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MEMORANDUM

FROM: Elisa Sabatini, Manager of Natural Resources
DATE: July 30, 2021
SUBJECT: Adoption of the Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation

Monitoring and Reporting Plan for the Huff’s Corner Levee Raise & Channel
Reconfiguration Project

The Huff’s Corner Levee Raise & Channel Reconfiguration Project, described in greater detail
below, has been approved as of this date by the County Administrator’s Office, Natural Resources
Division.

The purpose of the project is to vertically raise a 2,700-foot stretch of the Huff’'s Corner levee
system, which is located on the right bank of Cache Creek, upstream of Interstate 5, north of
Woodland, in unincorporated Yolo County. This portion of the levee has been identified as
“freeboard deficient” by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in their Periodic Inspection Reports.

The project will raise the levee by approximately 4.0 to 6.0 feet to meet the original 1957 design
profile, which includes 3-feet of freeboard. To accomplish this required elevation, the project
design includes widening the base of the levee on the landside by approximately 12 to 15 feet,
which will include a revised Operations & Maintenance (O&M) easement corridor extending an
additional 15 feet beyond the new landside toe of the levee.

This project also involves the removal of a vegetated island that has accumulated within the
Lower Cache Creek channel adjacent to the levee. Sediment from this island will be removed and
hauled off-site from the left-side secondary channel. Vegetation that is currently stabilizing the
mid-channel island will also be removed. A sacrificial terrace will be constructed along the right
bank, which will reduce flow velocity against the bank and the levee and direct creek flows
towards the center of the channel.
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Both components of the project are scheduled to be constructed concurrently in 2022. The
project will also involve some pre-construction activities in 2021, such as vegetation removal,
general site preparation, and utility relocations, in advance of major construction activities once
proper approvals and permissions have been secured.

Adoption of the Initial Study Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) is required for the
proposed project. The IS/MND has been prepared to address the environmental impacts
associated with the project pursuant to the provisions of California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA).

On May 12, 2021, a “Notice of Intent” to adopt the IS/MND was distributed to interested parties
and responsible local and state agencies. The IS/MND was made available for a 30-day public
review period that commenced on May 12, 2021, and concluded on June 10, 2021 at 5:00 pm. A
total of five comment letters were received during the public comment period. These letters, as
well as responses to CEQA-related items raised within them, are provided in the attached
Memorandum. The Mitigation and Monitoring Program for this project, which reduces
potentially significant impacts to a less-than-significant level, is also included in the attached
Memorandum.

Following approval of this project, a Notice of Determination will be filed with the County Clerk
Recorder, as required by Public Resources Code §15075(e).

Per Public Resources Code §15074(b), | hereby adopt the proposed mitigated negative
declaration on the basis of the whole record before me that there is no substantial evidence that
the project will have a significant effect on the environment, and that the mitigated negative
declaration reflects the County of Yolo’s independent judgement analysis.

Elisa Sabatini, Manager
Natural Resources Division
County Administrator’s Office
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MEMORANDUM

Responses to Comments & CEQA Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
Huff’s Corner Levee Raise & Channel Reconfiguration Project
Yolo County, California

SCH #2021050214

July 29, 2021

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), an Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the Huff’'s Corner Levee Raise & Channel Reconfiguration
Project was made available to the public and interested agencies for a 30-day review period. The
review period started on May 12, 2021, and ended on June 10, 2021 at 5:00 pm.

Section 1 of this memo includes all written comments received with responses to environmental
issues raised by commenters on the IS/MND. Section 2 of this memo includes a Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the Project. The MMRP includes all project
mitigation measures, describes necessary monitoring actions, as well as the timing and frequency
of the prescribed monitoring activities. CEQA requires that the lead agency must also adopt an
MMRP when adopting a MND.

Comments received on the IS/MND do not indicate new significant impacts or new significant
information that would require recirculation of the draft IS/MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15073.5. Because no new significant environmental issues were raised, the County has
determined that a technical memorandum would be used to summarize comments and support
adoption of the public draft IS/MND.

A total of five (5) comment letters were received. The table below lists the names of the
individuals, organizations, and agencies that provided comments on the IS/MND and are listed
based on the date of the letter/email. The comment letters/emails are included followed by a
response to the commenter.
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Commenter Date
1 | PG&E (Plan Review Team, Land Management) 05/13/2021
2 | Chad Roberts 05/15/2021
3 | Kimble & Patricia Timothy 05/31/2021
4 | CA Department of Fish and Wildlife (Gabriele Quillman) 06/03/2021
5 | CA Department of Transportation (Alex Padilla) 06/10/2021

Section 1. Responses to Comments

None of the comments received required revisions to the IS/MND. However, staff would like to
provide general comments to each letter.
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Comment Letter 1: Pacific Gas & Electric Company
(pg. 1 of 6)
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Comment Letter 1: Pacific Gas & Electric Company
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Comment Letter 1: Pacific Gas & Electric Company
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Comment Letter 1: Pacific Gas & Electric Company
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Comment Letter 1: Pacific Gas & Electric Company
(pg. 5 of 6)




July 29, 2021
Huff’s Corner Levee Raise & Channel Reconfiguration Project
Responses to Comments & CEQA Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Comment Letter 1: Pacific Gas & Electric Company
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Response 1:
This letter does not raise any CEQA-related issues.

The County’s Project Team is coordinating with PG&E’s electric and gas divisions, as necessary,
for project implementation.
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Comment Letter 2: Chad Roberts
(pg. 1 of 6)
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Comment Letter 2: Chad Roberts
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Comment Letter 2: Chad Roberts
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Comment Letter 2: Chad Roberts
(pg. 4 of 6)

Casey Liebler, Natural Resources Program Coordinator
Comments on Initial Study/Draft MND, Huff’s Corner Project
15 May 2021

Page 4

access of Cache Creek to its ancestral floodplain, essentially forcing the stream system to route the
majority of its winter flows, including suspended sediments, down the channel to the Cache Creck
Settling Basin and the Yolo Bypass. For most of the stream reach shown in Figure 1 the entrenched
stream corridor is a relatively constant width, confining the stream’s discharge within a ‘canyon’
that’s also confined by levees. This design forces the strecam to move sediment in a quasi-
cquilibrium through the illustrated reach (i.c., the stream may locally deposit some sediment, but
it will subsequently mobilize sediment at another location, and the sediment discharge at a given
stage will be relatively constant throughout the reach).

In a fluvial geomorphology context, the Huff’s Corner location is functionally a sediment trap.
The relatively narrow channel cross-section through most of the reach in Figure 1 widens
substantially at the Huff"s Corner Project location, with the hydraulic effect of reducing the stream
power available to maintain inflowing sediment in suspension, particularly coarser sediments in
the gravel-to-sand diameter ranges. The consequence is that the Huff’s Corner site inevitably
accumulates sediment deposits over time. Under the hydraulic properties of the channel/levee
system at present, the Huff's Corner site will accumulate sediment until the system reaches an
equilibrium in which sediment deposited in the trap is equal to sediment moved out of the trap by
the flowing water. Removing sediment currently present in the trap, as proposed by the current
project, is a short-term fix, because the hydraulic conditions that support sediment accumulation
remain, and the trap will fill with sediment again.

This cycle is illustrated
by the Google Earth
image in Figure 2,
showing the  Huff’s
Corner location in early
2008. It’s clear from this
image (and from other
2008 imagery) that a
project had recently
removed substantial
sediment from the trap
(evident from historical
imagery showing prior

—h b | ; 88 | conditions), although a
Figure 2. Aerial image of the Huff’s Corner levee-stream system in February downstream island was
2008, showing the recent removal of accumulated sediment in the upstream end left, possibly in an

of the widened zone. The widened zone functions to relain (‘trap’) sediments .
because of reduced stream power. Note retained ‘island,’ possibly intended to attempt to route channel
force flows 1o the lefi (‘inside’) streambank. North is to right. flows toward the left
streambank. Presumably

accumulated sediment was removed down to the calculated bed profile supported by the hydraulic
grade line through the trap, much as is proposed in the current project (plan sheet C3). In essence,
by early 2008 the sediment trap had just been prepared to receive the sediment that is being
proposed for removal in the current project. Because the current project doesn’t fundamentally
alter the hydraulic dynamics at this location, it seems unlikely that it will result in a substantially
different future dynamic, and another project will be needed in a decade or two to remove the
sediment that will accumulate in the trap by then.
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Comment Letter 2: Chad Roberts
(pg. 5 of 6)
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Comment Letter 2: Chad Roberts
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Response 2:

Comment #1: The “Biological Resources” Assessment Framework is Incomplete

Although Dr. Roberts acknowledges on Page 1 that “the assessment in the IS/MND of the
proposal’s effects on biological resources does largely address CEQA’s mandated coverage of the
project as currently defined”, and concludes on Page 6 “the county has likely met CEQA
requirements in the Initial Study and Draft Mitigated NegDec for the Huff’s Corner Project as
proposed,” he notes that the CEQA analysis did not address the conservation framework
described in the Resource Conservation Investment Strategy/Local Conservation Plan (RCIS/LCP).

The RCIS/LCP is supplementary to the Yolo HCP/NCCP and is “intended to provide a
complementary framework for future conservation efforts that includes voluntary stewardship-
driven conservation, in addition to mitigation-driven conservation, to enhance the conservation
benefits in Yolo County.” It’s designed, in part, to address possible impacts to species not covered
under the Yolo HCP/NCCP and to provide a broad conservation strategy to mitigate and restore
habitats and preserve landscapes.

Although not specifically referenced in the Biological Resources Assessment or IS/MND, the
RCIS/LCP was reviewed to assess its applicability to the proposed project. We determined that
the project either did not conflict with or was not relevant to the elements of the RCIS/LCP
framework. Although vegetation will be removed in order to improve flows and maintain the
integrity of the stream corridor, the natural processes will be retained and vegetation elements
are expected to restore over time. All potentially occurring sensitive plant and wildlife species
were addressed in the CEQA assessment and the guidance for addressing impacts and mitigation
are provided through the HCP/NCCP conservation strategy.

Comment #2: Is the Proposed Project the Least Environmentally Damaging Alternative

CEQA requires an evaluation of alternatives where there are significant impacts analyzed as part
of an Environmental Impact Report. Here, any potentially significant impacts are reduced to less
than significant levels through the implementation of mitigation measures identified in the
IS/MND. The comment has been noted by staff.
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Comment Letter 3: Kimble & Patricia Timothy
(pg. 1 of 4)
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Comment Letter 3: Kimble & Patricia Timothy
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Comment Letter 3: Kimble & Patricia Timothy
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Comment Letter 3: Kimble & Patricia Timothy
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Response 3:
Global response to comments:

Landowners that will directly benefit from flood risk reduction should be aware that the need for
levee raise to restore the original design elevation of the Huff’s Corner levee was identified in the
2013 US Army Corps of Engineers Periodic Inspection Report which listed the item as
“Unacceptable.” Without correction of unacceptable items, the levee is ineligible for Federal
Rehabilitation Assistance after a flood. Further, facilities not being adequately operated and
maintained by a Local Maintaining Agency, such as Yolo County, can be taken over by the State,
pursuant to California Water Code Section 12878 (maintenance areas), with costs to be paid by
the beneficiaries of the maintained area. Therefore, if this project is not implemented by Yolo
County prior to the expiration of DWR grant funding (December 2022), the resulting outcome is
that the State of California may take over implementation of the project in order to fulfill their
obligation to maintain the State Plan of Flood Control. As such, the State would directly charge
beneficiaries of the project (i.e. landowners) for the actual cost, rather than the current grant
funding being utilized.

Bullet #1
This comment is not CEQA-related.

Bullet #2
This comment is not CEQA-related.

Bullet #3
Land acquisition process will proceed after the IS/MND has been adopted.

Bullet #4

Atotal of 11 valley oak trees with diameter at breast height (dbh) between 12 and 18 inches, may
be removed. These all occur within the CCRMP boundary. Two additional mature valley oak
trees with dbh between 18 and 24 inches and one small valley oak tree with an approximately
12-inch dbh occur outside of the CCRMP boundary and will also be removed. Those that occur
within the CCRMP boundary will be addressed through Section 6.5.8.1.1 of the HCP/NCCP and
subsequent clarification and agreement with the wildlife agencies. Removal of the three trees
outside of the CCRMP boundary did not constitute a significant impact pursuant to CEQA and
thus no further mitigation was required.
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Bullet #5

Sub-Bullet #1

The cultural resources study inventoried the cultural resources within the Project Area and did
not, nor is it required to, include adjacent private property that is outside of the Project Area and
not impacted by the project. The nearest cultural resources to the Timothy property are a row
of ornamental olive trees planted in the levee.

Sub-Bullet #2
Cultural resources information is restricted from public distribution by state and federal law. The
contents of the report cannot legally be disclosed to the public.

For instance, Sections 6253, 6254, and 6254.10 of the California Government Code authorize
State agencies to exclude archaeological site information from public disclosure under the Public
Records Act. In addition, the California Public Records Act (Government Code § 6250 et seq.) and
California’s open meeting laws (the Ralph M. Brown Act, Government Code § 54950 et seq.)
protect the confidentiality of Native American cultural place information. Under Exemption 3 of
the federal Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. § 5), because the disclosure of cultural resources
location information is prohibited by the Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 (16
U.S.C. § 470hh) and Section 307103 of the National Historic Preservation Act, it is also exempted
from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act. Likewise, the Information Centers of the
California Historic Resources Information System (CHRIS) maintained by the California Office of
Historic Preservation (OHP) prohibit public dissemination of records search information. In
compliance with these requirements, the results of this cultural resource investigation were
prepared as a confidential document, which is not intended for public distribution in either paper
or electronic format.

Sub-Bullet #3

The location of these olive trees is described and illustrated in the confidential Department of
Parks and Recreation record attached to the confidential cultural resources report. While there
may be more than eight trees proposed for removal, only the eight we identified were both
historic in age and within the Project footprint. The fact that these eight are part of a longer row
that will remain intact further supports the finding of a less-than-significant impact by the Project.

Sub-Bullet #4
Yes, the County will retain a professional archaeologist and tribal monitor to be present during

all ground-disturbing activities.

Bullet #6

The expansion of the levee will not impact the well.
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Bullet #7

Mitigation for removal of trees is included in AES-1.

Bullet #8

The IS/MND found that construction-related noises do not exceed levels that require mitigation.
Bullet #9

Emergency vehicle access will not be disrupted as only a portion of CR 18 will be replaced by the
project.

Bullet #10

See response to Bullet #5, Sub-Bullet #2.
Bullet #11

This comment is not CEQA-related.

Bullet #12

Response to the concern about cumulative flooding impacts from implementation of the proposed
project and the Lower Cache Creek Feasibility Study, which is also locally referred to as “Woodland
Flood Risk Management Project” and colloquially as “Woodland Flood Wall”:

The County incorporates, by reference, the City of Woodland’s Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) and Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR). On pages 3.1-17 — 3.1-18 of the EIR, it states
the following:

“Impact HYDRO-5: Impede or redirect flood flows resulting in increased inundation
levels (less than significant)

The frequency of flooding in the area north of the city would not change relative to
existing conditions, because the study area is already prone to flood risk, and the
Proposed Project would not alter the geometry of Cache Creek (i.e., alter the pre-existing
flooding regime). However, project implementation could result in increased inundation
depths associated with impeding or redirecting flood flows.
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The potential for increased inundation was evaluated by comparing with-project and
existing conditions within the project area. Figure 3.1-5 shows the differences in water
surface elevations with the inclusion of the Proposed Project elements for the 100-year
flood. Figure 3.1-6 shows the differences in water surface elevations with the inclusion
of the Proposed Project elements for the 200-year flood. As shown in the figures, flooding
is no longer present south of the proposed levee (i.e., the city limits), thus meeting the
overall project objectives of providing 200-year flood protection and obtaining FEMA
certification for the City.

Although the proposed project would not cause flooding at any structures that are not
already subject to flooding, modeled water surface elevations do increase in portions of
the existing floodplain north of the proposed levee. In general, water surface elevations
increase in areas where there are structures (for the 100-year flood) range from 0.1 to
2.0 feet. The deepest increases (up to 6.0 feet) would occur on the east end of the project
area near the Cache Creek Settling Basin on UC Davis-owned agricultural lands that do
not contain any structures and in the detention basin.

Structures subject to flooding under existing conditions that would be affected by this
modeled increase in water surface elevation are described in Section 3.1.2.1. Methods for
Analysis, Hydraulic Modeling. Where water surface elevation increases would affect such
structures, the maximum increase is modeled to be 2.0 feet. The remaining structures
within the project area (as shown on Figure 3.1-5) would experience no change from
existing conditions or a decrease in water surface elevation.

As described in Chapter 2, Project Description, for each affected parcel, the City would
work with individual landowners to develop a suite of non-structural measures tailored
for each parcel to reduce flood damages and losses. These measures could include
floodproofing of individual structures, subsidizing flood insurance costs, purchasing
flowage easements, or confirming the adequacy of the existing flood warning system. This
impact would be less than significant.”
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The hydraulic modeling utilized for this analysis assumed that the Huff’s Corner levee was at its
designed elevation and therefore inherently includes the cumulative impact if both projects are
implemented. The location of the commenter is adjacent to Cache Creek in the “white” zone,
which shows a difference in water surface elevation with incorporation of the LCCFS Project as -
0.1 to +0.1 feet. This does not alter the conclusion for the Huff’s Corner project.

Bullet #13
This comment is not CEQA-related. However, the County has had multiple conservations with
the Cache Creek Conservancy about this project in advance of the release of the CEQA document.

Bullet #14

The County thanks the commenter for reviewing the CEQA document and preparing their
comments.
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Comment Letter 4: CA Department of Fish and Wildlife
(pg. 1 of 4)
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Comment Letter 4: CA Department of Fish and Wildlife
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Comment Letter 4: CA Department of Fish and Wildlife
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Comment Letter 4: CA Department of Fish and Wildlife
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Response 4:

Comment #1: AMMs

Relevant AMMs are included in their entirety in the Biological Resources Assessment, an
attachment to the IS/MND and in Chapter 4 of the Yolo HCP/NCCP, which is accessible online via
the Yolo Habitat Conservancy’s website: https://www.yolohabitatconservancy.org/documents.

Comment #2: Impacts on Riparian and Riverine Habitat

The project intends to follow the direction provided under the Yolo HCP/NCCP relative to projects
occurring within the CCRMP boundary (refer to Section 6.5.8.1.1 and August 27, 2020,
memorandum from Alexander Tengolics, Executive Director, Yolo Habitat Conservancy (Policy
Clarification: Cache Creek Resource Management Plan Activities, Yolo HCP/NCCP Coverage)).

For purposes of the HCP/NCCP application procedures, all riparian impacts occurring within the
channel reconfiguration area are considered permanent. Impacts to lacustrine and riverine
natural community are considered temporary since the flows in the creek will be affected only
during the construction period.

Comment #3: Revegetation of Temporarily Disturbed Habitat

Although revegetation will occur, all vegetation removed within the channel reconfiguration area
is considered permanent. Stumps or roots will not be retained so that the channel can be
reconfigured. Mitigation for removal of vegetation within the channel reconfiguration area is not
required as per Section 6.5.8.1.1 of the Yolo HCP/NCCP and clarified in the August 27, 2020,
memorandum.

Comment #4: Nesting Birds

It is anticipated that vegetation removal will be conducted during the non-nesting season.

Comment #5: Western Red Bat

Tree removal is anticipated to occur during the fall months and should occur within or near the
specified timeframe and temperature parameters.
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Comment Letter 5: CA Department of Transportation
(pg. 1 of 2)
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Comment Letter 5: CA Department of Transportation
(pg. 2 of 2)
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Response 5:
This letter does not raise any CEQA-related issues.

The County will submit an application for an encroachment permit following adoption of the
CEQA document.
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Section 2. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP)

Mitigation Monitoring & Reporting Program — Huff’s Corner Levee Raise & Channel Reconfiguration Project

Enforcement &
Monitoring

Timing/

Verification

Impact Mitigation Measure Responsibility Implementation (Date & Initials)
Aesthetics
3.1.3(c): In non-urbanized areas, AES-1: Yolo County shall commit to provide each directly Yolo County No later than
substantially degrade the existing visual impacted landowner that will experience tree removal with the CAOQ Office December 1, 2023
character or quality of public views of options described below with a written agreement during the
the site and its surroundings? (Public land acquisition process.
views are those that are experienced
from publicly accessible vantage point). If (1) Landowner agrees that no “in-kind” visual replacement is
the project is in an urbanized area, required and that the tree removal(s) will result in the final
would the project conflict with aesthetic view.
applicable zoning and other regulations
governing scenic quality? (2) Landowner agrees that Yolo County will replace each tree in
its relative position outside of the new project boundary with an
“in-kind” tree of their liking. Every effort will be made to install
fairly mature trees in lieu of immature plantings unless the
landowner prefers the latter.
(3) Landowner agrees that Yolo County will provide another
form of aesthetic feature which may include, but not be limited
to, shrubs, line of ornamental hedge, and/or fencing. The cost of
this Mitigation Measure shall remain relatively consistent with
item #2 above, and not require Yolo County to agree to an
exorbitant remedy.
Biological Resources
3.4.4(a): Have a substantial adverse BIO-1: Yolo County shall implement the relevant provisions of Yolo County Before Construction
effect, either directly or through habitat the Yolo HCP/NCCP and its incorporation of the Cache Creek CAO Office

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

Resources Management Plan (Section 6.5.8.1.1) to mitigate
impacts on Covered Species, including valley elderberry longhorn
beetle, Swainson’s hawk, and white-tailed kite. The Project is
exempt from HCP/NCCP land cover fees and from the
compensatory mitigation described in AMM12 of the HCP/NCCP
(Minimize Take and Adverse Effects on Habitat of Valley
Elderberry Longhorn Beetle), but will benefit from the ongoing
implementation of the Cache Creek Management Plan (CCRMP),
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Mitigation Monitoring & Reporting Program — Huff’s Corner Levee Raise & Channel Reconfiguration Project

Impact

Enforcement &
Monitoring

Mitigation Measure Responsibility

Verification
(Date & Initials)

Timing/
Implementation

which is designed to protect and enhance habitat for these, and
other, special-status species. AMMs that address disturbances to
covered species, such as AMM 16, will apply to the Project.

3.4.4(a): Have a substantial adverse BIO-2: Yolo County shall implement Yolo HCP/NCCP AMM16 Yolo County Before Construction
effect, either directly or through habitat (Minimize Take and Adverse Effects on Habitat of Swainson’s CAOQ Office

modifications, on any species identified Hawk and White-Tailed Kite).

as a candidate, sensitive, or special

status species in local or regional plans,

policies, or regulations, or by the

California Department of Fish and Game

or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

3.4.4(a): Have a substantial adverse BIO-3: Concurrent with implementation of AMM16, Yolo County Yolo County Before Construction
effect, either directly or through habitat will conduct preconstruction surveys for northern harrier within CAO Office

modifications, on any species identified the Project area and implement similar avoidance protocols or

as a candidate, sensitive, or special coordination with CDFW in the event active nests are found.

status species in local or regional plans,

policies, or regulations, or by the

California Department of Fish and Game

or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

3.4.4(b): Have a substantial adverse BIO-4: Yolo County shall implement relevant provisions of the Yolo County Before Construction
effect on any riparian habitat or other Yolo HCP/NCCP to avoid and minimize potential impacts to CAO Office

sensitive natural community identified in
local or regional plans, policies,
regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish
and Wildlife Service?

covered species and other wildlife, including AMMs 3, 4,5, 6, 7,
8, and 18. To address mitigation for impacts on riparian habitat
and other sensitive natural communities that may provide
habitat for covered species, the Yolo HCP/NCCP incorporates the
Cache Creek Resources Management Plan (Section 6.5.8.1.1).
The Project is exempt from HCP/NCCP land cover fees and from
the compensatory mitigation described in AMM12 of the
HCP/NCCP (Minimize Take and Adverse Effects on Habitat of
Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle), but will benefit from the
ongoing implementation of the CCRMP, which is designed to
protect and enhance riparian habitat and other sensitive natural
communities, and provide habitat for covered species, including
valley elderberry longhorn beetle.
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3.4.4(c): Have a substantial adverse
effect on federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

BIO-5: Yolo County shall implement Yolo HCP/NCCP AMM10
(Avoid and Minimize Effects on Wetlands and Waters).

Yolo County
CAO Office

Before Construction

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

BIO-6: Yolo County shall implement Yolo HCP/NCCP AMM3
(Confine and Delineate Work Area).

Yolo County
CAOQ Office

Before Construction,
During Construction

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

BIO-7: Yolo County shall implement Yolo HCP/NCP AMM4
(Cover Trenches and Holes during Construction and
Maintenance).

Yolo County
CAO Office

During Construction

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

BIO-8: Yolo County shall implement Yolo HCP/NCPP AMMS5
(Control Fugitive Dust).

Yolo County
CAO Office

During Construction

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

BIO-9: Yolo County shall implement Yolo HCP/NCCP AMM6
(Conduct Worker Training).

Yolo County
CAO Office

Before Construction
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3.4.4(d): Interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?

BI0O-10: Yolo County shall implement Yolo HCP/NCCP AMM7
(Control Nighttime Lighting of Project Construction Sites).

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

BIO-11: Yolo County shall implement Yolo HCP/NCCP AMMS8
(Avoid and Minimize Effects of Construction Staging Areas and
Temporary Work Area).

Cultural Resources

3.5.4(b): Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to
Section 15064.5?

CUL-1: Contractor Awareness Training. The County shall retain
a qualified professional archaeologist to disseminate a
contractor awareness training program to all construction
supervisors prior to the start of construction. The program will
provide information about requirements for tribal monitoring
(see TCR-1) and archaeological monitoring (see CUL-2),
notification procedures when potential archaeological or tribal
material is discovered (as specified in CUL-3), procedures for
communication between construction personnel and monitoring
personnel, and information about other treatment or issues that
may arise if cultural resources (including human remains) are
discovered during Project construction. Subsequent training of
construction personnel will be provided as needed by the tribal
monitor.

3.5.4(b): Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to
Section 15064.5?

CUL-2: Archaeological Monitoring. All vegetation removal, soil
excavation, and activity that has the potential to disturb more
than six inches of original ground should be monitored by a
qualified professional archaeologist working under the direction
of a professional archaeologist that meets the Secretary of the
Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for archaeology.
The monitor must be given a minimum of 48 hours’ notice of the

Monitoring Timing/
Responsibility Implementation

Yolo County During Construction

CAO Office

Yolo County Before Construction,

CAO Office During Construction,
After Construction

Yolo County During Construction

CAO Office

Yolo County During Construction

CAOQ Office
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opportunity to be present during these activities, to observe
work activities, and to assist in ensuring that any archaeological
resources, if present, are addressed in accordance with
applicable law upon discovery. The monitor must be given a
reasonable opportunity to inspect soil and other material as
work proceeds to assist in determining if resources are present.
If potential resources are discovered, a reasonable work pause
or redirection of work by the contractor may be requested until
the procedures in CUL-3 are implemented. Monitoring will not
occur for equipment set-up or tear-down that does not disturb
the ground surface more than six inches in depth; hydroseeding;
paving; placement of imported fill/gravel/rock; restoration; or
backfilling of previously excavated areas that were already
monitored.

3.5.4(c): Disturb any human remains,
including those interred outside of
dedicated cemeteries?

CUL-3: Post-Review Discoveries. If subsurface deposits believed Yolo County
to be cultural or human in origin are discovered during CAO Office
construction, all work must halt within a 100-foot radius of the

discovery. A qualified professional archaeologist, meeting the

Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards

for pre-contact and historic archaeologist, shall be retained to

evaluate the significance of the find, and shall have the authority

to modify the no-work radius as appropriate, using professional

judgment. The following notifications shall apply, depending on

the nature of the find:

e If the professional archaeologist determines that
the find does not represent a cultural resource,
work may resume immediately, and no agency
notifications are required.

e If the professional archaeologist determines that
the find does represent a cultural resource from
any time period or cultural affiliation, he or she
shall immediately notify the USACE and County.
The agencies shall consult on a finding of
eligibility, and implement appropriate treatment

During Construction
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measures, if the find is determined to be an
Historical Resource under CEQA or a historic
property under Section 106 NHPA. Work may not
resume within the no-work radius until the lead
agencies, through consultation as appropriate,
determine that the site either: 1) is not an
Historical Resource under CEQA or a Historic
Property under Section 106; or 2) that the
treatment measures have been completed to
their satisfaction.

If the find includes human remains, or remains
that are potentially human, the Contractor shall
ensure reasonable protection measures are taken
to protect the discovery from disturbance (AB
2641). The archaeologist shall notify the Yolo
County Coroner (as per § 7050.5 of the Health
and Safety Code). The provisions of § 7050.5 of
the California Health and Safety Code, § 5097.98
of the California PRC, and AB 2641 will be
implemented. If the Coroner determines the
remains are Native American and not the result of
a crime scene, the Coroner will notify the NAHC,
which then will designate a Native American Most
Likely Descendant (MLD) for the project (§
5097.98 of the PRC). The designated MLD will
have 48 hours from the time access to the
property is granted to make recommendations
concerning treatment of the remains. If the
landowner does not agree with the
recommendations of the MLD, the NAHC can
mediate (§ 5097.94 of the PRC). If no agreement
is reached, the landowner must rebury the
remains where they will not be further disturbed
(§ 5097.98 of the PRC). This will also include
either recording the site with the NAHC or the
appropriate Information Center; using an open
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space or conservation zoning designation or
easement; or recording a reinternment document
with the county in which the property is located
(AB 2641). Work may not resume within the no-
work radius until the lead agencies, through
consultation as appropriate, determine that the
treatment measures have been completed to
their satisfaction.

Tribal Cultural Resources

3.18.4(a,b): Would the project cause a
substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code Section
21074, either because it is listed or
eligible for listing on the California
Register of Historical Resources, or a
local register, or because it is determined
by the County to be so, based on agency
discretion and substantial evidence?

TCR-1: Tribal Monitoring. All vegetation removal, soil Yolo County
excavation, and any activity that has the potential to disturb CAO Office
more than six inches of original ground should be monitored by
a qualified tribal monitor representing a consulting tribe. The
monitor must be given a minimum of 48 hours’ notice of the
opportunity to be present during these activities and to
coordinate closely with the archaeological monitor, to observe
work activities, and assist in ensuring that sensitive tribal
resources are not impacted. The monitor must be given a
reasonable opportunity to inspect soil and other material as
work proceeds to assist in determining if resources significant to
the tribes are present. If potential tribal resources are
discovered, a reasonable work pause or redirection of work by
the contractor may be requested. If the tribe cannot recommend
a monitor or if the tribal monitor does not report at the
scheduled time, then all work will continue as long as the
specified notice was provided. Tribal monitoring will not occur
for equipment set-up or tear-down that does not disturb the
ground surface more than six inches in depth; hydroseeding;
paving; placement of imported fill/gravel/rock; restoration; or
backfilling of previously excavated areas that were already
monitored. Excavated sediment from the river channel will not
be subjected to screening; however, any observed cultural
materials will be collected and treated in accordance with the
unanticipated discovery measures in CUL-3.

During Construction
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