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COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
CALIFORNIA

PLANNING COMMISSION

COUNTY ENGINEERING BUILDING
123 E. ANAPAMU ST.
SANTA BARBARA, CALIF. 93101-2058
PHONE: (805) 568-2000
FAX: (805) 568-2030

TO THE HONORABLE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, CALIFORNIA

PLANNING COMMISSION
HEARING OF AUGUST 8, 2012

RE:  Orcutt Community Plan 2012 Amendments; 11GPA-00000-00001, 11GPA-00000-00002

Hearing on the request of the Planning and Development Department to consider Case Nos. 11GPA-
00000-00001 and 11GPA-00000-00002 proposing to amend the Santa Barbara County Comprehensive
Plan through adoption of the Orcutt Community Plan (OCP) 2012 Amendments, entailing three
specific map and text amendments to the Land Use Element and text amendments to the Circulation
Element of the Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan; and to accept the Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report (09EIR-00000-00004) to the OCP EIR (95-EIR-1) as adequate
environmental review for Case Nos. 11GPA-00000-00001 and 11GPA-00000-00002 pursuant to the
California Public Resources Code and the State Guidelines for Implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act. The Supplemental Environmental Impact Report identified no new
significant environmental impacts as a result of these amendments. The original EIR identified
mitigation for significant effects on the environment in the following categories: land use, biological
resources, agriculture, geology, flooding and drainage, water resources, cultural resources, traffic and
circulation, noise, air quality, risk of upset/hazards, wastewater, public services and utilities, visual
resources/open space, parks and recreation, and schools. The Supplement to the EIR and all documents
referenced therein may be reviewed at the Planning and Development Department, 123 East Anapamu
Street, Santa Barbara.

Dear Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors:
At the Planning Commission hearing of August 8, 2012,

Commissioner Valencia moved, seconded by Commissioner Brooks and carried by a vote of 5-0 to
recommend that the Board of Supervisors: make the appropriate findings and adopt resolutions
approving the Key Site #22 Wetlands Delineation Removal and Clark Avenue Level of Service
Reduction amendments to the Comprehensive Plan Land Use and Circulation Elements.

Commissioner Valencia moved, seconded by Commissioner Brooks and carried by a vote of 4-1, with
Blough dissenting, to recommend that the Board of Supervisors make the appropriate findings and
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adopt a resolution approving the Regional Basins Policy Amendment to the Comprehensive Plan Land
Use element.

Sincerely,

(i w1, Black—

Dianne M. Black
Secretary Planning Commission

cc:  Case File: 11GPA-00000-00001, 11GPA-00000-00002
Planning Commission File
Dianne M. Black, Assistant Director
Rachel Van Mullem, Senior Deputy County Counsel
Jeff Hunt, Deputy Director, Long Range Planning
David Lackie, Supervising Planner
Bret McNulty, Planner

Attachments: Attachment B — Findings
Attachment C — Resolution — Comprehensive Plan Land use Element
Amendment
Attachment D — Resolution — Comprehensive Plan Circulation Element
Amendment
DMB/dmv
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ATTACHMENT B:
FINDINGS FOR THE
ORCUTT COMMUNITY PLAN 2012 AMENDMENTS

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACTFINDINGS

Certification of the Supplemental Environmental Impact Report

The Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) (09EIR-00000-00004)
which incorporates the SEIR Revision Document (RV-1) was completed for the Orcutt
Community Plan (OCP) 2012 Amendments in compliance with CEQA.

The Final SEIR was presented to the Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors and all
voting members of the Board of have reviewed and considered the information contained
in the Final SEIR and its appendices prior to project approval. In addition, all voting
members of the Board of Supervisors have reviewed and considered testimony and
additional information presented at or prior to public hearing on September 11, 2012.

The Final SEIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the County of Santa
Barbara Board of Supervisors, and has been completed in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Final SEIR, which incorporates the Revision
Document and along with the Final EIR for the OCP (95-EIR-01) comprise adequate
environmental review for the OCP 2012 Amendments.

Supplemental Environmental Document Appropriate (per CEQA Section 15163)

The Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors finds that only minor changes and
additions would be necessary to make the OCP Final EIR (95-EIR-01) adequate to fulfill
the environmental review requirements for the OCP 2012 Amendments (11GPA-00000-
00001 and 11GPA-00000-00002). Therefore, the Santa Barbara County Board of
Supervisors finds that a Final SEIR is the appropriate environmental document to prepare
for the OCP 2012 Amendments.

Full Disclosure

The Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors finds and certifies that the Final SEIR
for the OCP 2012 Amendments, together with the Orcutt Community Plan EIR (95-EIR-
01) constitute a complete, accurate, adequate and good faith effort at full disclosure under
CEQA. The Board of Supervisors further finds and certifies the Final EIR has been
completed in compliance with CEQA.

Mitigation of Project Impacts

The Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors finds that in accordance with the
environmental impact analysis provided in 09EIR-00000-00004 the OCP 2012
Amendments as approved will not result in new significant environmental effects, or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant impacts that require
major revisions to the previously certified OCP EIR.

The Board of Supervisors also finds the previously certified OCP FEIR eliminated or
substantially mitigated impacts related to the OCP and that the FSEIR analysis ha s
demonstrated that the OCP 2012 Amendments would not result in any new significant
effects that require mitigation. Therefore, the previously certified OCP FEIR is consistent
with CEQA with the minor additions and changes incorporated by the FSEIR. Therefore,
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additional mitigation measures intended to reduce or avoid significant effects on the
environment are not required for this project.

Environmental Reporting and Monitoring Program

The Addendum to the OCP FEIR included a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan
that was certified by the Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors on July 1997. The
Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors finds that the FSEIR has demonstrated that
the proposed project would not result in significant effects on the e nvironment and
therefore a new environmental reporting or monitoring program under the CEQA
Guidelines Section 15097 for the OCP 2012 Amendments project is not required.

Location of Documents

The documents and other materials, which constitute the record of proceedings upon
which this decision is based, are in the custody of the Planning and Development
Department located at 123 E. Anapamu Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101.

ADMINISTRATIVE FINDINGS

Comprehensive Plan Findings

Government Code Section 65358 requires each comprehensive plan amendment to be
in the public interest. The County of Santa Barbara Board of Supervisors finds that the
OCP 2012 Amendments are in the public interest for the following reasons:

The Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors finds that the OCP 2012 Amendments
revise existing OCP Policy FLD-0-4 and include new development standards FLD-0-4.1
to ensure current best control practices and technology are included in all future projects
which would have the potential to cause flooding and impair water quality. Therefore, the
implementation of the OCP 2012 Amendments will effectively ensure that the public
welfare and property are protected from the impacts from flooding and to water quality
associated with buildout of OCP land uses and are consistent with the purposes and goals
of OCP Chapter IV Resources and Constraints, Section C Flooding and Drainage.

The Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors finds that the OCP 2012 Amendments
comply with the court’s direction in Adam Brothers Farming v. County of Santa Barbara
2008 Cal.App.Unpub. LEXIS 1831 that the previously prepared wetlands delineation
applicable to properties identified as Key Site 22 be removed from the OCP and OCP
EIR. Removal of the wetland delineation from the OCP and OCP EIR does not remove
legal requirements for property owners to comply with wetland regulations in the federal
Clean Water Act or federal, state, or local regulations protecting biological resources and
special status species.

Further, the Board of Supervisors finds future development proposals or grading on Key
Site 22 will be required to demonstrate compliance with all applicable federal, state, and
county regulatory requirements, including the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) and the federal and state Endangered Species Acts (ESA) prior to issuance of
any development or grading permit approval. Therefore, the Board of Supervisors finds
that the OCP 2012 Amendments are consistent with federal, state, and OCP requirements
for species and habitat protection during buildout of OCP land uses and consistent with
the purposes and goals of OCP Chapter IV Resources and Constraints, Section B.
Biologic Habitats.

The Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors finds that the OCP 2012 Amendments
level of service standard change for Clark Avenue in Old Town Orcutt to LOS D does not
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change land uses in the OCP or increase the traffic trips generated by these uses. The
Board of Supervisors further finds the amendment reflects a preference to calm traffic and
contribute to a pedestrian safe downtown rather than install signalized intersection
improvements to keep traffic moving at higher speeds along Clark Avenue to maintain
LOS C. By reducing the level of service standard on Clark Avenue to LOS D, the County
is seeking to avoid the incidence of vehicles moving at high rates of speed through a busy
commercial corridor that could endanger pedestrians and create conflicts with slow
moving vehicles that utilize on-street parking along Clark Avenue. Reducing the LOS is
consistent with Policy OT-O-2 and implementing programs in the OCP calling for a
pedestrian friendly Old Town Orcutt by discouraging high-speeds and accommodating
increased destination trips by people who enter Old Town slowly and are looking to park
and patronize Old Town Orcutt businesses. Therefore, the Board of Supervisors finds that
the OCP 2012 Amendments are consistent with purposes and goals of OCP Chapter II
Community Development, Section D. Land Use — Old Town and Chapter III. Public
Facilities and Services, Section H. Transportation.

5. The Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors finds the OCP 2012 Amendments are
consistent with the applicable policies of the County of Santa Barbara Comprehensive
Plan and the OCP as detailed in the Final SEIR Chapter 5.0, Consistency with Plans and
Policies dated July 2012 and included in the Planning Commission staff report dated
August 8, 2012.



ATTACHMENT C

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE MATTER OF RECOMMENDING THAT )
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT ) -
SPECIFIC AMENDMENTS TO ) RESOLUTION NO.: 12- g¢
THE LAND USE ELEMENT OF THE SANTA )
BARBARA COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN )
BY ADOPTION OF THE ORCUTT )

)

COMMUNITY PLAN AMENDMENTS CASE NO: 11GPA-00000-00001

WITH REFERENCE TO THE FOLLOWING:

A.  On December 20, 1980, by Resolution No. 80-566, the Board of Supervisors adopted the

Santa Barbara County Comprehensive General Plan,

B. On July 22, 1997, the Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution 97-314 adding the Orcutt
Community Plan to the Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan Land Use Element with

adoption of the Orcutt Community Plan.

C.  The Orcutt Community Plan contains specific policies that mitigate the effects of flooding,
identify and protect wetlands and biological resources, and actions to revitalize Old Town

Orcutt as a pedestrian friendly shopping district and community center.

D. On January 26, 2009, the United States District Court of Appeal reaffirmed a California
Superior Court decision striking references in the Orcutt Community Plan and Final
Environmental Impact Report to the document Vernal Wetlands and Orcutt Creek Wetland

" Delineation from map and text describing properties designated as Key Site 22 in the

Orcutt Community Plan.

E. In June 2009, the Board of Supervisors approved a revised work program for the Orcutt

Community Plan Amendments including the Regional Basins Program Removal and the

Key Site 22 Wetland Delineation Removal.

F. On September 2, 2009, Planning and Development Department staff held a publicly
noticed informational meeting to apprise public officials and agencies, civic organizations,

and citizens of the proposed Orcutt Community Plan Amendments and solicit comments.

G. In February 2011, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a Draft
Supplemental Environmental Tmpact Report (SEIR) was prepared and circulated to the

appropriate agencies and the public for review and comment.

H. OnMarch 21, 2011 a public hearing was conducted to solicit public comment on the Draft

SEIR.

L On April 12, 2012, pursuant to CEQA, the SEIR Revision Document (RV-01) providing
new information not available during the public review of the Draft SEIR was c1rcu1ated to

the appropriate agencies and the public for review and comment.

J. InlJuly 2012, a Final SEIR was prepared and presented to the Planning Commission.
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" The County Planning Commission now finds that it is in the public interest and the interest
of the orderly developmert of the County and important to the preservation of the health,

safety, and general welfare of the residents of the County to recommend that the Board of |
Supervisors:

1. 11GPA-00000-00001: Adopt the amendments to the Orcutt Community Plan with any
changes recommended by the Planning Commission, as an amendment to the Land Use
Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

2. Adopt the text and map amendments to the Orcutt Community Plan and FEIR inclusive
of Planning Commission suggested modifications in the attached exhibits:

Exhibit A: Amended OCP Regional Basins Map-Figure 31, page 207
Exhibit B: OCP Regional Basins Policy Amendment
Exhibit C: Amended Map of Orcutt Significant Vegetation Map
Amends OCP Figure 24, page 188, and
Amends OCP FEIR (95-EIR-01) Figure 5.2-1, page 5.2-3
Exhibit D: Amended Biological Habitat Map — West Half
Amends OCP Figure 25, page 189
Exhibit E: Amended Key Site 22 Map
Amends OCP Figure KS22-2, page KS22.12, and
Amends OCP FEIR (95-EIR-01) Figure KSZZ 3, page 22-6
Exhibit F: OCP Key Site #22 Text Amendments
Exhibit G: OCP FEIR (95-EIR) Key Site #22 Text Amendments

3. Certify the Final SEIR for the Orcutt Communlty Plan 2012 Amendments (09EIR-
00000-00004).

Public agencies, California Native American Indian tribes, civic, education, and other
.. community. groups, public utility companies, and citizens have been consulted on and have
advised the Planning Commission on the said proposed amendments in a duly noticed

public hearing pursuant to Sections 65351 and 65353 of the Government Code.

This Planning Commission has held a duly noticed public hearing, as required by Section
65353 of the Government Code, on the proposed amendment, at which hearing the
amendments were explained and comments invited from the persons in attendance.

The Planning Commission of the County of Santa Barbara, after holding duly noticed
public hearings on the above described item, has endorsed and transmitted to the Board of

Supervisors said recommended change by resolution pursuant to Government Code Section
65354. _
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED as follows:
1. The above recitations are true and correct.

2, A copy of this resolution shall be transmitted to the Board of Supervisors.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this gty day of Augusl:_ 2012 by the following
vote:

AYES:

Cooney, Brown, Brooks, Valencia
NOES: Blough

ABSENT:

ABSTENTIONS:

OM ey

C. Michael Cooney, Chair
Planning Commission, County of Santa Barbara

EST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

vavng_{ )1, Glack >
DIANNE BLACK DENNIS MARSHALL
Secretary of the Commission County Counse

o

De u ty Counsel

Exhibit A: Amended OCP Reglonal Basins Map-Flgure 1
Exhibit B: OCP Regional Basins Policy Amendment
Exhibit C: Amended Map of Orcutt Significant Vegetation
Amends OCP Figure 24, page 188, and
Amends OCP FEIR (95-EIR-01) Figure 5.2-1, page 5.2-3
Exhibit D: Amended Biological Habitat Map — West Half
Amends OCP Figure 25, page 189
Exhibit E: Amended Key Site 22 Map
Amends OCP Figure KS22-2, page KS22.12, and
Amends OCP FEIR (95-EIR-01) Figure KS22-3, page 22-6
Exhibit F: Key Site #22 Text Amendments _
Exhibit G: OCP FEIR (95-EIR) Key Site #22 Text Amendments

G:\GROUP\COMP\Planning Areas\ORCUTT\Orcutt Community Plan\2011 Amendments\Public
Hearings\Planning Commission\Staff Report and Attachments\C .PC-LUE-Resolution-OCP 2012-Amend.docx



Exhibit A:

Amended OCP Regional Basins Map - Figure 31
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Exhibit B:

OCP Regional Basins Policy Amendment
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Exhibit B:
OCP Regional Basins Policy Amendment

Policies, actions, and development standards that implement this policy to be removed from the
Orcutt Community Plan and are shown in strike-threugh and the new policy and development
standard is underlined below.

Orcttt Community Plan Chapter IV. Resources and Constraints,

Section C. Flooding and Drainage, Page 209

Policy FLD-O-4:

All applications for development within the Orcutt Community Plan

Dev Std FL.D-O-4.1:

area shall comply with applicable development standards regarding
floodplain management and stream setbacks.

The Santa Barbara Flood Control and Water Conservation District shall

review all site and grading plans and verify conformance to all applicable

development requirements to ensure proposed drainage and water

conveyance systems-are designed to meet District standards and are
directed into a District approved watercourse or drainage facility.

Project Plans shall be prepared to incorporate the most current Standard
Conditions for Project Plan Approval. Water Quality Best Management
Practices meet or exceed current County of Santa Barbara Project Clean
Water and Drainage Ordinance standards.

G:\GROUP\COMP\Planning Areas\ORCUTT\Orcutt Community Plan\2011 Amendments\Public
Hearings\Planning Commission\Staff Report and Attachments\C.Exhibit-B-
Regional_Basins_Policy Amendment.docx
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Exhibit C:
Amended Map of Orcutt Significant Vegetation

Amends OCP Figure 24, page 188, and
Amends OCP FEIR (95-EIR-01) Figure 5.2-1, page 5.2-3
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Exhibit D:
Amended Biological Habitat Map — West Half

Amends OCP Figure 25, page 189
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Exhibit E:
Amended Key Site 22 Map

Amends OCP Figure KS22-2, page KS22.12, and
Amends OCP FEIR (95-EIR-01) Figure KS22-3, page 22-6
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Exhibit E
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Exhibit F:

OCP Key Site #22 Text Amendments
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Exhibit F
OCP Key Site #22 Text Amendments

Removal of Wetlands Delineation References’

. . S| Page ,
'Cbhépt'er 11: Parks, Recreéﬁon, ' .Pgé: 87, 96 ;I'ext revisions ‘
Trails, and Open Space and deletions
Chapter 19 Biclogy Pgs: 192 Text revisions

and deletions
Key Site #22 Pgs: 22.1;22.3; 22.4 Text revisions
and deletions

G \GROUP\COMP\Planning Areas\ORCUTT\Orcutt Community Plan\2011

Amendments\PublicHearings\Planning Commission\Staff Report and Attachments\C.Exhibit-
F K822 Text Amendments.docx






ORCUTT COMMUNITY PLAN

D. Sub-Area Setting

Central Urban Core: Existing park and recreational facilities include Waller Park and the 3.1-acre
Stonebrook and 1.7-acre Lee West neighborhood public open spaces. The Santa Maria Valley
YMCA on Skyway Drive provides an olympic size swimming pool, handball courts, a weight room,
aerobics activities, 8,372 s.f. of therapeutic activities, rest rooms and a 25-child daycare facility. The
Orcutt Recreation Center on Foster Road, operated by the Orcutt Youth Organization, is available to
community groups for barbecues and indoor events.

Major core area open spaces contain about 400 acres in and around the Airport approach zone (Sites
23, 26, 27 and 30). An extensive network of unofficial trails exists on undeveloped public and
private property within this open space, with public views provided from adjacent roadways. This
corridor contains extensive grasslands, significant eucalyptus groves and relictual sand dunes. The
County, Airport District, and City of Santa Maria have a unique opportunity to establish a regional
open space corridor in conjunction with future buildout of the OPA and the Airport Research Park.
An Action of the OCP calls for the County to work with other agencies on the development of a
regional open space ("boundary park") incorporating active (golf course) and passive (Pioneer Park)
recreation, and natural resource preservation (sand dunes, oak woodlands and the vernal pool
complex).

South Orcutt: Public parks are limited to turf area and playground equipment at the 1.1-acre
Domino Open Space, and turf in the 0.8-acre Rice Ranch Open Space. In the urban area, the Orcutt
Creek corridor provides a broad, 2-mile long expanse of scenic open space including steep bluffs,
open meadows and major oak, riparian and eucalyptus woodlands. Highly visible from area roads
and residences, this corridor and its watershed areas include Key Sites #3, 5, 6, 7, §, 10, 11, 12, 14,
B, C and F and contribute significantly to the community's semi-rural character. The corridor
receives substantial public use on an extensive network of informal trails. In the rural area, the
Solomon foothills are covered with chaparral, oak woodlands and on-going oil production and
provide a 3,000-acre scenic natural backdrop for the community.

West Orcutt: Although no public parks exist in this area, the Rancho Maria Golf Club, the only
public golf course in the OPA, is located here. Some areas of Site 22 adjacent to airport property
contain trails used by walkers and bicyclists, and multi-use trail easements have long been
recommended as part of any future development in the Ranchette Area (largely Key Sites 19, D and
E). The Orcutt Creek corridor continues through this area, across Sites 19, D and 22, providing trails
and scenic open spaces. Key Site 22 provides vast areas of open space adjacent to the urban area.

a ) o =va¥al o nd mmpa 1t ats A
i tl » - .n vy » I o

Open spaces in the west also include the Casmalia foothills which encompass wide expanses of rural
agricultural land (primarily used for grazing) interspersed with oak woodlands and eucalyptus
groves in canyon drainages. The importance of these contiguous open spaces is augmented by the
proximity of thousands of additional acres of largely undeveloped open lands immediately south and
west of the planning area.

Orcutt Community Plan 87



ORCUTT COMMUNITY PLAN

Proposed Open Space areas on Key Sites are depicted on the Key Site maps, with boundaries
determined after extensive review of resources and constraints. Minor alterations are permitted only
when necessary to improve project design and only when adjustments do not create adverse impacts
to resources and/or recreational opportunities.

Major Corridors: Orcutt's proposed open spaces can largely be found in three major corridors:
Orcutt and Pine Canyon Creeks, the foothill corndor, and northern Orcutt (Figure 20).

Orcutt Creek corridor: The significant open space corridor along Orcutt Creek traverses the entire
community and is highly visible from public roads and adjacent neighborhoods. A natural hazard,
the creek is prone to flooding during heavy rains, with a floodplain of up to 1,000 feet wide.
Portions of this corridor are used for recreation with informal trails on a number of Key Sites (3, 5,
8, 13, 18). This corridor also contains a variety habitats (e.g., oak, riparian and eucalyptus
woodlands) and is a major wildlife corridor. Figure 21 presents a schematic of how development
could occur along the creek. Although Orcutt Creek's major tributaries, Pine Canyon and Graciosa
Creeks, have small watersheds, these creeks often present similar flooding hazards and support
important natural resources.

Foothill corridor: Unobstructed views of the Solomon Hills, available from almost the entire
community, will be preserved by the foothill open space corridor. This corridor will also buffer the
expanding urban area from hundreds of acres of highly flammable vegetation, protect the steep
slopes that surround the community, preserve the diverse habitats of the hills (oaks, coastal sage
scrub, chaparral, etc.), provide continued foraging grounds for a variety of animals, and preserve
trail opportunities. The connectivity of the open spaces in the foothills is critical in allowing free
movement between foothill areas and providing passageways to Orcutt Creek.

Northern corridor: This corridor encompasses a band of open space extending from the "No-build"
corridor on Site 30 to the western edge of the-vernal-pool-complex—en-Site 22. This western area
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supperting-supports a wide variety of wildlife, including rare species, and serving as prime foraging
habitat for numerous birds species. The eastern area, including Key Sites 30, 26, 27, 28 and 29,
contains some of the best remnants of Orcutt Terrace dune sheet topography and dune scrub habitat
left in the planning area. This area also contains an extensive network of informal trails. This
highly-visible corridor provides some visual relief in the highly developed urban core and will be

connected to the hundreds of acres of open space and recreation planned around the southern portion
of the Airport.
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South Orcutt: South Orcutt and the Solomon Hills support the highest biological diversity within
the OPA because of the variety of plant communities represented. These include riparian
communities along Orcutt Creek and smaller drainages, central dune scrub and grassland at lower
elevations, oak woodland on north-facing slopes and in canyons, coastal sage scrub and sandhill
chaparral on the higher and drier slopes, and Bishop Pine Forest on and near Graciosa Ridge. These
habitats support a wide diversity of wildlife including deer herds, bobcats, etc.

Central Urban Core: Significant biological resources here consist of central dune scrub, eucalyptus
woodland, mixed woodland, grassland, and riparian communities along Orcutt Creek and the
drainages originating in Pine and Graciosa Canyons. These small but important areas link the open
lands of the Solomon and Casmalia Hills with the extensive grasslands and wetlands beyond the
limits of Orcutt and the City of Santa Maria.

West Orcutt: This area is relatively flat and dominated by grassland. Riparian communities occur
along Orcutt Creek and several unnamed drainages, and provide habitat continuity with the more
rugged and open lands of the Solomon Hills, as well as access opportunities for foraging by birds
and large mammals in the adjacent grasslands. The sand dunes in the northeast comer of Key Site
22 support sandhill chaparral. An-appreximately-50-sere-vernalwetland/ancient-sand-dune-eo S
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The grasslands in west Orcutt provide ideal hunting opportunities for many species of raptors,
including the sensitive golden eagle, loggerhead shrike, and white tailed kite. The Casmalia Hills to
the south are vegetated with grassland, oak woodland and central coastal scrub. Small wetlands
occur near the ridge of these hills. Golden eagle and red-tailed hawk have been observed on the
ridge. Tiger salamander, American badger and burrowing owl also live in this area.

East of Highway 101: This area is dominated by grassland which provides hunting grounds for a
wide variety of raptors including northern harrier and white-tailed kite. Extensive wildflower
displays occur here in the spring including lupines and owl's clover. Central dune scrub dominated
by silver lupine occurs on some of the rolling dunes. Despite subjection to intensive grazing,
agricultural, and oil-development activities, this area contains the largest and least-disturbed
examples of Orcutt Terrace grassland.

The area east of 101 contains habitat for and populations of the silvery legless lizard, the coast
homed lizard, the California tiger salamander, the spadefoot toad, and the American badger (Hunt,
1995). The open grassland and vegetated dunes of this area provide for free wildlife movement. A
eucalyptus windrow along Telephone Road, north of Clark Avenue may support a turkey vulture
roost.
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KEY SITE 22 (West Orcutt)
Background:

Site 22 consists of 16 individual parcels totaling 1,179.45 acres. The site is located in west Orcutt,
and bounded by Solomon Road and Highway 1 to the south, Black Road to the west, the
Tanglewood residential subdivision to the north, the Santa Maria Public Airport to the northeast, and
ranchettes (Key Site E) to the east (Figure KS22-1).

Approximately 480 acres are in agricultural production, including 380 acres of strawberries and 80
acres of irrigated pasture. Most of the remaining 700 acres is open grassland, floodplain and
wetlands, and is used for grazing. The site contains four single family residences, several
greenhouses and agricultural coolers. The old road bed for Dutard Road crosses the northern portion
of the site from west to east and another dirt road enters the southeast corner from Solomon Road
and extends along the eastern site boundary.

Setting:

Topography/Aesthetics: The site is mostly level with the exception of two canyons cut by unnamed
drainages near the northwest comer. Orcutt Creek's wide meandering floodplain extends through
the entire southern portion of the site, generally parallel to Highway 1. Site 22 contains panoramic
open spaces, contributes significantly to the semi-rural character of Orcutt, and provides a scenic
gateway to west Orcutt from Highway 1.

Natural Resources: Orcutt Creek's floodplain ranges from 500 to 1,000 feet in width and occupies
approximately 130 acres of the site (Figure KS22-2). The floodplain-eesntains—+10-acres-offederal
jurisdietion-wetlends-and supports scattered riparian vegetation. The Orcutt Creek channel becomes
wide and flat throughout the central portion of the site, supporting several freshwater marsh areas.
Freshwater marsh is also found at three locations along the western site boundary.

The largest known vernal pool complex in Santa Barbara County (120 acres), located north of
Dutard Road, supports a wide variety of wildlife including such rare species as tiger salamanders,
Pacific chorus frogs, and larvae of the western spadefoot toad, along with many resident and
migratory bird species, including several types of shorebirds and ducks.

A 33-acre stabilized dune area along the central eastern boundary, adjacent to the Santa Maria Public
Airport, contains sandhill chaparral including a large number of multi-trunked coast live oaks. The
dunes are one of the last such intact habitats in the planning area. Water accumulates and ponds in
depressions between the dunes during wet years and supports wildlife such as the western pond
turtle, a threatened species. A thin strip of central dune scrub separates these areas from cultivated
fields to the south. The remainder of the areas which are not in active cultivation are covered by
large tracts of annual grassland, which serve as foraging habitat for a number of bird species
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22 may provide the only significant opportunity as a large receiving site for the Santa Maria area.
With the potential increase in development on this site from approximately 50 units to 2-3,000 units,
this site could afford to purchase some development credits to offset the loss of agricultural land.

Specific Plan: In order to address project phasing, distribution of densities across parcels,
infrastructure financing, school construction funding, affordable housing, and park and trail
development, a Specific Plan will be prepared to address future development of this site. Figures
KS22-4 and -5 show conceptual plans which identify areas for different densities, as well as land for
protection as Open Space.

Access: To provide access to the site, Dutard Road would be realigned to the south and upgraded to
a primary road. In addition, a two lane segment of Union Valley Parkway (UVP) would be extended
through the southeast portion of the site connecting to Hwy 1, with right-of-way reserved for
expansion to four lanes. Finally, the City of Santa Maria's Circulation Element contains a proposal
for a new $8,000,000 north-south primary road, "E" street, which could connect development on Site
22 more directly with future industrial development on the Airport and with planned development
west of the City (Figure KS22-3).

Commercial Development: The PRD zone allows for up to 2 acres of supporting "neighborhood"
commercial facilities on a 200 unit or more PRD "site." However, since Key Site 22 may have up to
3,000 units and seven of the 15 parcels exceed 100 acres in size, it is anticipated that up to 15 acres
of commercial development could be accommodated.

Open Space: The floodplain of Orcutt Creek, the canyons of the drainages near Black Road, the
veraalwetland/grassland complex and remnant dune area on the northern portions of the property
are to be retained as open space (Figure KS22-3). This open space area would reduce flooding and
geologic hazards, provide land for a park and a community center, and protect sensitive biological
and cultural areas.

The open space area would also include most of the public trails and a park sited in the Flight
Approach Zone of the Santa Maria Public Airport. The rest of the open space area serves to satisfy
the goals of the PRD zone district by protecting the site's most sensitive biological resources,
including two wetlané/floodplain areas of Orcutt Creek, a 30+ acre ancient sand dune area with
specimen oaks, and 120 acres of abeut120-aeres-ofvemnal poel-grassland complex. The habitat and
hazard-based open space totals 436 acres, and when combined with schools and active parks, total
open space would constitute approximately 45% of the site.

Parks: A variety of parks will be developed on this site to accommodate the needs of new residents.
For example, a minimum of 28 acres of parkland will be needed at buildout of 2,000 units,' and 42

! (2,000 x 3 persons/unit = 6,000 persons into the Board-adopted standard of 4.7 acres of parks per 1,000 persons =
28.2 acres)
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acres at 3,000 units. A 15-20 acre regional park could be developed partially within the Orcutt
Creek floodplain and include active recreational facilities such as baseball/softball fields, group and
family picnic areas, and passive recreational space. This park could also include a community center
with meeting rooms, a swimming pool and banquet facilities, and could be linked to the linear park
along the Orcutt Creek greenway. The greenway would include a paved bikepath, walking trails,
picnic areas and space for habitat restoration/urban forest areas. An additional 20+ acres would still
be required to meet the minimum park standard and could be utilized for a system of 1-2 acre
neighborhood parks.

Major Trails: A 1.3-mile segment of Class I bikepath/multi-use trail would parallel the northermn
bank of Orcutt Creek across the entire site. An additional Class I bikepath would be located along
the eastern site boundary between the future location of UVP and Solomon Road and a Class II
bikepath would be located along UVP through the site. Hiking trails are also proposed along the
northem bank of the unnamed drainage which flows through the northern portion of the site, along
the southern edge of the oak woodland/dune scrub area, along the western site boundary between
Dutard Road and the northern edge of the Orcutt Creek floodplain, and parallel to the Class 1
bikepath along Orcutt Creek (Figure KS22-3). Additional local trails would be constructed to link
neighborhoods to parks, the community center, and regional trails.

Retention Basins: The SBCFCD identified potential locations for three regional retention basins
along the site's western boundary to accommodate runoff from urbanization on the site (Figure
KS22-3). These basins would be located within the three canyons of the drainages north of Orcutt
Creek, and developed through modification of the culverts under Black Road. These basins would
be designed to accommodate all runoff from future development and would preclude the need for
multiple, project-specific basins.

Public Services: Two 12-acre elementary school sites and a 19-acre junior high school site will be
necessary to serve development on Key Site 22 at the 2,000 unit level. If more than 2,000 units are
built, a 40-acre high school site will also be needed. However, airport restrictions may limit
development of schools on Site 22 and off-site locations may need to be found.

Portions of the site lie outside of the Fire Department's 5-minute response zone. To provide service
to the entire site and improve service to western Orcutt, a half-acre fire station site would need to be
located in an area approved by the County Fire Department.

Site Constraints/Considerations:

Urbanization on the southern portions of the site could change the visual character of the site and
eliminate the scenic value of the northern side of the Highway 1 corridor between Black Road and
Solomon Road, adversely impacting views from this Scenic Highway/"gateway road." New
development will also cause a reduction in and disruption of habitat, including the Orcutt Creek
wildlife corridor-end-the-freshwater marsh-and-vernal-peel-complexes.. Destruction or displacement
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Draft Orcutt Community Plan EIR
5.2 Biological Resources

5.2BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
METHODOLOGY

The information contained in this section has been collected primarily from field surveys conducted for this
Community Plan EIR (Katherine Rzndlaub Bzologzcal Consultzng ]995a Rzndlaub 1994) ﬁeld surveys by
County staff in 1994 and 1995:-ane . , :
. Other sources include Smith 1976, Sweet 1992, Holland 1991, Olson 1991 and ]992 Collzns 1991,
Envzroplan 1990 and 1991 and ERC 1991. Information on the unique geological features found within and
around the project area came from Hunt 1994. Information has also been gained from 1938 (Weislander)

and 1980 (Santa Barbara County Conservation Element) vegetation maps, and aerial photographs taken in
Fall 1989.

—%ey&tes—aﬂthﬂ%e—ékﬁ#ﬁl&munq—ﬁe&—Surveys were conducted by the consultant team durzng Aprtl
May, and June of 1995. These were supplemented by County staff surveys in: May and December 1994 and
April 1995. Surveys consisted of walking through each site. Features of particular biological importance,
such as wetlands, potential breeding sites for sensitive vertebrates, and plant communities of special
interest, were surveyed most intensively.

5.2.1EXISTING CONDITIONS
A.Physical Setting

The community of Orcutt is located in the southern portion of the Santa Maria Valley. It is bounded to the
south by the Solomon Hills and to the west by the Casmalia Hills. The valley stretches northward, beyond
Orcutt to the City of Santa Maria and the Santa Maria River. The valley also stretches east past US
Highway 101, beyond the Planning Area boundary to the Santa Maria River at the base of the Sierra Madre
Mountains. The Orcutt area is unusual biologically because of the broad valley floor covered by wind
blown sand, deposited in dunes 6,000 to 80,000 years ago (Hunt 1994), surrounded by hills to the south and
west, and exposure to hot, dry summers combined with prevailing winds from the northwest.

The aforementioned sand dunes are representative of one of the oldest, and last remaining wind blown dune
systems in California, known as the Orcutt Terrace dune sheet. This massive sand dune sheet developed
about the same time as Nipomo Mesa and Burton Mesa, and shares several of their unique plants and
animals. Urban and agricultural development have eliminated many of the dunes and native habitat on the
Nipomo and Burton Mesas. Similarly, much of the Orcutt Terrace dune sheet has experienced extensive
urban and agricultural development, and none of the remaining dunes in Orcutt are protected.

Nevertheless, biological communities of regional significance remain in several undeveloped areas of the
valley, along creek corridors, and in the Solomon and Casmalia Hills. The locations of plant communities
within the Orcutt Planning Area are generally associated with differences in elevation, southern versus
northern exposure to the sun, and proximity to water (both horizontal distance to stream courses, depth to
groundwater, and the extent and duration of flooding. In general, wildlife occurs within specific plant
communities. However, large and/or mobile wildlife will typically use several plant communities as their
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I Wetlands: The extent and quality of wetlands in California and the rest of the country have been
dramatically reduced over the past century (National Audubon Society, 1992). Swamps and marshes have
been drained, streams and rivers have been diverted and channelized, or used as convenient dumping
grounds. Consequently, numerous plant and animal species that are dependent upon this habitat are
threatened with extinction (See Table 5.2-1). Similarly, benefits derived from wetlands by humans such as
water quality, aesthetics and duck hunting opportunities are also substantially reduced. Wetlands in the
Santa Maria Valley probably once covered more than five thousand acres, supporting an exceptional
diversity of water fowl and other wildlife. Total wetland acreage has hkely been reduced to somethmg less
than a thousand acres (mcludmg the Santa Maria River mouth). ¥ : :
wetandisa : i Wivhat remains of Betterav1a Lakes and several 1solated vernal
ponds and pools in the C1ty of Santa Maria, Sisquoc/Garey area, and north of Betteravia. The Santa
Barbara County Conservation Element describes vernal pools and freshwater marshes as being rare and/or
endangered and recommends preservation of these habitats.

Vernal Pools: Vernal pools are shallow depressions in the soil that are temporarily filled with water from
winter rains and subsequently dry up during the spring and early summer. These pools are underlain by an
impervious layer that slows or prevents water drainage. Vernal pools are perhaps the most unique, rare, and
endangered type of wetland in California (California Department of Fish and Game 1995). They are unique
because they are vegetated by herbaceous plants that are adapted to survive the beginning of their lives
completely covered by water and later to survive and flower in a completely dry environment. The Orcutt
pools are particularly uncommon and have unique characteristics because they occur on sand with a very
shallow hardpan.

Many of the Orcutt pools are deeply flooded and persist into early summer particularly in wet years.
Species composition may vary from year to year depending on the depth and duration of flooding, and some
of the pools may join in wet years and remain separate in drier years. The vernal pools in the Orcutt area
range from deep basins with many species of hydrophytic (water loving) plants to long shallow grooves
dominated by just one or two species of wetland plants (Olson 1991). While some vernal pools remain
isolated, other pools may form complexes, joining across low-lying grassland areas (vernal flats) in wet
years but remain isolated in drier years. "Vernal flats" (Ferren, 1988) is used to describe wetlands that occur
in shallow basins that are not deep enough to be discernable pools. In wetter years, vernal pool and other
wetland species dominate these low areas. During dry years, upland grasses and other herbs may dominate
the flats (Olson, 1992). In wet years in particular, they are an important component of the
wetland/grassland complex as they often provide the transition or migration zone between flooded and
upland areas. The only place that vernal wetlands occur in the Orcutt Planning Area is on the northern
portion of Key Site 22. This complex continues offsite to the east and northeast on the airport property
(Figure 3 in EIR Volume II, Key Site 22).

Dominants in the Orcutt area include numerous native species such as water starwort and wooly heads.
Several amphibians in the Orcutt area are completely dependent upon these vernal pools for their survival.
The California tiger salamander and western spadefoot toad (both candidates for the Federal Endangered
Species List and listed as California Species of Special Concern) depend soley on these pools to breed in
and develop in their larval stage. Other more widespread amphibian species (e.g. western toad, Pacific
chorus frog) also use vernal pools for breeding, and garter snakes, in turn, feed on tadpoles and larval
salamanders and are consequently attracted to vernal pools. A remarkable diversity of shorebirds and
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Impact BIO-32: Removal of eucalyptus woodlands. Removal of eucalyptus woodlands that are used as a
roosting and/or nesting site for raptors could have a potentially significant impact on raptor populations,
many of whom are California Species of Special Concern.

Impact BIO-33: Weed invasion. Landscaping with weedy species in the proposed newly urbanized areas
could have a potentially significant impact on the remaining acreages of native plant communities by
displacing native species and thus significantly altering habitat characteristics and ecological functions.

These weedy species include iceplant, pampas grass, veldt grass, eucalyptus, spiny clotbur and Australian
fireweed.

Policy Impacts

Adoption of the Orcutt Community Plan may include adoption of numerous policies affecting future
development. Those policies that have the potential of significantly impacting biological resources are
discussed below. The following analysis is based upon the draft policies contained within the November
15, 1994 Initiation Draft Orcutt Community Plan.

Impact BIO-34: Parks, Recreation and Schools policies. Draft policies 1, 3, 5 and 8 encourage or direct
the County to increase recreational opportunities on open land, including encouraging private development
to incorporate facilities such as golf courses. In particular, Draft PRT policy 8, and Schools policies 1 and 5
could result in elimination of a substantlal port10n of the vernal wetland/sand dune complex (next to
Arrellanes School).—and-etherwetlands ‘ This could result in the elimination of critical
habitat areas and is potentially significant.

Impact BIO-35: Trails policies. Draft policies 22, 23 and 24 encourage the County to develop a
comprehensive trail system on open lands. This could result in elimination of sensitive plants, as discussed
in Impact B1O-8 which is potentially significant.

Impact BIO-36: Sewer system policies. Draft policies 1 and 2 could result in potentially significant
mmpacts to creeks and wetlands as described in Impacts BIO-10, 11, and 12.

Impact BIO-37: Transportation policies. Draft policy 1 requires completion of needed roadways which
would have potentially significant impacts as described in Impacts BIO-1 - 7.

Impact BIO-38: Flood Control policies. Draft Policies 6 and 12 requiring retention basins would have
potentially significant impacts to riparian and other systems (Impact BIO-15).

C.Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative impacts from development of the Orcutt Community Plan in addition to development in the City
of Santa Maria, Vandenberg Air Force Base and southwestern San Luis Obispo County would be most
severely cumulatively significant to wetlands, riparian, central dune scrub, oak woodlands, central coast
scrub and sandhill chaparral communities. In particular, development of portions of the proposed golf
course and Union Valley Parkway extension on the southern portions of the airport property would
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Mitigation BIO-22: The ancient sand dunes of Orcutt shall be protected and preserved to the maximum
extent feasible. All feasible measures shall be taken to avoid impacts to these dunes, including but not
limited to: realignment of roads and construction of bridges over rather than through dunes.

(Addresses Impact BIO-24).

Mitigation BIO-23: Sandhill chaparral, central dune scrub, oak woodlands and central coastal sage scrub
shall be protected to the maximum extent feasible. Developments adjacent to these areas shall employ
setbacks, clustering, native landscape buffers and restoration of degraded areas including any impacted rare
species. The goal of the plans shall be to have no net loss of habitat.

(Addresses Impacts BIO-25, -26, -27, and -29)

Mitigation BIO-24: Riparian vegetation shall be preserved to the maximum extent feasible. A minimum
buffer of 50 feet from the dripline of riparian vegetation shall be maintained. All new development adjacent
to creeks and streams shall be required to implement a riparian habitat restoration plan. The project shall
minimize the effects of adjacent urbanization by: 1) locating the restoration onsite to the maximum extent
feasible, 2) hooding and directing all lights away from the creek, 3) providing a long-term drainage plan
that directs any potentially polluted drainage away from the creek, and 4) implementing an erosion and
sedimentation control plan during construction.

(Addresses Impact BIO-28)

Mitigation BIO-25: No recreational or other development shall be permitted that would adversely impact
the Bishop Pine Forest. In order to preserve the potential for wildfire and regeneration to occur, any new
structures shall be located a minimum of 300 feet from the forest boundary.

(Addresses Impact BIO-30)

Mitigation BIO-26: Oak trees shall be protected to the maximum extent feasible. Measures taken to
preserve oak trees should include modification of project design (eg: clustering, narrower road width, taller
building heights, etc). The area protected from grading, paving and other disturbances should include the
area 6 feet outside of the dripline. Where oak trees are killed, they shall be replaced in a manner consistent
with County standards. (Addresses Impact BIO-31)

Mitigation BIO-27: Eucalyptus woodlands that are used as roosting and/or nesting site for raptors shall be
protected to the maximum extent feasible. Where eucalyptus trees are removed, they should be replaced by
native trees. (Addresses Impact BIO-32)

Mitigation BIO-28: Landscape plans for developments on the edge of open space areas shall include trees
and shrubs natlve to the Santa Maria Valley. : e asources Fechnieal-Report Hindlanh
19954 £apeetes) Planting of invasive weedy plants such as iceplant, pampas grass, veldt
grass, monterey pine, eucalyptus, spiny clotbur and Australian fireweed shall be strongly discouraged and
removed where feasible in these areas. (Addresses Impact BIO-33)
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Vastewater Treatment: Adequate sewer capacity is a significant issue for the community both under the
existing and proposed plans. The current RWQCB moratorium for Laguna County Sanitation District would
remain in effect. Even if the existing wastewater treatment plant were allowed to operate at full capacity,
the plant would not have sufficient remaining capacity to accommodate the wastewater demands of buildout

_of the existing plan. A supplemental wastewater treatment plant will likely have to be constructed or the
existing plant torn down and replaced.

Retention Basin System: Buildout under the existing plan would contribute additional run-off from future
development within the Orcutt Creek watershed. The current system of conditioning individual subdivisions

to construct smaller on-site retention basins to gather and control run-off would continue under the existing
plan.

Schools: Due to the significant increase in student enrollment since 1980, Orcutt area school districts have
identified a need for three additional elementary schools, one junior high and one high school to serve
buildout of the existing plan. However, no new potential school sites are identified in the 1980 plan.

6.2 IMPACT ANALYSIS
ALTERNATIVE 1: "NO PROJECT"

A. Land Use: Impacts associated with land use patterns of development would be less under the No
Project alternative since future development would primarily be associated with urban in-fill and limited
evelopment in the Solomon foothills and west Orcutt. Density reductions on Key Sites 22 and 33 would
minimize infrastructure, air quality, and traffic impacts associated with "leap frog" development. In addition,
" growth inducing impacts associated with the precedent setting action of extending the Urban/Rural Boundary
line and urban services west to Black Road and east of Hwy 101 would be avoided under the existing plan..

Nevertheless, some urban development could occur on rural land. Thus, the impacts would be significant
and unavoidable (Class I)/

However, since many parcels would retain their antiquated County Ordinance 661 zoning designations,

minimum parcel sizes would remain unresolved for portions of the Orcutt planning area under the "no
project” alternative.

In addition, the proposed Oil Activity Overlay, Open Space Overlay, and Transfer of Development Credits

program "planning tools" would not be available to address specific land use concerns associated with
buildout of the existing plan.

B. Biological Resources: Overall impacts to biological resources would be substantially less severe than
the proposed project primarily due to density reductions on Key Sites 3, 7, 12, 13, 14, 15, 22, 23, 30, 33,
and 35, but also due to existing development restrictions on Site 12. Potential impacts would also be
significantly reduced to rare and unique habitats such as ancient sand dunes on Key Sites 22 and 30, and
extensive vernal pools and associated wetlands on Key Site 22. Reduced development would have fewer
impacts to oak woodlands, grasslands, sand hill chaparral, central coast sage scrub, and riparian forest and

woodland communities. However habitat elimination and fragmentation would still result in significant
aavoidable impacts (Class I).
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3. Biological Resources: Impacts to biological resources would be substantially less than the proposed
project primarily due to density reductions on Key Sites 7, 8, 12, 14, 15, 22, 33, and 35. Potential impacts
would also be significantly reduced to rare and unique habitats such as ancient sand dunes on Key Site 22,
and extensive vernal pools and associated wetlands on Key Site 22. Reduced development would have fewer
impacts to oak woodlands, grasslands, sand hill chaparral, central coast sage scrub, and riparian forest and

woodland communities, however habitat elimination and fragmentation would still result in significant
unavoidable impacts (Class I).

Impacts associated with public infrastructure improvements would be reduced by the absence of the extension
of Stubblefield Road/Stillwell Road and "E" Street extensions of the proposed plan. Remaining public
infrastructure improvements have the potential to result in impacts to biological resources. Significant

impacts to resources would remain in the Orcutt Creek and southern foothill areas. Overall, impacts would
remain significant and unavoidable.

C. Agricultural Resources: Agricultural impacts would be substantially reduced by reduction in buildout
on Keysites 12, 22, and 33 from the 1,992 units of the project to 25 dwellings on forty acre parcels. Current
agricultural production acreages for these sites include: approximately 60 acres of cultivated agriculture on
Key Site 12, approximately 480 acres of cultivated and 300+ acres of grazing land on Key Site 22, and
approximately 260 acres of grazing land on Key Site 33. Keys Sites 22 and 33 would retain their rural
agricultural designations, while potential development on Key Site 12 would occur on grasslands which have

not been grazed in recent history. Impacts to agriculture from the low-growth alternative would be less than
vignificant (Class II).

D. Geology: Geologic impacts would be similar to those of the proposed project, with the exception that
reduced buildout in the foothills and along Orcutt Creek, would have corresponding reductions in erosion
hazards (i.e., blowing sand, erosion, collapsible soils, etc.) related to buildout on steep slopes in the foothills
and along Orcutt and Pine Canyon Creeks. Under the low-growth scenario, few Key Sites have standard
single family lot zone designations (e.g. 1-E-1, 20-R-1, etc.) requiring minimum lot sizes and setbacks.
However, since extensive development would still occur within the foothill and Orcutt Creek canyon areas,
overall impacts from exposure of new development to geologic hazards would remain less than_significant
(Class IT) with development created increased in erosion remaining unavoidable and significant (Class I).

E. Flooding\Drainage: Flooding and drainage impacts would be slightly less than those identified for
the proposed project primarily due to reduced development potential, and consequently reduced storm water
run-off, for Key Sites located along Orcutt Creek (Key Site 7, 8, 22) and Pine Canyon Creek (Key Sites 12,
15).. Run off from development of these sites could result in increased erosion and sedimentation of local
creeks. The low-growth alternative could be served by a regional retention basin system (See discussion
above). Under the low-growth scenario, few Key Sites would have standard single family lot zone
designations (e.g. 1-E-1, 20-R-1; etc.) requiring minimum lot sizes and setbacks. Overall, impacts would
remain less than significant (Class II).

F. Water Resources: Impacts on groundwater resources would be reduced corresponding to the decrease
in residential development from the project (Table 6-7). Nonetheless, residential, commercial-industrial,
—municipal and agricultural growth within the OPA permitted under the low-growth alternative would create
otentially significant impacts to groundwater resources due to the contribution to ongoing and increased
overdraft of the Santa Maria Groundwater Basin by generating an increase in net water demand of 1,890 AFY
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Approximately 481 acres are under cultivation or developed with agricultural industry support facilities. A
large portion of the remaining 700 acres are used as grazing land, and several areas support significant
ecological communities. In the southern portion of the site, the Orcutt Creek stream channel and
corresponding flood plain, ranging from 500 to 1,000 feet in width, traverses the site from east to west,
generally parallel to Highway 1. Scattered riparian and/or wetland vegetation is located along this flood
plain. A wernal-wetland/grassland complex occupies approximately 120 acres north of Dutard Road, and
eontains-is the largest known-vernal-peel -eemplex-in the County. These areas support a wide variety of
wildlife including tiger salamanders, Pacific chorus frogs, and larvae of the western spadefoot toad. The
veraal-wetland/grassland/dune areas also serve as prime foraging habitat for many bird species, including
several shorebirds and ducks.

Sandhill chapparal, dominated by multi-trunked coast live oak, mock heather, and coyote brush, with
scattered Purisima manzanita, occupies a 33 acre stabilized dune area along the central eastern boundary,
adjacent to the Santa Maria Public Airport. Ponded water accumulates in depressions between the dunes
during wet years, and support species such as the western pond turtle (a candidate for the endangered
species list). A thin strip of central dune scrub separates these areas from cultivated fields to the south. The
Orcutt Creek channel becomes wide and flat throughout the central portion of the site, and supports rush,
bulrush and several freshwaterrrarshOrcutt Creck areas. FreshwatermarshOrcutt Creek is also present at
three locations along the western site boundary. The remainder of the areas not in active cultivation are
covered by large tracts of annual grassland which constitute pnme foragmg habltat for a number of bird
species including the golden eagle. |

Two roads provide access to the site. The old road bed of Dutard Road enters the northern portion of the
site from Black Road, approximately 1,100 ft from the northern site boundary. This unimproved asphalt and
dirt road provides access to a residence and agricultural fields, and extends to the eastern site boundary.
Another dirt road enters the southeast comer of the site from Solomon Road, and extends along the eastern
site boundary.

A.4Project Description

The existing Urbarn/Rural Boundary Line would be extended to incorporate approximately an additional 800
acres of the site which currently lie outside of it (Figure KS22-2). The proposed designations for the site
would be Planned Development (Max. 2,000 units)/PRD. This designation would allow for the
construction of up to 2,000 residential units of various densities, and a community center. Development
could also include a supporting commercial facilities. It is also likely that two 10 acre elementary school
sites and a 17 acre junior high school site would be located on Key Site 22, to serve residents of west Orcutt
at this level of development. As referenced in the main project description, the Planned Residential
Development zoning district identifies a 40% minimum open space requirement, which would total a
minimum of 471.8 acres for this site (40% of 1179.45 acres). This zoning allows for clustering of units so
that hazardous and sensitive areas may be avoided, adequate public services are provided, and open space is
preserved.  The floodplain of Orcutt creek, Canyons of the drainages near Black Road, and the sensitive
biological resources on the northern portions of the property and the northeastern corner generally meet the
criteria for open space as outlined in the PRD zoning district. Therefore, in order to be consistent with the
purpose and intent of this zone district, it is likely that development on the site would be clustered within
743 acres of the site, located mainly within areas currently used for grazing or agricultural production.
Figure XS22-4 shows the likely developable areas on the site.
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Resources: The potential Open Space Overlay would protect the Site's most sensitive biological resources
including te-wetland floodplain areas of Orcutt Creek, a 30+ acre ancient sand dune area with specimen oaks
and about 120 acres of ¥emal-Peel-grassland complex. This area would also accommodate a trail and

provide a buffer between the City and the unincorporated areas. several historic and/ or archaeological sites
would also be covered by the overlay.

Figure KS22-4 shows the areas to which the Open Space Overlay would be applied. This configuration
would approximate the open space areas shown in a previous conceptual site plan endorsed by the Planning
Commission and Board of Supervisors.

Potential Buildout Characteristics: The proposed designations would allow for a diversity of housing types
to be constructed on the site. Proposed densities range from 1 unit/acre to 6 units/acre, and a preliminary
plan identifies areas for each unit density (Figure KS22-4). In general, the lowest densities would be located
along the Highway 1 corridor, the highest would be located near the intersection of Union Valley Parkway
and "E" Street, and moderate density development would be located throughout the remainder of the
proposed developable area.

Under this development scenario, the existing alignment of Dutard Road would be abandoned, and the
roadway would be realigned to the south. The new alignment would provide through access between Black
Road and "E" Street. Under the City of Santa Maria's Circulation Element, "E" Street would be a north-
south arterial roadway along the site's western-most north/south boundary with the Santa Maria Airport, and
would terminate at the proposed extension of Union Valley Parkway (Figure KS22-5). However, this
proposed alignment has significant biological impacts which are discussed in further detail in Section 5.2
(Volume I) and Section B.1 in the Key Site 22 analysis (Volume II). Union Valley Parkway is proposed to
extend from the center of the site's eastern-most boundary to Highway 1. The eventual alignment of the "E"
Street and Dutard Road corridors may be affected by open space planning and the protection of biological
resources. Figure KS22-5.1 shows Planning and Development's recommended alignment of Dutard Road
and "E" Street through Key Site #22. Figure KS22-5.2 depicts feasible access points from Highway 1,
Black Road and UVP.

Potential Commercial Center: A 15 acre neighborhood commercial center could be constructed at the
northeast corner of the "E" Street/UVP to serve development on the site. The PRD zoning district allows for
2 acres of supporting commercial facilities on a PRD "site". However, Key Site 22 is comprised of 15
parcels ranging from 4.6 acres to 234.39 acres in size. Seven of the parcels exceed 100 acres in size and
could each have at least 2 acres of supporting commercial facilities if they were developed individually.
This center has not been assessed in standard impact analysis for this site; however, the center's impacts
have been assessed in Alternative 2 (High Buildout).
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B.ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The sections which follow do not include discussions of impacts to the following areas: Police Protection,
Natural Gas, Electricity, and Library Services. Either no significant impacts to these resources(eg
electricity, natural gas) were identified during initial evaluation of the proposed project, or these issues are
adequately addressed in the regional impact analysis in Volume 1 (eg library/ police service). Significant
impacts are anticipated for several other issue areas and are described in detail below.

B.1Biological Resources

Setting .

Of the 1179.45 acres on this site, approximately 481 acres are either under cultivation or are developed with
agricultural industry support facilities. A large portion of the remaining 700 acres are used as grazing land,
and several areas support significant ecological communities. The following biological information was
obtained from a botanical survey by Holland between April 25 and June 26 1991, a botanical survey of the
vemal-poel-eemplexarea by Olson on May 21 and May 26 1991, a brief cursory survey by Rindlaub on May
13 and 15 1994, and an intensive survey in April and May 1995 by Rindlaub, Storrer and Hunt;-and-wetland
delineations-by-Rindloub-and-Storrer, 1095,

Key Site 22 contains a wide variety of biological resources. The Site's location in a rural area surrounded on
three sides by extensive tracts of lightly developed or undeveloped land provides relatively accessible
linkages from the site to larger habitat areas. In the southern portion of the site, the Orcutt Creek stream
channel and corresponding flood plain, ranging from 500 to 1,000 feet in width, traverses the site from east
to west, generally parallel to nghway 1 Scattered npanan aaié#er—wet}aﬁd Vegetatlon is located along thlS
126 acre ﬂood plaln vetla: : g

- The creek comdor prov1des both important hab1tat 1tse1f and hnkages both
upstream and downstIeam to relatively undisturbed areas for wildlife movement and the dispersal of plants.

A vernalsvetland/grassland complex occupies approximately 120 acres north of Dutard Road. This habitat
extends eastward onto the Santa Maria Public Airport. -Fhis-area—contansthe-larpest-lnown—vernal-poot
Lem;alwﬂ-{he(;—euﬁw—aﬂd-eex15{5{-@4~a—eemp}e9t—et—saadxrﬂplaﬂé&f—mtheaﬁﬁ%%%l&ﬂds%th%aefeﬁ—et

ral-pen ane o z . The 80 acres of
upland habltat%at—smelmd—the#ef&at-peels—aﬁd-eﬂaer—weﬂdﬂds are crmcal hab1tat for the spadefoot toad
and tiger salamander that live in burrows within the grasslands during the dry months of the year. Towards
the northeast comner of the site, this complex becomes interlaced with a swetland/dune complex, which
continues to the east onto airport property. A portion of the complex also extends south of Dutard Road, but
portions of this area have been degraded by grading and agricultural activity. Pools and marshes form in
low lying areas and depressions due to the hardpan variant of Narlon Soils which is prevalent throughout
these areas. The mashes and pools in the low lying areas and the grasslands and scrub habitats in the
uplands exhibit significant ecological interaction. For example, some of the species which depend upon the
pools for breeding during the winter and spring migrate or "retreat" into the adjacent upland grassland and
dune areas during the summer, fall and early winter. This is particularly true of several amphibian species,
such as the spadefoot toad and tiger salamander. These species were formerly wide spread within the Santa

Maria Valley, but now are both candidates for listing for protection under the federal Endangered Species
Act.
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In addition to these federal candidate species, this complex supports a wide variety of other types of wildlife.

Pacific chorus frogs were observed in-the-vemal-peels-during a site visit. These areas also serve as prime
foraging habitat for many bird species, including a wide variety of shorebirds and ducks. Shorebird species
observed in these areas include the western grebe, long billed dowitcher, great egret, green heron, black-
necked stilt, etc. Ducks observed include the northern pintail, cinnamon teal and American widgeon. Small
mammals inhabit the upland areas and increase their value as foraging grounds for raptors. A golden eagle
was observed diving on prey during a site visit by County staff in April 1995.

Sandhill chaparral, dominated by multi-trunked coast live oak, mock heather, and coyote brush, with
scattered individuals of the rare Purisima manzanita, occupies a 33 acre stabilized dune area along the
central eastern boundary, adjacent to the Santa Maria Public Airport. Ponded water accumulates in
depressions between the dunes during wet years, and support species such as the western pond turtle (a
candidate for the endangered species list). A thin strip of central dune scrub separates these areas from
cultivated fields to the south.

Eucalyptus windrows occur on the eastern site boundary, and on portions of the western parcel boundary of
111-240-30. The eastern windrow also contains several Monterrey cypress trees. These windrows serve as
roosting areas for raptors which forage in the site's grasslands.

The Orcutt creek channel becomes wide and flat throughout the center of the segment which crosses this
site. This has resulted in significant sedimentation, and the formation of a unique inland delta area, with the
main channel diverging into several small stream channels. A—freshwatermarshE-mergent vepetation such
as rush and bulrush has developed along these segments of the creek, and supports-emergent-vegetation-such
as—msh—&ﬁé—lamﬂsh——wlﬂeh—prewée excellent nestmg habitat for red—wmged and Brewer's blackbirds.

' i3 where—dDrainages are
pounded at 3 locatlons along the westem site boundarv by the berm Wthh supports Black Road.

The remainder of the areas not in active cultivation are covered by large tracts of annual grassland, which
constitute prime foraging habitat for a number of bird species including: white tailed kite, red-tailed hawk,
golden eagle and loggerhead shrike. The terrain and its associated vegetation comprise prime habitat for the
burrowing owl, a species which has declined dramatically in Santa Barbara County. Black-tailed jackrabbit
and ground squirrels are also common in these areas. Overall, the 1179 acre Site's variety of habitats,
undeveloped character and location in a rural area provide varied habitats for a wide variety of wildlife.
Larger mammals using the site are expected to include grey fox, coyote, deer and possibly bobcat and
badger.

Impacts

Development of this site with 2,000 or more units would substantially alter existing habitat values not only
by direct removal of substantial amounts of habitat, but by fragmentation of remaining habitats and the
introduction of substantial disturbances from new human populations including noise, light, polluted run-off
and domestic animals. In addition to the County's proposed realignment of Dutard Road and "E" Street, as
depicted in Figure KS22-5.1, Figure KS22-6 depicts the potential realignment of "E" Street via Dutard
Road and Black Road. This alternative would completely avoid the sensitive vernal pool/wetland sand dune
complex, however it may not satisfy north/south circulation needs.
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Draft Orcutt Community Plan EIR
5.2 Biological Resources

Impact BIO-32: Removal of eucalyptus woodlands. Removal of eucalyptus woodlands that are used as a
roosting and/or nesting site for raptors could have a potentially significant impact on raptor populations,
many of whom are California Species of Special Concern.

Impact BIO-33: Weed invasion. Landscaping with weedy species in the proposed newly urbanized areas
could have a potentially significant impact on the remaining acreages of native plant communities by
displacing native species and thus significantly altering habitat characteristics and ecological functions.

These weedy species include iceplant, pampas grass, veldt grass, eucalyptus, spiny clotbur and Australian
fireweed.

Policy Impacts
Adoption of the Orcutt Community Plan may include adoption of numerous policies affecting future
development. Those policies that have the potential of significantly impacting biological resources are

discussed below. The following analysis is based upon the draft policies contained within the November
15, 1994 Initiation Draft Orcutt Community Plan.

Impact BIO-34: Parks, Recreation and Schools policies. Draft policies 1, 3, 5 and 8 encourage or direct
the County to increase recreational opportunities on open land, including encouraging private development
to incorporate facilities such as golf courses. In particular, Draft PRT policy 8, and Schools policies 1 and 5
could result in elimination of a substantlal portlon of the vernal wetland/sand dune complex (next to
Arrellanes School).—+ : : ; o This could result in the elimination of critical
habitat areas and is potennallv szgmﬁcant

Impact BIO-35: Trails policies. Draft policies 22, 23 and 24 encourage the County to develop a
comprehensive trail system on open lands. This could result in elimination of sensitive plants, as discussed
in Impact BIO-8 which is potentially significant.

Impact BIO-36: Sewer system policies. Draft policies 1 and 2 could result in potentially significant
impacts to creeks and wetlands as described in Impacts BIO-10, 11, and 12.

Impact BIO-37: Transportation policies. Draft policy 1 requires completion of needed roadways which
would have potentially significant impacts as described in Impacts BIO-1 - 7.

Impact BIO-38: Floed Control policies. Draft Policies 6 and 12 requiring retention basins would have
potentially significant impacts to riparian and other systems (Impact BIO-15).

C.Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative impacts from development of the Orcutt Community Plan in addition to development in the City
of Santa Maria, Vandenberg Air Force Base and southwestern San Luis Obispo County would be most
severely cumulatively significant to wetlands, riparian, central dune scrub, oak woodlands, central coast
scrub and sandhill chaparral communities. In particular, development of portions of the proposed golf
course and Union Valley Parkway extension on the southern portions of the airport property would

5.2-19



Draft Orcutt Community Plan EIR
5.2 Biological Resources

Mitigation BIO-22: The ancient sand dunes of Orcutt shall be protected and preserved to the maximum
extent feasible. All feasible measures shall be taken to avoid impacts to these dunes, including but not
limited to: realignment of roads and construction of bridges over rather than through dunes.

(Addresses Impact BIO-24).

Mitigation BIO-23: Sandhill chaparral, central dune scrub, oak woodlands and central coastal sage scrub
shall be protected to the maximum extent feasible. Developments adjacent to these areas shall employ
setbacks, clustering, native landscape buffers and restoration of degraded areas including any impacted rare
species. The goal of the plans shall be to have no net loss of habitat.

(Addresses Impacts BIO-25, -26, -27, and -29)

Mitigation BIO-24: Riparian vegetation shall be preserved to the maximum extent feasible. A minimum
buffer of 50 feet from the dripline of riparian vegetation shall be maintained. All new development adjacent
to creeks and streams shall be required to implement a riparian habitat restoration plan. The project shall
minimize the effects of adjacent urbanization by: 1) locating the restoration onsite to the maximum extent
feasible, 2) hooding and directing all lights away from the creek, 3) providing a long-term drainage plan
that directs any potentially polluted drainage away from the creek, and 4) implementing an erosion and
sedimentation control plan during construction.

(Addresses Impact BIO-28)

Mitigation BIO-25: No recreational or other development shall be permitted that would adversely impact
the Bishop Pine Forest. In order to preserve the potential for wildfire and regeneration to occur, any new
structures shall be located a minimum of 300 feet from the forest boundary.

(Addresses Impact BIO-30)

Mitigation B1O-26: Oak trees shall be protected to the maximum extent feasible. Measures taken to
preserve oak trees should include modification of project design (eg: clustering, narrower road width, taller
building heights, etc). The area protected from grading, paving and other disturbances should include the
area 6 feet outside of the dripline. Where oak trees are killed, they shall be replaced in a manner consistent
with County standards. (dddresses Impact BIO-31)

Mitigation BIO-27: Eucalyptus woodlands that are used as roosting and/or nesting site for raptors shall be
protected to the maximum extent feasible. Where eucalyptus trees are removed, they should be replaced by
native trees. (Addresses Impact BIO-32)

Mitigation BIO-28: Landscape plans for developments on the edge of open space areas shall include trees
and shrubs natlve to the Santa Maria Valley. (Fhe-Oreutt sehrieal ReportHindlanh

st-afspeciess) Planting of invasive Weedy plants such as iceplant, pampas grass, veldt
grass monterey pine, eucalyptus spiny clotbur and Australian fireweed shall be strongly discouraged and
removed where feasible in these areas. (Addresses Impact BIO-33)
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Exhibit G.1

Exhibit G.1: Vernal Wetlands and Orcutt Creek Wetlands Delineation, K. Rindlaub
Biological Consulting, September 1, 1995.

Document available for viewing and download at:
http://lonerange.sbecountyplanning.org/planareas/orcutt/orcuti.php)
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Exhibit G.1

Exhibit G.1: Vernal Wetlands and Orcutt Creek Wetlands Delineation, K. Rindlaub
Biological Consulting, September 1, 1995.

Note: Hard copies of document provided to the Planning Commission.

Document available for viewing and download at:
http://longrange.sbcountyplanning.org/planareas/orcutt/orcutt.php)
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APPENDIX D

Vernal Wetlands and Orcutt Creek Wetlands Delineation, K. Rindlaub Biological
Consulting, September 1, 1995 removed by Resolution # of the Board of

Supervisors in compliance with court ruling in Adam Bros. Farming Inc. v. County
of Santa Barbara 2008 Cal. App. Unpub. LEXIS 1831
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Introducrion

The area in and around the City of Orcutt, in northern Santa Barbara' County, 1s experiencing
rapid growth. Consequently, the Santa Barbara County Planning and Development Department
identified a number of parcels Iikely to be proposed far development in the near future. Among
these parcels, or clusters of parcels, are several that are known to have significant biological
resources. Area 8 (Key Site 22) is a 693 acre group of parcels located in the sparsely developed
" West Orcutt Planning Area. A number of wetlands are included within Area 8. Among these ,
wetlands are two large areas of particular concern: Orcutt Creek, its tributaries and floodplain,

and a complex of vernal wetlands and sand dunes. The purpose of this report is to delineate the
extent of wetlands on these two sections of Area 8.

Area 8 is located northeast of the mtersection of State Highway 1 and Black Road, west of the
City of Orcutt, and southwest of the Santa Maria Airport. The southern end is traversed by Orcutt
Creek. A series of deep swales with freshwater marsh wetlands extends to the northwest along the
western boundary. The northern seétion, north of an unpaved agricultural access road, supports a
complex of vernal pools, vernal ponds, vernal flats and vernal marsh, which continues off the site
onto the Santa Mara Airport property. A minor drainage crosses the site from east to west about

one-third of the distance south of the northern boundary. The central section of the site 1s under
cultivation.

Two different procedures were used to delineate wetlands on two areas of this site. The U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers method was used for Orcutt Creek and its tributaries, and the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife method was used for the vernal wetlands area. Because of these differences in

methodology, and the different character of the wetlands classified, the two areas are presented
separately. '

Envirenmental Setting

Regional Setting

The Orcutt Planning Area, including the City of Orcutt, lies along the southern side of the Santa
Mana Valley in northwestern Santa Barbara County, Califorma (Figure 1). The valley is bordered
‘'on the south by the Solomon and Casmalia Hills. Regional climate is Mediterranean, with warm,

dry summers and cool, wet winters. Average annual rainfall is 12 to 18 inches, with precipitation



generally restricted to winter and early spring. Summer temperatures are ameliorated by a marine
layer of fog and low clouds that frequently penetrates into the project area from the Pacific Ocean

to the west. The average annual air temperature is 57°F. Prevailing winds are from the northwest.

Geology

The soiis and topography of the Santa Maria Valley are unusual in California. This is one of six
localized and disjunct regions where a subsiding basin permitted successive events of aeolian sand
deposition. Following periods of marine deposition (middle Miocene to late Pliocene), tectonic
rotation. and uphft, the basin was formed. This basin was bordered by southwest/northeast
trending hills. Non-marine, fluviai materials were deposited in the basin from the early to late _
Pleistocene. From the Pleistocene onward, periods of uplifi and subsidence, with changes in

eustatic sea level, created conditions for deposition of wind-blown sands, resulting in development
of aeolian dunes. The Orcutt Terrace dune sheet, which underlies the project area, is a
combination of ancient aeolian sands deposited at least 60,000 to 80,000 years ago, and sands and
gravels deposited by a fluvial system between 25,000 and 32,000 years ago. This was followed by

another phase of aeolian dune building between 6,000 and 25,000 years ago. (Rindlaub, Hunt and
Storrer, 1995). ’

Soils

The soils that developed on theancient dunes of the Orcutt Terrace dune sheet consist of a group
collectively referred to as the Orcutt Sands. These sandy soils typically are fast-draining, and may
include perched aquifers. There are, Howgver, a few soil types with very slow permeability, or that

are underlain by relatively impervious substrates, which are conducive to the development of
wetlands on level terrain.

Several different soil types occur within the project area (Table 1). Three different soil series
(Figure 2) were mapped by the Soil Conservation Service in the vernal wetlands area on the
northern section of the site (Shipman, 1972). Soils of the Betieravia Series are derived from wind-
modified marine sands. Although sandy, the permeability of these soils is very slow, and when on
level terrain "tends to become boggy after rains" (Shipman, 1972). The hardpan variant of the
Narlon Series also occurs in the vernal wetlands area, and- consists of loamy sands underlain by
cemented sand or clay. Of the soils mapped in the vernal wetlands area, only this Narlon variant is
included on the Hydric Soils List (Czarnecki, 1995) as a potentially hydric soil. The third type, the
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FIGURE 2

VERNAL WETLAND SOIL TYPES: WEST ORCUTT PLANNING AREA 8

BmC: Betteravia Loamy Sand OcD3: Oceano Sand =~ NvA: Narlon, Hardpan variant
(From Shipman, 1972)
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TABLE 1

SOIL UNITS MAPPED BY THE USDA SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE IN THE STUDY AREA‘

Symbot Series and Phase Description / Comments Available Water Permeability Salinity
Capacity (Mmhos./cm.
(inches) at 25" C,
Bm— Betteravia Series Moderately well-drained loamy sands. 0-1
BmA Betteravia loamy sand, "Tends to become boggy after rains." 3.0-4.0 Very slow.
' 0 1o 2 percent slopes. '
BmA3 Betteravia loamy sand, Loamy sand over & weakly cemented 0.5-2.0 Very slow.
0 to 2 percent slopes, subsoil that may be exposed.
severely eroded.
BmC Betteravia loamy sand, 2035 Very slow.,
2 to 9 percent slopes.
Ci— Corralitos Series Loamy sands or sands that are somewhat 0-1
Cu— excessively drained, -
CtA Corralilos sand, 2.0-4.0 Rapid.
0 to 2 percent slopes.
CiD Corralitos sand, 2.0-4.0 Rapid.
2 to 15 percent slopes.
CuA Corralitos loamy sand; Typically found on alluvial fans and 4.0-3.0 Rapid.

0 to 2 percent slopes.

floodplains.




Permenbility

Salinity

Symbol Series and Phase Description / Comments Available Water
Capacity {Mmhos./cm.
(inches) at25°C
CuC Corralitos loamy sand, Found on alluvial fans and in small 4.0-3.0 Rapid.
2 to 9 percent slopes. valleys interdigitated with hills.
Ed— Elder Series Well-drained sandy Ioams usually found (-1
on floodplains and alluvial fans.
EdA2 Elder sandy loam, Flood plains subject to deposition, erosion, 6.0-7.5 Moderately rapid.
0 1o 2 percent slopes, overflow, and runoff from surrounding
eroded. areas. '
EdC2 Elder sandy loam, Occurs in narrow valleys and on sloping 6.0-7.5 Moderalely rapid.
2 to 9 percent slopes, alluvial fans, Subject to runoff. Long, deep
eroded. gullies-are common.
Nv— Narlon Series, | Potentially hydric. Moderately well- 0-1
Hardpan variant.’ drained soils that formed on old marine
terrace deposits. Sand over partially
cemenied marine sediments,
NvA Narlon Sand, Potentially hydric. Depth to the sandy clay 2.0-3.0 Very slow.
Hardpan Variant layer that impedes drainage ranged from .
. 24 to 30 inches. A perched water table
often forms after rains or irrigation.
Oc— Oceano Series Excessively drained, sandy soils. 0-1
OcD Océano sand, 2.0-4.0 . Rapid.
: 2 to 15 percent slopes. '
OcD3 Oceano sand, With shallow gullies. Loose sand and 2.0-4.0 Rapid.

2 to 15 percent slopes,
severely eraded,

blowouts are common in this soil.




Available Water

Permeability

Salinity

Symbol Serics and Phase Description / Comments
Capacity {(Mmhos./cm.
(inches) at 25" C
Rs Riverwash Waler-deposited sand, gravel, cobble- No data. No data. No dala.

stones, and siones in aclive stream
cannels. Deposition and erosion of

materials result from streambanlk erosion.

Inundated during high water flows.
Development of vegetation is severcly
limited. o

! From Shipman (1972)




Oceano Series, 1s characterized by sandy soils with rapid permeability (Shipman, 1972),
represented by relictual dunes.

Soils from the Betteravia and Oceano Series are also mapped in the Orcutt Creek drainage
(Figure 3). Additional soils series in this area include sandy, rapidly draining soils in the Corralitos
Series, sandy loams typical of alluvial and flood plains in the Elder Series, and Riverwash
(Shipman, 1972). Of these, only the Riverwash is included on the National List of Hydric Soils
(Czarnecks, 1995).

Orcutt Creek Wetland Delineation
Site Description

As Orcutt Creek flows roughly from east to west through the Orcutt Planning Area, it has a well-
defined channel with steep banks along most of its course. However, as it enters Area 8 from the
Solomon Road bridge, the creek spreads out over a broad fioodplain, although a shallow channel
runs along the southern side. This floodplain extends approximately half-way across the site.
(Figure 3) from east to west. Floodplain limits to the north and south are well defined by rising
sandy hills along most of its length. The northemn sand hills are in agricultural use (strawberries).
A trnibutary flows into the creek from the north that is now artificially contoured through a
strawberry field. It carries runoff during the rainy season that enters the floodplain at a patch of
boggy freshwater marsh. On the southern side a few developments and agricultural fields are
located along California State Highway 1. The rest of the land, induding most of the creek and
the entire floodplain, 1s used as rangeland for cattle.

Approximately half-way across the site, the stream waters again collect into two deep, well-
defined channels. At this location, a small, shallow tributary and an excavated tributary enter the.
creek from the south. The two main creek channels merge before the creek leaves the site, passing
beneath Black Road on the western boundary. An additional major tributary, with nearly vertical
banks, enters the creek from the south near the western boundary of the site.

Methods

Wetland delineation along Orcutt Creek and its tributaries on Area 8 (Key Site 22) follows the .
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers routine onsite delineation methodology (Wetland Training
Institute, 1991). Wetland classification follows the Cowardin et al. (1979) system adapted for
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coastal Southern California wetlands by Ferren (1988). These wetlands were also classified
according to the Holland system (1986) used by the Califorma Department of Fish and Game.
Wetland types and their approximate boundaries were mapped during a pedestrian survey of the
entire site on May 13 and 15, 1994 by Kathenne Rindlaub, botamist. A natural color aeral
photograph (Pacific Western, 1991) was also used to determine which areas might include
wetlands. On June 10, 1995 wetlands specialist Wayne Ferren joined K. Rindlaub for a field
consultation on the eastern half of the Orcutt Creek floodplain. K. Rindlaub and botanist Beth
Hendrickson visited the site agamn on June !l1, 1995 to delineate and map the wetland/upland

boundaries in questionable areas, sampling the soil where necessary. Data sheets that document
wetland sampling stations are mcluded in the Appendix. |

The limits of Orcutt Creek and its associated wetlands were mapped in the field on a 1 inch : 200
foot topographic base map ‘with a two foot contour interval. Areas where the wetland/upland
boundary was doubtful were determined during the 1994 field reconnaissance. Sampling stations
were concentrated in these areas during the 1995 survey. At each sampling station, up to three
characteristics were evaluated: vegetation, hydrology, and (if necessary) soils. Each domunant
plant species was identified and, where relevant, the relative percent cover was recorded.
Taxonomy follows Hickman (1993). Dominant species were classified according to the National
List of Plant Species That Occur in Wetlands, Region O (Reed, 1988). If all dominants were
classified as obligate (OBL) or facultative wet (FACW) species and the hydrology was suitable,
the area was mapped as wetland. The soil was examined in cases where facultative (FAC) species
dominated the vegetation, and any FACW species were balanced by facultative upland (FACU)
species. In that case, the area was mapped as wetland only when all three criteria were positive

(Reed, 1988; Wetland Training Institute, 1991). Water chemistry was deduced from the known
characteristics of the dominant species in the vegetation.

The hydrology was determined by the presence or absence of wet soil at the sampling location, by
examining the contours of the surrounding area, and considering adjacent land use (e.g., irrigated
agriculture). Soil testing consisted of digging a soil pit until wet soil was intercepted within 18
inches depth. A sample of wet soil was examined for evidence gleying, mottling, or oxidized
rhizospheres: indicators of a reducing environment. Colors of the soil matrix, gleyed streaks and
oxidized rhizospheres were determined using the Munsell Soil Color Charts (Munsell, 1992) and"
recorded on the data sheet. When all three categones (vegetation, hydrology and soils) met the

‘criteria specified in the manual (Wetland Training Institute, 1991), the area was classified and
mapped as wetiand.
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A herd of cattle occupied the creek floodplain at the time of the surveys. Access was limited in the
immediate area where the southern trbutary and excavated channel enter the main creek channels
due to aggressive behavior displayed by two bulls. Consequently, the wetland/upland boundary is
least accurately mapped in this area. Access was similarly constrained along the central section of
the northern floodplain. '

Areas mapped as wetlands were imitially measured using a La Sico Auto Scaler II planimeter.
Follow-up measurements were made in some cases to measure different types of wetiands within
the larger wetland mapping units using a Tamaya Sokkia Planix 7 planimeter. Each mapping unit
was measured three times, and the average value was used to calculate acreage. Initially, the
entire floodplain was mapped and measured as one unit. FOllbw—up measurements estimated areas
for nvenne channels, freshwater seeps, and freshwater marsh within the floodplain. These wetland
area estimates were subtracted from the total floodplain area.

Results

Wetland Area: A total of 110.35 acres of wetlands was identified and mapped along Orcutt
Creek on Planming Area 8. Another 10.4 acres of grasslands that could be wet meadows were also
identified, but excluded from the wetland total because the hydrology appeared artificial
(sustained by crop irrigation), and/or hydrc soil indicators were questionable. The acreages for
the different types of wetlands mapped along Orcutt Creek on Area 8 are presented in Table 2. A

reduced copy of the 1 inch : 200 foot map-showing the jurisdictional wetland limits, transect, and
sampling locations is shown in Figure 5.

Wetland Types:

According to the classification system established by Cowardin et al, (1986), wetlands on the
subject property fall into the Riverine and Palustrine Systems. The boundary between these
systems is not always clear, and may change from year to year, depending on the amount and
pattern of significant storm events. This vanability 1s charactenstic of creeks with seasonal or
intermittent water regimes in Mediterranean climates (Ferren, 1995). For example, a series of
relatively dry years may permut establishment of perenmal emergent wetland vegetation
characteristic of the Palustrine System within the creek bed. This vegetation may be removed
during a year with high velocity flows, and its re-establishment may be prevented during a series
of such yeéirs. Similarly, an area éome distance from the creek channel, normally part of the

Palustrine System, may be flooded, and the vegetation buried by silt or sand in high flow years. In
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TABLE 2

ORCUTT CREEK JURISDICTIONAL WETLANDS

: A Total
Wetland Type ‘ . 4 Acres Acres
Riverine System ’ ' 19.65
Orcutt Creek Channels! ' 12,51
Excavated Tributary 0.09
Floodplain: Depositional! _ _ 7.05.
Palustrine System ' 90.70
Forested Wetland: Central Coast Riparian Scrub ' 1.31
Persistent Emergent Wetland: Wet Meadow! '_ 76.78
West End (8.91 ac) '
Floodplain (67.87 ac!) :
Persistent Emergent Wetland: Freshwater Marsh! 11.25
Northern tributary (0.93 ac).
Floodplain (7.61 ac!)
Southern tributary [golf course] (0.45 ac)
Impounded pool {0.53 ac) A
Southern stockponds/marsh (1.73 ac)
Persistent Emergent Wetland: Seeps’ 0.59
Non-persistent Emergent Wetland: Vernal Pools and Marsh 0.77
Total Wetland Acres 110.35 110.35

' Acreage is approximate. The extent of the depositional environment, creel channcls, seeps, and freshwater marsh within the loodplain was not completcly
mapped during the field survey, However, the total acreage of the floodplain (wet meadow. depositional environment, freshwater marsh and seeps) was mapped
and measured,



that case, it would be regarded as part of the Riverine System that year. Both types.of variable, or

transitional wetlands were found within the Orcutt Creek drainage system.

Riverine Wetlands

System: Rivenne; Subéystem: Intermittent; Class: Unconsolidated Bottom; Subclass: Vegetated
(Non-persistent; Transitional to Palustrine Wetland), Water Regime: Seasonally Flooded; Salinity
Regime: Fresh. .

Holiand Community: Central Coast Ripanian Scrub? (Degraded)

The major channels of Orcutt Creek include 12.5 acres that are part of the Riverine System.
Vegetation may become established within the banks of this sand bottom streambed during
‘periods of low flow, but it generally is scoured out each year during periods of high flow
following storms. Typical dominants are brass buttons (Cotwla coronopifolia), watercress
(Rorippa nasturtium-aquaticum), heliotrope (Heliotropium curassavicum), halberd-leaf saltbush
(Atriplex patula), and rabbitsfoot grass (Polypogon monspeliensis). Duckweed (Lemna sp.) and
algal mats appear on and beneath the surface of the water as the level drops, leaving small pools.

The wetland area was mapped using contours on the topographic map that defined the creek
channel. On the western half of the site, the nearly vertical banks of the creek channels are clearly
delineated on the map. On the eastern half of the site, the creek channel shown on the map is
shallow and not well defined. The acreage for this portion of the Riverine System was based on an
average channel width of 20 feet. It was included within the initial floodplain measurements.
Riverwash soils are hydric (Czarnecki, 1995) and are saturated most, if not all, year.

Systend: Riverine; Subsystem: Intermittent; Class: Unconsolidated Shore; Subcfass: Vegetated? ‘
(Transitional to Palustrine Wetland); Water Regime: Seasonally Flooded, Saturated; Salinity
Regime: Fresh. '

Holland Commurﬁty: Wet Meadow.

Toward the eastern end of the property, a broad floodplain extends northward from the main
creek channel. During periods of high water flow, the creek rises above the relatively shallow
banks in this area and flows in temporary braided channels over the wet meadows. In 1995, the
unusually high volume and velocity of the water entering this floodplain carried a load of sand that
was deposited in a layer several inches thick, burying the wet meadow vegetation. Therefore, in

1995 at least, approximately 7.1 acres of this depositional area is a part of the Riverine, rather
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than the Palustrine System. Judging from a 1991 aenal photograph. the heavy rains of that vear
produced a sumilar effect.

The gleyed, sandy Riverwash soil with mottles and oxidized rhizospheres found in this
depositional environment suggests that this soil is saturated all, or most of the year, if only
seasonally flooded. In years of normal rainfall, perennial grasses, such as saltgrass (Distichlis
spicata) may regularly colonize the fresh deposits.

System: Riverine; Subsystem: Intermittent; Class: Excavated Streambed; Subclass: Vegetated
(Non-persistent); Water Regime: Intermittent; Salimty Regime: Fresh.
Holland Community: Degraded Central Coast Riparian Scrub.

A stfaight channel running parallel to an access road onto the property from Highway 1 appeared
recently cleared in 1994. Mapped as a tributary to the creek by Shipman (1972), it may have been
deepened to protect the road and a residence under construction 1n 1994, This channel is part of a
tributary flowing from the golf course through a culvert beneath State Highway 1. The amount or
duration of flow it captures is unknown. The sparse végetative cover observed in 1995 suggests
‘that the flow 1s sufficient to remove most vegetation that does establish during the growing
season. It includes about 0.09 acres, and has a sandy bed.

Palustrine System

System: Palustrine; Class: Scrub/Shrub Wetland; Subclass: 'B‘road-leaved Deciduous and

Evergreeﬁ; Water Regime: Phreatophytic and generally not flooded; Salinity Regime: Fresh.
Holland Community: Central Coast Riparian Scrub.

A dense growth of large arroyo willows (Salix lasiolepis) on the upper banks of the southem
tributary near the western end of the property provides nearly complete cover over the creek
channel. At the time of the 1995 survey, high velocity water flows had scoured the sandy
creekbed, and it appeared that portions of the nearly vertical banks had recently collapsed.
Consequently, there was little understory vegetation. In a series of years with average rainfall,
these banks would probably support some shade-tolerant riparian understory species, such as
mugwért (Artemisia dougiasz’a}zd) and blackberry vines (Rubus wursinus). Patches of hemlock
(Conium maculatum) occurred around the perimeter of the trees where the tributarj enters the
main creek channel. This tree-lined tributary includes about 1.31 acres.

11



System: Palustrine; Class: Emergent Wetland: Subclass: Persistent; Water Regime: Seasonally
- Flooded; Saturated; Salinity Regime: Fresh.
Holland Community: Wet Meadow.

On the eastern half of the site, primarily north of the main creek channel, a floodplain lies between
sand hills that nse to the north and south. These wet meadows (67.87 acres) are dominated by
Mediterranean barley (Hordeum marinun). Common associates include bird's-foot trefoil (Lotus
corniculatus), ryegrass (Lol'iz)m multiflorum), curly dock (Rumex crispus) and’ saltgrass
(Distichlis spicata). The main creek channel flows through the meadow along the base of the
sandy hills bordering the southem floodplain margin. In most places, the wet meadow extends
slightly southward, between the creek and the sand hills. It is more extensive south of the main
creek channel where it merges with the mouths of tributaries from the goif course south of State -
Highway 1. The northern limit of wet meadow similarly extends slightly beyond a poorly defined
marshy, secondary channel that runs along the base of the sand hills to the north.

Soil tests were necessary to determune the extent of these meadows. The Corralitos soil mapped
by Shipmari (1972) is not on the National List of Hydnc Soils, but may be associated with alluvial
depostts. The wet matrix soil had a low chroma (2), with oxidized rhizospheres, indicating a
reducing environment was present in these soils. Although not saturated at the time of the survey,
‘they were still wet several weeks following the last light rains, indicating a wetland hydrologic
regime, particularly considering the sandy soil texture.

System: Palustrine; Class: Emergent Wetland, (transitional to Scrub/Shrub Wetiand); Subclass:
Persistent; Water Regime: Seasonally Flooded; Saturated; Salinity Regime: Fresh.
Holland Community: Wet Meadow, transitional to Central Coast Riparian Scrub.

An additional 8.9 acre area of wet meadow was identified at the southwestern corner of the
property with an herbaceous layer similar to that observed on the creek floodplain. The limit of
this wetland was determined by examining the soil. Although 'a different type (Elder Seres,
[Shipman, 1972]), the soil in this area was wet, but not saturated, and included oxidized

rhizospheres. A clay layer was encountered three inches beneath the upper sandy loam layer.
Sandy loam soil also underlies the clay. '

This wetland occupies a swale partly created by impoundment due to the Black Road berm.
However, it 1s part of a much larger swale extending southward of, and bisected by, Highway 1.
The bisected swale 1s the lower end of an additional tributary to Orcutt Creek from the Solomon
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Hills. (It was mapped by Shipman (1972) as a drainage or tributary.) Although not culverted
beneath Highway |, subsurface water flow originating south of the Highway probably contributes

to the maintenance of wetland vegetation and hydric soil. A line of arroyo willows grows along

the fence line just outside the property at the base of the Black Road berm.

This meadow apparently is not grazed, and a number of small arroyo willow and mule fat
(Baccharis salicifolius) shrubs have established there. A small shallow pool, that appeared to be

artificial, was found at one of the low spots. The pool did not include any vernal pool indicator
species.

System: Palustrine; Class: Emergent Wetland; Subclass: Persistent; Water Reglme Seasonally
Flooded; Saturated; Salinity Regime: Fresh.

Holland Community: Freshwater Marsh.

Several areas of freshwater marsh were identified along Orcutt Creek. A 0.93 acre patch of
freshwater marsh is well developed where a small, degraded tributary enters the creek floodplain
from the strawberry fields to the north (northern tributary). Soils in this area were saturated,
boggy, and smelled of hydrogen sulfide. A patch of California bulrush {Scirpus californicus) was
surrounded by brass buttons, watercress, and water bentgrass (Agrostis semiverticellata).

DoWnstrearn of the bulrush patch, a secondary, intermittent, and poorly defined marshy channel
runs along the base of sand hills on the north side of the floodplain. It appears to be fed partly by’
the strawberry field tributary, partly by seeps, and partly by subsurface flow from the main creek.
Towards its western end, before the waters.drop into a deeply eroded channel, large shallow

pools were observed in the meadow in both 1994 and 1995, located in a low spot near old dunes.

The marshy northern channel is vegetated by a combination of grasses (Mediterranean barley, .
ryegrass, alkali rye [Leymus triticoides) and saltgrass) and forbs (bird's-foot trefoil, brass buttons).
Occasional areas supported spikerush (Eleocharis macrostachya). The southemn boundary
between this vegetation type and the adjacent wet meadow is approximately mapped. Soils in the
approximately 7.61 acre marshy area differed from the wet meadow. They were saturated and

boggy, or even flooded. A soil Sample was gleyed and mottléd, and contajﬁed oxidized
rhizospheres.

Freshwater marsh vegetation also occurs in the upper, narrow segment of the small tributary
draining into Orcuit Creek from the golf course south of Highway 1. Although Mediterranean
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barley was donunant, associates included common spikerush. The sandy soil was wet, gleyed, and

contained oxidized rhizospheres. This 0.45 acre section of the southern tributary merges into the
wet meadow south of the main creek channel.

A large field bordered by the southern property boundary, and located west of the dirt access
road, 1s farmed. Red fescue (Festuca rubra) is grown in this imigated field, apparently for
supplemental feed, since the cattle access the area. Irngation runoff collects in a small tributary
that has been widened and dammed for use as a stockpond. The vegetation along this channel and
around the pond is domunated by watercress, water bentgrass, rabbitsfoot grass, and brass
buttons. A few arroyo willows grow near the mouth of this tributary. The soil was saturated at the
surface, and soil samples included oxidized rhizospheres. However, a soil pit near the upper end
of the mapped area showed that the hydrology there is the resuit of surface runoff rather than
groundwater. Together, the ponds and the marshy channels that were identified totaled 1.73
acres. The extent of the freshwater marsh vegetation was not mapped within the irmigated area for
two reasons. First, it became increasingly difficult to find, as it branched and merged into the grass .

crop. Second, it appeared that the tiny, shallow channels of marsh vegetation, if they did continue,
were increasingly dependent on irrigation.

System: Palustrine; Class: Emergent Wetland; Subclass: Persistent; Water Regime: Seasonally
Flooded/Permanently Saturated, Impounded?; Salinity Regime: Fresh.
Holland Community: Coastal Freshwater Marsh.

A small shallow pond is located along State Highway 1 (southern property line) at about the
" middle of the site next to an access road. This approximately 0.6 acre pond is densely vegetated
by Califormia bulrush. Soils were saturated. The source of the water that supports this apparently
impounded area is unclear, since it did not appear to be fed directly tﬁrough the nearby culvert. A

sign warning of unsafe water suggested the water may be collected from the golf course south of
Highway 1. -

System: Palustrine; Class: Emergent Wetland, Subclass: Non-persistent; Water Regime:
Seasonally Flooded; Salinity Regime: Fresh.
Holland System: Vernal Pools and Vernal Marsh?

The Black Road berm impounds runoff on the creek floodplain north of the Orcutt Creek channel,
resulting in a seasonally flooded water regime. Vegetation in the lower center of this impounded

area was strongly dominated by vemnal pool plants, particularly white everlasting (Graphaiium
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padusire). Other species included prostrate vervrain (I'erbena bracieata), common spikerush
(Eleocharis macrostachya), willow dock (Rumex salicijolius), curve-pod yellow-cress (Rorippa

curvisiliguer), and least spikerush (Eleocharis aciculars).

The extent of two merged vernal pools was mapped using white everlasting as the indicator
species (0.33 acre). The pools are-surrounded by vernal marsh (0.44 acre). Although runoff
impounded by the road berm has undoubtedly enhanced the wetland character of this area, its
location at the base of a sandy hill suggests it supported some wetland before the road was built.
Most of the sandy hills in the Orcutt area surveyed in 1995 had freshwater seeps along the slope
toes where the hills terminated along alluvial soils.(Rindlaub, Hunt, and Storrer, 1995).

System: Palustrine; Class: Emergent Wetland; Subclass: Persistent; Water Regime: Seasonally
Saturated, Salinity Regime: Fresh.

‘Holland Community: Freshwater Seep.

The sandy hills that delineate the northern and southern limit of the Orcutt Creek floodplain seep
groundwater at their bases. The vegetation is dominated by Mediterranean barley, and is
continuous with the floodplain wet meadow, except for a few areas along the southem hills where
the seep joins the riverine wetland. These seeps extend two to three feet above the break in grade
at the base of the hill. They were not mapped separately, so the 0.6 acre extent was estimated and

subtracted from the wet meadow acreage. These seeps were found primarily along the floodplain
margin on the eastern section of the site.

Classification of these seeps as jurisdictional wetland 1s marginal, because the soil cniterion was
not clear. However, these seeps are probably strongly seasonal, with variable duration of water

flow from year to year, depending on rainfall. Consequently, hydri¢ soil characteristics could be
minimally developed.

System: Palustrine, Transitional to Riverine; Class: Emergent Wetland; Subclass: Persistent;
Water Regime: Seasonally Flooded, Saturated; Salinity Regime: Fresh.
Holland Community: Freshwater Marsh?

Where silt and sand build up into small bars at curves in the creek channel, small patches of more
persistent emergent vegetation develop. These were dominated by three-square bulrush (Scirpus
pungens), young cattails (Typha sp.), spikerushes (Eleocharis sp.), brown-headed rush (Juncus

phaeocephalus), and arroyo willow seedlings. These patches of vegetation may persist for many
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years along the margin of the creek bed, or may be removed in years of high velocity flows.
Because these patches were small (cumulatively less than | acre), and included within the ¢reek
channel, their acreage was not calculated separately from the Riverine system.

Discussion

Delineation of Palustrine Wetlands largely dominated by facultative species often required soil
testing to determine whether characteristics of a reducing environment were present. Most of the
soils in this area are sandy; sandy soils usually are well drained. Precipitation, and consequent
runoff on and below the soil surface is normally confined to a few months of the year. Given these
factors, hydric soil characteristics are likely to be poorly developed. It is also likely some of these
sandy soils dry out for part of the year. Consequently, low matrx chroma, mottles and oxidized
rhizospheres were the characteristics usually used to determine that wet or saturated soils were

indeed hydric, despite the fact that these sandy soil types are not included in the National List of
Hydric Soils.

The boundary of these wetlands, once it had been determined that an area did qualify as a
jurisdictional wetland, usually was more straight-forward due to abrupt changes in topography
that would directly affect the hydrological regime. These changes in grade usually were associated
with shifts in dominant species in the vegetation, or from wet to dry soil.

Where Orcutt Creek flows in deep, well-defined channels the map clearly showed the limits of the
riverine wetland system. A portion of the creek floodplain (depositional environment) is included
in the riverine system because it apparently is inundated in most years. -

The mapped boundary between freshwater marsh and wet meadow along the northern floodplain
margin is approximate. Access was restricted in the central section due to breeding cattle. The
width of the marshy secondary channel is probably more variable than the mapped area indicates.
Therefore, the acreage of marsh vs. wet meadow is also an approximation. However, the total
area including both these wetland types was mapped and measured.

Two areas of possible wetlands were identified on the southern section of Site 22. One is a small
fenced area of possible wet meadow located between the creek and the irrigated field. This 3.03
acre area was not included among the Palustrine Wetlands because the hydrology appeared to be
artificial, resulting from irrigation. The soil sample did, however, contain oxidized rhizospheres.
Facultative species, ryegrass and bird's-foot trefoil, dominate the vegetation. '
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The second problematic area is located south of the creek at the southeastern corner. The flats in
this 7.4 acre section appeared to support wet meadow vegetation, fed by seepage from the
surrounding hills. However, the soils test was inconclusive, since the presence of oxidized

rhizospheres was difficult to determine, and groundwater was not intercepted by a soil pit dug to
18 inches depth.

The linear, excavated channel from Highway | onto the property is classified here as a part of the
Rivenine System. However, it has little vegetation, and the soils were not tested. It has been in
place for at least 23 years (as shown in Shipman, 1972), and is a continuation of a southern
tributary to Orcutt Creek. However, due to minimal vegetative cover, it could be argued that it is
not part of a vegetated wetland system, but should be classified as Other Waters of the United
States. In either case, it would come under U.S. Army Corps of Engineers jurisdiction.

Orcutt Creek on Area 8 offers excellent opportunities for wetland restoration. A general lack of
trees is one of the unusual aspects of the creek on the site. Without constant disturbance, 1t would
probably support willows, but willow shrubs and trees are uncommon on this site. Consequently,
it could be classified as a degraded example of Holland's (1986) Central Coast Riparian Scrub.
Farther upstream, willows are common along the creek banks, and would be expected to grow
here. Near the western end of the site, where a fence excludes most cattle from the creek channel,

occasional large arroyo willows (Salix lasiolepis) occur on the creek banks. Seedling willows also
were .observed on sand bars 1n the creek.

Along the northern margin of the floodplain, a few large, scattered arroyo willows occupy the
transition between the wet meadow and the northern marshy creek channel. Several standing dead
trees are among them. The catile use this area for shade, as a bedding area, and rub against the
trees. Without constant grazing, this area (at least) would probably develop into a forested or -
shrub-dominated wetland. The main creek channel on the south side of the meadow, with its sand

bars, shallow banks and possibly anmual flooding, would possibly support thickets. of narrow-
leaved willow (Salix exigua).

The wet meadow on the floodplain has also been influenced by past land use. The dominant grass,
Mediterranean barley (Hordeum marinum), is introduced, but patches of native perenmal grasses,
particularly saltgrass (Distichlis spicata), and creeping wild-rye (Leymus triticoides) are scattered
among the predominantly mtroduced plants. Unless it is too wet, the meadow may historically
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have supported patches of scrub. such as coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis) and goldenbush

(Isocoma mencziesii), both facultative wetland species.
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Delineation of Vernal Wetlands North of or Bisected byv.

an Unpaved Agricultural Access Road

Site Description

Located south and east of the Tanglewood housing development, the vernal wetlands area of
Area 8 15 composed of small northwest/southeast trending dunes surrounded by flats and swales
(Figure 2). Soils underlain by impervious clays or cemented sands slow water percolation and
permit water to collect in low areas in the topography (Shipman, 1972). Vemal wetland
development 1s fostered by this varation in topographic relief, which ranges from a few inches to
well-defined bowls that dip several feet below the surrounding area. Vernal ponds, pools and flats
are scattered across this part of Site 22, often in damorphous complexes following minor changes
in elevation. Although locations of larger pools and ponds were mapped, the level of detail needed

to capture the intricate variation among vernal wetland types was beyond the scope of this survey.

In 1995, the potential wetland extent on this uneven topography was clanified by the unusually
heavy rains of January and March. The deeper bowls filled with water, persisting as ponds well
beyond the end of May, and providing habitat for amphibians and waterfow!l (Rindlaub, Hunt, and -
Storrer, 1995). Shallower depressions dried earlier, with vernal pool species emerging and
flowering in sequence as soil moisture decreased from the edge to the center of the pools. Many

of these pools and ponds were interconnected by vernal flats, shallow swales and vernal marsh.

Methods

. Many of the vernal wetlands in this section of Area 8 were surveyed and mapped earlier by Olson
(1991). Olson's report included a map and discussion of the soils identified on the site by the
USDA: Soils Conservation Service (Shipman, 1972). A natural color aerial photograph of the site
(Pacific Western, 1991) suggested additional wetlands could be found outside the area mapped by
Olson (1991). The focus of this survey is to confirm and augment Olson's work. The entire site
was covered by a pedestnan survey, and wetlands were mapped by Katherine Rindlaub, botanist,
and Kathy Frye, field assistant, on May 6, May 12 and June 14, 1995. Wetland boundaries were
drawn in the field on a 1 mch : 200 foot topographic base map with a contour interval of two feet.
Wetland classification is based on that adapted from Cowardin et al, (1986) as modified for
coastal southern Califorma wetlands by Ferren (1988) and on Olson (1991).
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Several additional pools were identified and mapped on the eastern portion of the site. Voucher
specimens were collected for these new wetlands, and will be deposited at the Santa Barbara
Botanic Garden Herbarium. Wetlands specialist Wayne Ferren accompanied K. Rindlaub for a

field consultation on June 10, 1995, to advise on classification and species identification.

The Cowardin (1979) system was used to delineate wetlands on this part of Site 22. Unlike the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers methodology, the Cowardin methodology requires that only one
of three criteria must be satisfied to determine an area is a wetland: vegetation, hydrology, or
soils. Vegetation was the primary criterion used to determine the wetiand/upland boundary. The
most useful species, because it was nearly omnipresent in the wetlands, was brown-headed rush
(Juncus phaeocephalus). This species was selected because it appeared to best represent the
margins of 1solated pools and ponds. It 15 a perenmnial facultative wetland (FACW) species (Reed,
1988). Where it comprised at least 50% cover, the area was mapped as wetland. Use of the 50%
cover criterion for this species brings the wetland delineation cniterion in line with that used for
vegetation by the U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers. Occasionally water pygmy weed (Crassula
aquatica) was used as an indicator when topography and hydrology indicated the area was a
wetland, but brown-headed rush was absent or uncommon. Other facultative species, such as the
annual toad rush (Juncus bufonius) were so wide-spread in 1995 that they were not useful,
appearing freqﬁenﬂy in areas that did not appear to be true wetlands:

In some areas, hydrology was used to delineate wetland; although the brown-headed rush was
usually present as well. Areas where the soil was wet during the surveys (which occurred several

weeks after the last major storm of the season) were mapped as wetland based on hydrology.

Soils were not tested for hydric indicators on this part of Site 22. The Hardpan Variant of Narlon
soils on the western portion of the site is underlain by a clay layer, which mhibits drainage and
may be hydnic (Czarnecki, 1995). Vernal wetlands were also found on sandy Betteravia soils.
Exposure of the cemented sand that forms the B horizon of Betteravia soils (Shipman, 1972) on
the site suggested that the A horizon is very shallow across much of the site, allowing the B
horizon to function like a hardpan in restricting drainage. The restricted drainage of both these
soil types has fostered vernal wetland development. '

Olson's work (1991, 1992) indicated that most, if not all, the central area was wetland, therefore,
mapping was generally restricted to measuring in from the perimeter fence until a wetland area

was encountered, using a 150 foot tape. On the eastern quarter of the site, wetlands were often



Lawrence Hunt

FIGURE 6 ' :
VERNAL POND
North end of Area 8 (Site 22), about 500 feet north of agricuitural access road.

Western Spadefoot Toad and California Tiger Salamander [arvae were found in this pond 1n 1995
(Rindlaub, Hunt, and Storrer, 1995). .

Tanglewood housing development is in the background.



widely separated, so transects were measured both from north to south and west to east to

determine the relative location of the wetlands with reference to the fence.

Areas mapped as wetlands were initially measured using a La Sico Auto Scaler II planimeter.
Fo]ldw—up measurements-were made in some cases to measure different types of wetlands within
the larger wetland mapping units using a Tamaya Sokkia Planix 7 planimeter. Each mapped unit
was measured three times, and the average value was used to calculate acreage. A few samples bf

very small mapping units were checked for approximate acreage using graph paper with 100
squares per inch.

Resulis

A total of 40.91 acres of wetlands was identified m the vernal wetlands area north of or bisected
by the unpaved ag;*icdturéi access road on Site 22 (Table 3). Separate acreages were calculated
for wetland types with discrete boundaries within limitations of time and equipment. These
include 9.087 acres of vernal ponds, 6.497 acres of vernal pools, 1.461 acres of vernal swales,
0.063 acre of vernal depressions, and 0.213 acres of freshwater marsh. The remaining 23.590
acres were classified as vernal flats. Mapping the intricacies of variation within these flats was

beyond the scope of this survey. A reduced copy of the 1 inch : 200 foot map is shown in Figure
7.

Discussion

Vernal pools are widely recognized as poséibly the most rare and endangered wetland type
California (Ferren and Pritchett, 1988). These unusual wetlands form in depressions underlain by
an impermeable layer, often clay or a hardpan. The depressions are inundated during winter rains,
and slowly evaporate following the rainy season, usually drying out by late spring or summer. A
number of plants are specifically associated with vernal pools; plants that have evolved to tolerate
the unusual growth conditions (unfavorable for most species) of the vernal pool water regime.
Some of these species occur only in vernal pools (Ferren and Pritchett, 1988).

Because they are often located on relatively flat terrain, development potentially threatens most of
southern California's remaining vernal pools. Many of Santa Barbara County‘é vernal pools are
located on coastal terraces with potentially high real estate value. Most of these coastal pools are
located on heavy clay soils, typical of many vernal pool sites. Within Santa Barbara County, only
a subset of the north County vernal pools are located on sandy soils (Ferren and Pritchett, 1988;
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TABLE 3

AREA 8 (SITE 22)

VERNAL POOLS AND VERNAL WETLANDS COMPLEXES

Wetland Type

NORTH OF AND BISECTED BY

AN UNPAVED AGRICULTURAL ACCESS ROAD

Acres

Freshwater Marsh 0.213
Vernal Pond 0.087
Vernal Pool 6.497
Vernal F]at 23.590
Vernal Swale 1.461
Vernal Depression 0.063
Total Acres 40.911
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Olson. 1992) such as those on the subject site. The effect of these sandy substrates on the floristic
composition of north County pools, if any, is unstudied (Olson, 1992).

According to Olson (1991), the vernal pool and wetland complex on Site 22 is the "finest vernal
pool site in Santa Barbara County.” No Federally or State listed plant species were found on or
reported from this site. However, the only recent Santa Barbara County record for a CNPS List 4
species (Skinner and Paviik, 1994), large-flowered linanthus (Linanthus grandifiora) was
rediscovered during field surveys. This site is the southern distributional limit for this species
(Wilken, 1995), believed extirpated in the County (Skinner and Pavlik, 1994). A number of locally
sensitive wetland species also were documented on this site (Olson, 1991).

California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense), a Category | candidate for Federal listing,
and Western spadefoot toad (Spea hammondiri), a Category 2 candidate for Federal listing, were
. found in some of the pools on the site in spring of 1995. Both these species utilize vernal pools
for a portion of their life cycle. Both species also use rodent burrows in the surrounding upland
habitats as retreat sites. The grassland habitats over most of this site constitute excellent foraging

habitat for raptors, including the golden eagle, observed feeding on the site in spring of 1995.
(Rindlaub, Hunt, and Storrer, 1995). '

It is strongly recommended that this vernal wetland complex be preserved, protected, and actively
managed. Due to the seasonal nature of this tj/pe of wetland, it 1s most vulnerable to disturbances,
such as those that cause soil compe.iction, when the soils are wet. Cattle were pastured on the
vernal wetland area in spring of both 1994 and 1995. Not only do cattle compact the soil, trample
and graze on the plants, but they frequently were observed bedding down in drying vernal pools
and swales. Trampling in the uplands also potentially impacts the sensitive amphibian species that
use rodent burrows as retreats. According to Olson (1991), human disturbance has included
people walking dogs or using the site as a short-cut, and nding dirt bikes through pool areas
before they dry out. An agricultural access road was constructed through one of the larger pools.
The proximity to a housing development renders the site, and its sensitive species, vulnerable to
continued negative mmpacts. Current fire protection for the development appears to include
disking a broad swath along the fenceline. Better féncing, a commumnity education program, and

active management will be needed to protect and preserve these wetlands.

Despite the negative aspect of the site's location adjacent to a housing project, the location
otherwise is 1deal for a preserve. Vernal wetlands continue off the site to the north and east, which

is Santa Maria Airport property. Due to restrictions on development imposed around airport
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runways and below flight paths, the opportunity exists to extend a protected wetland area beyond
the boundary of the subject site.

Protection and management of this site would require development of a management plan, and
funding. A management plan could include light use of the site as an educational resource for
schools and for the community as a whole. A trail that included boardwalks over sensitive wetland
areas could accommodate those who wish to observe the pools closely, and well as offering
opportunities for bird-watchers. Outreach education to the surrounding community should be an
important facet of a management plan. Pets shouid not be permitted to Toam on the site, and off-
road vehicles (including dirt bikes) should be prohibited. Fire protection should be accomplished
through mowing, rather than disking, and should be delayed until the soil has dried out. The

possible expansion of aggressive weedy species following removal of cattle would require
monitoring and appropriate controls.

Preservation and protection, to be effective, must include the entire site. Fragmentation of these
habitats could destroy the wetland hydrology, which differs fundamentally from wetlands in
general. Wetlands associated with a waterway, for example, receive rnoff from a watershed, -
which may be located miles away. In contrést, the relatively flat topography which includes the
vernal wetlands on Area 8 appears to be an isolated, self-contained system. The water that permits
development and persistence of these vernal wetlands apparently is derived from percolation and
runoff from the ~uplands in the immediate area, as well as on intercepted precipitation. The
sensitive wildlife species found on this site also rely on the surrounding uplands in addition to the

vernal pools and ponds. Therefore, the surrounding uplands must be considered as an integral
component of this wetland system.

Summary

Two areas of wetlands were delineated on a West Orcutt Planning Area site. Area 8, or Site 22,
includes a number of different types of wetlands. The areas surveyed for this report are those

associated with Orcutt Creek, on the southern end of the site, and a complex of vernal wetlands at
the northern end.

The Orcutt Creek wetlands were delineated and mapped using the methodology for a U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers routine on-site delineation. A total of 110.35 acres of wetlands was mapped,
including 19.65 acres in the Riverine System, and 90.70 acres in the Palustrine System. Wetlands

were classified according to the Cowardin and Holland systems. A large expanse of wet meadow

24



~ and freshwater marsh occupies the broad floodpiain on the eastern half of the site along the creek.
Other wetlands are associated with natural and modified tributaries that flow into the Orcutt

Creek channels on the remainder of the site. One smali area of vernal wetiand has been created or
enhanced by construction of Black Road.

Most of the Orcutt Creek wetlands are degraded, probably due to years of grazing. Few woody
plants were encountered along the creek or on the floodplain, except in small areas where cattle
are excluded. Removal of the cattle would provide excellent opporturities for wetland

enhancement through restoration of woody riparian vegetation, and expansion of herbaceous
perennial emergent wetland species.

The system of vernal wetlands on the northern section of Area 8 includes approximately 15.58
acres of vernal ponds and pools, and 25.33 acres of vernal flats, swales, depressions, and marsh.
Vegetationi and hydrology were used to define the limits of these wetlands, building on the work
completed earlier by Olson (1991). It appeared that the wetland complexes in the central area of
the site were interconnected in 1995, due to the exceptionally high ramnfall in the winter and
spring. Vernal ponds remained inundated well into the month of May. These pools were used by
waterfowl and by amphibian species that are candidates for Federal listing. Although uplands are
interspersed among the vernal wetlands, water percolation from the dunes contributes to the
maintenance of vernal wetland hydrology. Surrounding uplands also provide retreat sites for

sensitive amphibian species following metamorphosis from the larval forms that develop in the
vernal ponds.

Current land use practices on this rare and valuable wetland site are not geared to wetland
protection or preservation. Cattle are pastured on these vernal wetlands in the spring, while
standing water is available. But vernal wetlands are most vulnerable to negative impacts during
this same period, while the soils are wet and plants are actively growing.

This vernal wetland complex is one of the finest examples of its kind in Santa Barbara County. It
deserves protection and active management for preservation and enhancement. Establishment of a
preserve on this site is also recommended because these vernal wetlands are contiguous with
similar vernal pools, swales and marshes to the northeast on Santa Maria Airport property.
Development constraints associated with airports could be incorporated into a preserve design,

extending the protected wetland area, increasing its value as a refuge for sensitive wildlife species.
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Is the soil on the hydric sdlls list?  Yes No_ X Undetermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No X Histic epipadon presant? Yes No _X
Is tha soil: Mottled? Yes No_x  Gleyed? Yes: No_ X
Matrix Color: 1O YR 371 (Loawysead) _ Motile Colors:
Other hydrlc soil indicatars; -ty ICYR 3/ Oxichizedd vhipoomews.

Is the hydric soil criterion mei? Yas X No
Rationale; _The [N L%o« Yoeme gt Yt tcm‘n»\ £ o fnaVeRey e boovel (M’LLnuLt e i Wiy
Oivep- . \:’V\.{Ebﬂ-\/ (‘)\wau, in \ e (‘\m.hlL'\'\’L w2 v oLy \/Lm'w(h'v'—'\ \*-PL“-’HX Luboas bu‘*’"\

o
VAREAT o Loty HYDROLOGY

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes W No X
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probs hole: =
List other fisld evidence of surface inundation or seil saturation.
il (5 1wt satuaaled ) Vo ek, G0 cu,xkcu.\{'r o 2 U—e!u.u;..(_,\'_

Is the watland hydrology criterion met? Yes ¢ No
Rationale:

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

ls the plant community a wetland? Yes _ X’  No _ . .
Ha;'onale for'jurisdictional decision: ¢ kDb L) e acd 70 - e (‘%Q'Lv

¥ . .t 4V an@
" This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community W“"“t Learn ) e sients

) Assessment Pracedure. Iugst plasin ogve FACW) amd FAC. f-hji\:tm. Lﬁj:/(\:—.\id
Classification according to "Soll Taxonomy . Ub A, B One DBLopitder Lo . }w_ou_ﬂ,,\
: oo Loy v g Censhuel

B-2



. . — . ,
l I| L £ (l \—'-‘-’{J."' , /l l_ l"'»'; 7"/‘* , (,(_'LS } " _1( _,J’z’»(}.. (..L.L'-"\L_ 147/: /"75—

' DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1
Fiald lnvest)gator( s): K Hgs A el Rumellaats Bkt Moo liser. Dale: (:‘jilj 95
PrO]Bd/Sde a) “""H L"U“'\“*‘ e C‘;U-\-'u/(.'—l_ N'L@ o S[ala ‘4 County LA TS L ‘|:1 A b T
Applicant/Owner; _Zivske: Sy LL‘U ety falnt v

Ptant Community #/Name: Um;t_\r"un tad prodd .
Note: If a more delailed site description is necessary, use the back of data farm or a fiekd notebook.

Do normal snvironmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes No. \7 (i no, axplain on back)
Has the/vagetatlon soils, and/or hydrology bsen significantly disturbed?
Yes ¥ MNo_ __ (lyes, explain on back)
VEGETATION
S Indicator Indicator
Dominant Plant Spacies Status  Stratum Dominant Plam Species Status Stratum
1. (Jx"‘v La TN kw-’L's-—\ FAowt Hudh 19,
2. \)U\LLnr\rmn'\s_ Ny .\‘n oS FAcwT 12.
3. Ml nakte an) 13,
4. _Puns sohucidon FpCY 14.
5. Aﬂ’\(i-f\ i airvg nasis, EAC, 18.
B. (" REUYy \’T\-UL A Lin : CASL— 16.
7. _Nam. 4o \nadarwiiin GAap™ 17.
8. AN s b ol gt 18.
9. uoncnbn nnioane. EACL 19.
10. 20
Parcent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC ___ 1 0070
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes %2 No
Rationale: ' Al speeves Cac 4+ EAcw)
SOILS (OT SambLed
Series/phase: L-mﬁ.r\u'\ 50‘"—{& Subgroup:2
Is the soil on the hydric soils I|st? Yes Na Undstermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipadon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No Glayed? Yes No
Matrix Color: i Mottle Colors: ‘
Othar hydric soil indicators: -
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No
Rationale: Al Spifits  EAC 4 oAt ), ‘\/mn’:-»v s gs a.velabunly reeent p(‘:‘iﬂ’(' .|
7\]¢t—ivz\)¢\rﬁr\m condihon . irioed_Unve (e rustd Perha Bo MoOBL spe et Lt {reeon ainle hs
el o HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes X No _- Surface water depth:

Is the soil saturated? Yes 3 No
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole: 2l Eeco—
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturahon

Is the wetland hydrologdy criterion met? Yes il
Rationale: ">w\.%m¢.n_ T — 96 tuaa Tl e -

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plani community a wetland? Yes ’ . D
Rationale for’jurisdictional decision: U“J Ulﬂ’m + l‘*“ dinlo oL vl £ Gne et - Pyuﬂ;—o_ﬂﬁ-\
Lo Hat sape vl s Suanord ey \m.e_mieWLIMg‘gb\ A0 Vinse bty dace. (o drvie -
' This data form can be used for the Hydric Soﬂ Assessmem Procedure and the Plant Communny
Assessment Procedura. |
2 Classification according to "Soll Taxonomy.”

B-2
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. 4,
: VWi <z
2. W Mow &‘\WL.W ,é/(dllc/m <3
DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD?
Field Invesgato }&Q\huw Ruordlewty Bt eondridiom g (414495
Project/Sr(a 1t Planwing frea 29 L\[LUL“ CMe State:__ Cx County: < aniia meira%
Appllcant/Owner Sawkn Darans Co Plant Community #/Name: i tWlew /"w[/ua,u Seacls
Note: f a more detalled sita description is necessary, uss the back of data form or & field noteback.
Do no%al environmental conditions exist at the plant community?
Yes —__{l no, explain on back)
Has the veg vegetallon solls and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes __ No )d (1 yes, explain on back)
. VEGETATION .
Indicator . Indicator
Dominant Plant Species Status Stratum Dominant Plant Spacies Status Stratum
1. Daliy lasioleprs FAeW Tree. 41,
2. 12.
3. 13.
4. 14.
5. 15.
6. 16.
7. 17.
8. 18.
9. : 19.
i0, 20.
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC 100
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes_> No
Rationale:
. SOILS
Series/phase: Subgroup:2
Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yes No Undetsrmined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipsdon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No Gleyed? Yes No
~ Matrix Color: Mattle Colors:
. Other hydric soil indicators:
Is the hydric soil criterion mat? Yes No
Rationale: Bot leate \acaiia e U&Q\e)ﬂ.‘,dw + l/u\d,’v-vchVA A H,Luj Lo
WAV DS JTT
HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No X2  Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes No Xz

Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hols:

List other field evidence of surface inundation or spil saturation
“Yeep vveole dhawel uen i seouned | untle dteep \Jc'\hmﬁ basg

pa]
Is the wetland hydrology crlteuon met? Yes )0 No
Rationale:

JUHISDICT]ONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE
Is the plant community a wetland? Yes >G No

Rationale forjurisdictional decision: _ Wiksco Povest Jimud. €ar e ehiononelbombiy . Cocalr

ALC’\/M"—(’MJL Moriny Be o uwes wo e fetnlnmn wine Al b L Hae (/bm;mu_L

! This data form can be useé)lor the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community
Assessment Procedure.
2 Classificatlon according to "Soil Taxonomy.”

B-2
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34l Hzm( Jes ol :%\/J“Z?;U“”" e

DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD'
Fiald lnvasugator( s); KB_HJ Lk Q\\\L\L(LLL\AI Belbs Hevdaw sen, Date: L (H\L\J
Project/Stite: _eruHPi e PR SGR0: (_\ ol GC gy O A County: _‘odwks Sialog
Applicant/iOwner: St Binedrm Covdr plan Community #/Namse: pdnrd (Pomislosd

Note: Hf a more detailed site description is necegsary, use the back of data form or a field notebaok.

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yos ¥ No_ (I no, explain’on back)
Has the vegstation, sails, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yas )Q No___ (Myes, explain on back)
VEGETATION
Indicator Indicator
Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Spacies Status Stratum
1. R eowine me T\‘j\'\;C(;‘LL Cacw s  Shanwd 9.
2. Bremues Maundinies wev-—  _edls  qp,
3. by, yaellos CACU™ 13.
4 _Evmitun bovius ene - 14,
5 _Yovileunn wWiermom NI i 45
6. 16.
7. 17.
8. i8.
9. 19:
10. : 20.
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC YA
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes No 5
Rationals:
SOILS '
Series/phase: ‘ﬁ/\'}”"‘&““\_l leese Subgroup:2
Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yes No Undstermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yas No Histic epipedon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Moitled? Yes No Gleyed? Yes No
Matrix Caolor: Mottle Colors:
Other hydric scil indicators: W
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No 24
Rationale:
HYDROLOGY
Is the ground suifacs inundated? Yes No Y Surface water depth
Is the soil saturated? Yes No 0

Dapth to free-standing water in pit/soil probs hole:
List other fisld evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

LAY g o I
s
Is the wetland hydrologdy critsricn met? Yes No >\J
Rationale:
JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE
Is the plant community a wetland? Yes._ ~ No 20 _ X , -
Rationale for-jurisdictional decision: Qne FACW . OMe FACWK Ovnd ™ wen - gind i e ad oV 3|0

Setlhib drn wibe e sasice SN aun e oy
A ] d

! This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community
Assessment Procedure.

2 Classlficatlon according to "Soil Taxonomy.”

B-2



s

Sa hon v %

" ApplicantOwner: Sandae Bewbura Couk »Ta%

DATA FORM -
. ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 C -
Field Investigator(s): Kathtari e €ond Cauls, P theratrect g Date: _‘elujgs _ .

Projsct/Sie: Doyl ﬁmuwl Aven 5270 Qvendt ak State: ___ &8 Coug SOV Aitloeran

Plant Community #/Name: Ut
Nots: 1 a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or & fiekd notabook.

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?
Yes _ >4 No___(H no, explain on back)

Has the veg vegetanch soils, and/or hydralogy besn significantly disturbed?
Yes No (i yes, explain on back)

. VEGETATION
Indicator Indicator
Dominant Plant Spacies . Status Stratum Dominant Plant Specias Status Stratum
Salix lusiolepis AW Tree, 1.

12,
13.
14.
18.
18.
17.
18.
19.
10. 20.

Psrcent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC ___loo7s
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yas 3 No

CENOU AN

Rationale: PR
. SOILS %g .

Seres/phase: Rt wasi Subgroup:2

Is the soil on the hydric sails list?  Yes _*?__ No Undstermined

Is the soif a Histosol? Yas No Histic epipedon present? Yes No__

Is the soil: Mottled? VYes No Gleysed? Yes No

Matrix Color: Mottle Colors:

Qther hydric soil indicators:

Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No

Rationals: __Jab T “owmpled,  Ruoc/eweel  Chamud, Ciivwisl, seul's on Pabenl.
L‘\.\_"p\— U‘\L l—H;\ld—\-L.'L— %C'\_TL‘:

- HYDRAOLOGY

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes % No Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes 'Y No
Dspth to fres-standing water in pit/soil probe hole:
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met?  Yes Y No
Rationale: BuIwla,_ voudir e Cowels Clia vl

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant commumty awstland? Yes 2 No
Rationale for]urlsdlctlonal decision: __Cveele clamapal, LA CLOLL e LA o QA % ‘*Q"UJ et vedinCg
\9\/ ALK apecvts o dogwmles .

! This data 1orm can be used for the Hydric Soil Assassment Procedure and the Plam Community .-
Assessment Procedure. Q
2 Classificatlon according to "Soil Taxonomy.”




& ) -
. _— el HE.
L.l'—/ l Dreckiious, \,‘-‘, v ,\,‘ &J el

!

DATA FORM )
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1 (
Fisld Investigator(s): Fatbuaos Bondlinde, Bieki lovdiels i Dale: BIEE

Project/Site: L ¢ati Plivennie v il LL’M wl Creclegialg  CAC County: 220w bn B ot tr
Applicant/Owner: Do la Do dagama ¢ “‘““ﬂr Plant Community #/Name: _{ A3t Meedgas D
Nota: It a more detailed site daescription is necessary, use the back of data form or a field natebook.

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes ____No_ ¥ (if na, explain on back)
Has th}vegetatlon soils, and/or hydrology baen SIgnlflcantIy disturbad?
Yes ¥ __No (If yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION :
- Indicator Indicator
L%’ Dominant Plant Species Status Stratum Dominant Plant Species Status °©  Stratum
&ey, 1. boluwm mulhHerom ¥eeae UWorb 44
\a\l?D 2 Lehus coyiiend abus Cac, v 12.
<&/, 3 P\fm\ 0t (3 8w g gh Fact ! 13,
T4 _Eloous Mikeoides AL 14.
\ 5. Ry ("Lf\.‘lnML > e~ - 15,
g _Ruwey SrJ\LL\’n\L(Ls 4L ~ 16.
\ 7. (e _oes bpsale FAC - " 17.
8. (Dypvaws tabhachius MF! - 18.
vV g "ﬁ\u‘pufbuv\ evspehenss RO - " 19,
10. 20.

Percent of dominant species that are QBL, FACW, and/or FAC ™~ o ®%
Is the hydrophytic vegstation criterion met? Yes X, No

Rationale: TFrnebid G e @B apepipe =
: SOILS e
Series/phase: ' ~ Subgroup:2
Is the sail on the hydric soils list?.  Yes No X Undetermined
Is'the soil a Histosol? Yes No ¥ ___ Histic epipedon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled?  Yes No ¥ Gleyed? VYes No
Matrix Color; A.5Y Q. /1 Mottle Caolors:
Other hydric soil indicators: .
Is the hydric soll criterion met? ~ Yes No X )
Rationale: Lol dvvrma o Drecsud  wl v voedhlea ce exds Al \f\l'\.t—f.gi e N
\atyy glosemed o Whis e —
HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surfacs inundated? Yes No _ X _ Surface water depth:
Is the soll saturated? Yes No__ X

Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probs hole:

List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation. 5 . - .
Ot Lok sabunafed, sals Gyre el boed \u \\c.\\mc\m} -‘su‘.)y\L,j\qm W prgel.%—lp‘r«:.\-u\'\

Is the wetland hydrology criterion mat? Yes X No , -

Rationals: Sl (s it Ty rLQHmLLw(A ot szl .

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes No_ ¥ .

Rationale fol’JUrlsdICtlorlal decision: A e b e Vo et nd v lon CWR cutd wam‘F (U>“\L<LJ 10y~

2 Lot S s R \U\Lg\vw%m 15 el Mool e ‘-'%hw\ 'SeltPiesr Aot vt demenertacte .

! This data form can be used for thé Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community Veetiteciv tonett 'U)J)f
Assessment Procedurs. (

2 Classlicatlon according to "Soil Taxonomy.”
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o ~"..A""'.'§|_ 2\'__ \l“u:_"\'\ .'_':". o e Ll{“A-“\ _.A{?:%‘.‘:-I’.‘\ A )

DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD?
Fisld invastigator( s): adlee v ;L\y\l\\lz_d\u Dkl l—L AL el ey Date: o |L"|
Project/Site:{__ve “ Plam e P ik A CyaACrgrae. ¢ A County: Dawtre Cuooisan o
ApplicantOwner; ~“Xtwdr, Baaare ¢ "\“‘i/‘]':‘lanl Community #/Name: ~ dhveab e Wansl / Qro/uu.r.-‘_

Nots: If a more detailed sile description is nacessary, use the back of data form or & fisld notebook. = o]

Do norrrial environmental conditions-exist at the plant community?

Yes ____ No >3 (i no, axplain on back)
Has the veg vegstation, soils, and/or hydrology been slgmflcantly disturbed?
Yes _ 2 No —__ (lyes, explain on back)
VEGETATION
Indicator ~ Indicator
Dominant Plant Spacies Status Stratum Daminant Plant Species Status Stratum
0.7 1, Eleschin s waore st 8L Uk 41,
2% 2. Qﬂwmvf.— Nesthunhew ar Mﬁdm\ ORL vt 12,
27 3. = LQ.L.)«'- leesielesnis 7 Trce. 13,
4, . 14.
5. 15,
B. 16.
7. 17.
8. 18.
9. 18.
10. 20.
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC (OO‘Z
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes Y2  No
Rationala: Al spp  BEdei e GhHL
SOILS
Seriss/phase: Subgroup:@
Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yes No Undetserminad
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipedon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled? Yas No Gleyed? VYes No __
Matrix Color: Mattla Colors:
Other hydric soll indicators:
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No No7 TESTED
Rationale: A\L“Ql(km (WAL g TR0 WY
HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes X7 No Surface water depth:
Is the sail saturated? Yes No

Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole:
List other fiald avidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes 3~ No )
Rationale: Inwndatod , A olpwtn  Eheloor CRE

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes Y?  No .
Ratlonale forjurisdictional decision: .
ol Eacw) v OB L SYRLC W So il sabunadsd .

' This dala form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community
Assessment Procedurs.
Ciassillcatlon according to "Sail Taxonomy."

2




el

\‘ PRI RS

o
y

. . ; ji/ (‘T (:’ - FFSo
< PN - . oamy o - vl £\ -
X PLi-ALy S ‘ ot {!_- L_\C_z Yy (_(J /

DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD'
Field lnvestigator(s): Kaluntet: € W, Dot Wt n el Date: julis

Project/Site: (O ‘HD\”"““‘ 2y e Sk a0 Ovedllleg g, _[._ﬂ’_.. County: _ztadz Papincbraan
Applicant/Owner: Srimbs Badw, Codaty Plant Community #/Name: Fv s o (Tae il sk

Nots: i a more detalled site description is nacessary, use the back of data. form or a fisid notebook.

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant cammunity?

Yas __ No_ ¥ (if no, explain on back)
Has the veg vegetallon, sails, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yas _ ¥ No (It yas, explain on back)
VEGETATION
Indicatar Indicator
Dominant Plant Spacies Staltus Stratum Dominant Plant Spacies Status Stratum

1&\@2\"0 nasturhon Lt,u.meum N BL Bevls 11,
2. ‘Pmu':or\mumm)mhm sl EACQWY _ M 42

3. Ol % ek AW LV{LL EAQWT i 13,

4. 14,

5. 15.

6. i8.

7. 17.

B. 18.

9. 19.

10. 20.

Percant of dominant spacies that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC __ |0 ‘I)o
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes X__ No = r
Rationale; —_ Al spreren gheouh b ved o] adac thigunia @At CBL en IEATIU

SOILS
Series/phase: : Subgroup:2
Is the sail on the hydric sails list?  Yss - No Undstermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes __ No Histic epipedon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes “No Glayed? Yes No
Matrix Color: Mottle Colors:

Other hydric soil indicators: —=a&aaa tad 41 nd. pnepemaul aule 5 id
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes 3o No

Rationalae: Redhoais o ivonwesnt s p\rf'sim.i’
HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No X  Surlace water depth:

Is the sojl saturated? Yes X No
Depth to free-standing water in pit/scil prabs hole:
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

mLm—JJ Wi Un, s bt “\;'\M'M—A .
Is the wetland hydrology criterion met'? Yos _ X No
Rationale: _"“Deld n mmm{:lﬂ N Ak, o b q\,&‘«,b‘n\) W AT @ iokae b Wc,.@'bux.{(;fxt@ .

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plantcommumtyawetland? Yes _ ¥  Ng
Ratlonale forjurisdictional decision: _ Darveebwd =eils  0l0 OWOL Or FACWT Spcews

! This data form cen be used for the Hydric Sail Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community
Assessmenl Procedure,
2 Classificatlon according to "Soil Taxonomy.”




o L v ; n o o Flod o oz
J \'f‘u'—‘_ l:'\ (.“\\-&-—L-‘;\ (,_»"‘"C'\.-’Lk.(;’\.fv'—l& L L'!-- .) ) h‘ {‘;,\_l Y RRTRY (L l '\ IR { "",.:' _)A‘._-./lf_l_’ B =

DATA FORM

ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD?" ( '
Fiekd Invasiigator(s) KaMune-ce Rendbaicls Dol findaccl v g -s
Project/She; Laveutt (= l'lmLHLf{'h{ll_S‘[( 55 O Cestae: 4 County: Agmits Rudibasn.

Applicant/Owner: ‘20w in. Raal s G Fﬁ;

Plant Community #/Name: Tyt e Eel ¢ 4wl gned (a:!uu« t ans,\)

Note: It a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a field natebook.

Do normal snvironmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil proba hole:

Yes < _~»~ No —_ (W no, explain on back)
Has the veg vegetatlon soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes No_\C  (if yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION
Indicatar Indicator
Dominant Plant Specias Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Species Status Stratum
sofe 1 Fesinsen vidore Ead deds 44
#od, o, gy _ CAR. 5 2.
©el o3 QmLc e iAo bsdaprs Y. v 13,
£ 4, b Ly (“CT‘—:QJU” Bour " 14,
2] 5. Lln Ran fovi cuilpno Fae. : 15,
B. 16.
7. 17.
8. 18.
9. , 19,
10, ! 20.
Percent of dominant spacies that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC 49 .
ls the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes #  No_ )¢
Rationale: MNo FAC W v OBL 5pm .
SOILS ' : .
Series/phase: Subgroup:2
Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yes No Undetermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yas No Histic epipsdon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled?  Yas No _~¢  Gleyed? Yes No <
Matrix Color: o V,[ﬁ 2 2 Mgttle Colors:
Other hydric soil indicators:
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No X Lo
Rationale: Pt g v vniectr o \ndake froid . 2ot wdicatovs Lnpumnd i similag
SA,’“-A.LL\) sevile Sar £ DE) :e— N K)reﬁ/v\-c\ WOLM-‘V\ (At yle— e sz"‘-
. HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes _ No "X Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes No '

List ather fiald evidencs of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes No <

Rationale: H—q welovnt Gy g AfLI; L — A

L»Lv‘IU{.L’-LU—[ poef— t{’) TritLand ey iy

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes No >C

Rationalg forjurisdictional decision:. ‘Wosr spleves amt TAC - Wo OBL Bpee e

W\ jewet o l/w\dbuL sl § lacke i bors d\ e redaL e vinA EN0IY. dewlc au 5 o0 /7Jc(a(‘_p
! This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assesament Procedure and the Plant Community

Assessment Procedure.
2 Classiflcation according to "Soil Taxonomy."

(.
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[ i :_7/ (\_J-./Y.’.-Iltl:‘- '_{'R . ,«'JQ«L?;—— “ /,7 _2
DATA FORM B
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD ) (
Field Investigator(s): \Huwene v-JHLLL“L Py Homdouele son, Date: Lo
Project/Stta: Ehra b i Iz (hxa Sk 720 Qe gag. (A County: b ‘\Sinlju g

ApplicantOwnaer: Tt 2Lex Plant Community #/Name: _Ffmérdiced (i e
Note: It a more detailed site descnpuon is necessary, use the back of data form or a fiald notebook.

Do normal snvironmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yas X No (Il no, explain on back)
Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yas __ X _No (if yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION :
Indicator Indicator
Dominant Plant Spacias Status Stratum Dominant Plant Species Status Stratum
1 Tecco M menayesti El &C W¥ Shrub 14,
o _Byoimus (amdaico b o,
3. _ Bmimuss o llis F/YLUL"’ Herly 13,
4. n/(:Lmu e Freu® _ Nab 44
5. D@no\ cnmem & J’l«.A Lestdrs h— H’Ul 15,
8. D R AV V1 S T — H—f:{lo 16.
7. 17.
8. 18,
9, 19.
10. 20. : ) .
Percant of dominant spedies that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAG 17, (Shnuls m»du\w wr oo e Hinuls Shradum
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes _____No X
Rationale: —
SOILS g\--
Sanes/phase M’MQ-&& , Loosn ) A~ Subgroup:2
Is the soil on the hydric soffs list? Yes _~  No_\Z _ Undetermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No _\{ Histic epipadon present? Yes No \&
Is the soil: Motiled? Yas © No \@  Gleyed? Yes No &
Matrix Color: Mottle Colors:
Other hydric soil indicators: Aoyl
Is the hydric soil criterion met?  Yes No X0
Rationale:
. HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No >  Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes No_ N2

Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole:
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yas No }O
Rationale: No siam X -ahumeq\ s a b

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes No 9
Rationals for jurisdictional decision:

€5 Wt Suppart Wkt oo PEFNEE . e Sotls aove Leeyt ) g d. = a;LWA/
1 This data form can be used for the Hydrlc Soil Assessment Precedure and tha Plant Community K
Assessment Procedure. | (\
2 Classification accoiding to "Soll Taxonomy.”

B-2



1= > St AUzrr . Trs

DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD! C ‘
Fiald Investigator(s): atunie [amLuub J%EHL Il—@m‘uu dL Lo Dats: lg / u( i35

PFD_]QQUSHB VL p\ﬂ_\lnnm Ayeg St Ao (O\LCLLH Cle State: County Q_’.a ﬂ\-h‘ Sanlaavx Ceirile-
. %ﬁl wner: —=iba Fogrlo g Caunclacpiant Commumty #MName: -Duns LA, Deano \
ola.

i a more detailed site description is nec:ﬂs& uss the back of data form or a field notébook.

Do normal environmantal conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes _ X’ No (W no, explain on back)
Has the vegstation, sonls and/or hydrology baen significantly disturbad?
. Yes No __XI _ (If yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION
Indicator : Indicator
oy Dominant Plant Spacies - Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum
4% 1. bolivm muwlhflerwm AL Lt 11.
4 2. _AUn cus D Qcmmsgs How | 12
219, 3. Duneua bh&mur EACT __;_ 13.
L1% 4 ) sis _FACLOT 14,
(9 5 Y Py l’;‘(\‘n"—“—L 5 At~ __| 15.
219 6. 1A% 1vjm1,m u’\u{r,r# )5 - N4 16.
: 7. 17.
8. 18.
9. 19.
10. . 20.

Percant of dominant spacies that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC 339 ) T4 Ve coven
Is the hydrophytic vegetation critarion me{? Yes _>J  No

Rationale: Mo s NI [ = G PLL'L"PE«A o0 pilrur 10 FA‘QUO {__,_ .
<_. .
J w SOILS
Series/phase: ‘L"“l-""gf dr— Subgroup:2
Is the soil on the hydric 5oils list?  Yes No___>? Undstermined
s the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipedon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No_ X Gleyed? Yes No Y
Matrix Color; -5 Y 213 otfle Colors: ___wimi .
Other hydric soil indicators: o o duze X\l 2050 ieia
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No X
Rationale: WO v dieals enna % A yedide w:g\ LA OV g
HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No X Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes % No
Depth to free-standing water in pit/sail prabe hole:
List other field avidence of surface Inundation or sail saturation.
WL mﬁ'r.-, Lne ::[l), Giamenn (b lhdiy s Hu.u rm«(ra.c.l'f heaoter ‘SOL f‘—}’cﬁ(?(a&\'
= g R PR H,x_ --1 fabedlls
Is the wetland h drology critarior’ met? Yes No X~ Afo’ Hoo “"’"“2{ & £l gy ping A
Ra&’onale o) et . gue Vot e . Man 1o be RAIRA R, oy deetn nall M[Lonh
Wiy s a_vm\o\{m Wt bl @sawm—mv\{ srep MMCU“}J soul . T ¢5F oAy e "
— ; & 2 A gLy f-Lneu S\ uQL A & b / Ll
bt e Y S TIONAL BETERMINATION AND HATIONALE oo st = o f:z
<€ 1(.
Is the plant community a wetland? Yes KK No o
L Rationale for'jurisdictional decision: ___Swi{ s pvi bovi e nak med . Buk )LLHCLLS\J\,mwapLuJu: s & “’“\
. ooy “Thve 1% avsaawle Viccainae o\ Haw arpnaal Wb A H\,L,L\_q dvnl ‘qi[,\) PO
3 ;
b ! This data form can be used for the Hydric Sail Assessment Procedure and the Plant Comrnunny A Lot ane- .
" Assessment Procadure. CALC e AL Q
2 Classification according to “Soll Taxonomy.” ot o -

—




| \[ A l“uuf 13 "....t{;ﬂ.;l.;_.(:(i‘u.-:""' ‘/ Cilicr * B¢ <f

DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD'
Field Invesugator(s) _k\u quu.\qg_ (LJ ,_J_L_/,Lkd_ NN lJrL/llLU\_Lv.\L L e Dale: i l,/f.; <,
ProjoctStercutl Pla s e, fitd 2 25 Canlble, T Gouny: Satnle Sncbaus

A.pphcanUOwnar SN Tony L'“ TN (“UL/L’—'_‘ Plant Community #/Name: _\ fatie { e b ae 0t
\Note If a more detailed sile dascription is necessary, use the back of data form or a lisid notebook.

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes No _ X (H no, explain on back)
Has the vegetalidn, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbad?
Yes ¥ No (If yos, explain on back)
VEGETATION
Indicator Indicator
L_ﬂ"’-' Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Spacias Status Stratum
“Jo % ﬁngph clvum palvsive. TACKY Herb 11,
5% 2 wfu__@_&p [ 12
59 3. Rmex sediedoliis ORL- 1a,
1Y 4, lug [exatiisd) -2 GBEL-7, 14,
/ '2 5. VRl Vi o\ee vo Facw 15.
2| 6. _Tlfeoviaris fcte Wiy OBt 16,
A 17.
j 8. 18.
S. 19.
"0 20.
Percent of dominant speciss that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC __§3 - oo /e L 80 De ¥ eaven”
Is the hydrophytic vegatation criterion met? Yes _ >0 No R .
Rationale: — \ briinanks TACLO o @Y. é;\\r’\in‘tjtll&\ulgﬂ {5 @ virnagl Poc l
whada o Yo
SOILS
Series/phase: Subgroup:?
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No Undetermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipadon presant? Yes Mo
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No Gleyed? Yes No
Matrix Color: Mottle Colors:
Other hydric sail indicators:
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes 4 No '
Rationale: AL plawt ape Gt St ©BL v FACL)
HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No Surface water depth:

Is the soil saturated? Yes No
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hols:
List other {ield evidencs of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrolody criterion met? Yes _2<__ No
Rationale: AN \uﬁ'(w 5 e faddae OBL v FAC Lo . hswil i ¢ hn 01 She peed
B3t - Ui mmui_mﬂ Ao ynud Hobn Antiand wainel peeld | \H’LH[-J i mi\

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE
ls the plant community a wetland? VYes ¥ No

Rationale forjurisdictional decision: Taan crca Vo 6 veacina (et o wd —un Ho izviial Wb mu’( .
Selotls bnddcubprs [ @bl 11 et webland mpeeen § elow oy nlans el pouaded wiabin

! This data form can be used for the Hydric Soll Assessment Procedure and the Plant Comrnunrty
Assessmant Procedure.

2 Classification according to "Sail Taxonomy.”

B-2
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g Appllﬁa\t/Ownar: S ata B s

N

[\t
“a8%
41170
A
AN A
£,
<[ ¥

: DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD!

JOAF . .
Fiald Investigator(s): Wakfar v Randlands Pet (e diricle s
Projact/Site: Orcutt Plathining Areg S 27, Ol Clc Staie: (/AT

Date: (ol )95

County: _Sa. ¢
aunds. Plant Community #/MName: Tix Sy
ota: If a more detailed site description is necsssd , Use the back of data form or a field notaboak.

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes M2 No (f no, explain on back)
Has the vegetation, sails, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yas No _% (M yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION .
Indicator ) Indicator
Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum Daminant Plant Species Status Stratum
1. _rolwm muwthBlorvm. Bl Yok 11,
2. T20coma ma_nqef‘: L ACoY  Shiads 12,
3. A psilosludine. AL Bevio 43,
4. LLL-GPI s Ny v — Bl 14.
5. . Bastharis P ilwlate — “heds 15,
6. H’(LWLL@DL‘L[L‘L \CYTS a.g1 = — Heals 16,
7. %) 17.
8. 14.
8. 19.
10, —— 20

Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAG Wi S0 Uk 489, Al Ge 't ©
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes ©B% No V , :
Rationale: Al H/M)’Lla’yk AVENT Y FAC . ap eonwy €D _'F\,u‘\!-t\_. s Othivasse el dT o =pecies
e LL]Q,Qan_cQ_ . JTVL M boliwm chasmelevisheatle YROVES tnke e ats N"YM‘OI\
e a bu&/ pland @\m.s&_‘s L ébél)'r_ aéuu.o patcles Boay oy

et

Series/phase: L—ﬂo& \ 55&%—&.«44 A ruL\)/ Subgroup:?

Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yes No_ X Undetermined

Is the sail a Histosol? Yes No _X _ Histic epipedon preseni? Yes No__
Is the soil: Mottled? Yas No{fs~ Gleyed? Yes No

Matrix Color: Mottle Colars:

Other hydric soil indicators:

Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No

Rationale: __20il wts ek dested g+ Wiialors benn.  Non ueMamd wdteokor apeecs
v o OBL agedves . )

HYDROLOGY ,
Is the ground surface inundated? Yas No X Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes No X :
Depith to free-standing water in pit/soil probse hols:
List other field evidence of surfacs inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology critsrion met? Yes No_X ) .
Rationale: Mo indicahena Hat Lo rese was ynundabed o lenciug-

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE
s the plant community a wetland? Yes No x

3 i f =
Rationale for jurisdictional decision: \r\"/\‘f{:v—ﬁlbpbvbil Quwel Whlnmd plaads (')"YY‘-(‘T“%H“'LG(“J'W .

! This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community
Assessmant Procedure.

2 Classification according to "Soil Taxonomy."

B-2
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q - e é’@ﬁm/ L

DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD

Figld ]nvgsﬂgatm hg\,HLUuh_;_ /Lzm«-LHlu.L[o P)LH,\ lCmil Ve E mena Datu: & /“( aq%

Project/Site: Bz Flauniiiy fien, Sib 22:Ovewlt ek Siae;__0A-__ County: __ML@LL&M_&_
%j’%umwner Dvdn Bl GU”"C_" Plant Community #/Name:
g

a mors datailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a fisld notebook

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?
Yes 2O No ____(Hf no, explain on back)

Has the veg vegetatlon: so;ls and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?

Yes No {If yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION _
Indicator Indicator
Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Species Status Stratum
1. Lobs corntettleabua EAC deorls 41, '
2. _Dalixlosiolepis FAMW  Brud. /Ty
3. _Ocirpus [Pk V1 e ORL Herls 43,
4. ?wlwp@ncv\ mmmjelne\nbl‘a FACWY b 14.
5. Cilvyun, exisoLL s FAcw - H 15.
B. 16.
7. 17.
8. 18.
9. 19.
10. 20.

Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC _ (609
1s the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yss _ %2 No

Rationale: DU mpe pies (Rre. OBL wr Can.W
' SOILS
Series/phasa: EWW[’U'“’L\" Subgroup:2
Is the sail on the hydric soils list?  Yes_32_ No Undetermined
Is the scil a Histosol? Yes - No Histic epipedon present? Yes No_
Is the soil; Mottled? Yes No Gleyed? Yes No
Matrix Color: Mottle Caolors:

Other hydric soil indicators: ;

Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes X No )

Rationale: Thin n e o VWow ecerhe chaaneC. A4 nude el J\r M
Cltmvad, a0 «m\mu a0l s rwn (’:LL_HL Vit b . TALKIY (D“PJL Spocing Arelv|

OV s ool he Wb d) Mgl !

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes X No Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yaes Ne

Depth to free-standing watsr in pit/soil proba hole:
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes X0 No 0. el
Rationale: Aeple. M,(mv CAVEGnienrs 2 Hir on e waukfm ne O ‘bLL(/M 2 peglion Crrel -
Yo Wat suwmg Yo A pprck OPL awh FACW @anwu_e&ﬁ :

JUFUSDIC'HONAL DETEFKMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes i No
Rationale for jurisdictional decision: Crrenle 2l *("y nonk )\ b, AGLAUN .’P‘?’r‘*‘ s benk
stachTloon, vy B pn A ORE L Fotl s om hmdree beeits Wnr,

1 This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedurs and the Plant Community
Assessment Procedure.

2 Classiflcation according to "Soil Taxonomy.”




L LJ'L«LL noe) /Q‘II"—‘:'_C:"'""L /?—

DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD? (
Fiald lnvest}gator )(2 Koadbenive foeellaeds | Betl Hondinclc aan Date: AGE
P[o}eg{,l (ta Plavivony Orvea Sds 97 @'U_L(H(LL Stalg:__CA- County: Yy
@B[iggnvowner s Pyiloavs_Cou HLL% Plant Community #/MName: _=£ 1A ) :
Note: If a more detailed site descriptiofi ia necessary, use the back of data farm or a fisld notebook.

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes _MD No____ (i no, explain on back)
Has the vagetatlon soils, and/or hydrology bsen significantly disturbad?
Yes ____ No_ G (lfyes, explain on back)
, VEGETATION s
Indicator Indicator
C’c ~ty Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Species Status Stratum
299, 1. Erodiom \gohu\-: — bhevbs 11.
q‘.fzc 2. 5)’bv\fu_\.:> Mt v — | 12.
<] 3 ‘-‘Pcﬂ‘l\ct’/vus %\uharmb o - | 13.
o1 4 V0l Wy sos Palhr | 14,
£ 1 85, A Lantes VYOS — i5.
210 6 _Duldne IJ%RLLLC‘A - 18.
L4 7. htlowbee dyena o — N 17.
8. 0 18.
9. 19.
10. 20.
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC @‘Z
Is the hydrophytic vegetatlon criterion met?_ Yes ____ No
Rationals: No red (L«.\iLD\&u —
. SOILS E;" )
Series/phase: Dby, Lo i Subgroup:2
Is the sail on the hydric soils list?  Yes No_ X Undestermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes - No _X __ Histic epipadon presant? Yes _ No_
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No Glayad? Yes No ‘
Matrix Color: Mottle Colors:
Other hydric soil indicators:
Is the hydric soil criterion met?  Yes No_ X~
Rationale: NoY “ested | L ouk e adininen, 19 Ltlpicl\,m{
HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No Y  Surface water dspth:

Is the soil saturated? Yes ‘No_ X
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probs hole:
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland h drq‘ogy criterion mat? Yes No A ) , o .
Rationale: 201 15 lenas, SL'.L’M-&L\.L\_T. Jg\LUjL%{VL/bL ﬁlfvu’t*“'\\ wrdly. S Ly é"w}

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland?- Yes No ¥ o .
Rationals for jurisdictional decision: Mot i d P{&m\j’ shet (b . il 15 (00%¢ S@wg:étﬂﬂ(/\ﬁ -

! This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procadure and the Plant Community -
Assessment Procedure. | {\
2 Classification according to "Soil Taxonomy.”




o7 ) - U’\QL {rr ‘\\ J-({/L_ {Z‘ e/ ' ?3?

DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD'

Fiald Investigator(s): ~ti’r.-k\J.\yL'-n.L @'vm'u"_mdu. [SLH»\ |‘l.1’v'|"\.'iu‘\40i,i.4-€""'\ Date: __Llifu! lﬂ'ﬂ’
Projecl/Site;Or&ui\ﬁ\‘/'lhr\\l\iL'\‘f?\’W LW 2z CGeeeyt| Q. Sta_le:_lm__'_ County: <l b e e
Applicant/Owner: =it Datkn, Unesin  plant Community #/Name: _Corth o ksen

Note: If a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a field notebook.

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yos _ M No_"3# (If no, explain on back)

Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?

Yes __ N No (If yes, explain on back)
. VEGETATION _
Indicator Indicator
. -Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Species - Status Stratum
2% 1 Lolwm mudhfHorum Fae T b 41
20? o nshehlis spriatr Faeuwl - i2,
Zv%3, Hovdeuwm imavinum Fhl - 13.
5% 4. lohas pornueuda hes FAc - 14.
5% 5 Chamee\um Buns g o ° - 15.
6. 16.
7. 17.
8. 18.,
9. 19.
10. 20.
Parcent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC 30% covtr L«:: \"‘;Lﬂ .
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes No ¥
Rationale:
SOILS
Series/phasse: Subgroup:?-
Is the sail on the hydric soils list?  Yes No__ ¥  Undstermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No _ ¥ Histic epipadon present? Yes No >*
Is the soil: Moitled? Yes No_X> Gleyed? Yes No_»
Matrix Color: — QYR Ul Mottle Colors: :
Other hydric sail indicators: - oL
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No_ X .
Rationale: __ Ne_cley o ovidized viweeeiphents Dol e sowd Leoroe
: HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No__»“  Surlace water depth:
Is the soll saturated? Yes No_ 3= .

Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probs hole:
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes No _J&
Rationale: Sow 5 o ok l%_‘i—«o'r{"

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINAﬁON AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? ~ Yes No _>°¢ .

Rationale forurisdictional decision: . Scils,  duo el o b erEfaiod, | L\L) Arvleny & d-cu‘rié&
v s b duselablad

! This data-form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community

Assessment Procedure.
2 Classfflcation accerding to "Soil Taxonomy."

B-2
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DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHQOD
Field Investigator(s): Rakkcorne Bwdlouls. b Wevpviesers  Dater elas

PTDJBCVSH,B LS*DJ'"H F l" e LtrL' 'Slb 27 I \-'L‘(— k- Slale _L CQU]’\W :-r: Ry o1 T WOk -i. SRR
Applicant/Owner: - Siaka Cceare Con Ly pjant Community #/Name:_ Dtk biee Ly o
Nota: If a more datailed site description is necassary, uss the back of data form or a lield notebook.

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes _»Z No_ (I no, explain on back)
Has the veg vegstation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes _ > No___ (H yes, explain on back)
) VEGETATION
Indicator Indicator
Cominant Plant Species Status Stratum Dominant Plant Specles Status Stratum
1. t\bf\pw_ nasturhem LL:,.uuhu_'m ORi \;kg W 11,
2. ?f{'%ﬁr tJr}‘n Yy (*11’;&(\1‘—4;1 , Bawt 12.
& ovonet Enlun FAQ LI - 13.
4 Lumcm ENAEDILS BaQ- ¢ 14.
5. Bevleunw maviaven  _FAC h 15.
5. hEumus trhdaides EAOY i qs.
7 Ldlivin mEYennG . - FAc " i7.
8. __Treruce vulovn BAc. [T}
9, 18.
10. 20.
Percent of dominant spacies that are OBL, FACW, and/ar FAC ooy
ls the hydrophytic vegetation critarion met? Yes__¥2 No
Raﬁonale: D(\\ 51'3:" CYES Nt FAO'\f FACWD @y TR,
SOILS
. 2 . .
Series/phasa: eithty WCavervrwe s av . Subgroup:?
Is the soil an the hydric soils list?  Yes No X 7 Undetermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yas No Histic epipedon present? Yes Ne
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No_X  Gleyed? Yes No_ X
Matrix Color: __SY St Mottle Colors:
Other hydric soil indicators: —2Xidized yiwamephore &~ cosesnois  smell
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes _X  No ' S oYR Gl8
Rationale: A Chiveenee o Vh[l’(‘v‘l'}() QYL VL CJB Cs\lu_\\.zd.e(& Xr’{ru'z.j;: oheres
HYDROLOGY 3
Is the ground surfacs inundated? Yes ¥ No Surface water depth: CU’ sunbrce, C\L’r‘f‘a &)
Is the soil saturated? Yes X No
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole:
List aother field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.
Is the wetlland hydrology criterion met?  Yes é No
Rationale:
JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE
s the plant cornmunlty awetland? Yes )( No _ ol ¢
Rationale forjurisdictional decision: _M1 mln e Ot By Hise CACW pe L= DG bLbLS\f""‘J WAL Ltd,

0w e\nva 4 omc&\v\u\ H{\\noaomxp—:. .

! This data form can be used for ths Hydrlc Soll Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community
Assessment Procedure.

2 Classification according to "Sail Taxonamy.”

B-2
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DATA FORM
F{OUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1

Fisld Investigator(s); :(/LHLL_,LL et u\\b\ut\\z\ S e lerdncele som, Date- L //: /,J £

Project/Site: ML(LH Pla mll\ LA Lh\m '(3 "Z ¢ "”LHC[“Slata ¢t County: St a Baafoaarl
Applicant/Owner: Z1Ad Lol plapg Community #/Name: _¥redesgom- U) ok o dm
Note: ¥ a more detailed site dascnpuon is necessary, use the back of data form or a field notebook.

Do normal envnronmantal conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes %7 No_Y¥ (ifno, explain on back)

Has the vegatation. smls and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?

Yes __ ¥ No \éﬁ (if yes, explain on back)

VEGETATION
Indicator Indicator

Dominant Plant Spacies Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Species Status Stratum
1. Bordeyn wenvniwn the. B 14

o _Lolinm FAC 5 12,

3. Disheil s 7@&(&\7\ Exou! 4 - 13,

4, Lobis sevne vl s FAC.. - 14,

5. ' 15.

6. 18.

7. i7.

8. 18.

9. 19.
10. 20,

Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC 120 Q.:

Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes _¥ No

Rationale:

SOILS

Series/phase: Subgroup:?
Is the soil on the hydric soils list? Yes No _X Undetermined
Is the soil a Histoscl? Yes No Histic epipedon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled?  Yes % No Gleyed? Yes X No
Matrix Color: 2+ DY, 371 Mottle Colors: _2:5Y (o]
Other hydric soil indicators: £ 1% % atanh

Is the hydric sojl criterion met?  Yes__ Y9 No
Rationale: ﬁbuu L\nntee, 2.l IUUCUZ A LR phenes e ot Gac wA—

HYDROLOGY

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes_%  No Surface water depth: ok S"L"’%’CLC‘* s

Is the soil saturated? Yes _Y2 _ No ' '

Dsepth to free-standing water in pit/scil probe hole:

List other fisld evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.
" DL bum’{)wnctp Wnfh strwd oo ymilor—

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes X No

Rationale: Eofa e sabwaades o

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes S No
Ramforjunsdlcnonal decislon: _ Al cuifena ouve vl pos atrewlanlo advulomis

=0t l_clagraebenaatie.o ﬂ(LH.L()HCJ/\ ,..l:(tu*\ﬂ(“k L\)C“e&%«gﬁ.[‘uifﬂ e B d—

-V This data form can be used for the Hydrlc Sail Assessmant Procsdure and the Plant Commumty

Assessment Procedure.
2 Classification according to "Soil Taxonomy.”
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DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHQD1
Fisld Investigator(s): _Kal{i( Rundleuh , Rt Hendrek agun Data: L,o/u//;’_ﬁ

PFO]BC}/SHB Cry r‘LL\" bg ‘_Lr'lulnluu' F\L‘e rJ 472 Stata: C L County: T .
ApplicantOwner; DetmbrBrrlbog oz (U“‘% ‘Plant Community #/Name: 12¢ Tear o

Nole: If a more detailed site descriplion is necessary, use the back of data form or a field noiabook

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yos No _X (i no, explain an back)
Has the veq vagetatlon solls, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yas No __ X (i yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION _
Indicator - Indicator
Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Spacias Status Stratum
sef, 1 Lotula corpnpmifzicd. FACKT Hoda 11, '
/e, 2. ?m’lnna Mg At -~ OBL  bab 12,
3. ﬂ-lp«l--'-h.hL‘LLL [ 13,
sk 4 / ce[/zJL O VYewle 14,
5% 5.t £ 12 Faciat Memda 15,
<17, 6. ?u by (npfy Selle Fac—  _Hewds 4,
19, 7. _dgnieans lw,/o//uuﬁ aewt el 47,
8. 18.
9. Sonbus anl [QM"LLC[:._ Oae Horlo  4g.
10. 20.
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, ar}g/or FAGC 1CC%
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes No S 2s
Rationale: lop Glo CAQUWIY ov ini3i SRerLED AV LMHWIQ)PELMLS ‘-‘1
S Cvvrpes Cw(‘tl(rﬂng nd by loothom ﬂ oldl ‘f‘Y‘/L'lILf—KL'LU]l c hannld.
: SOILS
Series/phase; jLL{C'H’LL'vi, (1632 ) g foats Gh‘i;&_&h.’) Subgroup;2 A"
Is tha soil on the hydric soils list?  Yas No__ %  Undstermined ,
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipedon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No Gleyed? Yes _ 2  No
Matrix Color: Mottle Colors:
Other hydric soil indicators: — -y dvmgen sulbds, - VYLV T

- Is the soil saturated? Yes X No

Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes _ 2 No )
Rationale: __2xoil 1o =abrunated | Ol iseestore oo le
AN plowk serern oree FACEXE W oy OBL
. HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated?  Yes X No Surface water depth:

Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probs hole:
List ather fiald evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? . Yes _X _ Na
Rationale: —pLineled

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes d No s Lo
Ratlonale for'jurisdictional decision: _Thaq e bComd Lurets \rmlﬂmi'*c’?\ L by daplosy
el &0\s pritean A_ter uretlaadn- Mlaspp EaC [ EACW ar O

! This data form can be used for the Hydrlc Soil Assesament Procadure and the Plant Community
Assessment Procedurs,

2 Classillcatlon accordIng to "Sail Taxonomy

8-2
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Sl P

DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD

Field lnvasllgﬁator(s f\lhfh.r. Eondbasc A /-.44 v Ldiin Date:
Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: 2is b Balalrd o Oty Plant Community #/Name:

Note: K a more detalled sne dascnptlon is necgssary, use the back ol data form or a field notebook. ¢/£

Gl li>

Vreth oy ! e {(_ILL“ YLtz Stats: Jali County: :)l{»{_L/7 72«( Ly T
|

Do normal enwronmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yas No _A _ (K no, explain on back)
Has the veg vegetatlon sails, and/ar hydralogy bsen significantly disturbed?
Yes X _No _ (M yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION o
Indicator Indicator
Dominant Plant Spacies Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Spacies Status Stratum
.55']7‘-‘ DI‘) neblis ‘JﬂIuL/-[g___ FMLL‘ 4—&’,-]';[9 11,
‘rD‘-?a 2 PFords I G UATTEVETLY EA& » 12.
Sy 3. rlupvegi pam spe A FAew T 13,
S04, Lol mlh Brevdin 0 il 14,
«¥)5. _Lotws crimmionila e Frer e i 15.
<96, Ophala_r ;C:\l'r-lr\fl)\'jL(;\'J e FaCW Y il 6.
7. 17.
8. ' 18.
9. 19.
10. 4 20. 5
Parcent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/ar FAC fQD /=
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes % No
Rationale: : 4 ﬂ,ci'\; Ll g L A4 s Ead
QJ\/ i SOILS
Saries/phase: o e Subgroup:?
Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yes _ X" No Undstermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipedon present? Yas No
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes’ No Gleysd? Yes__X No
Matrix Color: _LOY& 314 Mottle Colars: _OYR (s
Other hydric soil indicators: C‘)\LM]"M—EK ' \/\l"lnﬁ plongs JOYR 2l
Is the hydric sail criterion mat?  Yes _ X No . ) X
Rationale: el v .:;)L‘—c_-}x#—. 2.5 hbaoi. Bumliz- pnfte gy 51/./ 74%31-«5%%(/;4.4
L ;=L 1'7'1,@7‘-'}(41_-‘0 . .
: HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes : No _X  Surface water depth:

Is the soil saturated? Yes X No
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole:

List other fisld evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? VYas ,)C No
Rationale: 5=l is sabuaatd

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes /0 No
Rationale forjurisdictianal decision: \-\—u\rh\—u:, oils sy

s pnifisin  pad Nt g 152 g i Ly /bcr/iu/tv%y

! This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedurs and the Plant Community

Assessment Procedure.
2 Classification according to "Soil Taxonomy.”

B-2
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DATA FORM -
ROUT]NE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD! (,"
Field Investigajor(s): f~ - Lh—t"imuls B e cfiaec Data: G /"/‘7 ¥ :
Project/Site: (e Plivatine, fpg s 6L State: — £ County: _“uda ’uu Enda _
Applicant/Owner: iz Azl sr. Leluntns pian Community #/Name: I (e pla i J(_"-;e.'mr-r\ e

Nota: Il a more detailed site description is necessary, use the back of data form or a field otebook'

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes No 7 {if no, explain on back)
Has the vegstation, soils, and/or hydrology baen significantly disturbed?
Yes Y2 No (1 yes, explain on back)
. YEGETATION
Indicator Indicator
Dominant Plant Spacies Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Spacies Status Stratum
1. AL A 11.
2. — fiwins 12.
3. et 13.
4. 14.
5. 15.
6. 16.
7. 17.
8. 18.
9, 19.
10. 20.
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes No =
Rationala:
o) SOILS
Series/phase: ‘\ Ay teed~ Subgroup:2
Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yes X No Undstermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No ' Histic epipedon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes_ > No Gleyed? Yes <  No e it
Matrix Color: [OVE 3/ Mottle Colors: B ro wR efte  (£/fe Y, Ola che
Other hydric soil indicators: e dtiaz o AL, LRV L ff et SRIA L
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No
Rationale: - LWL, et d s\
Blligr . ellesn Fexphozcd e pongiienes
(/j g ' [ o 7
- HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No -~ Surface water daepth:

Is the soil saturated? Yes )5 No
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil proba hole:
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes X’ No
Rationale: )

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes )4' No '
Rationale forjurisdictional decision: \hr\cL\« L ol L 4
1R j/\—Jlﬁlu/j/j‘ﬂﬁLn« 2! ﬂu';u il gy Hio L:{LI‘T' SiheaAas /LZ‘//WI/JMM) Heais oa t"/"q—' ?

! This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil AsseSsment Procedure and the Plant Community LdCUL )’/ﬂf‘-/ papate Lele
) Assessment Procedure. *’% 1) Aty (
Classiflcatlon according to "Soll Taxonomy.” Bwuic-/ Drsletide o crs o L

—ﬁ{.ﬂ-t_qvcf LM Ao .
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DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD
Fiald 1nvastigator(s)' K _n'e.L.f..-\_i{.ﬁzlLL_Lj: ; ,{'\;, (Jﬁ:(.tllv'LL(j/Lg;(r,L_ Data: L(;'/(, {.’7 g

Project/Stted M t.f ”j £ ) Jié {»7‘,.-“_/_;_;':} Stale: — &4 Coupty: _ 2tatkt T8y ferymr
Appllcant/Owner: JA‘/IWHL Bralvgan Zien=t-Plant Community #/Name:j}-’é’{u[&«g DL
Note; i a more detailed site daescription is necassary, use the back of data form or a field notebook.

Do normal snvironmental conditions exist at the plant communily?

Yes No {f na, explain on back)
Has the vegetation, soils, and/ar hydrology baen significantly disturbed?
Yes &’) No (If yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION .
Indicator : Indicator
Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Species Status Stratum
1. j,,[l‘ has AL Lo A 121»6 11,
I,’ ,\Z 2. ﬂ Urvnd s eldg Ii‘j(m’\-— FA &~ i12.
:,11 na. 71 il delees EA(L Lu"" 13.
l'}? 4. hwuga f s AR 14,
25 Lolvin U FhC . 15,
21 6. —brovriimg wtvinon i 16.
A7 Canvwavwid s . 2 4 17.
8. 18.
9. 18,
10. 20,
Percant of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC J00 e
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? - Yes X N
Rationale: -
SOILS
Series/phase: Subgroup:2
Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yas No Undetermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yas _, No Histic epipedon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Motlled? Yes _$%  No_%  Gleyed? Yes No_ e )
Matrix Color: IDYZE TR Mottle Calors: & VA Y flte ~ CMLU'/ZULL( i h-'Tf"}p{HF{ﬁ.
Other hydric sail indicators: )

Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes < No - .
Rationale: g aerl 01 wiZiiaZed Al S aretin piptte, Anpaosloc
Card Unimas o i "

HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundatad? Yes No X Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes X No '
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probs hole:
List other field avidence of surface inundation or sail saturation. . . A
Salvocats f ok Finrbos depbh e A daedq e (-

- Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes X No
Rationale:

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes _}./  Nao '
Ratlonale forjurisdictional decision: /1 dyviliarie (e e = Al app EAQ ey FAC LO
O o danedh Y agepvanen "\aau\mh e Detwaatsd ool
! This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community
Assessment Procedure.
2 Classiflcatlon according to "Soil Taxonomy.”
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o Yl Lo AL,
( }l L‘k 'LL(—[ {_;_ . P Ca.(u! v ;

DATA FORM
) ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD?
7 ! . 1. e
Fiald Invastlgalor(s) IL\ ! L'-L[ul[-LL“[D . r)’ uuutt'ul Loy Data: [ /,~>
Project/Stta: O ]'“'"‘”v Ruea Cute 22 Slale: ¥ County: g DT e
Applicant/Owner: Dl sl 8%, (1. Plant Community #/Nama: “| P Mipafrsies Ubld:sfcus>

Nota: 1t a more detailed site dascriplion is necessary, use lhe back of data form or & lield notabook.

Do norrnal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes 30 No__{lf no, explain on back)
Has the veg vegatatlon soils, and/or hydrology bean sngnlflcantly disturbed?
Yes _ N2 No {Il yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION
Indicator Indicator
Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum Daominant Plant Species Status Stratum
) i 'h*V‘{{LLL\ML |[_ \/\:C/ (h'lf'} ”\b,“) F;,"E/ {,‘{/‘FU‘ 11,
/f/fZQ fp Liv ™ [zl L 12
/0% 3 /JJ.L(_ hEiveg g\ eus FAL L 13.
/ 4. Lioide Lo ere: beptansy FRet”  § g
's. _Pois pon Meop- iz s _EACWT { 15.
U
B. 18.
7 17.
B. 18.
9. 19.
10. 20.

B e {7
Percent of dominant spacies that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC A0 %e
Is the hydrophytic vegaetation criterion met? Yes X2 No

Rationale: \l[luP [ V) t._\:Lx_:IJ\.L\.\ (I e W (O e kG L’b\_) _l‘f'L" C,\kt\w ) EAcul \\)
SOILS

Series/phase: : Subgroup:?

Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yes__ - Na Undetermined >

Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipedon present? Yes No

Is the soil: Mottled? Yas No X Gleyed? VYes No X%

Matrix Color: 1O ¥R 317 Mottle Colors:

Other hydric soil indicators: i ‘“"TA 3"(!"”{ ephere=" " & YR s | ﬁ\fughcmd'“\

Is the hydric sail criterion met? Yes "X No .

_ Rationale: EMAENTVDw - el ivovay b b - C—-)ud.lgi L”(/~L'7§_)0€Ql\ﬁ:\/—; N e
petirnd s Dl {

HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundatad? Yss No )G Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes X No
Depth 1o free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole:
. List other field avidencs of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Sed ek ok sudpe
Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes E Y N 2
Rationale:

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes 2 No % ovdized Vinzeephens due gt
Rationale forjurisdictional decision: “Fea b bra'al waanil TN Saa P()Lh i (ot Lo of vneo s ane &q[ LL””*/'M'%>
dle Q\Ll(\\zu}l \r\ M e é}_\u'\J‘ Qo L\,e £ e\ andie “h“‘j A arep 6l ong Aiim ey g -
i Thls data form can be used for the Hydric Soit Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community
Assessment Procedure,
2 Classiflcatlon according to "Soil Taxonomy.”
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DATA FORM -
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD (’
Field Investigator(s): e i {L,L wdlecuds e Hovavieloues, Data: __ ¢ (” [z, .

P/I'O.}BGE’SHB LY L\H lr\nn); _, ‘\\‘t oy ._l|t‘L D ( 1 ftHLL Stals CCIUntY :-L'-'L.'-"L [yt \:'3.| .ﬁ»{,,(_-_k 7
< ApplicantOwner; T, Beoginye Oy ILLL Plant Community #MName: _Tatreduced e salacy
wore i a more detailed site dascription is necessary use the back of data form or a [ield notebook.

Do normal environmantal conditions exist at the plant community?

Yos No 34 (4 no, explain on back)
Has the veg vegetation, soils, and/or hydralogy besn significantly dislurbed?
Yes _\/ No__ _ ({lf yes, axplain on back)
VEGETATION
Indicator Indicator
Dominant Plant Specias Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Species - Status Stratum
1. 11
2. 12.
3. 13.
4. - 14, -
5. BT T 15.
6. YA 16,
7. N 17.
8. AN 18.
9, 19.
10. 20.
Percant of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC
Is the hydrophytic vegstation criterion met? Yes No
Rationale: : —
SOILS ) é‘* :
Series/phasa: locse 4 50~ CLV\ Subgroup:2
Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yes No Undstermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipedon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No_ ¥ Gleysd? Yes No
Matrix Colar: Mottle Colors:
Other hydric soil indicators: Nt ,
Is the hydric soil criteripn met? Yes No Y
Rationale: Soil {4 dn b lonse & me@%i\'u (o ®
HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yas No X Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes No_ X

Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probs hole: 5
List ather field svidencs of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydralogy criterion mat? Yes No. ¥
Rationale: .

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetiand? Yes No >(
Rationale for'jurisdictional decision: __ 2ol 1s frx Toonse +_Sa hl&*—\ i g \/U«M'T: (4 . al ”%ﬂtdl\
et f coyded ,bets domimnater] Yo Wovdeiionn ynaninie Ww a ) FAC) ano ce oxg

This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil A)sessment Procedure and the Plam Community - K
Assessment Procedurs. (L

2 Classificatlon according to "Soil Taxonomy.”

B-2
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DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD1
Fiald lnwasmgamr(stV athevuis 'LMALLLLLL\ et ondviciesrn  pate: o5
Projact/Site; v en b Bianiine, ;m,x St 00 Qe o \“State _(,*_ County: b, Fato b i

ApplicantOwner: S bn i (“‘"'Lﬁ“f Plant Community #/Name: _frsh waiv manste fvitiecks
Nota: I a more detailed sfte description is necassary, use the back of data form or a field notebook.

Do noSTal an\/ironmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes No (i no, explain on back)
Has thg, vegetation, sails, and/or hydrology baen significantly disturbed?
Yes 25 No (If yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION
Indicator Indicator
A Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Spscies Status Stratum
e oy Faa. ;
/b 1. A LAk 1 Avinapa Levdo 19,
el 2. Loliuim Fac. 12
5% 3. e or by s v nape (T (a0 DBL-— I 3.
57 4. Lobuls e ovovseia ol n EAcwt | 14,
5‘2 5. L{_‘\’lUy eVt a U—LLth—‘J _FAC. 15.
5 B Tvfoli i repane B L 16,
7. 17.
8. 18.
9. 19.
10. 20.

Percant of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC £3% SEPy @5"7u {0 W

ls the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes X No

Rationale® Plosh spesies ame FAC  heus gyt aon bl :‘zd'?’_ ekl e e eV AT
5 1Melkded oomona .y
P
) \ SOILS
Series/phase: %W“‘&‘—\ 5ol Subgroup:2
Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yes - No Undstermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipadon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled?  Yes No Gleyed? Yes No
Matrix Color: —_ &2 Y 3/1 Mottle Colors:

Other hydric soil indicators: —@Xlo\z=d vinssephecrs 5 YR Sl

Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes X No

Rationale: Q\ﬁullhf\ Lows cayeana v vnotimix, _Presénte J) DHW\V}){’A\'V'th%c’:(Jk("vvn.
JT

HYDROLOGY

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes % No

Surface water depth:

Is the soil saturated? Yes X No
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil proba hole:

List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes X

No

Raticnale:  Sma W D\V'k\Y\LLt{E, Vs OF dv cuwl\b\ (A PACSS PVByy T ‘L. koY Oy, ya ks e e

. ovee e -LL@ Avla .. /opcr\v—a plu.x\ Oup s @At v\a,\!:uwn.ﬂ &0, f—k.nuu aan ZL\r’AlruLﬂL by VE LU

e

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE 477t o » ”b“” CounsL

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes X2 No

'-aLb i > T L\J—’L

Rationale for’jurisdictional decislon: _Eread g dhi'e ol \vxthLEL‘it\“a well-de Q‘\Yu 8 clg \W'\r[\ wikl

e pelie at spepies, ~mirad QQD\,\,‘ e

1 This data lorm can be used for the Hydric Saoil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community

Assessment Procsdpre. .
2 Classification according to "Soll Taxonomy.”
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DATA FORM .
. ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD' (
Fisld Investigatar(s); [y (E‘“L‘u‘“d’ [StH e dor relsenn Dats: Clulds

Project/Site: _Q"LLL#'PIIU_UHi A Srte 4arf [J'{La‘v‘ (& Siate: County: S24# Ptz
Applicant/Owner: ¢ 12k B County [~ Plant Community #/Name: b it o)
Note: If a more detailed site description is nacesgary, use the back of data form or a field notsbook.

Do nor%al enVIronmenlaI conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes —___(if no, explain on back)
Has the veg vegetatlon smls and/or hydrology baen significantly disturbad?
Yes ___ No X (W yes, explain on back)
VEGETATION
Indicator - Indicator
Deminant Plant Species Stalus  Stratum Dominant Plant Species Status Stratum
1. \-\ov‘c{gum WALy | oY W Heato i1,
2. _Lolium e FitC 12,
3. ’rYLPDhLm'\ Ml s FACLL 13,
-4, hs covhiey lihwe PALS 14,
5. _Lobuiy pon nep: Tl Fae i 15.
8. 16.
7. 17.
8. 18.
R : 19.
10. 20.
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC gb
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion P'_set? Yas _ % No
Rationale: 0917 5pp @it FAL . AL in A Taacced Tin LJ:\r FAELY.

SOILS . S
Series/phasa: SQMW [egmm Subgroup:2
Is the sail on the hydric soils list?  Yas No__®  Undetermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipadon present? Yes____ No
Is the soil: Mottled?  Yes No Gleyed? Yes_ ¥  No
Matrix Color: —2:5 ¥ _3]] Mottle Colors: i

Other hydrlc soil indicators: m"dﬁ‘fd irhizoopiirs
ls the hydric soil criterion met? Yes )( No

Rationale: _ ALY, Loin rh v pxsdiged Wz sphogor
" HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No ___ ¥  Surface water depth:

Is the soil saturated? Yes_X No
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probe hole:
List other fiald evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrolody criterion met? Yes X No
Rationale: Soil 13 (weF, dogoshens ;
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Is the plant community a wetland? Yaes }ﬂ No »
Rationale forjurisdictional dacision: |/¢m I beia s (e lusicr freu Soils /Ll#(nJ[MJL_ar/
e posthuz
¥ This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community
Assessment Procedurs.
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e,
'

B-2



=
«
DX

| 4
p'/lrﬁt_./'w“"\ “’*LZ

DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD
Fisld Investigator(s); FaHaniie Qidtauy '.&[HL Hendiulemen Date: _ @ ]11[95
Project/Sie: OQveutt P\L'Lhnml\\ Avea S22 Oreudl Clogyage: (R0 County: _Siulz Praalaeer
Applicant'Owner: Dtatte Ba s e G“Wfﬂ_— Plant Community #/Name: Ay i forsestien

'Nore: i a more detalled sits description is necessary, use the back of data form or a field notebook.

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes _ ¥ No (It no, explain on back)
Has the vegetation, sails, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes No s (if yes, explain on back)
, VEGETATION
Indicatar Indicator
Dominant Plant Species Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Spacies Status Stratum
1. Mocdauv g i EAC  _ferls 11,
2. _Lolwwn sp PAC L 12
3. TMbplwm vepeing FACh, T
4. : 14.
5. 15.
6. 16.
7. 17.
8. 18.
a. 19.
10. 20. —
Parcant of dominant species that ars OBL, FACW, and/or FAC o)
Is the hydrophytic vegatation criterion mat? Yes ¥ _ No
Rationale:
S0ILS
Series/phase: Subgroup:2
Is the soil on the hydric soils list?  Yes No Undstermined
Is the soil a Histosol? Yes No Histic epipedon present? Yes No
Is the soil: Mottled? Yes No X Gleysed? Yes No X
Matrix Color: Mottle Colors:
Other hydric soil indicatars: — ¥ @11z d viiizospitens
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No_ X
Rationale:
HYDROLOGY
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No ™  Surlace water depth:
Is the soll saturated? Yes No

Depth to free-standing water in pit/sail probe hole:

List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.
homt . Sail 1h e shinlaec.
. . - R

Is the wetland hydrologdy criterion met? Yes ‘\lo Xl

Rationale:

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes, No X . o

Rationale for’jurisdictional decision: e I’/‘.L.-h,ﬂga' i.’)»if(\j"v/‘ﬂ"-l-? 7&-11"&5-1 ta h 167.1/7144‘ /Llfu'—
_lwl« Aelosy qad Apils A n Jinr placleed C8 Hin i J/../'ghﬂawﬁ

T This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community

Assessment Procedure.
2 Classification according to “Soil Taxonomy."
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DATA FORM ' .
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD ( -
Fisld [nvestigator(s): ['\/AH!:‘{.'}/»{' /9 pedlle b et {.[md,..c-(,_.%,m\ Date: (‘L-Aj',-,/f/-f;

Project/Site: (i it Pis "'““Lﬁl Arya il 2 itwele glag: (A County: _Sea b Hastera
Applicant/Owner: Db Biieass Cewpiln . Plant Community #/Name: _ Frub ivcifer Alatils
Notg: It a more detailed site descriplion is necessary, use the back of data form or a field notsbook. (‘ilw-[ﬂ‘l-'l»w(—«/

Do normal snvironmental conditions exist at the plant community?

Yes _____No_X (i no, explain on back)
Has thegagetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes __ ¥ No__ _ {lf yes, explain on back) .
VEGETATION :
Indicator Indicator
Dominant Plant Spacies Status  Stratum Dominant Plant Species Status  Stralum
§, _D0EpUs cEivriueis @R b 14,
2. : 12.
3. 13,
4, i4.
5. 15.
6. 16.
7. 17.
8. 18.
g, 18.
10. 20.

3
Percant of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC /00 %L

Is the hydrophytic vagetation criterion met? Yss Y2 No

Rationale: (08 To_BL Sprecey -
SOILS Q\

Series/phase: Subgroup:?

Is the sail on the hydric soils list?  Yes No Undetermined

Is the soil a Histosol? Yes ___ No Histic epipedon present? Yes No

Is the soil:- Motlled? Yes No Gleyed? Yes No

Matrix Color; Mottle Colors;

Other hydric soil indicators:

Is the hydric soil criterion met?  Yes Na

Rationale: Net tewied, bive Too & @ELJ&:;‘]@HLMP godf ﬂ«a—/"u-u‘uﬁ?f, /ffhzﬁt-l Seels

HYDROLOGY
is the ground surface inundated? Yes ¢ No __ Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturatad? Yes__%C No
Depth to free-standing water in pit/soil probs hole:
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrolody criterion met? Yes k7 No
Rationale: ___ 7l e el Qae s g pnuen AatTd

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION AND RATIONALE

Is the plant community a wetland? Yes w No ) .
Rationale forjurisdictional decision: L0070 oL mpericy, i oo -pond Wnffs AAdindoy walar

' This data form can be used for the Hydric Soil Assessment Procedure and the Plant Community .
- Assessment Procsdure, | (‘
2 Classificatlon according to "Soil Taxonomy.”
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ATTACHMENT D

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE MATTER OF RECOMMENDING THAT

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT
SPECIFIC AMENDMENTS TO

RESOLUTION NO.: 12- 07

THE CIRCULATION ELEMENT OF THE

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN BY ADOPTION OF
THE ORCUTT COMMUNITY PLAN

AMENDMENTS

)
)
)
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY )
)
)
)

CASE NO: 11GPA-00000-00002

WITH REFERENCE TO THE FOLLOWING:

A.

On December 20, 1980, by Resolution No. 80-566, the Board of Supervisors adopted the
Santa Barbara County Comprehensive General Plan.

On July 22, 1997, the Board of Supérvisors adopted Resolution 97-315 adding the Orcutt
Community Plan to the Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan Circulation Element
with adoption of the Orcutt Community Plan.

The Orcutt Community Plan contains specific policies that mitigate the effects of flooding,

identify and protect wetlands and- biological resources, and actions to revitalize Old Town

Orcutt as a pedestrian friendly shopping district and community center.

On September 21, 2004, by Ordinance 4548, the Board of Supervisors adopted the
Pedestrian Area-Old Town Orcutt (PA-OTO) Overlay Zone and reduced on-site parking
requirements in support of revitalization efforts and creation of pedestrian friendly Old
Town Orcutt. Subsequently, Clark Avenue in Old Town was restriped from four traffic
lanes to two lanes with angle-in on street parking,.

On July 25, 2006, by Resolution No. 6-236, the Board of Supervisors adopted the Old
Town Orcutt Streetscape Concept Plan calling for- the installation of traffic calming
measures and pedestrian safety features such as bulb outs and wider sidewalks in support of
creating an appealing and safe mixed-use downtown commercial center in Old Town
Orcutt :

In June 2009, the Board of Supervisors approved the revised work program for the Orcutt
Commumty Plan Amendments including the Clark Avenue Level of Service Reduction.

On September 2, 2009, Planning and Development Department staff held a publicly
noticed informational meeting to apprise public officials and agencies, civic organizations,
and citizens of the proposed Orcutt Community Plan Amendments and solicit comments.

In February 2011, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a Draft
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) was prepared and circulated to the
appropriate agencies and the public for review and comment.
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On March 21, 2011 a public hearmg was conducted to sohclt public comment on the Draft
SEIR. :

On April 12, 2012, pursuant to CEQA, the SEIR Revision Document (RV-01) providing

new information not available during the public review of the Draft SEIR was circulated to

the appropriate agencies and the public for review and comment.
In July 2012,'a Final SEIR was prepared and presented to the Planning Commlssmn

The County Planning Commission now ﬁnds that it is in the public interest and the interest
of the orderly development of the County and important to the preservation of the health,
safety, and general welfare of the residents of the County to recommend that the Board of
Supervisors:

1. 11GPA-00000-00002: Adopt the amendments to the Orcutt Community Plan with any
: changes  recommended by the Planning Commission, as an amendment to the
Circulation Element of the Comprehensive Gerieral Plan.

2. Adopt the text amendments to the Orcutt Community Plan inclusive of Planning
Commission suggested ‘modifications. -Text amendments approved by Resolution 12-
, are shown as underlined, and deletions as strike-through: S

- The text of Chapter 1II. Public Facilities and Services, Section H. T ransportatzon on page
:165 of the oCP Clrculatlon Element will be. rev1sed as follows:

Policy CIRC-0O-3: The County shall malntam a minimum Level of Serv1ce (LOS) C or
better on roadways and intersections. within. the Orcutt Planning Area, except that the
~ minimum LOS shall be “D? for the. followmmadwav segments and mtersect1ons

- " Foster Road and Highway: 135 interséction - : - -

". e Lakeview Road and: Skyway Drive mtersectlon

Stillwell Road and Lakeview Road intersection

, the west and Foxenwood Lane on the east.

Text of the definitions on page 146 of the OCP Circulation Element will be revised as
follows: :

A. Definitions

Acceptable Capacity: The maximum number of Average Dally Trips (ADTs) that are
" acceptable for the normal operation of a given roadway. As defined by this Community
Plan; the Acceptable Capacity for a given roadway is based upon its roadway
- classification and the acceptable level of service for that roadway. The acceptable level
of service for roadways and intersections in the Orcutt Planning Area is LOS C. The
minimum LOS shall bé “D> or better for the following roadway segments and
intersections:

All the Clark Avenue roadway segments and mtersectlons between Blosser Road on -
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e The Foster Road and Highway 135 intersection;

e The Lakeview Road and Skyway Drive intersection:
e Stillwell Road;

e Lakeview Road ;

®

All the Clark Avenue roadway segments and intersections between Blosser Road
on the west and Foxenwood Lane on the east (Old Town). .

3. Certify the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report for the Orcutt
Community Plan 2011 Amendments (09EIR-00000-00004).

Public agencies, California Native American Indian tribes, civic, education, and other
community groups, public utility companies, and citizens have been consulted on and have
advised the Planning Commission on the said proposed amendments in a duly noticed
public hearing pursuant to Sections 65351 and 65353 of the Government Code.

This Planning Commission has held a duly noticed public hearing, as required by Section
65353 of the Government Code, on the proposed amendment, at which hearing the
amendments were explained and comments invited from the persons in attendance.

The Planning Commission of the County of Santa Barbara, after holding duly noticed
public hearings on the above described item, has endorsed and transmitted to the Board of

Supervisors said recommended change by resolution pursuant to Government Code Section
65354. ' ‘
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED as follows:

1. The above recitations are true and correct.
2. A copy of this resolution shall be transmitted to the Board of Supervisors.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 8th day of August , 2012 by the following
vote: :

AYES: Cooney, BRown, Brooks, Valencia, Blough
'NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:
CUAL Cvay
C. Michael Cooney, Chair |
Planning Commlssmn Countjs of Sarita Barbara

TEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
é >W/m 2. 1yl, éfack/‘

- DIANNE BLACK ' . DENNIS MARSHALL
Secretary of the Commission County Counsel

\padfs01\pad$\GROUP\COMP\Planning Areas\ORCUTT\Orcutt Community Plan\2011 Amendments\Public
Hearings\Planning Commission\Staff Report and Attachments\D.PC-CIRC-Resolution-OCP 2012-Amend.docx






