30 January 2004

Stanley M. Martinson, Chief

- State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Water Quality

P.0. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Subject:  South Feather Water & Power Agency Request for Administrative Extension
Statewide General Permit No. CAG 990003, Aquatic Pesticides General Permit

Dear Mr. Martinson:

South Feather Water & Power Agency ("SFWP" or *Agency”) requests that General Permit No. CAG
990003, Aquatic Pesticides General Permit, issued to SFWP on 10 September 2001, be administratively
extended beyond its current expiration date of 31 January 2004. This request is made pursuant to Title 23
California Code of Regulations Section 2235.4 “Continuation of Expired Permits” which provides that “the
terms and conditions of an expired permit are automatically continued pending issuance of a new permit if
all requirements of the federal NPDES regulations on continuation of expired permits are complied with.”

We understand that the State Water Resources Control Beard is working on the development of a new
statewide general permit for the application of aquatic pesticides. In the event that the State Water
Resources Control Board is prepared to seek from agencies such as SFWP notice of intent to comply with
the terms of the new statewide permit, then SFWP, by this letter, gives such notice of intent.

Water quality standards for receiving waters that may be affected by the application of aquatic pesticides
are generally established by the California Toxics Rule {CTR). SFWP believes that its Monitoring Plan /
Quality Assurance Project Plan, which outline the Agency’s aquatic pesticide application and monitoring
protocol, will result in SFWP meeting water quality standards for receiving waters; however, in the unlikely
event that a water quality exceedance does occur, SFWP requests categorical exception to the CTR
pursuant to the Surface/Inland Waters Plan (SIP). This position is supported based upon analysis in our
Initial Study, as filed with the State Clearinghouse in accordance with the California Environmental Quality
Act, and closure of the required review period with no comments received. Subsequently at their meeting
on 27 January, the SFWP Board of Directors approved and adopted the Negative Declaration. Copies of
the Initial Study, Negative Declaration, and Notice of Determination (as recorded) are enclosed.

A Public Agency formed pursuant to Water Code § 20500 ef seq.
Formerly: Oroville-Wyandotte Irigation Distric




Stanley M. Martinson, Chief .
State Water Resources Control Board

30 January 2004

Page 2

Additional documents {enclosed) that support the Agency’s application for categorical exception fo the SIP
include the Agency's: (1) Monitoring Plan/Quality Assurance Project Plan for Aquatic Herbicide Applications
Program, dated 12 April 2002, (2) Changes fo Aquatic Pesticide Application Program and Monitoring Plan,
dated 28 April 2003, (3) Changes to Pesticide Application Methods and Monitoring Plan for General Aquatic
Pesticides NPDES Permit — Butte County, dated 9 May 2003 by the Region 5 Water Quality Control Board,
and (4) current SFWP Aquatic Herbicide Applications Program Study Area Map.

Please let me know if you agree that SFWP has fully complied with the application requirements for a new
aquatic pesticides general permit, including a request for a categorical exception.

Sincerely,
SOUTH FEATHER WATER & POWER

om Venus, PE

Environmental & Saféty Compliance Officer

Enclosures:  Initial Study and Notice of Determination for Adoption of Negative Declaration
Monitoring Plan/Quality Assurance Project Plan (4/12/2002)
Changes to Aquatic Pesticide Application Program and Monitoring Plan (OWID, 4/28/2003)
Changes to Pesticide Application Methods and Monitoring Plan for General Aquatic
Pesticides NPDES Permit — Butte County (RWQCB, 5/9/2003)
SFWP Aguatic Herbicide Applications Program Study Area Map

c. Michael Glaze, General Manager
Kathryn Petersen, Power Division Manager
Bryan Smith, Region 5 Water Quality Control Board




SOUTH FEATHER

= WATER & PDWER &

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

To: County Clerk From: South Feather Water and Power Agency
County of Butte ' _ P.0. Box 581
25 County Center Dr. Oroville, CA 95965
Oroville, CA 95965
- PROJECT TITLE: ~ Miners Ranch Conduit Aquatic Herbicide Program  SCH#: 2003122132
CONTACT PERSON: Tom Venus, Environmental & Safety Compliance Officer (530-533-4578}
PROJECT LOCATION: ~ Miners Ranch Conduit, located on the southern bank of the South Fork

Feather River arm of Lake Orovilie, in Sections 1 and 2, T19N, R5E; Sections 5 and 6, T19N, R6E; and
Sections 32 and 33, T20N, R6E; and Miners Ranch Reservoir in Section 18, T19N, R5E, Butte County,
California

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: South Feather Water and Power Agéncy intends to apply for an exception
under the State Water Resources Control Board's proposed General NPDES Permit for aquatic pesticide
applications in order fo use a copper—based aquatic pesticide.

. This is to advise that the SOUTH FEATHER WATER AND POWER AGENCY approved the above-

described project on January 27, 2004, after complying with CEQA, and has made the following
determinations regarding the above-described project:

1. The project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

2. A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

The Negative Declaration and record of project approval may be examined at the Agency'’s office at
- 2310 Oro-Quincy Hwy., Oroville, California.

3. Mitigation measures were not made a condition of the approval of the project.

January 30, 2004

Date :
South Feather Water and Power Agency




SOUTH FEATHER

* WATER & POWEK »

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PROJECT TITLE: Miners Ranch Conduit Aquatic Herbicide Program

PROJECT LOCATION: Miners Ranch Conduit, located on the southern bank of the South
Fork Feather River arm of Lake Oroville, in Sections 1 and 2, T19N, R5E; Sections 5 and 6,
T19N, RBE; and Sections 32 and 33, T20N, R6E; and Miners Ranch Reservoir in Section 18,
T19N, R5E, Butte County, California.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: South Feather Water and Power Agency proposes to apply for an
exception under the State Water Resources Control Board's new General NPDES permits for
aquatic pesticide applications in order to use a copper-based aquatic pesticide. The aquatic
pesticide is applied to the upstream end of Miners Ranch Conduit, where it exits Ponderosa
Tunnel, in order to control vegetation growth throughout the iength of the conduit. The water in
Miners Ranch Conduit flows approximately 10.5 miles to Miners Ranch Reservoir, where the
Agency’s Miners Ranch Treatment Plant withdraws water for treatment and distribution to
domestic customers, and where the Bangor Canal outlet releases water to irrigation and
domestic customers, and where the Kelly Ridge Power Tunnel and Penstock (2.4 miles
combined) releases water through the Keily Ridge Powerhouse to the Feather River below the
Oroville Dam. :

Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines adopted by the South Feather Water and Power Agency, a
Proposed Negative Declaration on the above named project has been prepared and is available
for review at the Agency’s main office complex located at 2310 Oro-Quincy Highway, Oroville,

California.

Final adoption of the Negative Declaration will be considered at the Agency Board of Directors’
Regular Meeting, Tuesday, January 27, 2004, commencing at 2:00 P.M. at 2310 Oro-Quincy
Highway, Oroville, California.

Any appeals to this action may be made to the Agency in writing at any time prior to said Board
meeting, or verbally during said Board meeting. '

Mailing Address: Board Secretary
South Feather Water and Power Agency
P.O. Box 581
Oroville, CA 95965-0581

A Public Agency formed pursuant to Water Code § 20500 ef seq.
: Formerly: Qroville-Wyandotte lrrigation District
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INITIAL STUDY

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

PROJECT TITLE: Miners Ranch Conduit Ac}uétic Herbicide Program

LEAD AGENCY: South Feather Water and Power Agency
P.O. Box 581
Oroville, CA 95965

CONTACT PERSON: Tom Venus, Environmental & Safety Compliance Officer
530-533-4578

PROJECT LOCATION: Miners Ranch Conduit, located on the southemn bank of the South Fork
Feather River arm of Lake Oroville, in Sections 1'and 2, T19N, R5E; Sections 5 and 6, T19N, R6E; -
and Sections 32 and 33, T20N, R6E; and Miners Ranch Reservoir in Section 18, T19N RSE, Butte

County, California |

PROJECT SPONSOR: South Feather Water and Power Agency.

" GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION: Timber Mountain (TM), Agricultural Residential (AR}
ZONING: Unclassified (U) |

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT - South Feather Water and Power Agency proposes to apply for an
exception under the State Water Resources Control Board’s new General NPDES permits for aquatic
pesticide applications in order to use a copper-based aquatic pesticide. The aquatic pesticide is
applied to the upstream end of Miners Ranch Conduit, where it exits Ponderosa Tunnel, in order to
control vegetation growth throughout the length of the conduit. The water in Miners Ranch Conduit
- flows approximately 10.5 miles to Miners Ranch Reservoir, where the Agency's Miners Ranch
Treatment Plant withdraws water for treatment and distribution to domestic customers, and where the
Bangor Canal outlet releases water fo irrigation and domestic customers, and where the Kelly Ridge
Power Tunnel and Penstock (2.4 miles combined) releases water through the Keily thge
Powerhouse to the Feather River below the Oroville Dam. - e

SURROUNDING LAND USES AND SETTING — Miners Ranch Conduit is located in the
foothills of the northern Sierra Nevada Mountains, on the southern bank of the South Fork Feather
River arm of Lake Oroville in Butte County, California. Miners Ranch Reservoir is located
immediately south of the Bidwell Canyon Saddle Dam on Lake Oroville. Miners Ranch Conduit is
located in the foothill zone at elevations of less than 1,000 ft, with vegetation generally dominated by
Biue Oak, often with gray pine as a sub- or co-dominant, and an understory of various grasses, forbs,
and shrubs such as ceanothus, manzanita, and chaparral coffeeberry. Terrestrial wildlife observed in
the area includes deer and coyote. Vegetation in the area of Miners Ranch Reservoir includes
bunchgrasses, deergrass, foxtail chess, wild oat, bent grass, buckbrush, scrub oak and poison oak.
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. ” INFTIAL STUDY
Miners Ranch Cond quatic Pesticide Application Program

Avian species include Canadian geése, varius species of ducks, quail, ravens, vultures, flickers,

meadowlark and kilfdeer.

10." OTHER AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL IS REQUIRED (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement}: State Water Resources Control Board and Regional Water Quality Control

Board - Central Valley Region.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

00000 o

Aesthetics ~[] Agricultural Resources
Biological Resources [] Cultural Resources
‘Hazards & Hazardous ] Hydrology and Water
Materials _ Quality

Mineral Resources [] Noise

Public Services [ ] Recreation
Utiliies and Service [ ] Mandatory Findings of
Systems - Significance

[] Air Quality
[1 Geology and Soils

[1 Land Use and Planning

[ 1 Poputation and H-ousing-

] Transportation/Traffic
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. INFFIAL STUDY
Miners Ranch Condutt Aquatic Pesticide Application Program

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

>

[]

I'find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION wiil be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will
not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed

to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

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

be addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant
to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

e / | \ 22D .o
Michael aanager Date
South Feather Water and Power Agency -
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. . . INITIAL STUDY

Miners Ranch Conduit Aguatic Pesticide Application Program

' EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAGTS

A brief explanation is provided for ail answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources cited in the parentheses following each question. Explanations
may be provided foillowing each question or at the end of this evaluation.

2)  Altanswers take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative
as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

3)  When it has been determined that a particular physical impact may occur, the checklist answers will
indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than
significant. “Potentially Significant Impact’ will be designated if there is substanfial evidence that an
effect may be significant.

Less Than
, Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant No
Issues impact Incorporation  Impact Impact

. AESTHETICS. Would the project:

a) Havea substantlai adverse effect on a scenic D [] (] 2

vista? '

'b) . Substantially damage scenic resources, including, ] ] ] X
but not limited to, trees, rock out-croppings, and ' ‘
historic buildings within a state scenic highway? ' _

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character [] ] ] X

or quality of the site and its surroundings? _

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

Comments:

The Miners Ranch Conduet is visible by boaters on the South Fork Feather River arm of Lake Oroville.
However, it has been part of the existing landscape for 40 years, and the process of adding aquatic
- herbicides to the flowing water within the conduit will not alter its aesthetic character.
. AGRICULTURAL RESOQURCES. In determining
whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to the California Agricuitural Land
Evaluation and site Assessment Model (1897}
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as
an optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agricultural and farmland. Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or D D D ]

Farmland of Statewide Importance {Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmiand Mapping and Monitering Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural
use?
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INITIAL STUDY
Miners Ranch Conduit Aguatic Pesticide Application Program

{ess Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Issues Impact Incorporation__Impact Impact
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agriculturai use, or ] ] [ X
a Williamson Act contract?
¢) Involve other changes in the existing environment ] (] ]
that, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of farmiand, to non-agricultural use?
Comments: _
"~ There is no agricultural usage of lands near the work location.
IIl. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance
criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air poliution control district may be
relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the ] ] ] N

applicable air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
‘substantially to an existing or projected air quaiity
violation? - : :

- ¢} Expose sensitive receptors to substantial poliutant

concentrations?

Comments: :

O ]

L] [ X

Introduction of an aguatic pesticide to the flowing water within Miners Ranch Conduit will not affect air

quality in the project area.

.- BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in locai or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
Havé 3 substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

a)

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrofogical interruption, or other
means?

:c)

O [
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. . INITIAL STUDY

Miners Ranch Conduit Aquatic Pesticide Application Program

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Issues : Impact __ Incorporation __Impact Impact

d} Interfere substantially with the movement of any [] [] [] X
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species .
or with established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of nafive
species or with established native resident or
-migratory wildlife corridors; er impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances ] L] ] £
protecting biological resources, such as atree
preservation policy or ordinance?

. Comments:
The purpose of the aquatic pestlc:de program is to limit the growth of invasive moss and algae species

within the Miners Ranch Conduit.. Therefore, while the program will have an effect on blologlcal
resources, it is a desirable effect.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Cause substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in

§15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
" significance of an archaeological resource pursuant

'to §15064.5?

. ¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
' pateontological resource or site or unique geoclogic
feature?

\ ~d) Disturb any human remains, including those D D
interred outside of formal cemeteries? :

X

o o o
0o 0O o0
X

O O 0O 0O
X

X

Comments:
There are no cultural resource issues or impacts associated with the project.

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

' "a) Expose péople or structures to potential substantial
adverse effect, including the risk of loss, injury, or’
death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fauit,

i)y Strong seismic ground shaking?

XX

iiiy Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

h) Resuit in substantial soil erosion or the Ioss of
topsoil?

OO OOl
Ul Oan
00 OOd

X
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INITIAL STUDY
Miners Ranch Conduit Aquatic Pesticide Application Program

become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in or off-site landslide, |ateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

~ d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Tabie
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial risks to life or property?

Commenls:

Vil. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.
" Would the project:

. a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?

i b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the

and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

¢} Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or

within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school? '

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

two miles of a public airport or pubiic use airport,
would the project resuit.in a.safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

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

an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

h} Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death invelving wildiand fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildiands?

environment through reasonably foreseeable upset

acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste

e} For a project located within an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within

I @) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with

Less Than
Significant
Potentiaily With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Issues Impact - Incorporation  lmipact Impact
¢) Involve unstable areas, or areas that would L] [] ] d

[ [ L] X

Use of an aquatic pesticide will not create an impact on geology and soils.

O o 0 K
O O 0 K

Page 7 of 13




. . INITIAL STUDY

Miners Ranch Conduit Aquatic Pesticide Application Program

Less Than
Significant :
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Issues Impact  Incorporation  Impact Impact

Comments: .
-The pesticide(s) used could create a hazard if released accidentally in significant quantities. However,

Sauth Feather Water and Power Agency’s employees are trained in how to properly transport and
handle the pesticides used in-order to minimize the possibility of release.

VlI-I.HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the

project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste [] ] [<] []
discharge requirements? :

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or [] S L] <

interfere substantially with groundwater recharge .
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table:
level {e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of D , D D <
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, in a manner which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or
off-site? .

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of [] [] ] <
the site or area, including through the alteration of _ '
the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in the alteration of the
-course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runcffin a
manner which would result in flooding on or off-
 site?
e) Create or contribute runoff water which would [] ] ] X
exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm-
water drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff?

- f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

0
N
L0

g} Place housing within 2 100-year flood hazard area
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map? '

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area ] M ] X
structures that would impede or redirect flood

flows?
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. ' . INITIAL STUDY

Miners Ranch Conduit Aquatic Pesticide Application Program

Less Than
Significant
"~ Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation = Significant Nao
Issues Impact Incarporation  Impact impact

i} Expose people or structures to a significant risk of ] [] [] X
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including :
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

j)  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? ] [] ]:l <

Comments:

- Because the project invoives introduction of aquatic pesticide(s) into the flowing water in M:ners Ranch
Conduit, which subsequently flows into Miners Ranch Reservoir, a source of domestic and irrigation
water to South Feather Water and Power Agency’s customers, it is possible that water quality
standards could be violated. The Agency's release and monitoring processes are desrgned to ensure
that no such violation will occur.

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? N [ D

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

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation r 1 1 <
plan or natural community conservation plan? :

XX

Comments:
The project will have_ no impact on land use and planning.

“X. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project: -

a) Resultin the loss of ava-ilabiiity of a known region []
' and the residents of the state?

O O
1 O
X

h) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site delineated
" on a focal general plan, specific plan or other land
use plan‘?

Comments: h
There are no mineral resources associated with the project.

Xl. NOISE. Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generations of noise ] [] ] B4
levels in excess of standards esfablished in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generations of excessive ] ] [] <
ground-borne vibration on ground-borne noise
levels?
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. . INITIAL STUDY

Miners Ranch Conduit Aquatic Pesticide Application Program

Less Than
Significant .
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Issues Impact __Incorporation  Impact Impact

¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise [] [] (] X
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 7] [] ] 24
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
tevels existing without the project?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan [] [] L] B
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within _
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or
-working in the project are to excessive noise
levels?

Comments:
The project will not affect noise levels in the area.

XIl. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

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

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, D D D ¢
necessitating the construction of reptacement
housing elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, - ] ] X
necessitating the construction of replacement .
 housing elsewhere?

Comments:
The project will have no impact on population or housing.
XIli.PUBLIC SERVICES

' a) Would the project result in substantial adverse

: physicalimpacts associated with the provisionof

new or physically altered governmental facilities,
‘the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times. or other
performance objectives for any of the public
services:

i) Fire protection?
ii) - Police protection?
iii) Schools?

iv) Parks?

v) Other public facilities?

L] 24
L X
[ i
L] X
[] X
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. . INITIAL STUDY

Miners Ranch Conduit Aquatic Pesticide Application Program

Less Than
Significant
Potentialty With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Issues impact  Incorporation  Impact Impact

Comments:
The proposed project would have no impact on public services.

XIV.RECREATION

a) Would the project increase the use of existing ] [] [] B4
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

b) Does the project have environmental effects which ] ] ] <
will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, efther directly or indirectly?

c) Does the project include recreational facilities or (] [] ] X<
require the construction or expansion of :
recreational facilities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment?

Comments: _
The proposed project will have no impact on recreation.

XV. TRANSPCRTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project: : ' |

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in D ] _ L] 4
: relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of ]
the street system (i.e., result in a substantial .
increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the . |
" volume to capacity ration on roads, or congestion
at intersections)?

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level ] ] (] X
of service standard established by the county .
congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways?

c) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, including ] Il . X
__either an increase in traffic levels orachangein .. . , e
location that results in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantial increase hazards due to a design [] ] ] X
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

. e) Result in inadequate emergency access? D D D &
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? (] 1 ] X
Comments:

The proposed project will not impact transportation systems or traffic.
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é . INITIAL STUDY

- ’ . Miners Ranch Conduit Aquatic Pesticide Application Program

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
lsslies Impact _ Incorporation  Impact Impact

XVLUTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the

project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the ]:l D ' D @
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new water ] [] ] X

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

¢) Require or result in the construction of new storm . [ ] ] ] ]
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve - ' f___] D [:] g
the project from existing entittements and '
resgurces, or are new or expanded entitlements

needed?

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

' f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted - [:] D D Xj
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and locai statutes and [] [] L] ¢
regutations related to solid waste?

Comments:
There are no utility or service systems issues or impacts associated with the project.

XVILMANDATOCRY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a). Does the project have the potential to degrade the . . [7] 00 [ N I
guality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major period of
California history or prehistory?
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. . INITIAL STUDY

Miners Ranch Conduit Aquatic Pesticide Application Program

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
issues Impact  Incorporation  Impact Impact

b)

o

Does the project have impacts that are individually M ] N X
limited, bat cumulatively considerable? :

{"Cumulatively considerable™ means that the

incremental effects of a project are considerable

when viewed in connection with the effects of past

projects, the effects of other current projects, and

the effects of probable future projects)? '

Does the project have environmental effects which (] o 24 ]
will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectiy?

Comments:

-The use of aguatic pesticide{s) has the potential o cause adverse heaith effects to the employees

who handle the material. Appropriate training will be provided to all employees who handie the
pesticide(s), and all employees will be provided with the appropriate personal protective equipment,

" where engineering controls to prevent contact with or inhalation of harmful substances are not

sufficient.
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