesticide Regulation.

Related Projects

Numerous assessment and studies have quantified and analyzed conditions in the watershed,
including:

6.

The Oso Flaco Planning and Assessment project, discussed in section | B, laid the foundation
for the development of the Project.

The Oso Flaco On-Farm Water Quality Implementation and Demonstration Project,
completed in 2015, demonstrated multiple methods to slow and remove nutrients and
sediment from the Oso Flaco watershed. The District effectively implemented vegetated
treatment systems (VTS), sediment basins, nutrient management planning, as well as a
woodchip bioreactor. The success of this project also demonstrates the ability of the District
to implement practices in environmentally sensitive habitat and in coordination with
regulatory and permitting agencies

The Oso Flaco Creek Nonpoint Source Pollution Assessment (CSLRCD 2012) included
monitoring of physical characteristics, nutrients, fecal coliform, pesticides, turbidity, and
sediment load. This assessment recommends installation of appropriate best management
practices (BMPs) to reduce sediment and nutrient loads in the watershed, further study of
Little Oso Flaco Lake to determine its natural water treatment capacity, and further study of
fish die-off occurrences in Oso Flaco Lake.

The Nitrate and Sediment Assessment of Oso Flaco watershed (Cachuma RCD 2004) does
not directly address persistent pesticides, though it does thoroughly address nutrient and
sediment concerns in the watershed. Because pesticides are primarily absorbed by
sediment, the recommendations for controlling sediment in the watershed are relevant to
the pesticides concern.

The California Department of Pesticide Regulation (CDRP) conducts routine monitoring of
surface water in agricultural areas on the central coast. The compiled data is used to
develop non-regulatory mitigation activities. CDPR will collect water and sediment
samples from BMPs installed as part of this project and analyze them for a suite of
pesticides. This information will help characterize the efficacy of the BMPs.

Required Permits and Approvals

Figure 3 lists the requisite permits and approvals for the Project:

11
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Agency

Permit Type

State Central Coast Regional Water
Quality Control Board (CCRWQCB)

410 Water Quality Certification

Ca Dept of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)

1600

Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement

California Native American tribes

Consultation under AB 52 and Section 106

Federal | US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)

Nationwide Permit 16: Return Water From
Upland Disposal Areas

US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)

Section 7 Endangered Species Act
Consultation

Local County of San Luis Obispo

Minor Use Permit, Grading Permit

Air Pollution Control Board

Air Quality Review

Figure 3. Regulatory Permits

7. Summary of Findings

The proposed activities involved in the Project would result in less than significant
environmental effects to the resources listed in figure 4, however compliance with regulatory
requirements and implementation of mitigation measures will reduce all significant adverse
impacts to less than significant levels. Pursuant to Section 15070, the District has determined a
Mitigated Negative Declaration is the appropriate environmental review document for the

Project.
Resource Impacts Mitigation
Biological Sensitive Species, Riparian Avoidance of sensitive
Habitat, Wetlands species, minimized traffic,
bank revegetation, limited
vegetation removal
pre-construction surveys,
consultation with
jurisdictional agencies
Cultural Pre-historic Resources, If deemed appropriate,
Historic Resources, Human approved archaeologists and
remains Tribal representatives will
monitoring during
construction. Construction

12
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will stop if any resources are
discovered.

Geology and Soils

soil erosion or unstable soil
conditions, change of surface
runoff, Change the drainage
patterns

Implementation of erosion
control structures

Hydrology + Water Quality

Violate water quality
standards, or alter the existing
drainage pattern

Implementation of erosion
control structures, limited
vehicle + equipment uses

Mandatory Findings of
Significance

Have the potential to degrade
the quality of the environment,
and/or have impacts that are
individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable

Consultation with
jurisdictional agencies
throughout project, on-site
biologist, thorough pre-
project impacts review with
permitting agencies.

Figure 4. Resources less than significantly impacted with mitigation.

8. Summary Document Preparation

Pursuant to Section 21082.1 of CEQA, the District has independently reviewed and analyzed the
Initial Study for the Project and finds that these documents reflect the independent judgment of
the District. The District, as lead agency, also confirms that the project mitigation measures
detailed in these documents are feasible and will be implemented as stated in the Mitigated

Negative Declaration.

Neil Havlik
District Board President

Hallie Richard
Conservation Project Manager

13




Remediation of Pesticides in Oso Flaco Creek
Initial Study/ MND
April 2021

9. Avoidance and Mitigation Measures
The following mitigation measures (figure 5) will be implemented by the District to avoid or

minimize environmental impacts. Implementation of these mitigation measures would reduce
the environmental impacts of the proposed project to a less-than-significant level.

California red-legged frog:

CRLF-1. Only Service-approved biologists would participate in activities associated with the
capture, handling, and monitoring of California red-legged frogs.

CRLF-2. Ground disturbance would not begin until written approval is received from the Service
that project biologist(s) are qualified to conduct the work.

CRLF-3. A Service-approved biologist would survey the project site no more than 48 hours
before the onset of work activities.

CRLF-4. Before any activities begin on a project, a Service-approved biologist would conduct a
training session for all construction personnel.

CRLF-5. A Service-approved biologist would be present at the work site until all California red-
legged frogs have been relocated out of harm’s way, workers have been instructed, and
disturbance of habitat has been completed.

CRLF-6. If work must occur during the breeding season, the project proponent would implement
the following measures as well:

a. No work would occur during or 24 hours after any rain event to minimize impacts to
dispersing and breeding California red-legged frogs. A rain event is considered any
precipitation resulting in 0.2” or greater of precipitation. A Service-approved biologist
would survey the project site immediately before resuming project activities.

b. The project proponent would conduct project activities no earlier than 30 minutes after
sunrise and no later than 30 minutes before sunset each day.

c. The project proponent would survey the project area daily before activities begin and
monitor all project activities using a Service-approved biologist

CRLF-7. Unless approved by the Service, the project proponent would not impound water in the
course of project activities in a manner that may attract California red-legged frogs.

CRLF-8. A Service-approved biologist would permanently remove any individuals of non-native
species, such as bullfrogs (Rana catesbeiana), signal and red swamp crayfish (Pacifastacus
leniusculus; Procambarus clarkii), and centrarchid fishes from the project area, to the maximum
extent possible. The Service-approved biologist would be responsible for ensuring his or her
activities comply with the California Fish and Game Code.

CRLF-9. To ensure that diseases are not conveyed between work sites by the Service-approved
biologist, the biologists would follow the fieldwork code of practice developed by the Declining
Amphibian Populations Task Force at all times.

14
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Gambel's watercress

GWOC-1. A binder containing all avoidance and minimization measures, permits, and
authorizations for the project will remain on site throughout construction. Prior to
construction, all project staff, including contractors, will review all avoidance and
minimization measures.

GWC-2. A qualified botanist will conduct a pre-construction survey to confirm absence of
Gambel’s watercress prior to commencing ground disturbance activities in the project area. If
the plants are found during pre-construction surveys, including any Gambel’s watercress
hybrids, the botanist will flag the area and inform all workers of the need to stay out of the
flagged area.

GW(C-3. Prior to the onset of activities that could affect listed plant habitat, a qualified
biologist will conduct a training session for all personnel. At a minimum, the training will
include a description of relevant plants and its habitat and AMMs that should be
implemented. The training session will be repeated for any new personnel.

California Least Tern (CLT)

CLT-1. A binder containing all avoidance and minimization measures, permits, and
authorizations for the project will remain on site throughout construction. Prior to
construction, all project staff, including contractors, will review all avoidance and
minimization measures.

CLT-2. A training session for all construction personnel will be conducted by a qualified
biologist prior to the start of project activities. At a minimum, the training will include a
description of CLT and its habitat, the status of CLT, the general avoidance and minimization
measures that are being implemented to protect the CLT as they relate to the project, and the
boundaries within which project construction will be conducted.

CLT-3. If any activities are scheduled when CLT are known to be present (generally between
April 15 and September 15) qualified biologists will continue to be on site during activities
taking place at these locations. If CLT are not foraging nearby or biologists observing CLT
foraging activity determines that CLT will not be disturbed by the activities, it may proceed as
planned. However, if CLT are present and have the potential to be disturbed, the biologist will
continue to direct activities to stop within 250 feet of the bird until it leaves on its own
accord.

General Protection of Riparian, Aquatic and Wetland Habitats

Hab-1. Project proponents would re-vegetate project sites with an assemblage of native
riparian, wetland, and upland vegetation suitable for the area. The project proponent would
use locally collected plant materials to the extent practicable.

Hab-2. If the project proponent or sponsoring agency determines the use of herbicides is
necessary for their project, they would coordinate further with the Service to develop suitable
avoidance and minimization measures for herbicide use for their project

15
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Hab-3. Construction will occur between June 1 and November 30. Revegetation activities,
including soil preparation, may extend beyond November 30, if necessary, to better ensure
successful plant establishment during the onset of winter precipitation.

Hab-4. Debris, soil, silt, excessive bark, rubbish, creosote-treated wood, raw cement/ concrete
or washings thereof, asphalt, paint or other coating material, oil or other petroleum products,
or any other substances which could be hazardous to aquatic life, resulting from projected
related activities, shall be prevented from contaminating the soil and/or entering the waters
of the State.

Hab-5. Where feasible, the construction shall occur from the bank, or on a temporary pad
underlain with filter fabric. No mechanized equipment (e.g., internal combustion hand tools)
will enter wetted

channels.

Hab-6. Use of heavy equipment shall be avoided in a channel bottom with rocky or cobbled
substrate. If access to the work site requires crossing a rocky or cobbled substrate, a rubber
tire loader/backhoe is the preferred vehicle

Hab-7. The use or storage of petroleum-powered equipment shall be accomplished in a
manner to prevent the potential release of petroleum materials into waters of the
state (Fish and Game Code 5650).

Hab-9. Prior to use, clean all equipment to remove external oil, grease, dirt, or mud.
Wash sites must be located in upland locations so wash water does not flow into
the stream channel or adjacent wetlands.

Hab-10. All construction equipment must be in good working condition, showing no signs

of fuel or oil leaks. Oil absorbent and spill containment materials shall be located on site when
mechanical equipment is in operation with 100 feet of the proposed watercourse

crossings.

Hab-11. To minimize further disturbance to the work area, crew size will be limited, and
number of vehicles and equipment to the maximum extent feasible.

Hab-12. Removal of any vegetation will be minimized to the extent feasible.

Hab-13. Depending on determinations made by the ACOE, compensatory mitigation will be
completed at the requisite ratio to impacts.

Hab-14. No fill or dredge material will be placed within a designated wetland.

Sediment and Erosion Control Measures:

Sed-1. When appropriate, isolate the construction area from flowing water until project
materials are installed and erosion protection is in place.

16
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Sed -2. Effective erosion control measures shall be in place at all times during construction. Do
not start construction until all temporary control devices (straw bales with sterile, weed free
straw, silt fences, etc.) are in place downslope or downstream of the project site within the
riparian area. The devices shall be properly installed at all locations where the likelihood of
sediment input exists.

Sed-3. Sediment shall be removed from sediment controls once it has reached one-third of
the exposed height of the control. Whenever straw bales are used, they shall be staked and
dug into the ground to a minimum depth of 12 cm, and only sterile, weed-free straw shall be
utilized. Catch basins shall be maintained so that no more than 15 cm of sediment depth
accumulates within traps or sumps.

Sed-4. Sediment-laden water created by construction activity shall be filtered before it leaves
the right-of-way or enters the stream network or an aquatic resource area.

Sed-5. The contractor/project applicant is required to inspect and repair/maintain all
practices prior to and after any storm event, at 24-hour intervals during extended
storm events, and a minimum of every two weeks until all erosion control

measures have been completed.

Sed-6. Immediately after project completion and before the close of the seasonal work
window, stabilize all exposed soil with mulch, seeding, and/or placement of erosion control
blankets. Remove all artificial erosion control devices after the project area has fully
stabilized. All exposed soil present in and around the project site shall be stabilized within 7
days. Erosion control devices such as coir rolls or erosion control blankets will not contain
plastic netting of a mesh size that would entrain

reptiles and amphibians.

Sed-7. All bare and/or disturbed slopes (larger than 10’ x 10’ of bare mineral soil) will be
treated with erosion control measures such as straw mulching, netting, fiber rolls, and
hydroseed as permanent erosion control measures.

Sed-8. Where straw, mulch, or slash is used as erosion control on bare mineral soil, the
minimum coverage shall be 95% with a minimum depth of two inches.

Sed- 9. The project proponent would limit the number of access routes, size of staging areas,
and the total area of the activity to the minimum necessary to achieve the project goals.

Cultural Resources:

CR-1. As necessary, the applicant shall retain a county-approved archaeologist to monitor
ground disturbing construction activities. The applicant shall install any necessary protective
field measures, as directed by the archaeologist, and shall keep them in good working order
during construction. If any significant archaeological resources or human remains are found
during monitoring, work shall stop within the immediate vicinity of the resource until such
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individuals.

time as the resources can be evaluated by an archaeologist and any other appropriate

CR-2. Pursuant to RGP78 and in accordance to 36 C.F.R section 800.13, in the event of any
discovery during construction of human remains, archaeological deposits, or any other type of
historic property, the project manager shall notify the USACE archaeological staff within 24
hours. Construction work shall be suspended immediately and shall not resume until USACE
re-authorizes project construction

CR-3 If it becomes impossible to implement the project at a worksite without disturbing
cultural or paleontological resources, then activity at that worksite shall be discontinued.

Figure 5. Avoidance and Mitigation Measures

Il. Initial Study

A. Environmental Checklist + Responses

1. Summary

Project Title

Remediation of Pesticides in the Oso Flaco Watershed

Lead Agency Coastal San Luis Resource Conservation District
Address | 1203 Main Street, Ste B, Morro Bay CA 93433
Contact | Hallie Richard, (805)772-4391

Project Location

Oso Flaco Creek

Responsible Agency

Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board

Address

895 Aerovista Place, Suite 101, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

Contact

Peter Meertens (805) 801-4287

Existing Land Use

Agriculture

Project Description

Removal of sediment contaminated with pesticides from 1.2 miles of
Oso Flaco Creek while concurrently implementing upstream sediment
controls designed to capture and remove sediment before it enters the
Creek.
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Project Location

The project area is located on private agricultural land owned and
managed by Teixeira Farms and is intensively farmed. The Project area
is in the Oso Flaco Creek Watershed which contains Oso Flaco Creek
and Little Oso Flaco Creek; both of which flow into Oso Flaco Lake. This
is part of HUC 12, Santa Maria and located in the Oceano Quad. This
watershed is dominated by intensive agricultural cultivation with some
recreation at the Guadalupe- Nipomo Dunes and Oso Flaco Lake and an
industrial refinery. An extensive wetland exists around Little Oso Flaco
Lake.

Native American Tribes
Affiliated with the Project
Area?

The Northern Chumash Tribe, yak tityu tityu Northern Chumash Tribe,
Salinan Tribe, Xolon tribe. Consultation has been initiated.

Public Agencies Whose
Approval is Required

Permits and agreements are required from the US Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE), the California Department of fish and Wildlife
(CDFW), the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the US
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and the County of San Luis Obispo
(SLO Co.)

Figure 6. Project Information

2. Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

The environmental factors listed below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at
least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist below. A
significant effect on the environment is defined in regulation as

“a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the physical
conditions within the area affected by the project, including land, air, water, minerals,
flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance. A social or
economic change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect on the
environment. A social or economic change related to a physical change may be
considered in determining whether the physical change is significant (14 CCR section

15382).”

Additionally, CEQA Section 15064 states that

“The determination of whether a project may have a significant effect on the
environment calls for careful judgment on the part of the public agency involved, based
to the extent possible on scientific and factual data. An ironclad definition of significant
effect is not always possible because the significance of an activity may vary with the

setting.”
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Aesthetics Mineral Resources
Agriculture Noise
Air Quality Population and Housing

Biological Resources Public Services

Cultural Resources Recreation

Geology and Soils Transportation/Traffic

Hazards and Hazardous Materials Utilities

< (L) O O O 2 )2

Hydrology + Water Quality Mandatory Findings of Significance

< D x| x| O

Land Use and Planning

Figure 7. Initial Study Checklist

3.

Determination

On the basis of this initial evaluation, the Environmental Coordinator finds that:

]

The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment and the
project qualifies for a categorical exemption.

The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have
been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

The proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has
been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier
analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.
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Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,

because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have
been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed

project, nothing further is required.

Signature

Hallie Richard

Printed Name

Date

Coastal San Luis Resource Conservation District

For

A. Analysis of Potential Environmental Impacts

1. Aesthetics

The project will have a low profile and will not be visible to the public because it will occur
entirely below grade and is on private property. Oso Flaco Lake Road is not a designated scenic
corridor. State Route 1, located east of the project site, is eligible but not officially designated
as a State Scenic Highway. The area is not subject to County scenic protection standards.

including, but not limited to, trees, rock

Potentially | Less Than | LessThan | No
Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Would the Project:
Have a substantial adverse effect on a X
scenic vista?
Substantially damage scenic resources, X
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outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?

Substantially degrade the existing visual X
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Create a new source of substantial light or X
glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Conclusion

The project will occur entirely below grade level and on private property. The project will not be
visible to the public; therefore, the project will have no impact on aesthetics. Implementation of
this project will not affect scenic vistas or substantially damage scenic resources within a state
scenic highway. This project will not substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site or its surroundings, nor will it create a new source of light or glare.
Implementation of this project will remove vegetation choking the Lake, thereby enhancing the
visual character of the site. No mitigation measures will be required.

Reference

- California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). 2017. California Scenic Highway
Mapping System. Officially Designated Scenic Highway Routes.
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LandArch/16_livability/scenic_highways/index.htm.

2. Agriculture

The project area includes Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, and Farmland of Statewide
Importance according to the Department of Conservation California Important Farmland Finder.
Intensive agricultural practices cause soils to erode into the Creek and Lake. This project will
capture and remove this soil from the Creek, remediate it to acceptable levels of toxicity, and
apply it on Prime and Unique farmland adjacent to the project area. On-Farm sediment control
BMPs will be implemented to keep soil on farmland, preventing erosion and reducing soil loss.
Reduced soil loss, as well as incorporating nutrient-rich sediment from the creek and lake bed
into the topsoil, will improve the farmland by increasing soil health. 20 acres of farmland will be
temporarily removed from production in order to expand access roads along the creek, and for
the remediation site. No farmland will be permanently converted to non-agricultural use.

Potentially | Less Than | LessThan | No
Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation
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Would the Project:

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production
(as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?

Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

Conclusion

will return to agricultural production within 3 years.

The Project will not convert Prime or Unique Farmland to nonagricultural uses. The project will
temporarily remove 20 acres of farmland from production in order to expand access roads along
the creek for sediment removal activities, and for the remediation site. No farmland will be
permanently converted to non-agricultural use. Farmland used for remediation and access roads

The Project does not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract. Project activities are aligned with coastal zone agricultural uses, and the property is
not under a Williamson Act contract. The project area does not include any forested areas and
therefore will have no impacts on forestry resources nor conflict with existing zoning for, or
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cause rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production. The
project will enhance the soil health of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance.

References

- San Luis Obispo County. 2009. Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance, Title 23 of the San Luis
Obispo County Code. Revised January 2009.

- South County-Coastal Planning Area Rural Land Use Category Map. Department of Planning
and Building. Revised October 23, 2007.

3. Air Quality

Air quality is a function of pollutant emissions and topographic and meteorological influences.
The physical features and atmospheric conditions of a landscape interact to affect the
movement and dispersion of pollutants and determine its air quality. The U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) and the California Air Resources Board (CARB) are the federal and
state agencies charged with maintaining air quality in the nation and state, respectively. The
USEPA delegates much of its authority over air quality to CARB. CARB has geographically divided
the state into 15 air basins for the purposes of managing air quality on a regional basis. The
Project area lies within San Luis Obispo County in the South-Central Coast Air Basin (SCCAB). The
SCCAB covers all of San Luis Obispo County, Santa Barbara County, and Ventura County. The San
Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (SLOAPCD) is the local agency charged with
preserving air quality. In 2001, the SLOAPCD adopted its 2001 Clean Air Plan, which addresses
ozone and particulate matter emissions, and identifies the control measures necessary to attain
air quality standards.

San Luis Obispo County is in non-attainment status for ozone (03), respirable particulate matter
(PM10) and vinyl chloride under the California Air Resource Board (CARB) standards. The County
is in attainment status for all other applicable CARB standards. Most recent exceedances of the
state ozone standard in the last decade in the county have been measured at monitoring
stations in Paso Robles or Atascadero.

The significance criteria established by the San Luis Obispo Air Pollution Control District (APCD)
may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Specific mitigation measures will be
implemented as applicable during project implementation.

Potentially | Less Than | LessThan | No
Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Would the Project:
Conflict with or obstruct implementation X
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of the applicable air quality plan?

Violate any air quality standard or X
contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

Result in a cumulatively considerable net X
increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality

standard (including releasing emissions
which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial X
pollutant concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a X
substantial number of people?

Conclusion

The Project will have a less than significant impact on Air Quality. The project will impact
approximately 100 acres for no longer than 90 days. Construction equipment will include an
excavator, dump trucks, and scrapper. Emissions related to fugitive dust and engine combustion
will be short-term. Access to the project site is by unimproved agricultural roads. Equipment
will be staged in agricultural fields adjacent to the Creek and travel between .25 and .5 miles on
unimproved agricultural roads. There are no residential homes near the project site. Standard
erosion and dust control methods will be used as necessary. Based on this information, the
Project will not exceed the 25Ib of PM10 per day threshold.

Within San Luis Obispo County, the applicable air quality plan is the SLOAPCD’s 2001 Clean Air
Plan (Plan) (SLOAPCD 2001). The Plan addresses attainment and maintenance of state and
federal ambient air quality standards (SLOAPCD 2001, page 1-1); however, the Plan “primarily
addresses the [County’s] ozone nonattainment problem" (SLOAPCD 2001, page 1-2). The
proposed Project does not involve changes in land use or stationary sources that would emit
substantial amounts of pollutants and would therefore not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the Plan.

Project emissions from vehicle trips and the use of heavy equipment are higher than those of
normal farm operation. The intermittent and short-term temporary nature of these combustion
emission sources would not cause or substantially contribute to a violation of an ozone or other
air quality standard. Construction dust associated with grading and excavation activity for
sediment removal and land application would be minimal.
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As discussed above, the Project would not conflict with an applicable air quality plan nor cause

or substantially contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation. Thus, the project
would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in any pollutant for which the
SCCAB does not attain ambient air quality standards (ozone and PM10).

Sensitive receptors are people or groups of people that have an increased sensitivity to air
pollution or environmental contaminants. A sensitive receptor is generally defined as a location
where human populations, especially children, seniors, and sick people, may be continuously
exposed to air pollutants. These typically include schools, parks and playgrounds, day care
centers, nursing homes, hospitals, and residential dwelling units. The project would occur at Oso
Flaco Lake, which is more than one mile away from all sensitive receptors. Given the short
duration of the project activities, it would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations.

Equipment operation, sediment disturbance, and vegetation removal inherent to the project has
the potential to cause objectionable odors in the immediate project area. However, due to the
isolated project location, the odors would not affect a substantial number of people. Project
activities would not create off-site odors that would affect a substantial number of people.

References
- San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (SLOAPCD). 2001. Clean Air Plan San
Luis Obispo County. San Luis Obispo County, CA. December 2001.
- 2012a. Strategic Action Plan 2013 - 2017. San Luis Obispo, CA. November 2012.
- 2012b. CEQA Air Quality Handbook: A Guide for Assessing the Air Quality Impacts for
Projects Subject to CEQA Review. San Luis Obispo, CA. April 2012.

4. Biological Resources

a) Regulatory Setting

In addition to CEQA, other federal and state laws apply to the biological resources identified in
this report. Each of these laws is identified and discussed below.

Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA) FESA establishes a broad public and federal interest
in identifying, protecting, and providing for the recovery of threatened or endangered
species. The Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of Commerce are designated in FESA
as responsible for identifying endangered and threatened species and their critical habitat,
carrying out programs for the conservation of these species, and rendering opinions
regarding the impact of proposed federal actions on listed species. The USFWS and the
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) are charged with implementing and enforcing
FESA. USFWS has authority over terrestrial and continental aquatic species, and NMFS has
authority over species that spend all or part of their life cycle at sea, such as salmonids

Section 9 of FESA prohibits the unlawful “take” of any listed fish or wildlife species. Take, as
defined by FESA, means “to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or
collect, or to attempt to engage in any such action.” The USFWS's regulations define harm to
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mean “an act which actually kills or injures wildlife.” Such an act “may include “significant
habitat modification or degradation where it actually kills or injures wildlife by significantly
impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding, feeding or sheltering” (50 CFR §
17.3). Take can be permitted under FESA pursuant to sections 7 and 10. Section 7 provides a
process for take permits for federal projects or projects subject to a federal permit, and
Section 10 provides a process for incidental take permits for projects without a federal
nexus. FESA does not extend the take prohibition to federally listed plants on private land,
other than prohibiting the removal, damage, or destruction of such species in violation of
state law.

The Clean Water Act of 1972 (Section 404)

The United States does not have a federal, comprehensive law protecting wetlands.
However, through the regulation of activities in “waters of the United States,” the Clean
Water Act of 1972 is the main federal law used to protect wetlands. Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act regulates the discharge of dredged or fill material into “waters of the United
States,” which includes traditional navigable waters, interstate waters, certain tributaries of
any of these waters, and wetlands that meet these criteria or that are adjacent to any of
these waters. In 1987, the USACE published a manual for the delineation wetlands, those
that are regulated by Section 404, and generally defined wetlands as requiring the following
three characteristics: hydrology, hydric soils, and hydrophytes (plants adapted to living in
saturated soils).

The USACE also regulates activities in waters of the United States under the federal Rivers
and Harbors Act. Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act requires permits for any work or
structures in navigable waters of the United States, including wetlands within or adjacent to
these waters. Both dredging and filling are regulated activities under the Act. Navigable
waters are defined as those waters that are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide, or that
are presently, have been, or may be used for transport of interstate or foreign commerce.

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (MBTA)

Under the MBTA, it is unlawful to “pursue, hunt, take, capture or kill; attempt to take,
capture or kill; possess, offer to or sell, barter, purchase, deliver or cause to be shipped,
exported, imported, transported, carried or received any migratory bird, part, nest, egg or
product, manufactured or not.” In short, under the MBTA it is illegal to disturb a nest that is
in active use, since this could result in killing a bird or destroying an egg. The USFWS
oversees implementation of the MBTA.

California Endangered Species Act (CESA)

Provisions of CESA protect state-listed threatened and endangered species. The Fish and
Wildlife Commission is charged with establishing a list of endangered and threatened
species. CDFW regulates activities that may result in “take” of individuals (i.e., “hunt,
pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill”). Habitat
degradation or modification is not expressly included in the definition of “take” under the
California Fish and Game Code, but CDFW has interpreted “take” to include the killing of a
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member of a species which is the proximate result of habitat modification.

California Fish and Wildlife Code Section 1602

Section 1602 of the California Fish and Wildlife Code requires an entity to notify CDFG of any
proposed activity that may substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow of, or
substantially change or use any material from the bed, channel, or bank of, any river,
stream, or lake, or deposit or dispose of debris, waste, or other material containing
pavement where it may pass into any stream, river, or lake. CDFG uses the USFWS definition
of wetlands when regulating these activities. The project would require Section 1602
authorization from CDFG.

Fish and Wildlife Code Section 3503, 3503.5, and 3505

Pursuant to Fish and Wildlife Code section 3503, it is unlawful to “take, possess, or
needlessly destroy the nest or eggs of any bird, except as otherwise provided by this code or
any regulation made pursuant thereto.” Sections 3503.5 and 3505 provide similar protection
specifically to raptors and their nests and to egrets, respectively. Disturbance that causes
nest abandonment and/or loss of reproductive effort is considered “taking” by CDFW.

Species of Special Concern and Fish and Wildlife Code Fully Protected Species

CDFW maintains lists of animal Species of Special Concern (CSSC) that serve as "watch lists."
A CSSC is not subject to the take prohibitions of CESA. The CSSC are species that are
declining at a rate that could result in listing under FESA or CESA and/or have historically
occurred in low numbers, and known threats to their persistence currently exist. This
designation is intended to result in special consideration for these animals and is intended
to focus attention on the species to help avert the need for costly listing under federal and
state endangered species laws. This designation also is intended to stimulate collection of
additional information on the biology, distribution, and status of poorly known at-risk
species, and focus research and management attention on them.

Four sections of the Fish and Wildlife Code list 37 fully protected species (Fish and Game
Code §§ 3511, 4700, 5050, and 5515). Fully protected species may generally not be taken or
possessed except for scientific research. Incidental take of species that are designated as
fully protected may be authorized via development of a natural community conservation
plan (NCCP; Fish and Game Code § 2800 et seq.).

Environmental Setting

The plants and animals found on the Project site are representative of the Guadalupe-Nipomo
Dunes, and are therefore considered part of the Dunes System. The Guadalupe-Nipomo Dunes is
the largest remaining dune system south of San Francisco and the second largest in the state of
California. It encompasses an 18-mile (29 km) stretch of coastline on the central coast of
California and extends from southern San Luis Obispo County to northern Santa Barbara County.
The Guadalupe-Nipomo Dunes system is home to a unique dunes ecosystem and is recognized
as a National Natural Landmark.
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The Project site consists of a large wetland extending from the base of drifting dunes to actively
cultivated agricultural lands. It supports extensive emergent freshwater marsh habitats including
California bulrush (Schoenoplectus californica) marsh, cattail (Typha latifolia) marsh, and
duckweed (Lemna minor) blooms.

Special-Status Species

Special-status species are those plants and animals that are legally protected or otherwise
recognized as vulnerable to habitat loss or population decline by federal, state, or local
resource conservation agencies and organizations. In this analysis, special-status species
include:

* Species that are state and/or federally listed or proposed for listing as threatened or
endangered

* Species considered as candidates for listing as threatened or endangered

e CDFW Species of Special Concern

e Fully protected species per California Fish and Game Code, Plants considered by the
California Native Plant Society (CNPS) and CDFW to be rare, threatened, or endangered
[California rare plant ranked, (CRPR); e.g., CRPR 1B)

A list of those special-status species that have potential to occur in the project area is
presented below.

California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii), federally threatened: Suitable habitat for
California red-legged frogs is present in Oso Flaco Creek and presence of the species is
presumed extant, however no protocol level surveys have been completed. Surveys were
recently conducted for California red-legged frogs in accordance with the USFWS protocol in
Little Oso Flaco Lake, upstream of the project area. Specifically, day and night eyeshine
surveys were conducted on April 4, 2017 and day and night eyeshine surveys were
conducted on April 16, 2017. No California red-legged frogs were observed during these
surveys.

Gambel’s watercress (Nasturtium gambelii), federally endangered: Gambel’s watercress is
present downstream in Oso Flaco Lake, however no protocol level surveys have been
conducted in the project area.

Marsh sandwort (Arenaria paludicola): Marsh sandwort is present downstream in Oso Flaco
Lake; however, no protocol level surveys have been conducted in the project area.

California least tern (Sterna antillarum browni), federally endangered: California least tern is
known to forage at Oso Flaco Lake, downstream of the project site, but does not arrive in
the area until early April.

Tidewater goby (Eucyclogobius newberryi), federally endangered: A Tidewater goby survey
identified the first known collection of this species in the watershed in Oso Flaco Creek
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Lagoon, between the dunes and beach, in March of 2017 though not in or around the
project site. Subsequent collection surveys were unsuccessful.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with

Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the Project:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations,
or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited

to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance?

30




Remediation of Pesticides in Oso Flaco Creek
Initial Study/ MND
April 2021

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted X
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Conclusion

The Project will have less than significant impacts on Biological Resources with mitigation.
The Project is designed to mitigate and avoid impact on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, including the
interference of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species.

No surveys for California red-legged frogs have been conducted in the Project area, however the
species is presumed extant. Additionally, the project includes avoidance and minimization
measures that would ensure that impacts to red-legged frogs would be mitigated (see Appendix
B). The measures include the requirement that USFWS-approved biological monitors perform
pre-construction surveys for California red-legged frog to ensure no California red-legged frogs
enter the work area; they must be present during dewatering and re-watering. Thus, no impacts
to California red-legged frog are expected to occur during project activities.

Surveys conducted by California State Parks for Gambel’s watercress and Marsh sandwort
identified individuals adjacent to the downstream extent of the project area, however the
survey did not continue past that extent. The Project includes avoidance and minimization
measures that would ensure impacts to listed plant species would not be significant with
mitigation.

The project includes avoidance and minimization measures that would ensure that the California
least tern would not be harmed by project activities.

Tidewater goby have not been identified in the project area; however previous surveys
identified an individual downstream in the Oso Flaco Lake lagoon. The project includes
avoidance and minimization measures that would ensure that Tidewater goby would not be
harmed by project activities.

The Project will have a less than significant impact on riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
communities identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or wetlands as defined by Section
404 of the Clean Water Act. Project activities will take place from the Creek bank. No wetlands
or other waters of the U.S. would be permanently lost; temporary impacts would occur during
sediment removal activities and all impacts will be mitigated for in the avoidance and mitigation
measures (AMM). AMM include avoiding wetlands to the maximum extent feasible, regulating
equipment use in wetland areas, limiting vegetation removal to the minimum extent possible,
not placing any fill or dredged material in wetlands, and implementing compensatory mitigation
on site where required by jurisdictional agencies.
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The Project footprint is approximately .2 square miles, or 115 acres, and includes waters of the
US, which subject the project to US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) jurisdiction. Nationwide
permit will be secured for the project. The project will also require a lake and streambed
alteration agreement from the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), and a State
Water Resource Control Board 401 Water Quality Certification. All USACE, SWRCB and CDFW
permit/agreement requirements would be implemented before, during and after project
construction. Additionally, the project includes avoidance and minimization measures that
would ensure that sediment control measures are implemented to prevent sediment transport
downstream of the project site.

Vegetation removal will comply with title 23 of the Coastal Zone land use ordinance for tree
removal. A Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is currently being developed; however, it has not
been approved by the trustee agencies. This project would be consistent with activities
anticipated by the HCP.

References
- California Natural Diversity Database. https://map.dfg.ca.gov/bios/?tool=cnddbQuick

-California Natural Diversity Database. Biogeographic Data Branch. California Department of
Fish and Game. 2017.

- California Department of Parks and Recreation (CDPR). 2016. 2016 Nesting Season
Management Plan to Avoid Take of the California Least Tern and Western Snowy Plover at
Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area, San Luis Obispo County, California.
February 2017.

- Nesting of the California Least Tern and Snowy Plover at Oceano Dunes State
Vehicular Recreation Area, San Luis Obispo County, California, 2015 Season, Oceano
Dunes District, CDPR, Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Division. Prepared for California
Department of Fish and Game and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

5. Cultural Resources

The project area is located within a historically agricultural area, cultivated and grazed since the
Rancho era of the 1830’s. No built structures exist in the project area. Because Federal permits
are required for the Project, a section 106 Cultural Resources review will be completed as part
of the NEPA compliance process.

An archaeological study of the project area conducted in March 2021 by the County of San Luis
Obispo and consistent with CEQA guidelines, determined that no significant cultural resources
exist within the project area. The study included a pedestrian survey and records search of the
Central Coast Information Center of the California Historical Resources Information System.
Background research revealed that several cultural resource studies have occurred within .25
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miles of the project area and that no archaeological sites have been recorded within or adjacent
to the Project area.

The study recommends that a pre-construction archeological briefing is provided to all crew
members working on the project, and that a qualified archaeologist and member of the local
Native American community monitor initial ground disturbing activities along the creek bank,
(i.e., grading/blading and not backfilling or work within previously monitored soils), or until the
qualified archaeologist determines that monitoring is no longer necessary.

CSLRCD sent notification letters to each of the Native American Tribal representatives listed
under the National American Heritage Commission, notifying them of the project. In response to
the outreach, the Salinan Tribe of Monterey and San Luis Obispo Counties responded requesting
that a tribal monitor be present during ground disturbing activities.

Potentially | Less Than | Less Than | No
Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

Would the Project:

Disturb pre-historic resources? X

Disturb historic resources? X

Disturb paleontological resources? X

Disturb any human remains, including X

those interred outside of formal

cemeteries?

Conclusion

The Project will have less than significant impacts on Cultural Resources with mitigation. The
Project will have less than significant impact to prehistoric or historic resources or human
remains with mitigation. Based on the archaeological study referenced above, it is unlikely that
cultural resources will be discovered during project implementation activities. Pursuant to AB
52, and in response to comments received as a result of outreach to local Native American
tribal representatives, a Tribal Representative may be present during ground disturbing
activities. The following mitigation measures will be enacted to avoid impacts to cultural
resources:
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Cultural Resources:

CR-1. As necessary, the applicant shall retain a county-approved archaeologist to monitor
ground disturbing construction activities. The applicant shall install any necessary protective
field measures, as directed by the archaeologist, and shall keep them in good working order
during construction. If any significant archaeological resources or human remains are found
during monitoring, work shall stop within the immediate vicinity of the resource until such
time as the resources can be evaluated by an archaeologist and any other appropriate
individuals.

CR-2. Pursuant to RGP78 and in accordance to 36 C.F.R section 800.13, in the event of any
discovery during construction of human remains, archaeological deposits, or any other type of
historic property, the project manager shall notify the USACS archaeological staff within 24
hours. Construction work shall be suspended immediately and shall not resume until USACE
re-authorizes project construction

CR-3 If it becomes impossible to implement the project at a worksite without disturbing
cultural or paleontological resources, then activity at that worksite shall be discontinued.

No paleontological resources are anticipated to be found in the Project site. There has been no
documentation of unique paleontological resources or geological features in the project area.

References

- https://www.nps.gov/maps/full.html|?mapld=7ad17cc9-b808-4ff8-a2f9-a99909164466

- http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ListedResources/?view=name&criteria

- Nocerino, E (et all), 2014. Phase 1 Archaeological Study for the Oso Flaco On-Farm Water
Quality Implementation and Demonstration Project, San Luis Obispo County, California

6. Geology and Soils

The project area is located in the Oso Flaco watershed, a sub-watershed of the Santa Maria
Watershed. The Santa Maria watershed lies at the boundary of two geomorphic regions — the
Coast Ranges and the Transverse Ranges — both highly influenced by right-lateral movement
along the San Andreas Fault Zone. The lithology of the watershed is characterized as young,
weakly consolidated marine and some non-marine sedimentary rocks composing the valley
bottoms. The Santa Maria valley is a principal depositional basin in the watershed and supports
the watershed’s two main groundwater basins. It has been estimated that each basin has a
maximum thickness of sediments reaching 2.0 and 2.9 km, respectively that has been filling
continuously over the past 4 million years.

According to the USDA soil survey data, the project area consists of primarily wet psamments
and fluvents located in the creek channel, characterized by 0-5% slopes, originating from
alluvium. The natural drainage rating is considered very poor, and ponding is infrequent. THe
soils meet hydric criteria, and the USFWS wetland mapper considered this area a freshwater
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forested wetland . The farmland adjacent to the Lake and Creek is comprised of Camarillo Loam
and Corralito’s Sandy Loam, characterized by alluvial fans and floodplains, and part of the
R014XD025CA coarse loamy flat ecological site.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Mitigation

Would the Project:

Result in exposure to or production of X
unstable earth conditions, such as
landslides, earthquakes, liquefaction,
ground failure, land subsidence or other
similar hazards?

Be within a CA Dept. of Mines & Geology X
Earthquake Fault Zone (formerly Alquist
Priolo)?

Result in soil erosion, topographic X
changes, loss of topsoil or unstable soil
conditions from project-related
improvements, such as vegetation
removal, grading, excavation or fill?

Change rates of soil absorption, or X
amount or direction of surface runoff?

Include structures located on expansive X
soils?

Change the drainage patterns where X
substantial on-or off-site sedimentation/
erosion or flooding may occur?

Conclusion

The Project will have less than significant impacts on soil erosion and drainage with
mitigation. Implementation of this project will not expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects due to landslides or earthquakes and is not located within a CA Dept.
of Mines & Geology Earthquake Fault Zone.
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This project includes the implementation of erosion control structures to prevent soil erosion,
topographic changes, loss of topsoil or unstable soil conditions from project-related
improvements, such as vegetation removal, grading, excavation or fill, rates of soil absorption,
or amount or direction of surface runoff. Sediment removal from the Creek will prevent future
flooding on adjacent farmland. The project area is on stable soils that will not become unstable,
slide laterally, subside, liquify, collapse or expand. No structural components are included in the
scope of this project. The following mitigation measures will be implemented to prevent
erosion, flooding, and impacts to water quality

Sediment and Erosion Control Measures:

Sed-1. When appropriate, isolate the construction area from flowing water until project
materials are installed and erosion protection is in place.

Sed -2. Effective erosion control measures shall be in place at all times during construction. Do
not start construction until all temporary control devices (straw bales with sterile, weed free
straw, silt fences, etc.) are in place downslope or downstream of the project site within the
riparian area. The devices shall be properly installed at all locations where the likelihood of
sediment input exists.

Sed-3. Sediment shall be removed from sediment controls once it has reached one-third of
the exposed height of the control. Whenever straw bales are used, they shall be staked and
dug into the ground to a minimum depth of 12 cm, and only sterile, weed-free straw shall be
utilized. Catch basins shall be maintained so that no more than 15 cm of sediment depth
accumulates within traps or sumps.

Sed-4. Sediment-laden water created by construction activity shall be filtered before it leaves
the right-of-way or enters the stream network or an aquatic resource area.

Sed-5. The contractor/project applicant is required to inspect and repair/maintain all
practices prior to and after any storm event, at 24-hour intervals during extended
storm events, and a minimum of every two weeks until all erosion control

measures have been completed.

Sed-6. Immediately after project completion and before the close of the seasonal work
window, stabilize all exposed soil with mulch, seeding, and/or placement of erosion control
blankets. Remove all artificial erosion control devices after the project area has fully
stabilized. All exposed soil present in and around the project site shall be stabilized within 7
days. Erosion control devices such as coir rolls or erosion control blankets will not contain
plastic netting of a mesh size that would entrain

reptiles and amphibians.

Sed-7. All bare and/or disturbed slopes (larger than 10’ x 10’ of bare mineral soil) will be
treated with erosion control measures such as straw mulching, netting, fiber rolls, and
hydroseed as permanent erosion control measures.
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Sed-8. Where straw, mulch, or slash is used as erosion control on bare mineral soil, the
minimum coverage shall be 95% with a minimum depth of two inches.

Sed- 9. The project proponent would limit the number of access routes, size of staging areas,
and the total area of the activity to the minimum necessary to achieve the project goals.

References

- USDA Web Soil Survey, http://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/HomePage.htm

- SLO Watershed Project: Santa Maria River Watershed,
http://www.slowatershedproject.org/reports/snapshots/Snapshot-South-County-Santa-
Maria-River-Watershed.pdf

- https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/

7. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The Project will remove sediment that contains pesticides from Oso Flaco Creek and relocate it
to adjacent farmland for beneficial reuse. Sediment assessment was performed by Padre
Associates Inc in 2017 that analyzed sediment core samples from Little Oso Flaco lake (adjacent
upstream of the project area) for organochlorine pesticides. In the report of findings
(Attachment 3) Padre concluded that the sediment samples analyzed do not exceed the
California hazardous waste threshold of one mg/kg (wet weight) for DDD, DDE, or DDT (Title 22,
California Code of Regulations Section 66261.24 et seq.). Based on similar conditions and
sediment depositional modeling, it is anticipated that similar concentrations exist within the
project area. Additional chemical analysis indicates, according to the Padre report, that Mercury,
selenium, TPH, oil and grease, nitrate, nitrite, and fecal coliform bacteria results are not
anticipated to result in additional use or disposal restrictions for dredged material.

DDTr, an organochlorine pesticide of particular concern in the watershed, is a legacy pesticide
last used in the area in 1974. DDTr is a sediment bound particle and will not become water
soluble during rain or irrigation events. DDTr is not taken up by crops and does not pose a risk
for food safety. Sediment will be removed from the Creek and allowed to dry before being tilled
into farm soil. Soil erosion prevention practices, such as cover cropping and filter strips, will be
implemented to ensure that sediment does not re-enter the water course.

Potentially | Less Than | Less Than | No

Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

Would the Project:
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Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?

X

Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school?

Be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas
or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

Conclusion

The Project will have no impacts regarding hazardous materials. Sediment that will be
removed from Oso Flaco Creek does not exceed the Title 22 criteria for toxicity threshold for
DDT or its metabolites of 1 mg/kg (wet weight), therefore the material is not considered to be
hazardous waste. The project will not create a significant hazard to the public or the
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environment through the routine transport, use, disposal of hazardous materials, or the upset

and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment. The
Project area is not located near an existing or planned school, public or private air strip.
Implementation of this project will not impair the implementation or adoption of an emergency
response or emergency action plan. This project will not expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires.

References

- California Code of Regulations, Title 22 § 66261.24. Characteristic of Toxicity

- Report of Findings Oso Flaco Lake and Little Oso Flaco Lake Sediment Assessment
Activities, Padre Associates Inc, 2017

- https://www.sloairport.com/airport-land-use-commission-aluc/

- https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/map/?CMD=runreport&myaddress=0so+Flaco+

8. Hydrology + Water Quality

The Project will remove sediment from Oso Flaco Creek and relocate it to an adjacent farm field
for remediation and beneficial reuse as top soil. Sediment will be dewatered and allowed to dry
then incorporated into the topsoil. A cover crop will be planted for a growing season to stabilize
the field. Sediment control structures will be in place prior to the start of construction and until
construction is complete to ensure that water quality is impacted as little as possible as a result
of this project. A designated individual will be responsible for assessing the structures daily. A
SWRCB 401 Water Quality Certification will be secured for the work, and all mitigation and
avoidance measures will be complied with. On-Farm sediment control BMPs, upstream of the
sediment removal activities, will be subject to similar restrictions and oversight. BMPs will not
be installed in or adjacent to waterways. Sediment removed from BMPs will not be stockpiled or
located near waterways. BMPS will be maintained in such a way that they will not degrade
water quality.

Potentially | Less Than | Less Than | No
Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

Would the Project:

Violate any water quality standards or X

waste discharge requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater X

supplies or interfere substantially with

groundwater recharge such that there

would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or

a lowering of the local groundwater table

level (e.g., the production rate of pre-

existing nearby wells would drop to a level
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which would not support existing land uses
or planned uses for which permits have
been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on-
or off-site?

Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?

Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow?

Conclusion

The Project will have less than significant impacts on water quality with mitigation. By
implementing the mitigation measures listed below, implementing the approved monitoring
plan associated with this project, and installing sediment control structures, the Project will not
violate water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, nor will it substantially alter the

existing drainage pattern of the site or area.

General Protection of Riparian, Aquatic and Wetland Habitats
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Hab-1. Project proponents would re-vegetate project sites with an assemblage of native
riparian, wetland, and upland vegetation suitable for the area. The project proponent would
use locally collected plant materials to the extent practicable.

Hab-2. If the project proponent or sponsoring agency determines the use of herbicides is
necessary for their project, they would coordinate further with the Service to develop suitable
avoidance and minimization measures for herbicide use for their project

Hab-3. Construction will occur between June 1 and November 30. Revegetation activities,
including soil preparation, may extend beyond November 30, if necessary, to better ensure
successful plant establishment during the onset of winter precipitation.

Hab-4. Debris, soil, silt, excessive bark, rubbish, creosote-treated wood, raw cement/ concrete
or washings thereof, asphalt, paint or other coating material, oil or other petroleum products,
or any other substances which could be hazardous to aquatic life, resulting from projected
related activities, shall be prevented from contaminating the soil and/or entering the waters
of the State.

Hab-5. Where feasible, the construction shall occur from the bank, or on a temporary pad
underlain with filter fabric. No mechanized equipment (e.g., internal combustion hand tools)
will enter wetted

channels.

Hab-6. Use of heavy equipment shall be avoided in a channel bottom with rocky or cobbled
substrate. If access to the work site requires crossing a rocky or cobbled substrate, a rubber
tire loader/backhoe is the preferred vehicle

Hab-7. The use or storage of petroleum-powered equipment shall be accomplished in a
manner to prevent the potential release of petroleum materials into waters of the
state (Fish and Game Code 5650).

Hab-9. Prior to use, clean all equipment to remove external oil, grease, dirt, or mud.
Wash sites must be located in upland locations so wash water does not flow into
the stream channel or adjacent wetlands.

Hab-10. All construction equipment must be in good working condition, showing no signs

of fuel or oil leaks. Oil absorbent and spill containment materials shall be located on site when
mechanical equipment is in operation with 100 feet of the proposed watercourse

crossings.

Hab-11. To minimize further disturbance to the work area, crew size will be limited, and
number of vehicles and equipment to the maximum extent feasible.

Hab-12. Removal of any vegetation will be minimized to the extent feasible.
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Hab-13. Depending on determinations made by the ACOE, compensatory mitigation will be
completed at the requisite ratio to impacts.

Hab-14. No fill or dredge material will be placed within a designated wetland.

The Project addresses only surface flows in the Creek and will not impact groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in
aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level. No storm drain infrastructure
exists in the project sites; therefore, the Project will not create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. The Project does not impact housing and will not
expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death. The Project will not
obstruct flood waters or high flows. The Project will not implement levees or dams, or otherwise
increase risk of Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.

References

- SLO County FEMA Flood Zone designation:
https://opendata.slocounty.ca.gov/datasets/cd20f41a5d534153b50aa3975f1bfc27_65

9. Land Use and Planning

The Project is located in an area zoned for agriculture and recreation and will not alter that land
use. The Project site is under the jurisdiction of several land use agencies that require permits,
authorizations or certifications including the USACE (Nationwide Permit), the RWQCB (404
Certification), San Luis Obispo County (Coastal Development Permit), and CDFW (Streambed
Alteration Agreement).

Potentially | Less Than | LessThan | No

Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

Would the Project:

Physically divide an established X
community?

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, X
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

Conflict with any applicable habitat X
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conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

Conclusion

The Project will have no impact on Land Use and Planning. The Project is not in or near a
community, therefore it will not physically divide an established community. The project does
not conflict with plans or policies adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect. Permits will be secured for the Project to ensure compliance with the Local
Coastal Plan. A Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is currently being developed; however, it has
not been approved by the trustee agencies. This project would be consistent with activities
anticipated by the HCP.

References

- California Coastal Commission (CCC). Coastal Development Permit Amendment 4-82-300-
A5, issued May 2001.

- San Luis Obispo County. 2009. Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance, Title 23 of the San Luis
Obispo County Code. Revised January 2009.

10. Mineral Resources

The project will maintain the agricultural use of the land.

Potentially | Less Than | Less Than | No
Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

Would the Project:

Result in the loss of availability of a known X

mineral resource that would be of value to

the region and the residents of the state?

Result in the loss of availability of a X

locally-important mineral resource

recovery site delineated on a local general

plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Conclusion

The Project will have no impact on Mineral resources. No locally important mineral resources
are designated at this site in the San Luis Obispo County General Plan. The Project would not
affect any known mineral resources of regional or local importance.
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The County’s Land Use Ordinance identifies maximum exterior noise standards as between 45 —
70 db. Noise sources associated with agricultural land uses as listed in Section 22.06.030. Noise
produced by the project will be related to equipment and are similar to other existing noise

sources for agricultural land use.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with

Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the Project Result in:

Exposure of persons to or generation of
noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive ground borne vibration or
ground borne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Conclusion
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Noise generated by the project will have less than significant impacts. Noise levels and
ground borne noise levels will not be generated in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance. Temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity will be limited to avoid impacts to nesting and mating bird seasons. All field crew
will have appropriate ear protection. The Project is not located within the vicinity of an airport
land use plan.

Resources

- County of San Luis Obispo South County Coastal Plan

12. Population and Housing

The Project is agricultural and does not include a housing component. The Project site is
located 7 miles north of the community of Guadalupe and approximately 3 miles west of a
newly developed subdivision. The Oceano Dunes State Vehicle Recreation Area is located
southwest of the Project site. The park offers overnight camping on the beach south of Marker
Post 2. The Oso Flaco Lake area is only open during daytime hours with no camping.

Potentially | Less Than | LessThan | No

Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

Would the Project Result in:

Induce substantial population growth in an X
area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of existing X
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Displace substantial numbers of people, X
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Conclusion

The Project will have no impact on Housing or Populations. This project will not significantly
impact populations or housing. The project will not induce substantial population growth,
displace substantial numbers of existing housing, or displace substantial numbers of people.

Resources

- County of San Luis Obispo South County Coastal Plan
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Implementation of this project will not substantially impact any government facilities or require

the expansion of government services.

adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:
Fire protection, Police protection, Schools,
Parks, or Other public facilities?

Potentially | Less Than | Less Than | No
Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Would the Project Result in:
Would the project result in substantial X

Conclusion

The Project will have no impact on public services. Implementation of this project will not
substantially impact any government facilities or require the expansion of government services.

14. Recreation

The project is agricultural and does not include a recreation component.

and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated?

Potentially | Less Than | Less Than | No
Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Would the Project:
Increase the use of existing neighborhood X
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Include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment?

X

Conclusion

The Project has no impact on recreation. The Project will have no nexus with the adjacent
Oceano Dunes SVRA, and will have no impact on other regional parks. The Project scope does
not include construction or expansion of recreational facilities.

15. Transportation/Traffic

The project is agricultural and will not increase traffic. It is located near the end of Oso Flaco
Creek Road where it dead ends into Oso Flaco Lake. Traffic in this area is related to recreational

access to the Lake and agricultural production.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with

Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the Project:

Cause an increase in traffic which is
substantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system
(i.e., result in a substantial increase in
either the number of vehicle trips, the
volume to capacity ratio on roads, or
congestion at intersections)?

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively,
a level of service standard established by
the county congestion management
agency for designated roads or highways?

Result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels
or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
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programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle
racks)?

April 2021
Result in inadequate emergency access? X
Result in inadequate parking capacity? X
Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or X

Conclusion

The Project will have less than significant impact on transportation. Motor vehicle activity
associated with the sediment removal portion of the Project will occur on interior farm road and
staging areas, with the exception of the initial mobilization and demobilization of equipment.
Culvert improvements will temporarily impact traffic and access, but will be constructed in such
a way as to minimize delays. The Project will not increase traffic, exceed a level of service

standard established by the county, change in air traffic patterns, impact emergency access or
parking. No plans for alternative transportation are in place in the area.

16. Utilities and Service Systems

The Project will not constrict or expand public utilities or services.

storm water drainage facilities or

expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Potentially | Less Than | Less Than | No
Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

Would the Project:

Exceed wastewater treatment X

requirements of the applicable Regional

Water Quality Control Board?

Require or result in the construction of new X

water or wastewater treatment facilities or

expansion of existing facilities, the

construction of which could cause

significant environmental effects?

Require or result in the construction of new X
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Have sufficient water supplies available to X
serve the project from existing entitlements
and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?

Result in a determination by the X
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?

Be served by a landfill with sufficient X
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Comply with federal, state, and local X
statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

Conclusion

The Project will have no impact on utilities and service systems. The project does not involve
use of or changes to water or wastewater utilities. No water uses are proposed that would
exceed wastewater treatment requirements. The project would not require construction of new
or expanded water or wastewater treatment facilities. This project would not affect storm water
drainage or facilities. No new water supplies or entitlements would be needed; there would be
no expansion of existing water use associated with this project. The project would not result in
new housing or businesses that would require permanent year-round garbage collection. Waste
associated with project construction would be collected and disposed of properly by
contractors. All waste collection and disposal would occur compliance with all federal, state, and
local laws and statutes.

Mandatory Findings of Significance

Potentially | Less Than | Less Than | No
Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Would the Project:
Have the potential to degrade the quality X

of the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community,
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reduce the number or restrict the range of
a rare or endangered plant or animal or

eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

Have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that
the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects)?

Have environmental effects which will
cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Conclusion

The Project includes many avoidance and minimization measures that are listed in Section | of
this document. These measures are in pace to ensure that the Project will minimize and avoid
the substantial degradation of the quality of the environment, significantly impact fish or wildlife
species or their habitat, adversely affect plant or animal communities, or affect historic or other
cultural resources. Avoidance and mitigation measures are also in place to limit cumulatively
considerable impacts associated with construction and post construction. The proposed project
would be very short-term in duration. The project would not have environmental effects that
would cause substantial adverse effects on humans, either directly or indirectly.
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2. Wetland Mapper
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3.
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4. SLO CO zoning Map
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6. Soils Map

Soil Map—San Luis Obispo County, California, Coastal Part
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Map Unit Legend

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI| Percent of AOI
11 Camarillo sandy loam, Oto 2 89 4.2%
percent slopes, cool MAAT,
MLRA 14
112 Camarillo loam, drained 991 47.3%
126 Corralitos variant loamy sand 424 5.8%
134 Dune land 0.7 0.3%
174 Mocho loam, 0 to 2 percent 14.0 6.7%
slopes, MLRA 14
193 Psamments and Fluvents, wet 736 35.1%
228 Water 1.2 0.6%
Totals for Area of Interest 209.7 100.0%
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Appendix B: Avoidance + Mitigation Measures

Remediation of Pesticides in the Oso Flaco Watershed Avoidance and Mitigation Measures

A. CRLF:

A-1. Only Service-approved biologists would participate in activities associated with the capture,
handling, and monitoring of California red-legged frogs.

A-2. Ground disturbance would not begin until written approval is received from the Service that project
biologist(s) are qualified to conduct the work.

A-3. A Service-approved biologist would survey the project site no more than 48 hours before the onset
of work activities. If any life stage of the California red-legged frog is found and these individuals are
likely to be killed or injured by work activities, the approved biologist would be allowed sufficient time
to move them from the site before work begins. The Service-approved biologist would relocate the
California red-legged frogs the shortest distance possible to a location that contains suitable habitat
and that would not be affected by activities associated with the proposed project. The relocation site
should be in the same drainage to the extent practicable. The project proponent would coordinate with
the Service on the relocation site prior to the capture of any California red-legged frogs.

A-4. Before any activities begin on a project, a Service-approved biologist would conduct a training
session for all construction personnel. At a minimum, the training would include a description of the
California red-legged frog and its habitat, the specific measures that are being implemented to conserve
the California red-legged frog for the current project, and the boundaries within which the project may
be accomplished. Brochures, books, and briefings may be used in the training session, if a qualified
person is on hand to answer any questions.

A-5. A Service-approved biologist would be present at the work site until all California red-legged frogs
have been relocated out of harm’s way, workers have been instructed, and disturbance of habitat has
been completed. After this time, the sponsoring agency or project proponent may designate a person
to monitor onsite compliance with all minimization measures. The Service-approved biologist will
ensure that this monitor receives the training outlined in measure 4 above and in the identification of
California red-legged frogs. If the monitor or the Service-approved biologist recommends that work be
stopped because California red-legged frogs would be affected in a manner not anticipated by the
sponsoring agency, project proponent, or the Service during review of the proposed action, they would
notify a project supervisor immediately. The project supervisor would either resolve the situation by
eliminating the adverse effect immediately or require that all actions causing these effects be halted. If
work is stopped, the Service would be notified as soon as possible.

A-6. During project activities, the project proponent would properly contain, remove from the work
site, and dispose of regularly all trash that may attract predators. Following construction, the project
proponent would remove all trash and construction debris from work areas.

A-7. All refueling, maintenance, and staging of equipment and vehicles would occur at least 60 feet
from riparian habitat or water bodies and in a location from where a spill would not drain directly
toward aquatic habitat (e.g., on a slope that drains away from the water). The monitor would ensure
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contamination of habitat does not occur during such operations. Prior to the onset of work, the
project proponent would ensure that a plan is in place for prompt and effective response to any
accidental spills. The project proponent would inform all workers of the importance of preventing
spills and of the appropriate measures to take should a spill occur.

A-8. The project proponent would return habitat contours to their original configuration at the end of
project activities in all areas disturbed by activities associated with the project unless the Service and
the project proponent determine that it is not feasible or modification of original contours would
benefit the California red legged frog.

A-9. The project proponent would limit the number of access routes, size of staging areas, and the total
area of the activity to the minimum necessary to achieve the project goals. The project proponent would
delineate Environmentally Sensitive Areas to confine access routes and construction areas to the
minimum area necessary to complete construction, and minimize the impact to California red-legged
frog habitat; this goal includes locating access routes and construction areas outside of wetlands and
riparian areas to the maximum extent practicable.

A-10. If work must occur during the breeding season, the project proponent would implement the
following measures as well:

A-10-a. No work would occur during or 24 hours after any rain event to minimize impacts to
dispersing and breeding California red-legged frogs. A rain event is considered any precipitation
resulting in 0.2” or greater of precipitation. A Service-approved biologist would survey the project
site immediately before resuming project activities.

A-10-b. The project proponent would conduct project activities no earlier than 30 minutes after
sunrise and no later than 30 minutes before sunset each day.

A-10-c. The project proponent would survey the project area daily before activities begin and
monitor all project activities using a Service-approved biologist

A-11. The project proponent would cover dirt or sand piles left overnight with tarps or plastic to prevent
California red-legged frogs from sheltering in the material. All holes and trenches would be inspected
each morning by a biological monitor. A Service-approved biologist would relocate any California red-
legged frogs found in a hole or trench.

A-12. To control sedimentation during and after project implementation the project proponent would
implement best management practices outlined in any authorizations or permits issued under the
authorities of the Clean Water Act that it receives for the specific project. If best management practices
are ineffective, the project proponent would attempt to remedy the situation immediately, in
coordination with the Service.

A-13. If a work site is to be temporarily dewatered by pumping, the project proponent would
completely screen intakes with mesh not larger than 0.2 inch to prevent California red-legged frogs
from entering the pump system. The project proponent would release or pump downstream water at
an appropriate rate to maintain downstream flows during construction. Upon completion of
construction activities, the project proponent would remove any diversions or barriers to flow in a
manner that would allow flow to resume with the least disturbance to the substrate. The project
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proponent would minimize alteration of the streambed to the maximum extent possible. The project
proponent would remove any imported material from the streambed upon completion of the project.

A-14. Unless approved by the Service, the project proponent would not impound water in the course
of project activities in a manner that may attract California red-legged frogs.

A-15. A Service-approved biologist would permanently remove any individuals of non-native species,
such as bullfrogs (Rana catesbeiana), signal and red swamp crayfish (Pacifastacus leniusculus;
Procambarus clarkii), and centrarchid fishes from the project area, to the maximum extent possible.
The Service-approved biologist would be responsible for ensuring his or her activities comply with the
California Fish and Game Code.

A-16. To ensure that diseases are not conveyed between work sites by the Service-approved biologist,
the biologists would follow the fieldwork code of practice developed by the Declining Amphibian
Populations Task Force at all times.

A-17. Project proponents would re-vegetate project sites with an assemblage of native riparian,
wetland, and upland vegetation suitable for the area. The project proponent would use locally collected
plant materials to the extent practicable. The project proponent would control invasive, exotic plants
to the maximum extent practicable. The project proponent would implement this measure in all areas
disturbed by activities associated with the project, unless the Service and the sponsoring agency
determine that it is not feasible or practical.

A-18. If the project proponent or sponsoring agency determines the use of herbicides is necessary for
their project, they would coordinate further with the Service to develop suitable avoidance and
minimization measures for herbicide use for their project

A. Protection of Listed Plants: marsh sandwort, Gambel’s watercress

In the event that the Project is performed after the growing season (after October 1), the following
avoidance and mitigation measures will apply:

B-1. The District will prepare a binder to remain on site throughout construction. The binder will
contain all avoidance and minimization measures, permits, and authorizations for the project. Prior to
construction, the District will review all avoidance and minimization measures with heavy equipment
operator(s) and construction crew.

B-2. A qualified botanist will conduct a pre-construction survey to confirm absence of marsh sandwort
and Gambel’s watercress prior to commencing ground disturbance activities in the project area. If the
plants are found during pre-construction surveys, including any Gambel’s watercress hybrids, the
botanist will flag the area and inform all workers of the need to stay out of the flagged area.

B-3. Prior to the onset of activities that could affect listed plant habitat, a qualified biologist will
conduct a training session for all personnel. At a minimum, the training will include a description of
relevant plants and its habitat and AMMs that should be implemented. The training session will be
repeated for any new personnel.

C. Protection of California Least Tern (LETE) In the event that the Project is performed after the
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breeding season (after October 1), the following avoidance and minimization measures will apply:

C-1. The District will prepare a binder to remain on site throughout construction. The binder will
contain all avoidance and minimization measures, permits, and authorizations for the project. Prior to
construction, CDPR will review all avoidance and minimization measures with heavy equipment
operator(s) and construction crew.

C-2. A training session for all construction personnel will be conducted by a qualified biologist prior to
the start of project activities. At a minimum, the training will include a description of LETE and its
habitat, the status of LETE, the general avoidance and minimization measures that are being
implemented to protect the LETE as they relate to the project, and the boundaries within which
project construction will be conducted.

C-3. If any activities are scheduled when LETE are known to be present (generally between April 15
and September 15) qualified biologists will continue to be on site during activities taking place at
these locations. If LETE are not foraging nearby or biologists observing LETE foraging activity
determine that LETE will not be disturbed by the activities, it may proceed as planned. However, if
LETE are present and have the potential to be disturbed, the biologist will continue to direct activities
to stop within 250 feet of the bird until it leaves on its own accord.

Sediment Control Measures: See Appendix D for a complete list of Sediment Control Measures.

D. General Protection of Riparian and Aquatic Habitats

D-1. A qualified biologist will be on site during all construction phases that include activity in the lake
or creek channel.

D-2. Refueling, maintenance, and staging of equipment and vehicles will occur at least 60 feet from
riparian habitat or water bodies in a location where a spill would not drain directly toward aquatic
habitat. Secondary containment will be used during refueling.

D-3. All vehicles used near riparian areas will be clean and free of leaks.

D-4. To minimize further disturbance to the work area, CDPR will limit crew size, and number of
vehicles and equipment to the maximum extent feasible.

D-5. Removal of any vegetation will be minimized to the extent feasible.

E. Mitigation of impacts to Wetlands:

E-1. Jurisdictional agencies will be consulted prior to, as well as during and after construction to
ensure impacts to wetlands are minimal.

E-2. Project activities will avoid, to the maximum feasible extent, impacting wetland area

E-3. where impacts are unavoidable, equipment use will be regulated, traffic will not be permitted,
and vegetation removal will be limited.

E-4. Depending on determinations made by the ACOE, compensatory mitigation will be completed at
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the requisite ratio to impacts.

E-5. No fill or dredge material will be placed within a designated wetland.

F. Basic Construction Management Practices:

F-1. The District Project manager, in conjunction with the USFWS-approved CRLF monitor, will
approve vegetation clearing before and during project construction.

F-2. Limits of disturbance and staging area will be flagged. Flagging will be maintained throughout
construction.

F-3. Extent of disturbed areas will be minimized as most feasible.

F-4. Diesel equipment idling will be limited to no more than five minutes and post a sign at the
construction staging area reminding equipment operators of this five-minute idling limit.

F-5. A certified mechanic will check and determine that all equipment is running in proper condition
prior to construction operations.

F-6. All construction equipment will be maintained in accordance with manufacturer’s specifications.
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Appendix C: 60% Design Plans

62



Remediation of Pesticides in Oso Flaco Creek

Initial Study/ MND

April 2021

MITHD IHL OLNI INFWIATS HIHLHNL 4O NOISOHT

3HL INIATEd OL NISYd LNJWIQAS ¥ 40 NOILYTIVLSNI HL ANV S388Vd M3350 IHL
HOIHAM HONOYHL LY3ATINS ¥ OL SINIWIAOHAWI SV T13m S "LNIWIJ3S d39035d
JHL 40 NOILYDITdd¥ ANYT IHL ONY TINNYHD Y3340 IHL NI TYAQWIY NOILYLIDIA

NY1d v8QdSId LINIJWIAIS cd “TANNYHO Y3340 IHL 40 ONIDATHA TvILevd SHL 40 LSISNOD TIVHS MHoMm
NY1d LNJWIAOEDWI LE3ATND d

NY1d NISvYd LNIWIQ3S £d %2 'ALNNGD 048190 SINTNYS NI
N¥1d 300340 %3340 l-d avOd IXY1 0IV14 0S0 40 440 a31LVO01 S1 34D O0V14 OSSO I 'NOILISOd3a
N¥1d SS300V ANV MIIALIAC LIS 5-4¢] FHNLN ILYHOITINY OL S3UNLYId TIVLSNI ANV NOILYLIOIA ONIHOVYOUONI
SALON TYHINTD L-ND ONY LNINIA3S I LYNIWYINOD SAOWIH OL M334D 00V14 OSSO J1LLIN
133HS A1LIL -1 40 NOILVIAIW3d SHL H04 S7IV13d NOISAA T3A3T %09 FAIAOY SONIMYHA IS3HL
X3ANI L33HS NOILJI¥OS3A LO3rodd

SLN SLN

d¥IN TYNOIDIY dVIN ALINIDIA

3LIS 153rodd

LIS LO3roud

HOV3IE Y3A0HD

VINYO4IT¥O ALNNOD OdSIF0 SINT NYS NI

133rodd NOILVIAIWTd ¥334D OOV'1d OSO
¥04 SNVd LO3roNd

1 »

1 oL-€o-Leoe L03r0ud L T eomemo 3

i enom | NOLLYIO3WE %3380 0014 OSO aUvYOd T0HULNGD spleog .«—Q—ﬁ\ﬁ AL A fio uwﬁ””ﬂmmfu H

4401 | kL SR ALITYND YILYM TYNOIDIY I P e

: oo 133HS ILL 2404 AFHVdIdd : s i

4 DR SNOISINZY g% [NMOHS Sy, il
NOIS3d %09

TS ABGALOT

63



Remediation of Pesticides in Oso Flaco Creek

Initial Study/ MND

April 2021

103rodd

NOILYIQIWTE HIIWD OOV OS0

2030

adv0d T0HINOD

0L-€0 1202
20 V0,

S31LON TVHINIS

1S

ALNYND H3LVM TYNOIDZY
HO4 A34¥vd3dd

SpIROg IO1EM

Jer ) B10° poIIEISBOD MMM

vinyesiire

sincrar SNOISIAZY

WLE e LEEY-224(508)
WLP e Trres ¥O 'Aeg ouon
alva| 2 [NMOHS SY_ 925 13 WEN £0ZL

SIS S T

NOIHIH NMOHS FdY SANIT ALHIdOdEd HO NOILYWHOANI AYYAONNOE
ON "AJAYNS AHYONNQE ¥ IAMTONI LON QIT L23rodd SIHL HQ4 AIAHNS

1334 TVIIS3A NI 3V NMOHS

SIONVYLSIA ONY SNOILYATTI "LOOd INO Sl TVAHILNI HNCLNOD SONIMY3E
21130039 NIVLE0 QL WLES'LZEZ: L AH ISIMMDOTIDEILNNCD SONIEYIE
QYD ALYLOH ANV +PE6E56 0 A8 (NOZHIH NAMOHS SIONVLSIA) SFONYLSIO
alys I1dILNA ‘HLYON 31130039 ANY $3ONYLSIA ANNCHD NIY.LE0 OL

£.00000°0 S IGEL] 8619 096D

h(wmmhom\_ 1852

HOLDYA TNV
HOILYNIGNOD  ONIddYA

AHOITH
aAosAT

{Lallsbanen

NOLLYAITA 1 onugva

(141 ONIHLHON

VT 00V1d OSC JTLLIT 4O JHUOHS NYJLS3IM IHL NO ANNGd
38VE FLIUONCD 40 dOL NO HNYHS TI¥N 'LNIOd 38¥8 SdD - IdAL LINFANNOW

SADIAYTS ONIATAENS

ANV MALYM 35330 1¥380H Ad 800Z NI 56LF)A ONY 2L093a ‘08563 did 1V
SNOILYLS SHOD OL §3IL A AFHSMEVLST S¥AA 000 LNIOd 40 NOILISCd FHL
000} HIAWNN LNIOd ‘6188~ +088

SNOILD3S 3ACO SIJUNOSIY D8N VINIGLTYD FHL HLIM JONYAHODDY

NI (Z007) ‘5060 § INOZ ‘68803 '£86LAYN 40 WALSAS FLYNIGHOGD YVINHOHITYO
3HL NOdN Q3SVE Jd¥ NOTHIH NMOHS SONINYIE ONY STLYNIGH00D FHL
SONIY¥3IE ANY §3LYNIHOO0D 40 SISvE

{880AWN) 11952 = NOILLYAIT3

£001039 ONY LHOIZH 1¥AIoSdITI3 ONISN

SIOIAUIS ATAUNS ONYT 3 YILVAL 3STTU LHIF0N AS 800Z NI QFHSINEVLISS
‘YT 0O¥14 OSO I1LLIT 40 FUOHS NJILSIM FHL ¥vaN ANNOA MO01
SLIHDNOD 40 dOL NG UNYHE TN ¥ S1 LI3PCH SIHL HOH HHVIN HONTE FHL
ONIddvIN

YAV LSYOD T LNID ONY SHOAIAUNS ONYT S8 AS 1202 HOUYIN

- AMYNHE3S ANY £H0Z ANYNNYT NI GANN0M3d SYM DNIdd YN DIHAYHD0dOL

S310N AJAHNS

ad3ovAvYa 38 AYH SWSINYOHO DILYNOY

H0O ‘NOILY1IDIA NYIdvdid ‘NOILY.LIDIA ANV 1LIM I5THM AQOD
HIALYM ¥ 40 SNOILHO AYd HO L3M IHL NI AIHOLS 3O 'OINIVLNIYA
‘Q3INVITO ‘313N 'AFLYHIdO ‘NIAKA 39 LON TI9HS INTNDINDT ANY
ST TOIHIA HIALYA ONIMOTd NI A3SN 38 TIYHS LINIWIND3 AAYIH ON
NOILONYLSNOD

ONIENG SLIWMT 440 35 (SNY1d ISTHL NO NMOHS §v) $av0d

ANYH ANY $8300W ANV 3LIS LOAr0Hd A31¥NDISIA FHL FAISLNO SYIHY 11
“INIAAINDI ANY STYIHILYIA 0 IDVHOLS ANV THOdSNYHL

4O (SNVTd 35IHL NO NAMOHS S¥) SY34Y ONIOVLS ANV ‘SLNIOd S5300V

‘SAv0d MNVH NV $S300V 03IA0YddY IHL ATNO JZIT1LN TIVHS YOLOWHINOD
"HAIAI OT OL A3LIWIMA 39 TT7HS $32W4HNS AFAVANN NO d33dS 3TIHIA LISNG
"123104d SIHL 404 T¥AOHdd¥ 40 SNOILIONOD

LIWY3d IHL OL SNINHOINGD HOd F78ISNOdSIY 39 TIVHS YOLOWULNOCDY
'NOLLINYLSNOD 40 AQHLIA IHL AMOHS LON 00 AJHL ‘Q3LVDIIANI

JSIMYIHLO SSTINN ANV NOILIANGD AIHSINIA FHL 1NISTddIY SENIMYEA 3SIHL

4 "ISNI4X3

SHOLIVELNQOD IHL LV LOV S.HOAIANNS ANV JLVLS JHL HLIAM IDNVAN02IV

NI 030¥143¥ 38 TIVHS YOLOWHINOD JHL A8 AIAOA HO ‘039VIAYA '0FA0H1S3A
SLNIWNNOW AFAHNS ANY - SHINYYIN ATAYNS HIHLO ANV SINIFWNNOW ONLLSIXT
“SAILNILN HONS DNIL3L0OYd Y04 ITISNODSIY ATIT0S 38 TIVHS YOLOVILNOD
"13310¥d IHL 40 3SUNGD IHL SNIHNA JAVS IHL ONILITLOYd HO4 ANV
SILLNIDVL YIHLO ANV SIILNILN ANNOYDYIANN DNILSIXT TV dILVI0T DNIAVH UO
ONILYI0T ¥Od ALNIFISNO4S3Y 3131dIWCD ANV 3708 ANNSSY TIVHS YOLOVYLINOD
JHLSNY1d 3SIHL NO NAMOHS LON 34V S3ILNIDYE ANNOYDNIGNN ONILSIXI

340 SNOILYATTI ANV SNOILYI0T FHL - 5311NI2%¥4 ANNOYSYIANN ONILLSIXT
'SNOILYDIHI03dS ANV SQUVANVLS 318vI1NddV 1TV

HLIA ¥YITIAIYS 38 TIVHS ANV ‘SIWNIL 11V LY LIS IHL NO L2370¥d SIHL 404 SNY1d
A3A0HAdY IHL 40 $31d0 IAYH TIVHS HOLIVHLINGD THL "SI SHINAMO HO/ANY
SHOLIWHINGD IHL 1¥W TTIM ONY 3103134 38 AVIAI 433INIDNT ANV YINMO FHL
OL NOILYII4ILON LNOHLIM 4O SN¥1d JIADEddY LNOHLIM INOQJ NCILINYLSNOY
ANV 'NOILINYLSNOD ONILYVLS OL HOIHd SYNOH 8F 1S¥I1 1V J3HILON

38 TIYHS HIINIDNI ONY HINMO (HIINIDNI) LIIHLSIA NOILYAIISNOD 3DHN0OSIH
SINT NVS TYLSY0D JHL ANV (YINAO} NI SIWNYA YHIFXIIL AS QIA0Y¥dAY

SN¥1d LNOHLIA 0I1YYLS 38 TTVHS NOLLONYISNOD ON - SN¥1d JA0HddY
“L33OHd SIH1L HO4 SNOISIADH T¥133dS FHL

A8 QIHITOW SV {SNOILYIHIIAdS QUYINYLS) NOLLY LHOdSNYHL 40 ININIYYAIa
JHL AG QINSSI SNOILYIHIDEdS QUVANYLS VINYOLITYD 40 31Y1S IHL 40 NOILId3
OT0Z IHL OL WHOINOD TTWHS NOILSNELSNOD TV - SNOILVIIZID3dS QUVANYLS

z "NOLLYINYOANI

NOILINYLENOD 4O IDHNOS 3105 IHL QFHIAISNOD 38 LON TIVHS SNV ISTHL ANV
‘SLNINNJ0T LIYYLNGD 3S3HL 40 1T NI SNOISIADY OL L2319N5 $I A3NY0443d
38 01 AHOM "SNOILVIIIITdS TWIINHIIL ANY SNOISIACHY T¥103dS ANV T¥dINID

i SIAMIINT HIHM SININNDOT LIVYLNOD 40 135 ¥ 40 L¥Vd 34V SNY1d 3SIHL
S310ON TV43INTO

oL

T

=

64



Remediation of Pesticides in Oso Flaco Creek

Initial Study/ MND

April 2021

(§71¥130 €04 z-d
133HS 338) VISV
WS0dSIa aNY
ONIMALYAMI
INTWIOIS

$~d 133HS 338)
| SININZACHANI
L¥3ATNO TIWLSNI

{571¥.L30 804 £
133HS 338) NISvE
LNIWIQIS TTVLSNI

JONVEINLSIAOL

~—

avoy
INYHSS3IY
JLYAMd
318VAMOTTY

S SLINIT 440 v
N

~

S

Eb L alelel gF]
050 37111

008 0k 002 0

‘s3adnlydd

JOVYNIVEA ONILSIX3 LO3L0Hd ANV NIVLINIVA
VY ONIOVLS JHL J0 NOILYOd d3L¥YNDIS3a
¥ NI 313N438 ANY 'O3NIVLNIYIV '03HO0LS

38 TI¥HS STYIMILYIN ANY INIWLINTI TV
"ION34 1718

HLIM J3INIVLNOD 39 TTYHS SY3dV 31dHD0LS
0 ONIOVLS 40 J313WIH3d AdOTSNMOT JHL
"YIANIONT FHL 40 WAOYdY FHL STFHINDIA
YadY ONISVLS JHL 40 NCILVYOOT 3HL

NI ZONYHD ANV 'L33HS §/HL NO Q3L¥NDIS3a
YIHY ONIDVLS FHL NI STYIHI LYW ANY
ANTALINDT IDVLS ATNO TTVHS HOLOYHINOD
asn

Ol HOMd HINMO FHL ANY HIINIONT IHL

A8 A3AOHddY 39 18NN STLN0OY FLVNYILTY
ANY "L23rodd JHL HLIM J31V¥ID0SSY
SAILALLOY H3HLO 717V ONY LNIWIO3S

40 NOILV1HOdSNYH L 3HL H04 133HS SIHL NO
Q3LYNDISIA SA¥0Od ISOHL ATNC I8N TVYHS
HOLOVHLNOD "DILVINIHOS SINY1d SS300V
S1NICd SS330V

J3nCHddY d343AISNOD FHY YIINIONT

ANV J3NMO SHL HLOG A8 J3ACHddY

HO LIFHS SIHL NO 031¥NDISIA SNOILLYDO1
ASOHL ATNO 'SINICd SS302Y 03ACddY

THL AING 33N TTYHS HOLOVHINOD

S310N

3 0l-e0-kzoz 103 0Md : =— ) .

£ siva | NOILYIOINTY $E349 00%1H 080 aY¥vOd TOM1INGS SpIeoq I2JeA\ T a0 BIO"BO.IBISBOD M BT :

2l 240¢€ | 1-vO LE | YND HILYAA TYNCIDTY s scawsg amwgzae NOILYAYISNOD

3 cosms|  ouszsl NYd SS300V ANV 'HO4 ATHYdIHEd nir ol 2pe6 vD “Aeg ool | 304N 053 m

m 6lvcly | M3IAY3AO ALS " BTN SNOISIATY 3va| B [NMOHS $v a8 8ng g ulew goz) | TS MsYOD i

E = &
(sv13a o4 BIEEREE] 00F =} ' TWOS

'l

AT

65



Remediation of Pesticides in Oso Flaco Creek

Initial Study/ MND

April 2021

e ing

0l-€0-L2oZ

arminr e | NOILWIO3IWAY ¥33H0 00%14 080

L40¥

O Pas  aridns

I-d

L03roed

adv0d TOHLNOD

£TEALITYND ¥ILYM TYNOIDIY

6l-¥CI¥

o i

NVd

3903¥A M3FUO

‘HO4 A3dYd3dd

e

SpIBOgy 1918 J—
pIeod I91BpM Wir

— AL ] §
] SNQISIAZY 31va | 2 [NMOHS SY

Bio poijeise0ammm

1214d1S1d
VBEFZLL808) | 011y AASNOD

Zrbes o Aegouoy | 30unN0sad
g 8Ing 1S wew £0z71 ST VS TWVISVOD

vinuodinea A8 patrvac|

ETrr

S0 i it

[

(svi3a
¥04 Z-d 133HS 338)
Y3V WSOdSIA INIWIASS

Bl NOIL33S

W00€ =} FTW0S
——
008 008 5L 0

NOIS30 %09

000, 08492 i

004 plers

'Y GOL'TL T

008z osl'e ol

07 'f 0ZL'Y &L

OF0". 0P, [

(A2) (A2) 3nNToA
FWNI0A LIN3WIO3S (o) vady _._._Mﬂ..m._ um_n.__.wwm
I0a3ua avioL

SIAWNTOA LNIWIAIS dIAIAANS

NOIL¥DO7
NOISHIAIO
TYILNILOd

SIN
NOILD3S $S0HD 39a3NaA 1vIIdAL- | I¥1ad
e INZWIOIS 20 30v4HNS
T MOTIE 07 3903HA
(S3IUVYA HLAIT) v\ ‘¢ % 2 SNOILOIS O
WOLLOE TINNYHD QHvH - gﬁ%ﬁ@é Wd),

IVENLYN CL 390340 G

%4l "Bl SNOILDAS HOF (STIUYA HLAIM)

ALIAILOY SNIOA3da
ONIING TINNYHD
NI NOILYI393A ¥YI10

,;wwuw i

NOILWAYDX3 HO4 AdVYSSIDAN
S¥ TINNYHD ONIONYHYIA0
S33YL MOVE INNEd

SAWIL 1TV L¥ 3LIS NO Q3NIVLINIVIV
39 T1YHS SLINYId INYAT I 11V 40 S3Id0D SOAVANYLS S3103d4S AIHIDNYANT
ONY ‘SAYVYANYLS 13ATT V1 'SAYVANYLS ALIQISENL WYIHISNMOQ ‘SAYYANYLS ALITYND
HI LM NHNLIY 'OL AILIWIT LON 3HY 1N "FJANTONI SINFWIHINDIY I8IHL SNOILYHIHO
39034A SNIFINA SNOLLIANOD TWAOHddY LINHId 77V OL WHO4ANOD 1T¥HS HOLOWHINOD '8
"L8190gyY J3aSNIDIT ¥V 4O NOISIAYIINS JHL HIANN a3LONANCD 39 TIVHS
NIYIAFY O1 NOILYLIOSIA 4O ONINNEd 100Y aNY 3391 17V "A3ZININIW HO J3dI0AY 38
TIVHS SYIHY 390340 3 L¥YNDISTIA 40 IAISLNC NOILVIIDIA NVIMVAIY 40 JONVEUNLSIA 'L
‘$1IVL3A 04 ¢-d L33HS 338 'NOILVOIlddY N1 ANV DONIE3L1vYM3d J0d v3dv
9¥SOdSId LNIWIAIAS IHL OL NIMYL 39 TIvHS ONIDAIHT WOYd JINIYLEO LNIWIa3Is 1Y 9
‘SIV130 104 2-d 133HS 338 'VY3IHVY TVS0dSsIa INJWIAIS IHL NI a30vd
ANY A30034HS 39 TTYHS NOILY13D3A AIAOWAM T1V 'L-d L133HS "I 1I¥L13A NO SNOILD3S
I¥OIdAL FHL NO NAMCHS S¥ SNOILD3AS § 1T% NI NOILY1393A JAONWIY TT¥HS HOLDYHINOD 'S
"WIINIONT FHL 40 TYACHdY IHL LNOHLIM
123rodd SIHL 3404 SLNIWNO0A did 3HL NI d3Ls1T IWNT0A
NOILYAYDIXA T¥LOL IHL d330X3 LON TIYHS HOLIYHINOD %
"LNOHDNOUHL
SAMVA "dAL XNVE 40 dOL WOMH 07 ATALYHIXOHddY
"HOLYAYOXT HOYIH-ONGCT ¥ HLIAM YNYE JHL WO
JONVLSIA 319vHIVAY IHL 38 TTYHS HLAIM NOILYAVYOX3 ¢
'J¥3H Q3181 SHLONIT 3HL g330X3
OL LON HLIONIT NOILIFS HOVT HLIM "'NOILONHLSNOD
0L H0ldd Y33INIONT IHL A8 0390V T14 38 TIAM SINIOd
QN3 dNY NID28 JO04 SNOILYIO T TYNId FLYIWIXOUddY
JHY SNY1d 383HL NO SINIOd ONJ ONY NI93d NOLLOIS €
LF3HS SIHL ‘L ¥13a 338 "INIAIO3S 385001
A3LYTINWNIDY 40 2 IAOWEY OL d3003830 39 TIVHE
EE ANV ¢ SNOILO3S 'WOLLOH TINNVHI T¥HNLYN IHL
0L 9e ANV 'l "2} SNOILD3S 3903HA TI¥HS HOLOVHINGD |
S3LON

T ETIE O T

ET

s e

66



Remediation of Pesticides in Oso Flaco Creek

Initial Study/ MND

April 2021

67

01-€£0-1c02 103rOHd

VUL

bir

v wr NOILYIGIWAY H3FHO 05¥14 OSO
408§

Z-d Ry
anaasns| @R

Svivie

NY1d
Bl-¥alv IvSOdsIia LINFWIa3S

S 195 LTS

Jdvo8 T0dLNOD
ALITYND Y3 LYM TYNOIDTY
W04 AFdvd3dd

spIeog IoBM

wiusoziva

A 0Ta0ma| g

W1r

AR MUENG

wir

AR aTNIeEs

]
SAOHddY

SNOISIATY

3iva

on
3y

NAOHS SY

Exres

Bl puje)seos mmm
L6EF-222(508}

Zries v Aeg ouop
4 9UnS 15 UIEW €02}

10141514
NOILYAUISNOD

I2YN0S3d
ST NYS TLSVOD

1334 6 NVHL JHOW d3$Ivy 39 LON

TIWHS 3118 T¥S0dSId LINJWIA3S 3HL NO INIOd ANY 1Y 30vH9
LdTHOV3

NIFMLIE ONIHINSO0 NOLLYDI1dd¥ 1SCdW0T ONY ONIOSIT
HLIAM 1004 1 40 S1417 NI d30¥1d 38 TIYHS INIWIGIS 03Da34a
"H3340 IHL OL 3NHN13Y

ONIZ8 340439 SINFNWIHINTIY LIWYIL LNVATTIH 1TV

C1 WHO4NOD O1 O31V3HL SI ¥3TFH0 FHL OL A3INHNLIH H3 1M
TV LYHL FHNSNI TI¥HS NY1d Y3LYM NENLIY SHOLOYHLNOD
NYd

JHL QIA0UIY SYH YZINIONT IHL TILNA NI239 LON T1vHS
S3ILNI0V4 3SOHL 40 NOILONYLSNOD ALIAILOY TWSOdSId

ANY ONIDCJIHT 40 LINSWIONIWWOD FHL 340439 SHI3ImMm

€ 1SV3T 1V H3ANIONT JHL O1 NV 1d 3 1¥M NEN13Y ¥ LINENS
TIYHS HOLOVHLINOD IHL ADNIDNILNOD ¥ SV 1N89 'YIAL¥m
NHN13H FIVHINID Ol d31334X3 LON 81 LIS TWS0d81a

JHL NO INJWIDVTd ONY LNTJWITIS MITHD 40 ONIOATHA IHL
"NOILONYLSNQOD 4O INFWIINIWWOD

AHL OL HOIKd H33aNIONT FHL A8 01314 3HL NI d300V14 38 17IMm
YIdY IHL 40 SLINIT T¥NId 3HL F1LYWIXOYddY SI SNY1d 3S3HL
NQ NMOHS Y34V T¥SCdSIAd LINJWIAES IHL 40 SINILX3 JHL

b
S310N

-

OLSLIWA
440 VIUY

00k =k TWIS

.00z HaL ons 0

NOISIA %09

W P 20 P 1

B2150 AE G013




Remediation of Pesticides in Oso Flaco Creek

Initial Study/ MND

April 2021

s o X3F3Ed oL

HITYD WOUS
AlddNs d3alvm

(z-d 133HS 338) vV TvSO4SIa ;
ANY ONIHILYMIA INTFNIATS

HALYAM NJNL3Y - —

ONIDAIHT ¥3IHD - -

, \
JONVEHNLSIa
0L SLIAN
450 VaHY

JHL A8 1314 FHL NI 4399%1d 39 TIVHS
SNCILYI0T TYNId - ALYWIXOUddY 39V SNYd
A$3IHL NO NAMOHS 8 SLINIT NISYE INIWIA3S

‘NISYE LNJWIQ3S THL NO SALLIAILDY
NOILOMH1LSNOD ONIDNIWWOD OL JOI-dd SH3IIm
2 15737 LY HINMO AJILON OL HOLOVHINOD
‘Ad¥0da33yd 40 13437 IHL OL SINFWLSNray
MOTTV OL SNIdId Y3 LVM NJNLTy NO

YIS I1GYLSNrav TIVLSNI TIVHS HOLOVHINOD
{NdD 07L) M3THD 40 AMOT4

A1YA FOVHIAY FT1ANYH OL A1ddNS YILYM
MITHD HCA dANd TTYLENI TIVHS HOLIOVALNGD
STIVA NISVE LNIWIOIS WHO4 0L a3sn 348

10N AYIN X3390 FHL IWOY4 d39a34ad LNIWIAIS

"0d %56 OL J3.LOVdWOD 1114 Nv3T0 40 AT3HILNT

J3LONYLSNOD 38 TIVHS NISVE LNIWIJ3AS
SNOILYH3dO

ONIDATHA 40 LINIFWITNIWWOD IHL OL

HORd g3L0NYLSNOD 38 TTVHS NISYE LNIWIQ3S

S3LON

b

a — o H
g QlL-£0-L20c 193roNd RS _— . . ]
H aurine | NOILYIOIWTY Y3380 00V 0SO gyvOod TOHLINOD Spleog Iajem WIr S g M,.s.;.w B
3 4409 | €d = ALITYND ¥3LYM TWNOIOIA — C o
crizvs| G NV1d 04 OIuvdIdd e Z¥PeE vO 'Aeg ouop M
g elvziy NISVE LNIWIa3s . i on ey Aeung 4G gy gozy oIS ST :
: isecrois fan o SNOISIATY 3Lva | g |NMOHSSY i ]
B
NDIS3A %02
el
SLIN ,“
371403 d NISYE LNIWIJ3S ‘2 =
. . 03— “JAT %L - o - - —— = = ==
NOILYAT TS ¥3LvM \
AT OL NISYE WNWBYA /
Y3 LY NanL3y SIN MATUD WOHS  /
NOIL33S-SSCHD NISYd LNJWIA3S °I A1ddnS Y3 Lvm —
# - 08 - I —— 9
e n e S S S EEEE S C— B ey et
, aom | ot \
] _ \\ / o X g
/ /
\ i Fi / Y
SNIMOTI0d NOUVATIS ualva  / SALTMNENLEY— 03— "
04— NISWE WINIIYIN — b
0z=.1
NV1d NISvE LNIJWIa3S
O =.13T08
——
L oz Ak o o
= = ————— ‘\_I“uw.“.\‘.w
S oeeiil (1-d 133HS 338) |
= ] SEEL | HIINIONI

68



Remediation of Pesticides in Oso Flaco Creek

Initial Study/ MND

April 2021

ONLLSIX3

TIYAMONIA
[ERBIN
TIVLSNI

NOILD3L0dd
13N
1d3A7N0
TIYLSNI

NOIL2310Hd
131LN0
1H3AIND
TIVLSNI

NDISId %08 N

40d0OL
ONILSIX3

TINNYHD
Q3a$NNN
T4

HOLIQ 3AISAYOoY
ONILSIX3 NIVLINIVIN
0L 3Avdo-3d

NOILD3104dd
137NI
1H3ATIND
TIVLSNI

TIYAONIA
QIONY
TIVLSNI

NOILD31OHd
13N0
LH3IAIND
TTYLSNI

0L-C0-1.20Z T I -
H 243 8%} zQEEwEwﬁuWMNcmw Q¥4 050 O9vod T0HINOD Spleoq J218M B10"poElse0s M,.;;.w
J 2402 td Soarose 168222508
{2904 | 79 | \ra inamanondnn| LT SELM oo = o
M . - . SINT N¥S TYLSYDD
i 1% <4 _‘vsr_aén H3aano - B SNOISIATY Ava| & sy 999N3 IS URIN £0Z 1
02 =l O =l 0 = ul
NQILO3L0Yd 13711LN0 ® 137Nl LAIATND - € FAILYNHILY LNIANDITYIH TANNYHI WYIHLSdN - € JAILYNYILTY INIFANDITYIY LY3ATND - L JAILYNYILTY E
02 =.1 3108 NGO OF =t W08 0E =.1 FWO8 ._w
OF 02 0k 0 HIATHD 08 oF e 0 09 08 S0 ﬂ
ONILSIX3 "~
ANMMOT
NEEY
ﬁ‘ « ONILSIX3 «
T NT NV T
INITMOTS 40 doL
ANTMO T 7 NEE \f ONILSIXT WM,
. FEE Tl
ONILSIXT } LHIAIND MAN h\
YNvE i HLIM NOITY d
40 dOL OL TINNYHD

JAYHO-TY

INNMOTL

MAN
T3NNYHO

d38NNN
Tud

TIYMO NI

STIVMONIAM
AIFNONY
TIVLSNI

L43aAaIno
X0a8 31anod
MIN TIVLSNI

NOILO31O™d
LTINILE3AIND
TTYLSNI

143ATND
avod Wdvd
M3N TTYLSNI

STIYMONIM
QITONY
TIYLSNI

LHIATIND MAN
HLIM NDITY
OLT3INNYHD
FAVHO-3d




	I. Mitigated Negative Declaration
	A. Project Summary
	1. Document Purpose + Organization
	2. Lead Agency

	B. Project Description
	1. Location and Environmental Setting
	2. Project Background and Purpose
	3. Project Characteristics
	1. On-Farm sediment control BMPs in the upstream watershed
	2. Removal of sediment from Oso Flaco Creek

	4. Major Tasks
	a) Environmental Review + Permitting
	b) Bid Process
	c) Implementation
	d) Remediation
	e) Reporting and Monitoring

	5. Related Projects
	6. Required Permits and Approvals
	7. Summary of Findings
	8. Summary Document Preparation
	9. Avoidance and Mitigation Measures


	Geology and Soils
	II. Initial Study
	A. Environmental Checklist + Responses
	1. Summary
	2. Environmental Factors Potentially Affected
	3. Determination

	A.   Analysis of Potential Environmental Impacts
	1. Aesthetics
	2.    Agriculture
	3.    Air Quality
	4.  Biological Resources
	a) Regulatory Setting

	5.    Cultural Resources
	6.  Geology and Soils
	7.    Hazards and Hazardous Materials
	8.  Hydrology + Water Quality
	9.  Land Use and Planning
	10.   Mineral Resources
	11.  Noise
	12. Population and Housing
	13. Public Services
	14. Recreation
	15.  Transportation/Traffic
	16.  Utilities and Service Systems
	Mandatory Findings of Significance


	III. Appendices
	A. Appendix A: Project Maps + Photos
	Appendix B: Avoidance + Mitigation Measures
	Appendix C:  60% Design Plans


