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January 30, 2004

Philip S. Isorena, Senior Engineer
State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Water Quality

1001 1 Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Mitigated Negative Declaration for Use Of Copper To Control Aquatic Weeds In
Irrigation and Stormwater Canals and Ditches

Dear Mr. Isorena:

The Yolo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) plans to use
coppet in our canals and ditches this spring and summer. Therefore, we have elected to
obtain a SIP Section 5.3 exception. The completed the CEQA documentation is hereby
submitted it in compliance with your deadline of February 2, 2004.

The District has completed the CEQA process for the use of copper to control aquatic
weeds in the District’s irrigation and stormwater canals and ditches. The District’s Board
of Directors adopted a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the project at a special Board
meeting held on January 29, 2004,

The attached binder contains a copies of the Notice of Determination, and signed
originals of the District Resolution 04.02 adopting the Mitigated Negative Declaration,
the State Implementation Plan Section 5.3 Exception Information Sheet, and the Initial
Study with the adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration.

The District respectfully requests an NPDES permit by issued for the use of copper as
provided for in this Mitigated Negative Declaration. Please inform us as scon as possible
regarding the permit issuance process. In particular, we need clarification of the role of
the local Regional Water Quality Control Board and the requirements of the new general
permit for permittees that have a SIP exception.

If you have questions, please call. Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely yours,

Christy Bartc):gg

Assistant General Manager

Enclosure

C:windows\TEMP\SWQCB Cover lir.doc







id otice of Determinatio.‘

To:  Governor’s Office Planning and Research
California State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
. "~ 1400 Tenth Street -
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

From: Yolo County Floed Control & Water Conservation District

Subject: FILING OF NOTICE OF DETERMINATION IN COMPLIANCE WITH SECTION
21108 OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE

roject Title:  Use of Copper to Control Aquatic Weeds in Irrigation and Stormwater Canals and Ditches

Contact Person: Mrs. Christy Barton, Yolo County Flood Control & Water Conservation District,
34274 State Highway 16, Woodland, CA 95695, (530) 662-0265.

A copy of the Mitigated Negative Declaration adopted for this project and related documents are available
for public examination at the District office at the above address and telephone number.

= Project Location: Within the Yolo County Flood Control And Water Conservation District, within
Yolo County

* Project Description: Application of copper-based aquatic pesticides to canals and ditches under
the District’s jurisdiction in order to control a variety of aquatic weeds for the purpose of
maintaining adequate water conveyance system capacity. '

. Determination: This notice is to advise that the Yolo County Flood Control and Water Conservation
District approved the above-described project on January 29, 2004, and has made the following

determinations:
| 1. The project [0 will have a significant effect on the environment.
B will not have a significant effect on the environment.
2. L1 An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of

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

3. Mitigation measures Mwere, [J were not, made a condition of the approval of this project.

4. A statement of Overriding Considerations 1 was, B was not, adopted for this project.

5. Californmia State Department of Fish & Game fees (AB 3158)
a) O The project has been found to be de minimis thus not subject to the provisions of AB 3158

b) M The project is not de minimis and is, therefore, subject to the following fees:

B $1,250 for review of a Negative Declaration
D $850 for review of an Environmental Impact Report
I $25 for County Fish and Game program processing fees

. Qj(\/\dm February 2. 2004

Christy Barton (Absistant General Manager Date
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gotice of Determination ™

. g T0:  Yolo County Clerk-Recorder
® 625 Court Street, Room 105
S Woodland, CA 95695

From: Yolo County Flood Control & Water Conservation District

:Subject: FILING OF NOTICE OF DETERMINATION IN COMPLIANCE WITH SECTION
' 21108 OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE

Project Title: Use of Copper to Control Aquatic Weeds in Irrigation and Stormwater Canals and Ditches

Contact Person: Mrs, Christy Barton, Yolo County Flood Control & Water Conservation District,
34274 State Highway 16, Woodland, CA 95695, (530) 662-0265.

A copy of the Mitigated Negative Declaration adopted for this project and related documents are available
for public examination at the District office at the above address and telephone mumber.

" Project Location: Within the Yolo County Flood Control And Water Conservation District, within
Yolo County '
* Project Description: Application of copper-based aquatic pesticides to canals and ditches under
the District’s jurisdiction in order to control a variety of aquatic weeds for the purpose of
. : maintaining adequate water conveyance system capacity.

Determination: This noticé is to advise that the Yolo County Flood Control and Water Conservation
- District approved the above-described project on January 29, 2004, and has made the following
determinations:

1. The project [0 will have a significant effect on the environment.
M will not have a significant effect on the environment.

2. O An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant- to the provisions of
CEQA.
W A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of
_ CEQA. _ '
3. Mitigation measures Mwere, L1 were not, made a condition of the approval of this project.

4. A statement of Overriding Considerations (I was, B was not, adopted for this project.
5. California State Department of Fish & Game fees (AB 3158)
a) O The project has been found to be de minimis thus not subject to the provisions of AB 3158

b) M The project is not de minimis and is, therefore, subject to the following fees:

B $1,250 for review of a Negative Declaration
B $850 for review of an Environmental Impact Report
O $25 for County Fish and Game program processing fees

® /:_j @ / Q’{ Lﬁ/-\ January 30, 2004

Tim O¥Halloran, General Manager Date
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RESOLUTION NO. 04,02
OF THE YOLO COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL AND
~ WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICF
ADOPTING CEQA MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
- FOR USE OF COPPER TO CONTROL AQUATIC WEEDS
IN TRRIGATION AND STORMWATER CANALS AND DITCHES

WHEREAS the District proposes to apply copper-based aquatic pesticides to canals and ditches

- under the District’s jurisdiction in order to control a variety of aquatic weeds for the purpose of
- maintaining adequate water conveyance system capacity (the “Project”);

WHEREAS, the District has prepared the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration Jor
Use of Copper to Control Aquatic Weeds in Irrigation and Stormwater Canals and Ditches,
dated December 29, 2003 (the “Initial Study”), for the Project pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act and CEQA Guidelines (collectively “CEQA™);

WHEREAS, the Initial Study concluded that the Project, with the implementation of mitigation

- measures identified in the Initial Study, will not have a significant effect on the environment;

WHEREAS, the District therefore has proposed to adopt a CEQA Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the Project, and a notice of intent to adopt the mitigated negative declaration was
circulated for public review and comment in accordance with CEQA requirements;

WHEREAS, the District has received one written comment concerning the notice of intent; and

WHEREAS, the District General Manager and staff have recommended that the Board of
Directors adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration and authorize the filing of a CEQA Notice of
Determination; '

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Yoio County Flood
Control & Water Conservation District as foliows:

1. Mitigated Negative Declaration. The District hereby adopts this Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the Project pursuant to CEQA.-

a. Name of Project: Use of Copper to Control Agquatic Weeds in Irrigation and Stormwater
Canals and Ditches. : : '
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b. Project Proponent and Lead Agency: Yolo County Fiood Contro] & Water Co_nse_rvation

District, 34274 State Highway 16, Woodland, CA 95695, (530) 662-0265. Contact person: Mrs
Christy Barton, Assistant Genera] Manager. ' . S _

d. Project Location:  Within the Yolo County Fiood Con_trof and- Water Conservation
District, within Yolo County ' : '

i) The Tnitial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration reflect the District’s
independent Judgment and analysis; ' _

if) Although the Project could have ‘signiﬁcam effect on the environment without







: + ROMINGER, SCHEURING anp VINEK
NOES: nNone | _
ABSENT: DIRECTOR “Eorp

Signed by me after its passage this 29th day of January 2004,

N

o Erik Vink, Chairman
- ATTEST: _ - _

- . Tim O’Halloran, Secretary .

Attachment
Exhibit A — Project Description







The District yseg Integrated Pest Management (IPM) to Inanage aquatic weeds, IPM s
management tool that yses site scouting, weed thresholds and implementation of 4 variety of
control measures to maintain weed Populations at levels that do not disrupt the flow of water,
Control measures employed by the District include Cultural, mechanical and chemica} techniques.
The use of Copper-based aquatic pesticides is ope of the chemical controlg employed by the
District,

Application of Copper-containing aquatic pesticides is done on an “as-needed basis” jp
accordance with the [PM approach used by the District. If needed, applications are typically done
in the Spring, summer, and/or late fa]l. '







State Implementation Plain (SIP) Section 5.3 Exception Information Sheet

. The Use of Copper to Control Aquatic Weeds In Irrigation
and Stormwater Canals and Ditches

Yolo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District

January 30, 2004

1. Notification. The Yolo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
(District) will notify potentially effected public and governmental agencies of the
project. The project is described in the District’s Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) dated January 30, 2004.

2. Description of the Proposed Action. The proposed action is the appiication of
copper pesticides to water in irrigation ditches and canals for the purposes of
controlling weeds and algae. For a more detailed description, see the District's
aforementioned IS/MND. '

3. Method of Completing the Action. The action (the application of copper
pesticides) will be completed according to the copper pesticide product’s label
directions. Refer to Appendix B of the aforementioned IS/MND.

4. Schedule. The schedule for the action will be according to integrated Pest
Management (IPM) principles. For example, the application of aquatic pesticides
will be done at times and frequencies when the concentration of weeds equals or
exceeds thresholds established by the District.

. 5. Discharge and Receiving Water Quality Monitoring Plan. The District will
B continue to use the Central Valley Regional Water Control Board (CV-RWQCB)-
approved Regional Pesticide Monitoring Plan (RPMP) unti! such time as the new
2004 NPDES permit for the use of aquatic pesticides is adopted by the State
Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). The RPMP describes in detail the
requirements for sampling, analysis, and reporting before, during, and after the
project. Further, the RPMP contains a Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP)
that describes in detail the quality assurance and quality control procedures used
for the project.

6. Contingency Plans. In the event that the District cannot Use the SIP exception
regarding the use of copper to control aquatic weeds, manual control of these
weeds may be an option in some areas.

7. Identification of Alternate Water Supply. Not applicable. The District has only
the Cache Creek Water shed Including Clear Lake and Indian Valley Reservoir
as its water sources. Groundwater is g potential Ne alternative water supplies-y,
however the District does not have any groundwater wells at this time.
Furthermore, the use of groundwater would not resolve the problem of aguatic
weed presence in District's canals and ditches.

8. Residual Waste Disposal Plans. Not Applicable. The District's use of copper to
control aquatic weeds in canals and ditches does not create residual waste. Note
that the manial removal of weeks creates substantial residual waste.

_ 9. Certification by a Qualified Biologist. At the complstion of the project, the
. District will provide certification by a qualified biologist that the receiving water
beneficial uses have been maintained. Post-project certification will take into
account natural variations in project site conditions and the influence these
conditions have on beneficial uses.







~ Use of Copper to Control Aquatic Weeds
In Irrigation and Stormwater Canals and Ditches

California Environmental Quality Act
Initial Study
And
Mitigated Negative Declaration

February 1, 2004

Prepared for

Yolo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
34274 State Highway 16

Woodland, CA 95695
Contact: Christy Barton: 530.662.0265

Prepared by

Blankinship & Associates, inc.
2940 Spafford St, Suite 110
Davis, CA 95616

Contact: Michael S. Blankinship, P.E.
530.757.0941
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Yolo County Flood Con' ' .

& Water Conservation District Mitigated Negative Declaration

1.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Introduction

The Yolo County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (YCFC&WCD, herein referred
to as the “District”) Operates over 150 miles of irrigation ditches and canals within its 195 000
acre jurisdiction. The District is located ‘in western Yolo County and is bordered by Solano
County to the south. The District includes the cities of Woodland, Davis, Winters, and the towns
of Capay, Esparto, and Madison. Refer to Figures 1 and 2.

Clear Lake that stores winter water for downstream uses during the summer. Indian Valley
Reservoir was constructed by the District and is located on the North Fork of Cache Creek.
Stored waters in Clear Lake and Indian Valley Reservoir are released down Cache Creek and
the North Fork of Cache Creek, respectively, and diverted into the West Adams and Winters
canal systems at the Capay Diversion Dam, an inflatable dam just upstream of the town of

crops including tomatoes, grapes, rice, corn, and alfalfa. However, industrial uses of water are
also made such as uses during construction. In the winter, the District's canals and ditches
capture some stormwater that is diverted into the first downstream slough providing some flood
control. Refer to Figure 3.

Efficient conveyance of irrigation and stormwater is critical to the District. The District’s ditches
and canals are prone fo infestation by several floating and submersed aquatic weeds including
algae, pondweed, coontail, and watermilioil. The présence of these weeds can slow or stop the
flow of water in a canal or ditch, clog siphon tubes or pumps, or block screens, thus preventing

ditches.

The District's management of aquatic weeds is limited exclusively o its canals and ditches. The
District does not control any weeds in Cache Creek, Wiilow Slough or any other natural stream
course within its boundaries.

The District uses Integrated Pest Management (IPM) to manage aquatic weeds. IPM is
management tool that uses site scouting, weed thresholds and implementation of a variety of

1.2Regulatory Setting

The District currently applies aquatic pesticides under the State Water Resource Control Board
{(SWRCB) interim Emergency General Statewide National Poilution Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) Permit for Discharges of Aquatic Pesticides to Surface Waters of the United
States (#CAG990003, Water Quality Order #2001-12-DWQ). This interim emergency general
NPDES permit expires on January 31, 2004.

4 Revision Date: 2/1/04







Mendocino

%

ﬂw Sacramento

E! Dorado

Amador

Calaveras

\w&agﬁiﬁ & Associates, Inc.

Agricultural & Environmental
Engineers & Scientists

Davis, California 95616

Ph: (530 757-0941 Fax: (530) 757-094

A\

250 St g Project Vicinity Map

}3,_23
Yolo Co FC&WCD

Date
December 2003

Sosle

N\ Asshown

—\
A w
Y







Flood Control & Water
Conservation District

Solano

0 A‘ 0 2 : Sa{n .
g Joaquin
N \
=== G
:"Ajc;‘gﬁ“s?f Project Location Map [+—— a
Ph: (S30) 757006 Fax (530 7570040 CﬂeAsstmn J
®







s
it

R

e
L

Scale Not Known
Blankinship & Associates, Inc.
Agricultaral & Environmental

Engineers & Scientists

2946 Spafford Street, Suite 110

Dawis, CA 95616

Ph: (530) 757-0941 Faxc(530) 757-0940







*
Yolo County Flood Con. .

& Water Conservation District N Mitigated Negative Declaration
. For purposes of complying with this permit, the District is a member of the Yolo Regional
Pesticide Monitoring Program (RPMP). The Yolo RPMP consists of the District, Reclamation

Districts 108, 900, 999, and the Cache Creek Conservancy.

The 2004 General Permit requires compliance with:
* The California Toxics Rule (CTR)
* The Policy for Implementation of Toxics Standards for Inland Surface Waters, Enclosed
Bays, and Estuaries in California (aka the State Implementation Plan, or SIP; SWRCB,
2000)
* Applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) Basin Pjan Water Quality
Objectives (WQOs)

The CTR established priority poliutant criteria for copper- and acrolein-containing pesticides.
Any aquatic pesticide containing copper or acrolein would be prohibited from being appiied in

. | “The presence of 3 mixing zone, if any, within the District is not defined at this time.
Nonetheless, the District has elected to proceed with obtaining a SIP exception in the event that
a mixing zone is determined to exist within the District,

Section 5.3 of the SIP stipulates that Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs) may
allow for short-term or Seasonal categorical exceptions from CTR priority pollutant criteria if
determined necessary to implement control measures either:

1.) For resource or pest management (j.e., vector or weed control, pest eradication, or
fishery management} conducted by public entities to fulill statutory requirements,
including, but not limited to, those in the California Fish and Game, Food and Agriculture,
Heaith and Safety, and Harbors and Navigation codes; or

2.) Regarding drinking water conducted to fulfill statutory requirements under the federal
Safe Drinking Water Act or the California Heaith and Safety Code,

Such categorical exceptions may also be granted for draining water supply reservoirs, canals,
and pipelines for maintenance, for draining municipal storm water conveyances for Cleaning or
maintenance, or for draining water treatment facilities for cleaning or maintenance.

Because the District conveys irrigation and stormwater, the District is eligible for categorical
exception(s) related to “draining water supply reservoirs, canals, and pipelines for maintenance”,
and “for draining municipal storm water conveyances for cleaning or maintenance”.

Requirements for a SIp categorical exception include preparation of California Environmental

8 Revision Date: 2/ 1/04







Yolo County Flood Con’ .

& Water Conservation District Mitigated Negative Declaration

. Quality Act (CEQA) documentation, This Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and Initial Study
(1S) is prepared to meet the specific SIP requirement for CEQA documentation. The District is
the Lead Agency for this MND and IS. The SWRCB is a responsible agency for this MND and
IS. -

1.3Project Schedule
Application of copper-containing aquatic pesticides is done on an “as-needed basis” in

accordance with the IPM approach used by the District. |f needed, applications are typically
done in the spring, summer, and/or late fall. .

1.4Required Approvals
Continued application of Copper-containing aquatic pesticides by the District will require:
Obtaining confirmation of inclusion in Attachment E of the 2004 Ge'neral permit; and

1.)
2.} Consistent with the criteria identified in the SIP, gaining acceptance by the Executive

completing the action;
b. A time schedule;

C. Adischarge and receiving water quality monitoring plan (before project initiation,
during the project, and after Project completion, with the appropriate quality
assurance and quality control procedures);

. d. CEQA documentation;

e. Contingency plans (to the extent applicable); _

f. Identification of alternate water supply (if needed and to the extent applicable);

g. Residual waste disposal plans (to the extent applicable); and '

h. Upon completion of the project, the discharger shall provide certification by a

qualified biologist that the receiving water beneficial uses have been restored.

1.5Project Description Summary

In summary, the project is described as the District's application of copper-based aquatic
pesticides to canals and ditches under its jurisdiction to control a variety of aquatic weeds for the
_purposes of maintaining acceptable irrigation and stormwater conveyance,

g Revisjon Date: 2/1/04







Yolo County Flood Con, .

& Water Conservation District - Mitigated Negative Declaration

2.0 INITIAL STUDY

This document was prepared in a manner consistent with Section 21064.5 of the California
Public Resources Code (California Environmental Quality Act [CEQA]) and Article 6 of the State
CEQA Guidelines (14 California Code of Regulations).

An explanation is provided for all determinations, including the citation of sources as listed in
Section 5. A “No Impact” or a “Less—than-Signiﬁcant Impact” determination indicates that the
Proposed Project would not have a significant effect on the physical environment for that specific
environmental category.

Mitigation measures will be impiemented for water quality and hazardous Materials categories to
reduce the potentially significant impacts fo a !ess—than-significant levels. No other
environmental categories for this evaluation were found to be potentially affected in a significant
manner by the proposed Project.

. 2.1CEQA Initial Study & Environmental Check List Form

1. Project Title: - Use of Copper to Control Aquatic Weeds in
Imigation and Stormwater Canals and Ditches

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: Yolo County Flood Control &
Water Conservation District
34274 State Highway16
Woodland, CA 95695

3. Contact Person & Phone Number: Christy Barton, Assistant General Manager
530.662.0265
4. Project Location: Yolo County, Ca

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: See #2 above

6. General Plan Land Use Designation: Agriculture

7, Zoning: ' Agriculture
8. Description of Project: See Section 1.0
. 9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:  Agricultural & Residential

10. Other Agencies Whose Approval is Required: SWRCR

10 Revision Date: 2/1/04







Yolo County Flood Con” .

& Water Conservation District Mitigated Negative Declaration

' . ' 2.2Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

involving at least one impact that is a ‘Potentiaily Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist
on the following pages: :

(J Aesthetics (3 Agriculture Resources ] Air Quality
X Biological Resources [ Cultural Resources [J Geology/Soils
Hazards & Hazardoys Materials [3] Hydrology/Water Quality O Land Use/Planning
L1 Mineral Resources J Noise d Population/Housing
(J Public Services (] Recreation O Transportation/Traffic
(] Utilities/Service Systems Mandatory Findings of Significance

2.3 Determination (To be completed by lead agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

[3J  Ifind that the Proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION wil! be prepared.

< ! find that aithough the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect becayse appropriate mitigation
measures are in place. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
. _ O 1find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) is required.

(3 Ifind 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,

jm | 3O, 200
ey, 3O “
Sigrieture Dafg) '

Yolo County Fiood Control and
Christy Barton Water Conservation District

Printed Name For

71 Revisjon Date: 2/1/04







Yolo County Flood Con, .

& Water Conservation District Mitigated Negative Declaration
. _ 3.0 EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
3.1 Aesthetics
Potentially Potentially Less Than No impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
Would the Project:
@)  Have a substantial adverse offact . N
L on a scenic vista? - u = =

b) Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not limited
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and O N O X
historic buildings within a state
scenic highway? :

¢)  Substantially degrade the existing -
visual character or quality of the ] ] M <
site and it's surrounding?

. d)  Create a new source of substantial '

: light or glare which wouid adversely 0 ] 0
affect day or nighttime views in the
area?

Discussion

ltems a) and b): No designated scenic vistas or state scenic highways overlook any of the project
site, therefore no impact would occur, :

~ ltemc): The project involves the application of aquatic pesticides fo drainages, ditches and canals
in the District to control a variety of aquatic weeds. These weeds are typically at or below
the water’s surface. Upon control, the removal of these weeds would be unnoticed and as a
result not degrade the visyal character of the project site. '

ltem d): The project is done during the daylight hours, therefore no light sources are needed and
no light or glare is produced.

12 Revision Date: 2/ 1/04







Yolo County Flood Con, .

& Water Conservation District ‘ Mitigated Negative Declaration
. 3.2 Agriculture Resources
| Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
Would the Project:
ra Convert Prime Farmiand, Unique |
Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance {Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared >
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping N 4 0 A
and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to
L—..__Pon-agricultural use? N
b)  Conflict with existing zoning for '
: agricultural use, or a Williamson N M ] 5
Act contract?

: . - i¢)  Involve other changes in the
: - existing environment which, due to _ .
their location or nature, couid result M O O P
in conversion of Farmiand, to non-
agricultural use?

Discussion

ltems a) through c) Onthe conirary, the project accomplishes objectives that maintain and
enhance agricultural land use. These objectives include the delivery of irrigation water for
the production of ¢rops and the conveyance of incidental stormwater.

13 Revision Date; 2/1/04
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3.3 Air Quality

Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact

Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation

incorporated

Would the Project:

Conflict with or obs
of the applicabie aj

a)

truct implementation
I guality plan?

b)  Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or

projected air quali violation?

Resultin a cumulatively considerabie net
increase of any criteria poliutant for which
the project region is non-attainment
under an applicabie federal and state
ambient air quality standarg (including
releasing emissions which exceed
Quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
poliutant concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of pecpla?

Discussion

pick-up truck towing a trailer to and from application sites and the use of a smajj (5
horsepower)‘ generator. This use ig limited to approximately 10-15 times per summer and
fall. The project wili not involve any construction activities, will not change existing
conditions, and will not conflict with or resutt in an impact to policies or control measures
established by the Yolo-Solano Air Quality Management District (YSAQMD).

14 Revision Date: 2/1/04
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In addition to the product label, District personnel consult the aquatic pesticide Material
Safety Data Sheet (MSDS). The MSDS has specific information that describes precautions
to be taken during the use of the aquatic pesticide. District personnel’s familiarity with the
MSDS sheets of aquatic pesticides results in eliminating exposure to sensitive receptors.
An example of a MSDS is included in Appendix B.

As a supplement to both the label and the MSDS, many manufacturers supply product
application documents that give further detail on environmental safe guards, efficacy, etc.
An example of a product application document is included in Appendix B,

. District personnel use the DPR Worker Health and Safety Branch Pesticide Safety
Information Series (PSIS). The following documents are used:

. A-1, Working Safely with Pesticides on Farms

. A-2, Storing, Moving and Disposing of Pesticides on Farms

) A-3, Closed Systems, Enclosed Cabs, Water-Soluble Packaging
* A4, First Aid |

. A-5, Protecting Yourself from Breathing Pesticides on Farms
. A-7, Washing Pesticide Work Clothing

. A-8, Safety Rules for Pesticide Handlers on Farms

. A-9, Pesticide Safety rules for Farmworkers

. A-10, Safety Rules for Minimal Exposure Pesticides on Farms

District personnel's familiarity with the DPR PSIS series further results in eliminating
€Xposure fo sensitive receptors and as a result, no impact oceurs.
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. ’ 3.4Biological Resources

Potentially Potentially Less Than No impact
Significant Significant Significant

Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

Would the Project:

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

Have a substantiaf adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natura)
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?

. ¢) Havea substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as defined
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
{including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, Coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption,
or other means?

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

sites?

e)  Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
résources, such as 3 tree preservation
policy or ordinance?

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

Table 1. Summary of Copper Aquatic Toxicity Data

%6 Hour Freshwater Ave. LC 50, by Species {ugiL
Snail,
Common or Trade Rainbow | Tadpole | Pond White | Leopard Fairy
Name Name CAS# | Bluegilt frout physa | Snail grub frog shrimp

Copper Sulfate Sulfuric acid copper (2+) sait (1:1),
Pentahydrate, Bluestone |Pentahyarate | 7r5sgen | 18469 965 % [9: | 20 50 240
Komeen Copper-ethylenediamine complex | 52769672 8200

Copper Triethanoiamine, [[2,2',2“-Nitrilotris[ethanolaho]](z-}- 51000 433

Nautigue N,0.0'.0"copper 82027596

The use of Copper-based aquatic pesticides is confined to the District's canals and ditches.
District personnel estimate flow and volume In treated canals and ditches so that sufficient

. BR-1. When using Copper-containing aquatic pesticides, District staff wilj
estimate flow and volume in the canal or ditch being considered for
treatment. District staff will only apply Copper-containing aquatic
pesticides in locations sufficiently upstream of outfalls to natural water
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. _ ' courses so that dilution of the Copper takes place to the maximum
: extent practicable.

During 2002, Copper was applied fo the Hungry Hollow Canal. Within 4 hours after
application, a sample of water collected downstream of the application site was analyzed
and reported less than 10 ug/L. Within 72 hours after application, the same downstream
location was sampled and also reported less than 10 ug/L (Blankinship 2002). These values
' substantiate the concept that Copper-containing aquatic pesticiges applied in District canals
. and ditches rapidly dissipates and/or become insoluble and stays that way shortly after
application. This resuits in a less than significant impact to bioclogical resources.

Aécording to District personnel, no apparent adverse impacts to aquatic, avian, terrestrial or
benthic have been noted since the District began using Copper-based aquatic pesticides in

ltem c): The project takes placs in the District's canals and ditches and, therefore, will not impact
any upland habitat or wetlands,
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. 3.5 Cultural Resources
Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
Would the Project:
a)  Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a =
' historical resource as defined in U D U M
§15064.57
b)  Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an -
archaeological resource pursuant O O : O a
to §15064.57 N
¢)  Directly or indirectly destroy a ]
unique paleontological resource or J ] | X
site or unique geologic feature?
d)  Disturb any human remains, ' ]
including those interred outside of ] O 0 B
. formal cemeteries? L
Discussion
ltems a) through d) The project is confined to the District’s canals and ditches. No known historical or

archaeological resource, unique paleontological résource, unique geologic feature. or human remains in or
out of formai cemeteries will be impacted.
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. 3.6 Geology and Soils
Potentially |- Potentially Less Than No Impact | .
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless . Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

Would the Project:

substantial adverse effects, including the O [ 04

a) Expose people or structures to potential
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i} Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning map
issued by the State Geologist for the area | O ] [
or based on other substantial evidence of
a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
L ___and Geology Special Publication 42,
[___ii) Strong seismic-related ground shaking? | ] [ O ] [ 54
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including —
’ liquefaction? 0 n O
o [} Landsides? [ O T O 1T 1T &
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the
L loss of topsoil? g 0 U K

¢) Belocated on a geoiogic unit or soil that
is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site 0 u - X
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
L liquefaction or collapse?

d) Be iocated on expansive soil, as defined
in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building
L Code (1994), creating substantial risks to 0 o 0 B

life or property?

€}  Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems 0J [N ] X
where sewers are not available for the
L disposal of wastewater?

R ____'____%_I__JLJU N I

Discussion

. a) through e): The project consists of applying copper-based pesticides to ditches and canals
: within the jurisdiction of the District. The project does not include any new structures,
ground disturbances, or other elements that could €Xpose persons or property to geological
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. | 3.7Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Significant | Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
' Mitigation

Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Incorporated

Would the Project:

a)  Create a significant hazard to the public .
or the environment through the routine _
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous O X 0 O
materials?

{b) Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through reasonabty
foreseeable upset and accident <

conditions involving the release of U X | U
hazardous materials into the
environment?

¢)  Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within ] O 0 ' [
one-quarter mite of an existing or
proposed school?

. ) Belocated on a site which is included on
a list of hazardous materials sites :
compiled pursuant to Government Code 0 0J 0] 5
N

Section 65962.5 and, as a resuit, would it
create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment?

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

—

W For a project within the vicinity of

private airstrip, would the project resuit in ' =
a safety hazard for people residing or 0 a U X
working in the project area?

g)  Impairimplementation of or physically

. interfere with an adopted emergency

L résponse plan or emergency evacuation u [ [ B
plan?
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h)

Expose people or structures toa
significant risk of loss, Injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where ] 0 3
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas :

or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

Discussion

trict handles, stores, transports and disposes of hazardous materials in accordance
eral, state, and county requirements and manufacturer’s recommendations. The
District's approach is_ supplemente_d by the following mitigation measures:

The Dis
with fed

HHM-1. District personnel that make aquatic pesticide applications are under the
direct supervision of a QAC, Expertise and training used by these District
personnel result in mitigating potentially significant impacts.

HHM-2. Prior to application, a written recommendation is prepared bya PCA. The
written recommendation prepared by the PCA must evaluate, among other
things, the proximity of occupied buildings and people, heaith and
environmental hazards and restrictions, and a certification that alternatives

HHM-3. During the preparation of the PCA's written recommendation and prior to
and during the application, all District personnel strictly adhere to the
aquatic pesticide product label. The label has clear and specific warnings
that alert users to hazards that may exist. Use of the product iabei results
in mitigating potentially significant impacts. Refer to Appendix B.

HHM-4. In addition to the product label, District personnel consult the aquatic
pesticide Material Safety Data Sheet (MSDS). In addition, District
personnel consuit available product information documentation. Refer to
Appendix B. The MSDS ha specific information that describes
personnel’s familiarity with the MSDS sheets of aquatic pesticides results in
mitigating potentially significant impacts.
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HHM-5. District personnel use the DPR Worker Health and Safety Branch Pesticide
Safety Information Series (PSIS). The following documents are used:

¢ A-1, Working Safely with Pesticides on Farms
* A-2, Storing, Moving and Disposing of Pesticides on Farms
* A-3, Closed Systems, Enclosed Cabs, Water-Soluble Packaging
* A-4, First Aid
* A-5, Protecting Yourself from Breathing Pesticides on Farms
* A-7, Washing Pesticide Work Ciothing
* A-8, Safety Rules for Pesticide Handlers on Farms
¢ A9, Pesticide Safety rules for Farmworkers
e A-10, Safety Rules for Minimal Exposure Pesticides on Farms

District personnel’s familiarity with the DPR PSIS series mitigates
potentially significant impacts. For example, the PSIS series describes
the personai protective equipment (PPE) needed for the safe handling of
aquatic pesticides, including goggles, disposable Coveralls, gloves and
respirators.

ltem ¢): No known existing or proposed schools are located within % mile of locations were
applications are made, No impact wouid oceur.

item d): The project sites are not listed on any hazardous waste site lists compiled in
Government Code Section 65962.5 and therefore there is no impact.

participants,
item g): The pProposed Project would not impact emergency evacuatidn routes because public
roadways are not be affected by the Project.

near application sites is done in such a manner so as to minimize muffler contact with dry
grass. No impact from wildiand fires would occur.
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._ ' 3.8 Hydrology and Water Quality
Potentialty Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
Would the Project:
a)  Violate any water quality standards or 0] = ' 0
waste discharge requirements?

’T) Substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such thaf there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or
a lowering of the local groundwater table 0 0 . 0
{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)?

¢)  Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
- through the alteration of the course of a 0 _ 0 ]
‘ stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation
L 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 O ] O
the rate or amount of surface ruroff in a
manner which would result in flooding on-

L or off-site?

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

) Otherwise substantially degrade water
L quality? O = O

g}  Piace housing within100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Fiood il O O
Insurance Rate Map or other flood

. L hazard delineation map?

h)  Place within a 100-year flood hazard area 0J 0 ]
structures which would impede or
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. ' L redirect flood flows? | | 1 f ,

X

involving flooding, including flooding as a :
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

24

]
i) Expose people or structures to '
significant risk of loss, injury or death ] 0 O]

i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
' mudfiow? O m N

Discussion

ltem a): As presented in Section 1.2, the existing interim emergency NPDES permit used by the
District will expire. The District intends to obtain Coverage under the new 2004 general
permit that requires compliance with the S_lP and the CTR.

Application of copper-based aquatic pesticides according to label direction typically require
concentrations of copper between 500 and 1,000 ug/L. Water quality criteria for copper as
described in the CTR are hardness-dependent. Refer to Figure 4. District water varies in
hardness, averaging approximately 150 mg/L as Caicium Carbonate.

Figure 4. Cu Criteria Dependence on Hardness

- Criteria Continuous Concentration {4-day Average, dissohed) =
(e{0.8545nthardness)] - 1.702)) x (0.960)

. ------ Criteria Maximom Concentration {1-hour Average, dissoived) =

(9[0.9422[h(hardness)] - 1.700}} x (0.960)

—— Criteria Continuous Concentration (4-day Average, total fecoverabie) =
(e{D.BS45{In(haﬂ:lness)] -1.702n

----- Criteria Maximum Concentration (1-hour Average, total recoverable) =
(2{0.8422Inthardness)] - 1.7003)

40
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L . ' Based on the relation of copper criteria to hardness, the applicable water quality criteria for
copper in District ditches and canals is approximately as follows:

Continuous Dissolved Concentration (4 day Average) 13 ug/L

Continuous Total Concentration (4 day Average) 13 ug/L.
Maximum Dissolved Concentration (1 Hour Average) 20 ug/L
Maximum Total Concentration (1 Hour Average) 21 ug/l

Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR) establishes a primary drinking water
standard for copper of 1300 ug/L. When applied according to label directions, the
concentration of copper in the District's ditches and canals will not exceed the copper MCL,
therefore there is no impact.

As described earlier in Section 3.4, District staff implement mitigation measure BR-1 to
. address the concentration of copper-based aquatic pesticide prior to discharge to natural
water courses. With this mitigation, a less than significant impact exists, Also, because the

Based on application rates and jrrigation water delivery in 2002, the resulting copper
concentration in the irrigation water once fully diluted is approximately 1ug/L and is 1/38!" of
the concentration required to cause toxicity in the most sensitive species shown in Table 1.
In addition, this value of 1 ug/L is conservatively high because it does not take into account
any sequestration by organic or suspended materials in the water. Organic and suspended
material effectively decrease the amount of Copper available to impart toxicity.

Since 1988, District personnel have not reported adverse impacts to aquatic, avian,
terrestrial or benthic organisms as a resuit of using copper-based aquatic pesticides, further
. suggesting that a less than significant impact has occurred.
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The precautionary measure to protect agricultural craps from the copper-treated water is to comply
. with the use recommendations and labeling of the pesticide. For data regarding the potential impact of
copper on crops, Roland Meyer, UC Ag Extension Soil Specialist directed the District to the
USEPA.1993. 40 CFR Part 903, Standards for the Use or Disposal of Sewage Sludge: Final rule.
Federal Register 58 (32).9392, Tables 2 and 4. This indicates that an annual ceiling concentration of
approximately 70 pounds per acre and an accumulated ceiling concentration of approximately 1,335
pounds per acre. During 2002 and 2003, the District sampled after and downstream of copper

assumption that copper is present right at the detection limit, then approximately 0.8 Ibs/acre of
copper is applied to fields when irrigated with copper-treated water, well under the annual ceiling
concentration cited above. Additionally, the District has applied copper to its irrigation water for
several years with no negative fmpact from copper being reports to the District or to the Yolo County
Agricultural Commissioner’s office.

In spite of significant evidence that suggests that when used according to label directions by
qualified personnel, impacts of Copper-containing aquatic pesticides have no significant
impact, the District will implement the following mitigation measures to continue operating
without a significant impact and reduce any future potentially significant impacts to less than
a significant level: These mitigation measures are:

HWQ-1. The District wili obtain coverage under the 2004 general permit and comply
with all aspects of i, including monitoring and reporting. Until the 2004
general permit is adopted, the District will continue to use the Yolo RPMP
Monitoring Pian that has been reviewed and approved by the Central Valley
RWQCB. Refer to Appendix C. By regularly monitoring and reporting

HWQ-2, ‘The District will continue to implement its IPM program for aquatic weed
control. This program, among other things, involves the scouting of aquatic
weed locations and densities and making applications of copper-containing
aquatic pesticides on an “as-needed” basis to achieve the aquatic weed
control necessary convey irrigation and stormwater.

HWQ-3. Same as HHM-1

HWQ-4. - Same as HHM-2

HWQ-5. ~  Same as HHM-3

Item b): The project would not involve any construction activities or require the use of
groundwater. Thus, there js no impact on groundwater recharge or supplies.

ltems c), d), & e): The project will not involve construction of any structures that would alter

drainage patterns or increase storm water runoff. The Project would not increase erosion or
. in drainage capacity of local storm sewers would be required. No impact would result from

Item f): The project does not otherwise degrade water quality beyond that as described ina.).

28 Revision Date: 2/1/04







Yolo County Fiood Con” .

& Water Conservation District Mitigated Negative Declaration

. Based on the relation of copper criteria to hardness, the applicable water quality criteria for
copper in District ditches and canals is approximately as follows:

Continuous Dissolved Concentration (4 day Average): 13 ug/l

Continuous Total Concentration (4 day Average) 13 ug/L
Maximum Dissolved Concentration (1 Hour Average) 20 ug/L
Maximum Total Concentration (1 Hour Average) 21 ug/t

These water quality criteria are between approximately 1/24™ and 1/38" of the lowest
concentration (500 ug/L) that is typical at the point of delivery when copper-containing
aquatic pesticides are applied according to label directions. This concentration exceeds the
CTR water quality criteria and may result in a potentially significant impact unless mitigation
is incorporated.

Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR) establishes a primary drinking water
standard for copper of 1300 ug/L. When applied according to label directions, the
concentration of copper in the District’s ditches and canals will not exceed the copper MCL,
therefore there is no impact.

The District is within the jurisdiction of the Central Valley RWQCB. The Central Vailey
RWQCB Basin Plan (RWQCB 1998) has a trace element water quality objective for copper
of 10 ug/L for defined sections of the Sacramento and American Rivers. This water quality
objective is not applicable to water within the District's canals and ditches.

address the concentration of copper-based aquatic pesticide prior to discharge to natural
water courses. With this mitigation, a less than significant impact exists. Also, because the

. As described earlier in Section 3.4, District staff implement mitigation measure BR-1 to

any sequestration by organic or suspended materials in the water. Organic and suspended
material effectively decrease the amount of copper available to impart toxicity.

Also during 2002, copper was applied to the Hungry Holiow Canal. Within 4 hours after
application, a sample of water collected downstream of the application reported less than 10
ug/L. Within 72 hours after application, the same downstream location was sampled and
also reported less than 10 ug/L. These values Substantiate the concept that copper-

Since 1988, District personnel have not reported adverse impacts fo aquatic, avian,
. terrestrial or benthic organisms as a result of using copper-based aquatic pesticides, further
suggesting that a less than significant impact has occurred.
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. ‘The precautionary measure to protect agricultural crops from the copper-treated water is to
comply with the use recommendations and labeling of the pesticide. For data regarding the
potential impact of copper on crops, Roland Meyer, UC Ag Extension Soil Specialist
directed the District to the USEPA.1993. 40 CFR Part 503. Standards for the Use or
Disposal of Sewage Sludge: Final rule. Federal Register 58 (32):9392, Tables 2 and 4. This
indicates that an annual ceiling concentration of approximately 70 pounds per acre and an
accumuiated ceiling concentration of approximately 1,335 pounds per acre. During 2002
and 2003, the District sampled after and downstream of copper applications. Copper was
not detected using a detection limit of 0.05 mg/L. Making the conservative assumption that
copper is present right at the detection limit, then approximately 0.8 Ibs/acre of copper is
applied to fields when irrigated with copper-treated water, well under the annual ceiling
concentration cited above. Additionally, the District has applied copper to its irrigation water
for several years with no negative impact from copper being reports to the District or to the
Yolo County Agricultural Commissioner's office.

In spite of significant evidence that suggests that when used according to labe! directions by
qualified personnel, impacts of copper-containing aquatic pesticides have no significant
impact, the District will impiement the following mitigation measures to continue operating
without a significant impact and reduce any future potentially significant impacts to less than
a significant level: These mitigation measures are:

HWQ-1. The District will obtain coverage under the 2004 general permit and comply
with ali aspects of it, including monitoring and reporting. Until the 2004
“general permit is adopted, the District will continue to use the Yolo RPMP
. Monitoring Plan that has been reviewed and approved by the Central Valley
- RWQCB. Refer to Appendix C. By regularly monitoring and reporting
surface water quality in its ditches and canals, the District will be able to
identify problems with water quality and take corrective action if necessary.
Corrective action includes such steps as modification to application
techniques and timing, use of adjuvants to improve efficacy.

HWQ-2, The District will continue to implement its IPM program for aquatic weed
control. This program, among other things, involves the scouting of aquatic
weed locations and densities and making applications of copper-containing
aquatic pesticides on an “as-needed” basis to achieve the aquatic weed
control necessary convey irrigation and stormwater.

HWQ-3. Same as HHM-1
HWQ-4. Same as HHM-2
HWQ-5. Same as HHM-3

Item b): The project would not involve any construction activities or require the use of
groundwater. Thus, there is no impact on groundwater recharge or supplies.

items c), d), & e): The project will not invoive construction of any structures that would alter
_ drainage patterns or increase storm water runoff. The Project would not increase erosion or
. siltation on- or off-site. In fact, the project will maintain and enhance stormwater conveyance
and therefore decrease erosion and siltation. No streambeds would be altered. No increase
in drainage capacity of local storm sewers would be required. No impact would resuit from
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the project.

tem f): The project does not otherwise degrade water quality beyond that as described in a.).

items g), h), i), & j): Since the project would involve no new construction, no housing or other
structures would be placed within a designated 100-year floodplain. The project would not
alter the floodplain or have the potential to redirect flood flows. The Project would not be
subject to tsunami or inundation due to mudflows. Nor would the Project expose personnel
to a substantial risk due to seiche waves or from flooding as a result of a catastrophic dam
failure. in fact, the District's use of copper-containing aquatic pesticides allows for the
conveyance of stormwater and as a result, directs flood flows away from property. No
impacts would occur.
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. 3.9Land Use Planning
Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
Would the Project:
a)  Physically divide an established ' ] ’ - '
L community? U O 0 2

[b)  Conflict with any applicable land use
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency
with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general _ 0 0 ]
plan, specific plan, local coastal program,
or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

conservation plan or natyral community il ] [
conservation plan?

B Conflict with any applicabie habitai

. _ Discussion

ltem a): The project will be implemented within the District’s existing canals and ditches. Nearby
housing, if any, is ryral and will not be affected. The Proposed Project would not resuyit in
any division of an established community. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Item b): The project will not create any new land uses or alter any existing uses and wouid not
conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy or agency regulation. No impact will occur.

Item c): Refer to Section 3.4, item ). No conflict, and therefore no impact will occur,
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. 3.10  Mineral Resources
Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incomporated
Would the Project:
a)  Resuitin the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of O g O 2
L the state?
[b)  Resuitin the loss of availability of a .,
locally-important mineraj resource
recovery site delineated on a locai J O 0 '
general plan, specific plan other land use
plan?
Discussion

ftems a & b): The project involves the addition of copper-containing aquatic pesticides to the
: District’s canals and ditches and has no impact on the availabiiity of any known mineral
. : resource recovery site.

31 Revision Date: 2/2/04







Yolo County Flood Cor” l

& Water Conservation District Mitigated Negative Declaration

3.11  Noise

Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

Would the Project resuit in:

a)  Exposure of persons to or
generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established _ v
in the local general plan or noise O O 0 X
ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or
generation of excessive

groundborne vibration or O 0 0 X
groundborne noise levels?

—~

L

¢} A s:ubstantial pPermanent increase
in ambient noise levels in the =
project vicinity above levels O 0 0 A

L existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or
periodic increase in ambient noise 0 0 0
levels in the project vicinity above

levels existing without the project?

e)  For a project focated within an
airport land use pian or, where
such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a -
public airport or public use airport, O . 0
would the project expose people
residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

[

W For a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project

expose people residing or working O 1 | P
in the project area to excessive

L noise levels?

Discussion
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. ; 312  Population and Housing
Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
incorporated

Would the Project:

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

b)  Displace substantial numbers of
existing housing units, :
necessitating the construction of U | o BJ
replacement housing elsewhere?

¢)  Displace substantial rumbers of _
people, necessitating the =
«construction of replacement 0] 0 O X
. _ housing elsewhere?
Discussion

ltems a) through ¢): No new homes, roads or other infrastructure will be required. No
displacement of existing homes or people will occur. The controf of aquatic weeds for the
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3.13 Public Services

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated |

No Impact

a)  Wouid the project result in substantia)
adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered govermmental 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

pubiic services_:

Fire protection?

Police protection?

Parks?

L

L.

[

[ Schools?
-

[

Other public facilities?

Discussion
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3.14 Recreation

Potentially Potentially Less Than No impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
[a)  Would the project increase the use of

existing neighborhood and regional parks ‘
or other recreational facilities such that O O 0
substantial physical deterioration of the

facility would oceur or be accelerated?
b

[h} Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which O O O
might have an adverse effect on the

L environment?

Discussion

Items a) & b): The project takes place in the District’s canals and ditches. District policy strictly
prohibits playing in and around ditches and canals. Brochures available at the District
office explain this in detait. Refer to Appendix D. Because no District canals or ditches
are used for recreation, the project will have no impact on recreation,
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. 3.15  Transportation/Traffic
' Potentially Potentially Less Than No impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

Would the Project: _

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

b)  Exceed, either individually or
cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion O [} O 2
management agency for designated

L roads or highways? :

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns,

including either an increase in traffic 0 0] 0
; ' levels or a change in location that results
. in substantial safety risks?

f?) Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature {e.q., sharp curves or J 0 O]
dangerous intersections) or incompatible

L uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

le) " Resuitin ihadequate emergency access? | ] | ] | ] [ K
[ Result in inadequate parking capacity? I ] [ (] f Il | X
g)  Conflict with adop_ted po!-icies', plans, or
trensporiaion (o.g. pue arncs. tioyoe | O O O =
racks)? :
Discussion

ltems a) & b): The project invoives the use of one pick-up truck and trailer and will cause no
impact in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the
street system. '

items c¢): The project has no influence on air traffic and as a resyit it has no impact.

access or parking. Lastly, the project does not impact or conflict with adopted policies,
plans, or Programs supporting alternative transportation.
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Utilities and Service Systems

Result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
Serves or may serve the project that it 0
has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition to
L the provider’s existing commitments?

. 3.16
_ Potentially Potentiaily Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
‘ Impact Uniess Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
Would the Project:
a)  Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable Regional - J ] ]
Water Quality Control Board?
b)  Require or result in the construction of
new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing O O O R
facilities, the construction of which could
L Cause significant environmental effects?
[} Require or resultin e construction of
new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the ] O O
construction of which could cause
significant environmentaj effects?
. ['d)  Have sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project from existing : =
entifiements and resources, or are new . - u _
L Or expanded entitiements needed?
[e)

permitted capacity to accommodate the

f}  Be served by a landfiil with sufficient |
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

O
O3
X

O O ]

statutes and regulations related to solid

g)  Comply with federal, state, and locai ]
waste?

0
O
X

Discussion

ltems a) & b and e) through

’ ltem ¢): The project will maintain and enhance existing storm drainage capacity in the
District's facilities. In fact, if the project was not completed, stormwater conveyance may be
diminished and could result in flooding and subsequent loss of, or damage to, property.

: The project does not discharge to a wastewater treatment
plant and does not generate any solid waste. Al containers used to store and transport
aquatic herbicides are returned to the vendor for reuse. No impact occurs.
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. o ltemd): The project has existing water rights in Clear Lake and Indian Valley Reservoir.
_ The project would not alter th

0se rights nor seek to gain other rights. No impact occurs.
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. _ 3.17 Mandatory Findings of Significance

Potentially Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigation

| Incorporated ]

a)  Does the project have the
potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below
seif-sustaining levels, threaten to <
eliminate a plant or animal O i U 0
community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal, or
eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California
history or prehistory?

b)  Does the project have impacts
that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? -

(“Cumulatively considerable”
. means that the incrementat
‘effects of a project are J X ] 0
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 B ]
environmental effects which will
cause substantial adverse effects J [ | ]
on human beings, either directly
or indirectly? _ ]

ftem a): The project involves the use of copper-containing aquatic pesticides which are
considered hazardous materials. District personnel will implement the 5 mitigation
measures (HHM-1 through 5) described in Section 3.7 to reduce the impact to less than a
significant level.

The project involves the application of copper-containing aquatic pesticides to the District’s
canals and ditches at concentrations that temporarily exceed CTR water quality objectives.
Significant evidence suggests that when used according to label directions by qualified
personnel, impacts of copper-containing aquatic pesticides have no significant impact.
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. _ ltem b): The cumulative impacts of continued application of Copper-containing pesficides s
not known. Specifically, the extent to which Copper accumulates and is biocavailable, if at all,
is not clear at this time. The District knows of no other applications of copper-based

ceiling concentration cited above. Further, mitigation has been incorporated into the
project. The mitigation for this potential impact is consistent with Section 3.8, mitigation
HWQ-1. This mitigation reduces the impact to less than a significant level.

impacts to the human beings to less than a significant level with the implementation of
mitigation measureg HHM-1 through 5.
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. 4.0 List of Mitigation Measures

4.1Biological Resources

BR-1. When using Copper-containing aquatic Pesticides, District staff will estimate
flow and volume in the canal or ditch being considered for treatment.

4.2 Hazards & Hazardous Materials

HHM-1. District personnel that make aquatic pesticide applications are either a
QAL or QAC or Someone under either a QAC or QAL's direct supervision.
Expertise and training used by these District personnel resyit in mitigating
potentially significant impacts.

- HHM-2. Prior to application, a written recommendation is prepared by a PCA. The
written recommendation prepared by the PCA must evaluate, among
other things, the proximity of occupied buildings and people, heaith and

HHM-3. During the Preparation of the PCA’s written recommendation and prior to
and during the application, all District Personnel strictly adhere to the
aquatic pesticide product label. The label has clear and specific warnings
that alert users o hazards that may exist. Use of the product label resuylts
in mitigating potentially significant impacts. Refer to Appendix B.

HHM-4. In addition to the product label, District personnel consult the aquatic

HHM-5. District personnel use the DPR Worker Health and Safety Branch
Pesticide Safety information Series (PSIS). The following documents are

* A1, Working Safely with Pesticides on Farms

¢ A-2, Storing, Moving and Disposing of Pesticides on Farms

* A-3, Ciosed Systems, Enclosed Cabs, Water-Soluble Packaging
. *  A-4, First Aid

o A5, Protecting Yourself from Breathing Pesticides on Farms

* A-7, Washing Pesticide Work Clothing
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. * A-8, Safety Ruies for Pesticide Handlers on Farms
* A-9, Pesticide Safety rules for Farmworkers
* A-10, Safety Rules for Minimal Exposure Pesticides on Farms

District personnel’s familiarity with the DPR PSIS series mitigates potentially
significant impacts. For example, the PSIS series describes the personal
protective equipment (PPE) needed for the safe handling of aquatic
pesticides, including goggles, disposable coveralis, gloves and respirators.

4.3 Hydrology & Water Quality

HWQ-1. The District will obtain Coverage under the 2004 general permit and comply with
all aspects of it, including monitoring and reporting. Until the 2004 general
permit is adopted, the District will continue to use the Yolo RPMP Monitoring

HWQ-2. The District will continue to implement its IPM program for aquatic weed control,
This program, among other things, involves the scouting of aquatic weed

_ - locations and densities and making applications of Copper-containing aquatic

. pesticides on an “as-needed” basis to achieve the aquatic weed control

necessary convey irrigation and stormwater.

HWQ-3. Same as HHM-1
HWQ-4. Same as HHM-2
HWQ-5. Same as HHM-3
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