IN THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
County of San Luis Obispo, State of California

day , 20

PRESENT: Supervisors
ABSENT:

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE POSTED BRIDGE REHABILITATION PROJECT
AND ADOPTING
THE INITIAL STUDY, MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM PURSUANT TO THE
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

The following resolution is now offered and read:

WHEREAS, the Posted Bridge Rehabilitation Project is needed to remove the
weight restrictions and to reduce maintenance costs on eleven County-maintained
bridges; and

WHEREAS, the Posted Bridge Rehabilitation Project is budgeted in the County
Roads Maintenance Fund for Fiscal Year 2015-2016 (245R1B637) in the amount of
$255,000 and will be funded from the County Roads Fund; and

WHEREAS, the Posted Bridge Rehabilitation Project consists of removal and
replacement of the decks and railings and installation of new concrete abutments in the
roadway; and

WHEREAS, an Initial Study and proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration have
been prepared for the Project and circulated for agency and public review and comment
(the “Initial Study, Mitigated Negative Declaration”), all in accordance with the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, together with state
and local guidelines implementing said Act, all as amended to date (collectively,
“CEQA”); and

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered the Initial
Study, Mitigated Negative Declaration and related Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program for the Project and intends to take actions on the Project in compliance with
CEQA,; and

WHEREAS, the Initial Study, Mitigated Negative Declaration and related
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Project are, by this reference,
incorporated into this Resolution as if fully set forth herein; and
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WHEREAS, local CEQA Guidelines adopted by the Board of Supervisors

pursuant to Section 21082 of the Public Resources Code designate the Environmental

Coordi

nator as the person to make environmental determinations and recommendations

pursuant to CEQA, and the Environmental Coordinator has reviewed and recommended
adoption of the Initial Study, Mitigated Negative Declaration and related Mitigation

Monito

ring and Reporting Program for the Project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED, by the Board of

Supervisors of the County of San Luis Obispo, State of California, as follows:

1.

2.

3.

That the following findings are made:

a) The Board of Supervisors has reviewed the Initial Study, Mitigated
Negative Declaration and other information in the whole record and has
considered the information contained therein; and

b) The Initial Study, Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the Project
has been completed in compliance with CEQA; and

c) The Initial Study, Mitigated Negative Declaration represents the
independent judgment and analysis of the County as Lead Agency for the
Project.

That the Initial Study, Mitigated Negative Declaration and the related Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program prepared for the Project, which are attached
hereto collectively as Exhibit A and are incorporated herein by reference, are
hereby adopted; and

That the Posted Bridge Rehabilitation Project described in the Initial Study,
Mitigated Negative Declaration is hereby approved and the Public Works
Department is hereby directed to complete the associated project development
activities, including but not limited to: obtaining the required environmental
regulatory permits where applicable and preparation of final plans and
specifications.

Upon motion of Supervisor , seconded

by Supervisor , and on the following roll call vote, to wit:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAINING:

the foregoing Resolution is hereby adopted on the day of , 20
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Chairperson of the Board of Supervisors
ATTEST:

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
[SEAL]
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGAL EFFECT:

RITA L. NEAL
County Counsel

Dated: June 19, 2015

L:\Environmental\JUL15\BOS\MND_Posted Bridges rehab rsl.docx MW:jb

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, }
County of San Luis Obispo,

I , County Clerk and ex-officio
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, in and for the County of San Luis Obispo, State of California, do
hereby certify the foregoing to be a full, true and correct copy of an order made by the Board of
Supervisors, as the same appears spread upon their minute book.

WITNESS my hand and the seal of said Board of Supervisors, affixed this
day of , 20

County Clerk and Ex-Officio Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors
(SEAL)

Deputy Clerk.
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Exhibit A

Posted Bridge Rehabilitation Project
ED14-202/245R12B637

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION, NOTICE OF DETERMINATION, &
INITIAL STUDY

COUNTY OF SAN Luis OBISPO
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
ENVIRONMENTAL & RESOQURCE MANAGEMENT DIVISION
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County File Number: ED14-202 (245R12B637) SCH Number:

COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
POSTED BRIDGE REHABILITATION PROJECT
COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION & INITIAL STUDY

Abstract

The San Luls Obispo County Public Works Department (County) proposes to rshabilltate 11
existing bridges which are currently posted with weight restrictions. The bridges are located on
the following four County roads: Suey Cresk Road (one bridge), Dana Foothill Road (one),
Upper Los Berros Road (four), and Morretti Canyon Road (five). These wooden bridges have
increased maintenance costs and can also pose public health and safety issues by restricting
access to large vehicles. Three bridges on Morretti Canyon Road do not span a jurisdictional
feature and would be replaced with earthen fill or earthen fill with a culvert. The remaining sight
bridges span a jurisdictional feature and would be replaced with new bridge decks and railings. .
Existing abutments would be left in place and new abutments built back from the stream banks.
Work would be restricted to the area outside of resource agency jurisdiction.

All work is anticipated to occur within the County road right-of-way. No public utilities are
expected to be affected. Construction will require two to three weeks at each location. The work
will be scheduled and completed in late summer or early fall over multiple years by priority and
depending on budgets and funding. Project staging will occur within the existing County Right-
of-Way (ROW). The project sites are located within the South County Planning Area and
Supervisorial District 4. Comments regarding this document may be gent to Eric Wier, County
Public Works Department, County Government Center Room 208, San Luis Obispo, California
93408.

The following persons may be contacted for additional information concerning this document:

Eric Wier, Environmental Programs Division
or
Frank Cunningham, Project Manager
County Department of Public Works
County Government Center, Room 206
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408
(805) 781-5252

This proposed Mitigated Negative Daclaration has been issued by:

5 Q04 1000, (on s lV

Date Ellen Carroll, Environmental Coordinator

-

5.06-20(5 T
Date ~ Dave Flynn, Deplity Director of Pubfic Works
County of San Luis Obispo

County of San Luis Oblsy/
The project proponent, who agrees to fryyﬁe mitigatio Mmeasures for the project, Is:
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Initial Study Summary — Environmental Checklist

SAN Luis OBISPO COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
976 O$0$ STREET * ROOM 200 + SAN LUIS OBISPO + CALIFORNIA 93408 » (805) 781-5600

(vor 8.7 ton
Project Title & No. Public Works - Posted Bridge Rehabilitation Program; ED14-202
(245R12B637)

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: The proposed project could have a
"Potentially Significant Impact" for at least one of the environmental factors checked below. Please
refer to the attached pages for discussion on mitigation measures or project revisions to either reduce
these impacts to less than significant levels or require further study.

D Aesthetics D Geology and Soils D Recreation

D Agricultural Resources D Hazards/Hazardous Materials [:l Transportation/Circulation
X Air Quality [ I Noise [ | wastewater

@ Biological Resources |:| Population/Housing @ Water /Hydrology

D Cultural Resources |:| Public Services/Utilitles D Land Use

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
On the basis of this Initlal evaluation, the Environmental Coordinator finds that:

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

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

[

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

[]

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

|:| 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 avolded or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including ravisions or
mitigation measuras that are lmposedypon the groposed rolect nothlng further is required.

Eric Wier, Environmental Specialist e SN J/f/;g’

Prepared by (Print) Slgnature Date
Ellen Carroll,

Rob Fitzroy ,f* j Environmental Coordinator 5/5/15

Reviewed by (Print) /Slgnature (for) Date

@} County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study
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Project Environmental Analysis

The County's environmental review process incorporates all of the requirements for
completing the Initial Study as required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the
CEQA Guldelines. The Initial Study includes staff's on-site inspection of the project site and
surroundings and a detailed review of the information in the flle for the project. In addition, available
background Information is reviewed for each project. Relevant information regarding soil types and
characteristics, geologic information, significant vegetation and/or wildlife resources, water
availabllity, wastewater disposal services, existing land uses and surrounding land use categories
and other information relevant to the environmental review process are evaluated for each project.
Exhibit A includes the references used, as well as the agencies or groups that were contacted as a
part of the Initial Study. The County Planning Department uses the checklist to summarize the
results of the research accomplished during the initial environmental review of the project.

Persons, agencies or organizations interested in obtaining more information regarding the
environmental review process for a project should contact the County of San Luis Obispo Planning
Department, 976 Osos Street, Rm. 200, San Luls Obispo, CA, 93408-2040 or call (805) 781-5600.

A. PROJECT

DESCRIPTION: The San Luis Obispo County Public Works Department proposes to rehabllitate 11
existing bridges which are currently posted with weight restrictions. The bridges are located on
the following four County roads: Suey Creek Road (one bridge), Dana Foothlil Road (one), Upper
Los Berros Road (four), and Morretti Canyon Road (five). These wooden bridges are older and
have increased maintenance costs due to rotting wood and nalls protruding from the decks.
These bridges can also pose public health and safety issues by restricting access to large
vehicles such as trash trucks and large fire engines. Three bridges on Morretti Canyon Road do
not span a jurisdictional feature and would either be repiaced with a combination of fill and a
roadway section or with a culvert and roadway section. The remaining eight bridges span a
jurisdictional feature and would be replaced with new bridges. Work would be restricted to the
area outside of resource agency jurlsdiction.

The work includes: 1) excavating for and Installing concrete spread footings behind the exlsting
abutments (one side at a time to allow for one-lane traffic), 2) removing the existing wooden
deck, stringers and railing, 3) installing precast, pre-stressed concrete volded bridge slabs, and 4)
installing new metal post bridge railing, and metal beam guard-approach railing. The new bridges
would be slightly longer, but simliar in scale as the existing bridges. The area graded at each site
will be approximately 550 square feet. Typical equipment will include: backhoe/loader, excavator,
dump truck, concrete transit mixer, crane, roller, and paver (for sites with asphalt paving). All
work is anticipated to occur within the County road right-of-way. No public utilities are expected to
be affected. Construction will require two to three weeks at each location. The work will be
scheduled and completed in late summer or early fall over multiple years by priority and
depending on budgets and funding. The bridge sites are as follows:

Priority | Road & Bridge Number Mile Post Lat/Long
Ranking
2 Suey Creek Road Bridge B-1 over Suey Creek 1.8 35.0255-120.3670
6 Dana Foothill Road Bridge B-2 over Deleissigues Creek R 5,04 35.0629-120.4724
4 Upper Los Berros Road Bridga B-5 over Los Barros Creek .42 35.0983 -120.4817

@ County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study
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Creek

4 Upper Los Berros Road Bridge B-6 over Los Berros Creek 1.97 35.1015 -120.4837
5 Upper Los Berros Road Bridge B-7 over Los Berros Creek 2.84 35.0962 -120.4707
5 Upper Los Berros Road Bridge B-8 over Los Berros Cresk 3.47 35.0910-120.4620
1 Morretti Canyon Road Bridge B-1 (no waterway at bridge) 0.92 36.2194 -120.6762
1 Morretti Canyon Road Bridge B-2 (no waterway at bridge) 1,17 35.2212-120.5726 |
3 Morretti Canyon Road Bridge B-3 over Corral de Piedra 1,56 35,2243 -120.5671
Creek
1 Morretti Canyon Road Bridge S-1 (no waterway at bridge) 217 35.2312-120.5613
3 Morretti Canyon Road Bridge B-4 over Corral de Pledra 252 35 9344 -120.5567

ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER(8): N/A; road right-of-way

Latitude: See table above Longitude: See table above

B. EXISTING SETTING

PLAN AREA; South County SUB: South County & SLO South
LAND USE CATEGORY: Agriculture & Rural Lands
COMB. DESIGNATION: None
PARCEL SIZE: Not applicable
TOPOGRAPHY: Gently sloping to moderately sloping with stream channel
VEGETATION: Ruderal, Riparian & Agriculture
EXISTING USES:  County maintained roadway
SURROUNDING LAND USE CATEGORIES AND USES:

COMM: Rural

SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT # 4

North: Varlous East: Various

South: Various West. Various

Cb County of San Luis Obispo, Inltlal Study
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C. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

During the Initial Study process, at least one issue was identified as having a potentially significant
environmental effects (see following Initial Study). Those potentially significant items associated with
the proposed uses can be minimized to less than significant levels.

COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO
INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

Potentially Impactcan Insignificant Not

1. AESTHETICS Significant & will be Impact Applicable
Will the project: mikigated
a) Create an aesthetically incompatible (] (] X []

site open to public view?

b) Introduce a use within a scenic view
open to publlc view?

¢) Change the visual character of an area?

d) Create glare or night lighting, which
may affect surrounding areas?

O O O
O O
0 OX X
X XO O

e) Impact unique geological or physical
features?

f) Other: [] [:| [] D

Setting. The bridge sites are on lightly traveled roads Iin rural areas. The new concrete slab bridges
with steel guard railings will look slightly different than the existing wooden bridges, but will be similar
in size and scale to the existing structures. The bridges will not sllhouette against any ridgelines as
viewed from public roadways. The bridges would not represent a departure from the existing visual
character. The project is considered compatible with the surrounding uses.

Impact. The design of the replacement structures minimizes physical Impacts to the environment,
with little or no impacts to vegetation. No significant visual impacts are expected to occur.

Mitigation/Conclusion. No mitigation measures are necessary.

2. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES Potentlally Impactcan Insignificant Not

. . Significant & will be Impact Applicable
Will the project: . mitigated 3 e
a) Convert prime agricultursl land, per ] (] [] X

NRCS soil classification, to non-
agricultural use?

(—) County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study
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2. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES Potentially Impact can  Insignificant Not

" ) Significant & will be Impact Applicable
Will the project: ¢ mitigated P °e
b} Convert Prime Farmland, Unique ] []
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide El @
Importance to non-agrleultural use?
¢) Impair agricultural use of other property [] ] X] []
or result In conversion to other uses?
d) Conflict with existing zoning for L] [] L] ]
agricultural use, or Williamson Act
program?

e} Other: [] [] [] 24

Setting. Project Elements. The following area-specific elements relate to the property's importance
for agricultural production:

Land Use Categorles: Agriculture & Rural Lands Historic/Existing Commerclal Crops: None
State Classification: Not applicable In Agricuitural Preserve? No

Under Williamsop Act contract? No

There are a variety of soil type(s) and characteristics at the 11 sites, but there will be no direct effects
on agricuttural soils as all work will occur within the road rights-of-way. A project referral was sent to
the County Department of Agriculture to solicit comments regarding potential project impacts.

Impact. The project is limited to replacing small bridges on County-maintained roadways, and work
restricted to the road rights-of-way. In some cases, brief interruption of agricultural operations may
result during construction due to temporary width restrictions and temporary road closures. In their
response to the project referral, the County Department of Agriculture identified no significant impacts,
but recommended coordination with adjacent agricultural operators to ensure access is maintained for
ongoing agricultural operations. No significant impacts to agricultural resources are anticipated.

Mitigation/Conclusion. Other than coordination with agricultural operators, no mitigation measures
are necessary.

Potentially Impactcan Insignificant Not
3. Aw”Qﬂl;' ALntY . Significant & will be Impact Applicable
J e project: mitigated
a) Violate any state or federal amblent alr [] X L] []

quallty standard, or exceed air quality
emission thresholds as established by
County Air Pollution Control District?

b) Expose any sensitlve raceptor to ] [] = ]
substantial air poliutant concentrations?
c) Create or subject individuals to ] ] X []

objectionable odors?

& county of San Luis Obispo, Inltial Study
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3. AIR QUALITY Potentially Impactcan Insignificant Not )
Wil the project: Significant ; l‘.;glsn?:d Impact Applicable

d) Be inconsistent with the District’s Clean D |:| ] D
Alr Plan?

e} Result in a cumulatively considerable net |:] |:] ] D
increase of any criteria pollutant either
considered in non-attainment under
applicable state or federal ambient air
quality standards that are due to
increased energy use or traffic generation,
or Intensifled land use change?

GREENHOUSE GASES

f) Generate greanhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may have D D @ D
a significant impact on the environment?

g) Confilct with an applicable plan, policy or ] [] X []
regulation adopted for the purpose of

reducing the emissions of greenhouse
gases?

h) Other: D D D |:|

Setting. The Air Pollution Control District (APCD) has developed and updated their CEQA Air Quality
Handbook (2012) to evaluate project specific impacts and help determine if air quality mitigation
measures are needed, or If potentially slgnificant impacts could result. To evaluats long-term
emissions, cumulative effects, and establish countywide programs to reach acceptable air quality
levels, a Clean Air Plan has been adopted (prepared by APCD).

Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions are said to result in an increase In the earth’s average surface
temperature. This is commonly referred to as global warming. The rise in global temperature is
associated with long-term changes In precipitation, temperature, wind patterns, and other slements of
the earth’s climate system. This is also known as climate change. These changes are now thought to
be broadly attributed to GHG emissions, particularly those emissions that resuit from the human
production and use of fossil fuels,

The passage of AB32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act (2006), recognized the need to
reduce GHG emisslons and set the greenhouse gas emissions reduction goal for the State of
California into law, The law required that by 2020, State emissions must be reduced to 1990 lavels.
This Is to be accomplished by reducing greenhouse gas emissions from significant sources via
regulation, market mechanisms, and other actions. Subsequent legislation (e.g., SB97-Greenhouse
Gas Emissions bill) directed the California Air Resources Board (CARB) to develop statewide
threshoids.

In March 2012, the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) approved thresholds
for GHG emission impacts, and these thresholds have been incorporated the APCD's CEQA Air
Quality Handbook. APCD determined that a tiered process for residential / commercial land use
projects was the most appropriate and effactive approach for assessing the GHG emisslon impacts.
The tiered approach includes three methods, any of which can be used for any given project:

(“.3 County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study
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1. Qualitative GHG Reduction Strategies (8.g. Climate Action Plans): A qualitative threshold that
is consistent with AB 32 Scoping Plan measures and goals; or,

2. Bright-Line Threshold: Numerical value to determine the significance of a project's annual
GHG emissions; or,

3. Efficlency-Based Threshold: Assesses the GHG impacts of a project on an emisslons per
capita basis.

For maost projects the Bright-Line Thrashold of 1,150 Metric Tons CO2/year (MT CO2e/yr) will be the
most applicable threshold. In additlon to the residentlal/commercial threshold options proposed
above, a bright-line numerical value threshold of 10,000 MT COZ2e/yr was adopted for stationary
source (Industrial) projects.

It should be noted that projects that generate less than the above mentioned thresholds will also
participate in emission reductions because air emissions, including GHGs, are under the purview of
the California Air Resources Board (or other regulatory agencies) and will be “regulated” either by
CARB, the Federal Government, or other entities. For example, new vehicles will be subject to
increased fuel economy standards and emission reductions, large and small appliances will be
subject to more strict emissions standards, and energy delivered to consumers will increasingly come
from renewable sources. Other programs that are Intended to reduce the overall GHG emissions
include Low Carbon Fuel Sfandards, Renewable Portfolio standards and the Clean Car standards. As
a result, even the emissions that result from projects that produce fewer emissions than the threshold
will be subject to emission reductions.

Under CEQA, an individual project's GHG emissions will generally not result in direct significant
Impacts. Thls Is because the climate change issue Is global In hature. However, an individual project
could be found to contribute to a potentially significant cumulative impact. Projects that have GHG
emissions above the noted thresholds may be considered cumulatively considerable and require
mitigation.,

Impact. As proposed, work at each bridge site will result in the disturbance of up to 550 square feet
of earth (approximately 28 cublc yards). This will result in the creation of construction dust, as well as
short-term construction related emissions. The project will be moving less than 1,200 cubic yards/day
of materlal and will disturb less than four acres of area, and therefore will be below the general
thresholds triggaring construction-related mitigation. In their comments on the project, APCD deems it
small enough to llkely be less than its significance threshold values identified in the CEQA Air Quality
Handbook (see attached letter from APCD), The project sites are also not in close proximity to
sensitive receptors that might otherwise result in nuisance complaints and be subject to limited dust
and/or emission control measures during construction.

This project is a series of bridge rehabilitations over several years. Using the GHG threshold
information described In the Setting section, the project Is expected to generate less than the Bright-
Line Threshold of 1,150 metric tons of GHG emissions. Therefore, the project’s potential direct and
cumulative GHG emissions are found to be less significant and less than a cumulatively considerable
contribution to GHG emissions, Section 15064(h)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines provide guidance on
how to evaluate cumulative impacts. If it is shown that an incremental contribution to a cumulative
impact, such as global climate change, is not ‘cumulatively considerable’, no mitigation is required.
Because this project's emissions fall under the threshold, no mitigation is required.

Howaver, APCD identified several requirements in their letter to maintain compliance with current
regulations. The APCD also recommended adherence to several dust control measures which are
listed below, and compliance with current diesel idling regulations.

Mitigation/Conclusion. The following will reduce nuisance dust issues. No other mitigation
measures are required.

(—3 County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study
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[AQ-1] Implement the following mitigation measures to minimize nuisance Impacts and to significantly
reduce fugitive dust emissions:

a. Reduce the amount of the disturbed area where possible;

b. Use water trucks, APCD approved dust suppressants (see Sectlon 4.3 in the CEQA Air Quality
Handbock), or sprinkler systems in sufficient quantities to prevent airborne dust from leaving the site
and from exceeding the District's limit of 20% opacity for greater than 3 minutes in any 60 minute
period. Increased watering frequency would be required whenever wind speeds excead 15 mph.
Reclaimed (non-potable} water should be used whenever possible. Since water use is a concemn due
to drought conditions, use of an APCD-approved dust suppressant should be considered where
feasible;

c. All dirt stock-pile areas should be sprayed daily as needed;

d. All roadways, driveways, sldewalks, etc. to be paved should be completed as soon as possible, and
building pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are
used;

e. All of these fugltive dust mitigation measures shall be shown on grading and building plans; and

f. The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons to monitor the fugitive dust emisgions
and enhance the implementation of the measures as necessary to minimize dust complalnts, reduce
visible emisslons below 20% opacity, and to prevent transport of dust offsite. Their duties shall
include holidays and wesekend periods when work may not be in progress.

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Potentially Impactcan Insignificant Not

. P i i & will | t Appli I
Will the project: Significant mi‘ﬁ:ar:d mpac pplicable
a) Resultin aioss of unique or special |:| |:| & |:|

status specles* or their habitats?

b} Reduce the extent, diversity or quality
of native or other important vegetation?

¢) Impact wetland or riparian habltat?

d) Interfere with the movemaent of rasident
or migratory fish or wildilfe specles, or
factors, which could hinder the normal
activities of wildlife?

IO O
O O
XX K
100 O

e) Confllct with any reglonal plans or
policies to protect sensitive species, or
regulations of the California
Department of Fish & Wildlife or U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service?

f) Other: |:| |:| |:| D

* Specles — as defined In Section15380 of the CEQA Guidalines, which includes all plant and wildlife species that
fall under the category of rare, threatened or endangered, as described in this section.

[
[]
[]
X

(,) County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study
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Setting. The following are existing slements on or near the proposed project relating to potential
biological concerns:

On-site Vegetation: Non-native grassland, riparian scrub, riparian woodland, ruderal

Name and distance from blue line creek(s): The eight bridges which cross waterways are
associated with the following streams: Suey Creek, Deleissigues Creek, Los Berros Creek and
East Corral de Piedra Creek. All are mapped as blue-line streams on the respective 7.5
minute USGS topographic maps. The streambed substrate is mostly fine-grained with some
cobbles.

Habitat(s): The bridge sites have a variety of habitat types, including roadside ruderal, grazing
land, riparian scrub, riparian woodland, and eucalyptus. Of the sites on streams, only the
upper two bridges on Los Berros Creek had water present during the surveys conducted in
late January and mid-April, 2015.

Tree canopy coverage varies from none to approximately 100%.

The California Natural Diversity Database was queried in April 2015 for information on sensitive plant
and wildlife species known to occur within the project sites and vicinity. The search included the
USGS quads where the sites occur, plus all of the immediately nelghboring quads (a total of 16 quads
were querled). Species considered sensitive for this analysis include: all federal and state-listed
species, candidates for federal listing and species proposed for state listing, state species of special
concern, and other plant species that meet the definitions of endangered or threatened provided in
Sections 2062 and 2067 of the California Fish and Game Code (e.g. the California Native Plant
Saciety's (CNPS) Rare Plant Rank (CRPR) List 1 and List 2 species).

In addition to the quadrangle-based search, sensitive species that have been previously documented
within a five-mile radius of the project site were aiso considered and visualized using the CDFW
Biogeographic Information and Observation System (BIOS) Viewer Application. An analysis to
determine which of these sensitive species has the potential to occur on site was conducted. The
habitat requirements of each sensitive species were assessed and then compared to the type and
quality of habitats observed on site during the field surveys (Table 1).

Table 1: CNDDB Results - 16 Quad Search Around Project Sites

: " Listing Habitat
Scientific Name Common Name Status* Present/Absent
Actinemys marmorata | Pacific pond turtle SSC p
(Emys marmorats) western pond turtle
Agelaius tricolor tricolored blackbird SE A
Agrostis hooveri Hoover's bent grass 1B.2 A
Ambystoma California tiger
callforniense salamander FTIST A
Anaxyrus californicus | arroyo toad FE/SSC A
Anniella pulchra ;
puichra silvery legless lizard SS8C A
Antrozous pallidus pallid bat SSC A
Arctostaphylos Arroyo de la Cruz 1B.2 A
cruzensis manzanita )

Arctostaphylos iuciana | Santa Lucia manzanhita 1B.2 A
Arctostaphylos :
FADFCEREIS Morro manzanita 1B.1 A

€ county of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study
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Arctostaphylos

pechosnsis Pacho manzanita 1B.2 A
Arctostaphylos Santa Margarita 1B.2 A
pilosula manzanita )
Arctostaphylos rudis sand mesa manzanita 1B.2 A
Arenarla paludicola marsh sandwort FE/SE/1B.2 A
Astragalus
didymocarpus var. Miles' milkvetch 1B.2 A
milesianus
Athene cuniculania burrowing owl 88C A
Alriplex serenana var. . ,
Aavidssal Davidson's saltscale 1B.2 A
Calochortus . . .
obispoensis San Luis mariposa-lily 1B.2 A
Calochortus palmeri . .
var. palmeri Palmer's mariposa-lily 1B.2 A
Calochortus simulans | La Panza mariposa-lily 1B.3 A
Camissoniopsis Hardham's evening- 1B.2 A
hardhamlae primrose :
Carex obispoensis San Luis Obispo sedge 1B.2 A
Castilleja densifiora San Luis Obispo owl's-
1B.2 A

var. obisposnsis clover
Centromadia paryf y
ssp. congdonii Congdon’s tarplant 1B.1 A
Charadrius
alexandrinus nivosus western snowy plover FT/SSC A
Qhenop i coastal goosefoot 1B.2 A
littoreum
Chlorogaium
pomsridianum var. Dwarf soaproot 1B.2 A
minus
Chorizanthe breweri | Brewer's spineflower 1B.3 A

straight-awned 1B.3 A
Chorizanthe rectispina | spineflower '
Cirsium fontinale var. San Luis Obispo 1B.2 A
oblspoense fountain thistle )
Cirsium occidentale 1B.2 A
var. lucianum Cuesta Ridge thistle '
Cirslum rhothophilum | surf thistle 18.2 A
Cirsium scariosum :
var. foricholepis La Graciosa thistle 1B.1 A
Clarkia speciosa ssp. ; .
[ —— Pismo clarkia FE/SR/MB.1 A
Corynorhinus Townsend's big-eared
townsendii bat = Gane L B
Delnandra increscens :
ssp. villosa Gaviota tarplant FE/SE/1B.1 A
Delphinium parryi ssp.
BlashEniEs dune larkspur 1B.2 A
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Delphinium parryi ssp.

Eastwood's larkspur

1B.2

eastwoadiae i
Delphinium
S S - umbrella larkspur 1B.3 A
Dithyrea maritima beach spectaclepod 1B.1 A
Dudleya abramsii ssp. \
bettinae Betty's dudleya 1B.2 A
Dudleya abramsii ssp.
p— mouse-gray dudleya 1B.3 A
Dudleya blochmaniae )
ssp. blochmaniae Blochman's dudleya 1B.1 A
Eriastrum luteum ysllow-flowerad 182 A
eriastrum )
Erigeron blochmanise | Blochman's Ieafy daisy 18,2 A
Indian Knob
Erlodictyon altlssimum ——evwr W FEISE/1B.1 A
Eryngium aristulatum ;
var. hooverl Hoover's button-celery 1B.1 A
Eucyclogobius ;
newberryl tidewater goby FE/SSC A
Eumops perotis : ;
cslmics Western mastiff bat S§8C A
Fritillarla ojaiensis Qjai fritillary 1B.2 A
Fritillaria viridea San Benito fritillary 1B.2 A
Glila orcuttii Arroyo chub SSC A
Gymnogyps
i o California condor FE/SE A
Horkelfa cuneata var. ;
pubsrula mesa horkelia 1B.1 A
Horkelia cuneata var. ,
i Kellogg's horkelia 1B.1 A
Lanius ludovicianus loggerhead shrike §8C A
L asiurus blossevillii wastern red bat 88C A
Laterallus jamalfcensis . .
. California black rail 8E A
Layfa jonesii Jones’ layia 1B.2 A
, o San Luls Obispo

Lupinus ludovicianus County lupine 1B.2 A
Lupinus nipomensis Nipomo Mesa lupine 1B.1 A
Malacothamnus
gracilis slender bush-mallow 1B.1 A
Monardella palmeri Palmer's monardslla 1B.2 A
Monardella sinuata southern curly-leaved

; 1B.2 A
ssp. sinuata monardalla
Monardella undulata o
ssp. crispa crisp monardella 1B.2 A
Monardella undulata San Luis Obispo 1B.2 A

ssp. undulata

monardella
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. woodland
Monolopia gracifens wooliythraads 1B.2 A
. steelhead-
Oncomynchus MYKISS | southicentral California | FTISSC A
coast DPS
Nasturtium gambelii Gambel's water cress 1B,1 A
\I,\;erm;gg ngg;;enudata coast woolly-heads 1B.2 A
Nemacladus
secundiflorus var. Robbins' nemacladus 1B.2 A
robbinsif
Phrynosoma blainvillii | coast horned lizard SSC A
Plagiobothrys hooked popcornflower 1B.2 A
uncinatus
Progne subis purple martin SsC A
Rana boyli ;?ss;hlll yellow-legged ssc A
Rana draytonii gggf"r”'a red-legged FT/SSC p
Sanicula maritima adobe sanicle 1B.1 A
Scrophularia atrata black-flowered figwort 1B.2 A
Sidalcea hickmanii Cuesta Pass 1B.2 A
ssp. anomala checkerbloom )
Spea hammondii western spadefoot SSC A
Sternula antiffarum .
b California least tern FE/SE A
Taricha torosa Coast Range newt §SC P
Taxidea taxus American badger ssC A
Thamnophis two-striped garter
hammondii snake 88U 3
Streptanthus albidus most beautiful 1B.2 A
SSp, paramoenus jewelflower )
Symphyotrichum e
datelatiem San Bernardino aster 1B.2 A
Trifolium hydrophilum _| saline clover 1B.2 A
Tropidocarpum caper-fruited 1B.1 A
capparideum tropidocarpum :

STATUS CODES:

Federal: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

FE Federal Endangered

FT Federal Threatened

State: California Department of Fish and Wildliife

SE State Endangered

SR State Rare

SSC State Species of Special Concern

Other: California Natlve Plant Society’s Rare Plant Rank

1B Plants Rare, Threatened, or Endangered in California and Elsewhere
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Threat Ranks:
0.1 Seriously Threatened in California
0.2 Fairly Threatened in California

The habitat types observad within the project site (disturbed riparian scrub and ruderal/developad) are
not considered suitable for any of the 62 sensitive plant species previously documented within the 16
quadrangle search area.

The habitat types observed within the project site are not considered suitable for most of the sensitive
wildlife specles previously documented in the 16 guadrangle area. California red-legged frog, coast
range newt, two-striped garter snake and Pacific pond turtle have a low potential to occur within the
streams when water Is present. The habltat at the bridge sites does not provide suitable breeding
habitat for any of these species. However, they may occur on site as transients and the sites may be
used for dispersal. None of these specles was detected during the fleld surveys conducted by County
Environmental Resource Specialists in late January and mid-April of 2014/15.

Usage of the bridge structures by bat species was not observed, however one passerine bird nest
(likely Pacific slope flycatcher) was observed on the underside of the Dana Foothill Road bridge.

Referral. The proposed project was referred to CDFW on March 31, 2015 for review and
determination of any potential impacts to biological resources resulting from the proposed project.
CDFW acknowledged but did not respond to the referral submitted by the County.

Impact. The proposed project wouid not impact any sensitive plant species and none were observed
on site during the fleld surveys. Likewlse, Implementation of the proposed project is not likely to
impact any sensitive wildlife species and none were observed on site during the field surveys,
including protocol-level survey efforts for Californla red-legged frog conducted on East Corral de
Piedra Creek in 2011. Other than possible removal of pilings at the Suey Creek location, no work
within the streams Is proposed for the project. Limited trimming of vegetation and possible removal of
one mature sycamore tree on Upper Los Berros Road may be required. Work will be conducted
during the dry season at times of lower flow or dry conditions. No dewatering is proposed. Therefore,
there is a remote possibility that special status aguatic animals may be present on site when
construction activities are initiated. The vegetation or structures on sites may provide suitable nesting
habitat for a variety of bird species. If construction activities occur during the nesting season,
(February 15 through September 1) and nesting birds are present, impacts could occur. Use of the
mitigation measures presented below would ensure that all potential project-related impacts to
sensitive biological resources are avoided.

Mitigation/Conclusion. The following measures will reduce potential biological impacts to a level of
insignificance.

[BR-1] During project activities, all trash, debris, and other waste that may attract predators will be
properly contained in a sealed receptacle and disposed of off-site regularly. Following construction,
all trash and construction debris will be removed from the work area and immediate vicinity.

[BR-2] No pets wilt be allowed on site during project implementation.

[BR-3] No more than one week prior to the onset of construction activities, a qualified biologist will
conduct a preconstruction survey to check for biological resources which could be affected.
Specifically, the site will be examined for nesting or roosting birds and bats.

[BR-4] Prior to the onset of construction activities, a qualified biologist will conduct a worker
environmental awareness training session for all construction personnel. The training session will
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include a description of the species that may be encountered during project implementation, the
general measures that are being implemented to conserve these species as they relate to the project,
a summary of the pertinent conditions of approval from the regulatory permits acquired for the project,
and an explanation of the boundaries within which the project may be accomplished.

[BR-5] All refueling and maintenance of vehicles and other equlpment and areas used for staging
shall occur at least 85 feet from water bodies {e.g. streams). The County will ensure that
contamination of riparian habitat and the associated drainage channel do not occur during such
operations.

[BR-6] Prior to the onset of construction activities, a suitable plan to facilitate the prompt and effective
response to accidental spills will be prepared. All construction personnel shall be Informed of the
Importance of preventing accidental spills and the appropriate measures to take shouid a spifl occur.

[BR-7] If construction activities are scheduled to occur during the nesting bird season, February 15
through September 1, a focused nesting bird survey must be conducted on site by a qualified biologist
prior to the Initiation of constructlon. If no occupied nests are observed, construction may commence
and no further mitigation measures are required. If active nests are observed on slte then the project
must be delayed until the qualified biologist confirms that all young have fledged and the nest is no
longer occupied, (Given the small size of the project area, avoidance of active nests on site via a
buffer is not feasible). Any and all active nests shall be documented by the qualified biologist and a
letter-report shall be submitted to CDFW, documenting project compliance with the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act and the California Fish and Game Code Sectjon 3513,

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES Potentlally  Impactcan Insignificant Not
) Wil th i Significant & will be Impact Applicable
! @ project. mitigated
a)  Disturb archaeological resources? ] [] X []
b}  Disturb historical resources? |:] |:] ‘ X |:]
€}  Disturb paleontolagical resources? [] [] X []

d) Other: ] ] [] ]

Setting. The bridge sites are located in an area historically occupied by the Obispeno Chumash.
No historic structures are present and no paleontological resources are known to exist in the
area.

Impact, Access and project staging will occur within the existing County ROW. No svidence of
culturally sensitive materials was observed on site during the field surveys conducted by County
Environmental Resource Specialists. Therefore, project-related impacts to prehistoric, historic, and/or
paleontological resources are not expected to occur.

Mitigation/Conclusion. No significant cultural resource impacts are expected to occur, and no
mitigation measures are necessary.
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Threat Ranks:
0.1 Seriously Threatened in California
0.2 Fairly Threatened in California

The habitat types observad within the project site (disturbed riparian scrub and ruderal/developad) are
not considered suitable for any of the 62 sensitive plant species previously documented within the 16
quadrangle search area.

The habitat types observed within the project site are not considered suitable for most of the sensitive
wildlife specles previously documented in the 16 guadrangle area. California red-legged frog, coast
range newt, two-striped garter snake and Pacific pond turtle have a low potential to occur within the
streams when water Is present. The habltat at the bridge sites does not provide suitable breeding
habitat for any of these species. However, they may occur on site as transients and the sites may be
used for dispersal. None of these specles was detected during the fleld surveys conducted by County
Environmental Resource Specialists in late January and mid-April of 2014/15.

Usage of the bridge structures by bat species was not observed, however one passerine bird nest
(likely Pacific slope flycatcher) was observed on the underside of the Dana Foothill Road bridge.

Referral. The proposed project was referred to CDFW on March 31, 2015 for review and
determination of any potential impacts to biological resources resulting from the proposed project.
CDFW acknowledged but did not respond to the referral submitted by the County.

Impact. The proposed project wouid not impact any sensitive plant species and none were observed
on site during the fleld surveys. Likewlse, Implementation of the proposed project is not likely to
impact any sensitive wildlife species and none were observed on site during the field surveys,
including protocol-level survey efforts for Californla red-legged frog conducted on East Corral de
Piedra Creek in 2011. Other than possible removal of pilings at the Suey Creek location, no work
within the streams Is proposed for the project. Limited trimming of vegetation and possible removal of
one mature sycamore tree on Upper Los Berros Road may be required. Work will be conducted
during the dry season at times of lower flow or dry conditions. No dewatering is proposed. Therefore,
there is a remote possibility that special status aguatic animals may be present on site when
construction activities are initiated. The vegetation or structures on sites may provide suitable nesting
habitat for a variety of bird species. If construction activities occur during the nesting season,
(February 15 through September 1) and nesting birds are present, impacts could occur. Use of the
mitigation measures presented below would ensure that all potential project-related impacts to
sensitive biological resources are avoided.

Mitigation/Conclusion. The following measures will reduce potential biological impacts to a level of
insignificance.

[BR-1] During project activities, all trash, debris, and other waste that may attract predators will be
properly contained in a sealed receptacle and disposed of off-site regularly. Following construction,
all trash and construction debris will be removed from the work area and immediate vicinity.

[BR-2] No pets wilt be allowed on site during project implementation.

[BR-3] No more than one week prior to the onset of construction activities, a qualified biologist will
conduct a preconstruction survey to check for biological resources which could be affected.
Specifically, the site will be examined for nesting or roosting birds and bats.

[BR-4] Prior to the onset of construction activities, a qualified biologist will conduct a worker
environmental awareness training session for all construction personnel. The training session will
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6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Potentially Impactcan Insignificant Not

. f| 111 1 |
Wil the project: Significant il‘gga?:d mpact Applicahie
a) Result in exposure to or production of [] [] X []

unstable earth conditions, such as
landslides, earthquakes, liquefaction,
ground failure, land subsidence or
other similar hazards?

b) Be within a California Geological
Survey “Alqulist-Priolo” Earthquake D D D @
Fault Zone”, or other known fault
zones*?

¢) Result in soll erosion, topographic [] [] X []
changes, loss of fopsoil or unstable soll

conditions from profect-related
improvements, such as vegetation
removal, grading, excavation, or fill?

d) Inciude structures located on expansive [ ] [] 4 []
solis?
e) Be inconsistent with the goals and ] [] X []

policies of the County’s Safety Element
relating to Geologlec and Selsmlc
Hazards?

f) Preclude the future extraction of D [] []
valuable mineral resources?

g) Other: ] O []

* Per Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication #42

1 X

Setting. The following relates to the project's geologic aspects or conditions;
Topography: Gently sloping
Within County's Geologic Study Area?: No
Landslide Risk Potential: Low
Liquefaction Potential: Low
Nearby potentially active faults?. No  Distance? Not applicable
Area known to contain serpentine or ultramafic rock or soils?: No
Shrink/Sweli potential of soil: Negliglble
Other notable geologic features? None

The project sites are not within the County's Geologic Study Area designation. The landslide and
liquefaction potentials are low and the project sites are not located within a potentially active fault
zone. The project is limited to rehabilitating small bridges with work occurring within the existing road
prisms.

Impact. At each bridge site, construction will result in the maximum disturbance of approximately 560
square feet within the roadway.
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Mitigation/Conclusion. No significant impacts to geology and soils are expected to occur and no

mitigation measures are necessary.

7. HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS - Wi the project:

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

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

¢} Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
Y-miie of an existing or proposed
school?

d) Be located on, or adjacent fo, a site
which is included on a list of hazardous
material/waste sites compiled pursuant
to Gov’t Code 65962.5 (“Cortese List"”),
and result in an adverse public health
condition?

e) Impair implementation or physically
interfare with an adopted emergency
response or evacuation plan?

f) If within the Airport Review designation,
or near a private airstrip, rasult in a
safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

g) Increase fire hazard risk or expose
people or structures to high wildland
fire hazard conditlons?

h) Be within a ‘very high’ fire hazard
severity zone?

i} Be within an area classified as a ‘state
responsibility’ area as defined by
CalFire?

j} Other:

@ County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study

Potentially
Significant

[

[l

]

I I A I I

22 of 45

Impact can
& will be
mitlgated

[l

[l

[l

L oo o

Insignificant
Impact

X

[

0 X O X

Not
Applicable

X

[]

X

[ I B R



Setting. The project sites are not located in an area of known hazardous materials contamination;
nor is it located adjacent to such a site. The project is not expected to conflict with any regional
evacuation plan or alter the existing emergency vehicle response times because the roads will remaln
open for all but one day during construction, which is anticipated to take approximately two to three
weeks. The project sites are not located within an Airport Review Area or near a private airstrip. The
sites occur within a range of fire hazard severity zones. Based on the County Emergency Response
Time map, It would more than fifteen minutes to respond to an emergency at the project sites.

Impact. Other than fuel, fluids and lubricants typical of construction equipment, the project does not
propose the use of hazardous materials, nor the generation of hazardous wastes. The project site is
not found on the 'Cortese List' (which Is a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Saction 65962.5). Implementation of the project does not present a significant fire
safety risk; it would reduce the amount of existing fuels on site. The project is not expected to conflict
with any regional emergency response or evacuation plan.

Mitigation/Conclusion, No significant impacts as a result of hazards or hazardous materlals are
anticipated, and no mitigation measures are necessary.

Potentially Impact can  Insignificant Not
8. NOISE Significant & will be Impact Applicable
Will the project: mitigated
a) Expose people to noise laveis that
exceed the County Nolse Element D D D &
thresholds?

b) Generate permanent increases in the
ambient noise levels In the profect
vicinity?

¢} Cause a temporary or periadic increase
in ambient noise in the project vicinity?

d) Expose people ta severa noise or
vibratlon?

e) If located within the Airport Review
designation or adjacent to a private
airstrip, expose people residing or
working in the project area ta severe
noise leveis?

f) Other: ] [] [] []

O O o O
OO O O
O X X O
X OO0 K

Setting. The project is not within close proximity of loud noise sources, and will not conflict with any
sensitive noise receptors (e.g., residences). Based on the Noise Element's projected future noise
generation from Known stationary and vehicle-generated noise sources, the project is within an
acceptabie threshold area.

Impact. The project will not generate long-term loud noises and will not introduce sensitive noise
receptors into Known noisy areas. All potential noise generated from the project falls within the
exempted times of 7 am to 9 pm (Monday through Friday) and would be limited to minimal temporary
noise generated from the equipment that will be used to rehabilitate the bridges. All of the
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construction activities at each site are anticipated to take approximately two to three weeks to
implement.

Mitigatlon/Conclusion. No significant noise impacts are anticipated, and no mitigation measures are
necessary.

9. POPULATION/HOUSING Potentially Impact can  Insignificant Not
) will th il Significant & will be Impact Applicable
ill the project: mitigated
a) Induce substantial growth In an area [] [] X D

either directly (e.g., construct new
homes or businesses) or indirectly
(e.q., extension of major
Infrastructure)?

b) Displace existing housing or people, (] (] D g
requiring construction of replacement

housing elsewhere?

¢) Create the need for substantial new [] [] ] =4
housing in the area?

d) Other: [] [] |:| []

Setting. Bridge rehabilitation activities are not anticipated to result In substantial growth,
development, or create a need for substantial housing. The Project will not displace people, remove
existing housing or require construction of replacement housing. Additionally, the Project will not
require a substantial use of fuel or energy.

Impact. The Project will not result in a need for a significant amount of new housing, and will not
displace people or remove existing housing.

Mitigation/Conclusion. No significant population and housing Impacts are anticipated. No significant
impacts are anticlpated, and no mitigation measures are necessary.

10. PUBLIC SERVICES/UTILITIES Ppotentially impactcan Insignificant Not
Will the project have an effect upon, or Significant & will be Impact Applicable
resuit in the need for new or altered public mitigated
services in any of the following areas:

a)  Fire protection? )

b)  Police protectlon (e.g., Sheriff, CHP)?
¢) Schools?

d) Roads?

e) Solid Wastes?

XX KKK
XOdodo

f Other public facilities?

Do
Oododn
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10. PUBLIC SERVICES/UTILITIES Potentially impactcan Insignificant Not
Wiil the project have an effect upon, or Significant & will be Impact Applicable
result in the need for new or altered public mitigated
services in any of the following areas:

g)  Other: ] ] [] []

Setting. The project area Is served by the following public services/facllities:

Police: County Sheriff Location: Oceano
Elre; Cal Fire (formerly CDF) Hazard Severity: Response TIme: Not applicable
Location:

“School District: Lucta Mar Unifled School District.

Impact. No significant project-specific impacts to utilities or public services were identified. The
affected road segments will close to through traffic for one day while the old bridge deck and railings
are removed and the new bridge slabs and rallings are installed. In addition there will be half lane
closures during abutment construction.

Mitigation/Conclusion. For each bridge site, the affected public will be notified via a public outreach
program. No mitigation is necessary.

Potentlally Impact can Inslgnificant Not
11. RECREATION Significant & will be Impact AppHcable
Will the project: mitigated
a) Increase the use or demand for parks [] [] [] X
or other recreation opportunities?
b)  Affect the access to tralls, parks or D D 4 |:|

other recreation opportunities?

c) Other ] ] ] ]

Setting. The County's Parks and Recreation Element does not show potential trails going through
the proposed project sites. The sltes are not proposed in locations that will affect any trail, park,
recreational resource, coastal access, and/or Natural Area.

Impact. The proposed project will not create a significant need for additional park, Natural Area,
and/or recreational resources.

Mitigation/Conclusion. No significant recreation impacts are anticipated, and no mitigation
measuras are necessary.
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12. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION Potentially Impactcan insignificant Not

Significant & wlll be impact Applicable
Wi the project: mitigated
a) Increase vehicle trips to local or areawide [] [] =4 []

clreulation system?

b) Reduce existing “Level of Service” on
public roadway(s)?

¢) Creafe unsafe conditions on public
roadways (e.g., limited access, design
features, sight distance, slow vehicles)?

d) Provide for adequate emergency access?

I O
ool oo
OX X X
XO O O

e) Conflict with an established measure of
effectiveness for the performance of the
circulation system considering all modes
of transportation (e.g. LOS, mass transit,

efc.)?
f) Conflict with an applicable congestion [] [] [] X
management program?

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit,
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or
otherwise decrease the performance or
safety of such facilities?

h) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns
that may result in substantial safety risks? D D D &

i) Other: |:| |:| |:| |:|

[
[]
Ll
X

Setting. Dana Foothill Road has alternate access routes. Suey Creek Road, Upper Los Berros Road
and Morrett! Canyon Road are "dead end” roads. All of these roads are rural with low traffic volumes.

Impact. Rehabilitating the bridges will require that the traffic lane be narrowed during installation of
the new abutments. The affected road segment will be closed to through traffic for one day at each
site durlng replacement of the bridge deck. Construction activity will result in a small, temporary
increase in traffic. This small amount of additional traffic will not result in a significant change to the
existing road service or traffic safety levels. The project does not conflict with adopted policies, plans
and programs on transportation.

Mitigation/Conclusion. To reduce potential impacts to transportation/circulation, construction
equipment and materials will be staged, when possible, where this activity will minimize potential
project-related traffic congestion and delays, Traffic safety will be ensured by use of standard
construction signage, flagging, and/or changeable message signs as needed. Public outreach will be
conducted to inform residents and service providers. No significant traffic impacts were identified and
no additional mitigation measures are necessary.
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13. WASTEWATER Potentlally
Significant

Wiil the project:

a) Violate waste discharge requirements
or Central Coast Basin Plan criteria for
wastewater systems?

b) Change the quality of surface or ground
water (e.g., nitrogen-loading, day-
lighting)?

c) Adversely affect community wastewater
service provider?

d) Other:

[]

[]

[]
[

[]

[

[]
[

Impact can
& will be
mitigated

X

[]
[]

Insignificant Not
Impact Applicable
[] <

[]

X

[]

Setting/Impact. The proposed Project involves rehabhilitating small bridges, and is not anticipated to
generate wastewater or adversely affect wastewater facilities. A portable chemical toilet will be
available for use by construction crews. No wastewater-related Impacts would occur as a result of the

project.

Mitigation/Conclusion. No significant impacts are anticipated, and no mitigation measures are

necassary.

14. WATER & HYDROLOGY

Wiil the project:

QUALITY

a)
b)

c)

d)

e)

g)

Violate any water quality standards?

Discharge into surface waters or otherwise
alter surface water quality (e.g., turbidity,
sediment, temperature, dissolved oxygen,
efc.)?

Change the quallty of groundwater (e.g.,
saltwater intrusion, ntitrogen-loading, efc.)?

Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capaclty of exlsting or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide
additional sources of poliuted runoff?

Change rates of soll absorption, or amount or
direction of surface runoff?

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

Involve activities within the 100-year flood
zone?

@ county of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study

Potentially
Significant

27 of 45

[]
[]

[]

]

Impact can
& will be
mitigated

[]
X

1

Insignificant
Impact

X
[]

Not
Applicable

[]
[]

X [

L1 O



14. WATER & HYDROLOGY Potentially Impactcan Insignificant Not

Significant & will be Impact Applicable
Will the project: mitigated

QUANTITY

h) Change the quantity or movement of avallable I:I I:I I:I X
surface or ground water?

{) Adversely affect communlty water service |:| |:| |:| X
provider?

j) Expose people to a risk of loss, injury or |:| |:| @ D

death involving flooding (e.g., dam
failure,otc.), or inundation by seiche, tsunami
or mudfiow?

k) Other: [] [] [] []

Setting.

The topography varies from gently to moderately sloping with stream channels at most of the sites.
As described in the NRCS Soil Survey, the soil surface is considered to have low erodibility.

Bridge rehabilitation will invelve much less than one acre of disturbance at each site, therefore not
subject to preparing a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). Work will be restricted to the
dry season, therefore temporary erosion and sedimentation measures are not expected to be needed.

DRAINAGE - The following relates to the project’s drainage aspects:
Within the 100-year Flood Hazard designation? Some sltes within and others not
Closest creek? Various Distance? On-site
Soil drainage characteristics: Not applicabie because only existing roadway will be disturbed

SEDIMENTATION AND ERQOSION — Soil type, area of disturbance, and slopes are key aspects to
analyzing potential sedimentation and erosion issues. There is a variety of soil types assoclated with
the several bridge sites. As described in the NRCS Soil Survey, the project’s soil erodibility is as
follows:

Soil srodibility: Not applicable because only existing roadway wlli be disturbed
Impact — Water Quality/Hydrology
With regards to project impacts on water quality the following conditions apply:

v At each site, approximately 550 square feet of site disturbance is proposed and approximately
28 cubic yards of material will be excavated;

v' Some of the project sites are within a 100-year Flood Hazard designation;
v Most of the project sites are within 100 feet of creeks;

v" All hazardous materials and/or wastes will be properly stored on-site, which include secondary
containment should spills or leaks oceur.
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Mitigation/Conclusion. The following measures will reduce potential water quality impacts to a level
of insignificance. .

[WQ-1] During project impiementation, all vehicles and equipment will be maintained in good working
order so that they are free of any and all leaks that could escape and come in contact with the ground
and to ensure that any leaks or spills that occur during regular maintenance activities or storage can
be quickly, easily, and properly removed.

[WQ-2] During excavation for and construction of abutments, materiais will not be allowed to enter the
stream channel. Where appropriate, BMP’s will be implemented to protect waterways.

[WQ-3] During wood structure removal and instaliation of new components, implement measures to
either: a) prevent material from entering the streambed and banks, or b) remove any debris from the
streambed and banks upon completion of construction.

15. LAND USE inconsistent  Potentially Consistent  Not
' Inconsistent Applicable
Will the profect:
a) Be potentially inconsistent with land use, ] (] X (]

policy/ragulation (e.g., general plan
[County Land Use Element and
Ordinance], local coastal pian, specific
plan, Clean Air Plan, efc.) adopted fo avoid
or mitigate for environmental effacts?

b) Be potentlally Inconsistent with any
habitat or community conservation plan?

agency environmental plans or policles

c) Be potentially inconsistent with adopted D
with furisdiction over the project?

O O O

[] X

X []
d) Be potentially incompatible with & D
surrounding land uses?

e) Other: |:| |:| D D

Setting/lmpact. Surrounding uses are identifled on Page 3 of the Initial Study. The proposed project
was reviewed for consistency with policy and/or regulatory documents relating to the environment and
appropriate land use (e.g., County Land Use Ordinanca, Local Coastal Plan, stc.). Referrals were
sent to outside agencies to review for policy consistencies (e.g., CAL FIRE for Fire Code, APCD for
Clean Air Plan, etc.). The project was found to be consistent with these documents (refer also to
Exhibit A on reference documents used).

The project is not within or adjacent to a Habitat Conservation Plan area. The project is consistent or
compatible with the surrounding uses as summarized on page 3 of this [nitial Study.

Mitigation/Concluslon. No inconsistencies were identified and therefore no additional measures
above what will already be required were determined necessary.
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16. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF Potentially ~ Impactcan Insignificant Not
SIGNIFICANCE Significant mg; be ' Impact Applicable

Will the project:

a) Have the potential to degrade the quallty of the environment, substantially reduce the
habltat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to elimlnate a piant 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 periods of

Callfornia history or pre-history? |:| D X] I:]

b)  Have impacts that are Iindividually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed In connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects

of probable future profects) D |:| |Z| |:|
c) Have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, elther directiy or indirectly? D |:| X I:‘

For further information on CEQA or the County's environmental review process, please visit the
County's web site at “www.sloplanning.orq” under “Environmental Information”, or the California
Environmental Resources Evaluation System at: hitp:/Awww.ceres.ca.gov/topic/env_law/cegalguidelines
for information about the Callfornia Environmental Quality Act.
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Exhibit A - Initial Study References and Agency Contacts

The County Planning Department has contacted various agencies for their comments on the
proposed project. With respect to the subject application, the following have been contacted (marked
with an X)) and when a response was made, it is either attached or in the application file:

Contacted Agency

O (D=

County Public Works Department

County Environmental Health Services

Response
Not Applicable

Not Applicable

County Agricultural Commissioner's Office In File**

County Airport Manager

Airport Land Use Commission

Air Pollution Control District

County Sheriff's Department
Regional Water Quality Control Board
CA Coastal Commission

CA Department of Fish and Wildlife
CA Department of Forestry (Cal Fire)
CA Department of Transportation

Not Applicable
Not Applicable
Attached

Not Applicable
Not Applicable
Not Applicable
Not Applicable
Not Applicable
Not Applicable

Community Services District Not Applicable
Other Not Applicable
Other Not Appllcable

** “No comment” or “No concerns’-type responses are usually not attached

The following checked (“[X]") reference malerlals have been used in the environmental review for the
proposed project and are hereby incorporated by reference into the Initial Study. The following
Information is available at the County Planning and Building Department.

X

Project File for the Subject Application

County documents

=

X

XM

HOCIHKOXOX

Coastal Plan Policies
Framework for Planning (Coastal/lnland)
General Plan (Inland/Coastal), includes all
maps/elements; more pertinent elements:
X Agriculture Element
X Conservation & Open Space Element
[C] Economic Element
X Housing Element
P Noise Element
(] Parks & Recreatlon Element/Project List
X Safety Element
Land Use Ordinance (Inland/Coastal)
Building and Construction Ordinance
Public Facilities Fee Ordinance
Real Property Division Ordinance
Affordable Housing Fund
Airport Land Use Plan
Energy Wise Plan
South County Area Plan/South Counly sub area
and Update EIR

(":"-i; County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study
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O Design Plan

] Specific Plan

X Annual Resource Summary Report
Circulation Study

O

Other documents

Clean Air Plan/APCD Handbook

Reglonal Transportation Plan

Unlform Fire Code

Water Quality Controt Plan (Central Coast
Basin — Region 3)

Archaeological Resources Map

Area of Critlcal Concerns Map

Special Biological Importance Map

CA Natural Species Diversity Database
Fire Hazard Severity Map

Flood Hazard Maps

Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil
Survey for SLO County

GIS mapping layers (e.g., habitat, streams,
contours, efc.)

Other

KKXIEX

HRNXXXNX

X

O



In addition, the following project specific Information and/or reference materials have been considered
as a part of the Initial Study:

Air Pollution Control District (APCD) San Luis Obispo County. 2012. CEQA Air Quality Handbook. A
Guide for Assessing the Air Quality Impacts for Projects Subject to CEQA Review.

Auchinachie, Lynda. 2015. CEQA Project Referral Response for the Posted Bridges Rehabilitation
Project from the County Agricultural Commissioner's Office.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). 2015. Biogeographic Information and
Observation Systern (BIOS) Viewer. Retrieved April, 2015, Available Online:
https://map.dfg.ca.qov/bios/.

California Natural Diversity Database (CNDD8). 2015 Blogeographic Data Branch, California
Department of Fish and Wildlife. Version 5. Retrieved April, 2014. Retrieved April, 2014.
Available Online:

hitps://map.dfg.ca.govirarefind/Login.aspx ?ReturnUrl=%2frarefind%2fview%2fRareFind.aspx.

Guise, M. 2015, CEQA Project Referral Response for the Posted Bridges Rehabilitation Project from
the San Luis Obispo Caunty Air Pollution Control District.

Sawyer, J., T. Keeler-Waolf, and J. Evans. 2009. A Manual of Callfornia Vegetation, Second Edition.
California Native Plant Society Press. Sacramento, California.
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Exhibit B - Mitigation Summary Table

Alr Quality

[AQ-1] Implement the following mitigation measures to minimize nuisance impacts and to significantly
reduce fugitive dust emissions.

a. Reduce the amount of the disturbed area where possible;

b. Use water trucks, APCD approved dust suppressants (see Section 4.3 in the CEQA Air Quality
Handbook), or sprinkler systems In sufficient quantities to prevent alrborne dust from leaving the site
and from exceeding the District's limit of 20% opacity for greater than 3 minutes in any 60 minute
period. Increased watering frequency would be required whenever wind speeds exceed 15 mph.
Reclaimed (non-potable) water should be used whenever possible. Since water use is a concern due
to drought conditions, use of an APCD-approved dust suppressant should be considered where
feasible;

c. All dirt stock-plle areas should be sprayed daily as needed;

d. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc. to be paved should be completed as soon as possible,
and building pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are
used;

e. All of these fugitive dust mitigation measures shall be shown on grading and building plans; and

f. The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons to monitor the fugitlve dust emissions
and enhance the implementation of the measures as necessary to minimize dust compilaints, reduce
visible emissions below 20% opaclty, and to prevent transport of dust offsite. Their duties shall
Include holidays and weekend periods when work may not be in progress.

Biological Resources

[BR-1] During project activities, all trash, debris, and other waste that may attract predators will be
properly contained in a sealed receptacle and disposed of off-site regularly. Following construction,
all trash and construction debris will be removed from the work area and immediate vicinity.

[BR-2] No pets will be allowed on site during project implementation.

[BR-3] No more than one week prior to the onset of construction activities, a qualified biologist will
conduct a preconstruction survey to check for biologlcal resources which couid be affected.
Specifically, the site will be examined for nesting or roosting birds and bats.

[BR-4] Prior to the onset of construction activities, a qualified biologist will conduct a worker
environmental awareness training sassion for all construction personnel. The training session wiil
include a description of the species that may be encountered during project implementation, the
general measures that are being implemented to conserve these species as they relats to the project,
a summary of the pertinent conditions of approval from the reguiatory permits acquired for the project,
and an explanation of the boundaries within which the project may be accomplished.

[BR-5] All refueling and maintenance of vehicles and other equipment and areas used for staging
shall occur at least 65 feet from water bodies (e.g. streams). The County will ensure that
contamination of riparian habitat and the associated drainage channel do not occur during such
operations.

[BR-6] Prior to the onset of construction activities, a suitable plan to facilitate the prompt and effective
response to accidental spills will be prepared. All construction personnel shall be informed of the
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importance of preventing accidental spills and the appropriate measures to take should a splll oceur.

[BR-7] If constructlon activities are scheduled to occur during the nesting bird season, February 15
through September 1, a focused nesting bird survey must be conducted on site by a qualified biologist
prior to the Inltiation of construction. If no occupied nests are observed, construction may commence
and no further mitigation measures are required. If active nests are observed on site then the project
must be delayed untll the qualified biologist confirns that all young have fledged and the nest is no
longer occupied, (Given the small size of the project area, avoidance of active nests on site via a
buffer Is not feasible). Any and all active nests shall be documented by the qualified biologist and a
letter-report shall be submitted to CDFW, documenting project compliance with the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act and the California Fish and Game Code Section 3513,

Water Quality

[WQ-1] During project Implementation, all vehicles and equipment will be maintained in good working
order so that they are free of any and all leaks that could escape and come in contact with the ground
and to ensure that any leaks or spills that occur during regular maintenance activities or storage can
be quickly, easily, and properly removed.

[WQ-2] During excavation for and construction of abutrnents, materials will not be allowed to enter the
stream channel. Where appropriate, BMP’s will be implemented to protect waterways.

[WQ-3] During wood structure removai and installation of new components, implement measures to
either: a) prevent material from entering the streambed and banks, or b) remove any debris from the
streambed and banks upon completion of construction.

Mitigation Monitoring Plan

The purpose of a Mitigation Monitoring Plan is to provide a program to examine, document, and
record compliance with the environmental plans and specifications pertinent to the proposed project,
In order to comply with Section 21081.8 of the CEQA. This plan provides the standards and methods
necessary to ensure and document the implementation of the environmental mitigation measures that
have been included in the project description as well as with the conditions of approval In the various
project permits. Responsibillty for ensuring successful implementation of the Mitigation Monitoring
Plan lies with the County, as the project proponent and Lead Agency for the project under CEQA. if
the recommended mitigation measures and monitoring plan are implemented successfully, the
potential significant adverse effects resulting from project construction will be reduced to a level of
insignificance.

Mitigation monitoring will be carried out by the Environmental Programs Division of the County's
Department of Public Works. The Environmental Programs Division provides environmental services
to the Department of Publlc Works, including mitigation compliance and monitoring, with CEQA
oversight by the County’s Environmental Coordinator.

Upon approval of the CEQA document, and issuance of all required permits, the Environmental
Programs Division will assign Internal responsibility for compliance with each mitigation measure to
one or more members of the project team, Responsible parties include the Environmental Programs
Division, the Project Manager (PM), the Resident Engineer (RE), and/or on-site monitors.

Mitigation measures are organized Into project design, pre-construction, construction, and post
construction tasks. Compliance with mitigation measures is documented in the project flle through
written reports and accompanied project photographs when necessary. Post construction monitoring
of revegetation and other project components is documented by annual reports, on a schedule
typlcally determined by one or more of the project permits. Depending on the complexity of the post
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construction mitigation effort, tasks will be carried out by County staff or other technical experts under
contract to the County. Post construction monitoring Is typicatly conducted for three to five years,
depending on permit requirements and specified success criteria.

When necessary, construction personnel will be required to attend a crew orientation meeting. The
meeting will be conducted by the RE and will be used to acquaint the construction crews with the
environmental sensitivities of the project site and parameters within which the project may be
accomplished. The orientation meeting shall place an emphasis on the need for adherence to the
mitigation measures and permit conditions as well as the need for cooperation and communication
among all parties concerned (i.e., RE, Environmental Programs Division, Environmental Coordinator,
construction personnel) in working together to solve problems and arrive at solutions on site.
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SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

Wade Horton, Director
County Government Center, Room 206 + San Luis Obispo CA 93408 + (805) 781-5252

Fox (805) 781-1229 email address: pwd@ca.slo.caus

THIS IS A NEW PROJECT REFERRAL
DATE: March 31, 2015
TO: San Luis Obispo County Department of Agriculture
FROM: Eric Wier, Environmental Resource Specialist
ewler@co.slo.ca.us; (805) 788-2766
Name and Location:  Posted Bridge Rehabilitation Program (ED14-202, 245R12B0637); on rural roads
maintained by the County (see attached maps)

Project Description:  The Department of Public Works will rehabilitate 11 existing County-maintained
wood bridges which are posted with weight restrictions. Construction will involve: removing deck, railing
and stringers and replacing with longer precast pre-stressed concrete slabs and metal bridge ralling. The
bridges will be addressed over several years depending on budgets and funding (please see attached
document and typical plans for more detail}.

Applicant: County of San Luis Obispo Department of Public Works

Return this letter with your comments attached no later than: 14 days from receipt of this referral.

PART | - IS THE ATTACHED INFORMATION ADEQUATE TO COMPLETE YOUR REVIEW?
H YES {Please go on to PART I1.)
O NO {Call me ASAF to discuss what else you need. We have only 10 days in which we must
obtaln comments from outside agencies.)

PART Il - ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS, PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS IN YOUR AREA OF
REVIEW?

a YES (Please describe impacts, along with recommended mitigatlon measures to reduce the
impacts to less-than-significant levels, and attach to this letter)
?S NO (Please go on to PART lil)

PART Ill - INDICATE YOUR RECOMMENDATION FOR FINAL ACTION,

Please attach any conditions of approval you recommend to be incorporated into the pro;ects approval,
or state reasons for recommending denial.

IF YOU HAVE "NO COMMENT," PLEASE SO INDICATE, OR CALL.

LooRH1IAES W iTH ALLLSOT AbICOLTOE M ONTEAINES TO Erscobs
i (L
ORERATIONS.

;;{7_/15 Luiaba Auoﬁ‘/%ﬁ' {4 ﬁﬁ/g

Name Phone
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SLO COUNd Air Pollution Control Distger—
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April 8, 2015 COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISFD |
y SEPARTEENT OF PUBLIC WO
Eric Wier { S -
County of San Luis Obispo Public Works
County Government Center, Room 206 s e owsrme it e e e
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
SUBJECT: APCD Comments Regarding the County Bridge Maintenance /

Rehabilitation of 11 Bridges Project Referral (ED14-202; 245R12B0637)
Dear Mr. Wler,

Thank you for Including the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) in
the environmental review process. We have completed cur review of the proposed
project In which work will occur at various locations in the County. The Department of
Public Works is proposing to rehabilitate eleven (11) existing County-maintained wooden
bridges which are posted with weight restrictions. Construction will involve removing deck
railings and stringers and replacing them with longer pre-cast, pre-stressed concrete slabs
and metal bridge railings. The bridges will be addressed over several years depending on
budgets and funding.

The folfowing ore APCO commenits that ore pertinent to this profect.

GENERAL COMMENTS

As a commenting agency In the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review process
for a project, the APCD assesses air poilution impacts from beth the construction and
operational pham ofa pruject with separate sigmﬁ-r.ant thresholds for each. Elﬂﬂ

Based on APCD's experience, we deem this construction project to be smail enough to
likely be less than the APCD’s significance threshold values identified in Table 2-1 of the
CEQA Air Quallw Handbook [m.lable at the APCD web site: www, slocleanslr crg)

Demolition of structures coated with lead based paint is a concern for the APCD,
Improper demolition can result in the release of lead containing particles from the site.

+BOSTRISNY BOSTRIN002  w tlockeanalrorg 3433 Roberto Court, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
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Sandblasting or remaval of paint by heating with a heat gun can result In significant emissions of
lead. Therefore, proper abatement of lead before demolition of thase structures must be
performed in order to prevent the release of lead from the site. Depending on remaoval method,

an APCD permit may be required. Contact the APCD Engineering Division at (805) 781-5912 for
more Information. Approval of a lead work plan by the APCD is required and must be
submitted ten days prior to the start of 1]1: demolition, Formere information, contact the

APCD Enfo I r

Naturally occurring asbestos (NOA) has been identifled by the state Alr Resources Board as a toxle
air contaminant, Serpentine and ultramafic rocks are very common throughout California and may
contain naturally occurring asbestos. The SLO County APCD has identified areas throughout the
County where NOA may be present (see the APCD's 2012 CEQA Handbook, Technical Appendix 4.4),
If the project site is located in a candidate area for Naturally Oceurring Asbestos (NDA), the following
requirements apply. Under the ARB Air Toxics Control Measure (ATCM) for Construction, Grading,

Quarryfng. and Surface Minlng Operatinns {93105} Manugnﬂmmmﬂbdﬂumb:m

h I r Ic he r
the APCD. If the site is not exempt from the requirements of the regulation, the applicant must
comply with all requirements outlined in the Asbestos ATCM. This may include development of an
Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plan and an Asbestos Health and Safety Program for approval by the
APCD, More information an NOA can be found at

hrep:iwww stocleanair org/business/asbestos.php,

Demolition of Asbestos Contalning Materials

Demolition activities can have potential negative air quallty Impacts, including issues surrounding
proper handling, demolition, and disposal of asbestos containing material (ACM), Asbestos
containing materials could be encountered during the demalition or remodeling of existing bulldings
or the disturbance, demolition, or relocation of above or below ground utility pipes/pipelines (e.g..

transite pipes or insulation on pipes} if this project will include any of these activities, then it

H.Eﬂﬂﬂ. These requlrements mctude but are nct Ilmlted to: ‘I)wrltten nollf :&Ucn wnthm at least
10 business days of activities commencing, to the APCD, 2) asbestos survey conducted by a Certified
Asbestos Consultant, and, 3) applicable removal and disposal requirements of identified ACM.
Please contact the APCD Enforcement Division at (805) 781-5912 and also go 1o

http://slocleanair. org/business/ashestos php for further information. To obtain a Notification of
Demolition and Renovation form go to the "Other Forms” section of:
http:/islocieanair.org/business/onlineforms.php.

Rust Control Measures
The project. as described in the referral, will not likely exceed the APCD's CEQA significance
threshold for construction phase emissions. However, construction activities can generate fugitive
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dust, which could be a nuisance to local residents and businesses In close proximity to the proposed

construction site. APCD staff recommends the following measures be incorparated into the

project to control dust:

Projects with grading areas that are |ess than 4-acres and that are not within 1,000 feet of any
sensitive receptor shall implement the following mitigation measures to significantly reduce fugitive
dust emissions, to manage fugitive dust emissions such that they do not exceed the APCD 20%
opacity limit (APCD Rule 401) and minimize nuisance impacts:

a.
b.

Reduce the amount of the disturbed area where possible;

Use water trucks, APCD approved dust suppressants (see Section 4.3 in the CEQA Alr Quality
Handbook), or sprinkler systems In sufficient quantities to prevent airborne dust from
leaving the site and from exceeding the District's limit of 20% opacity for greater than 3
minutes in any 60 minute perlod. Increased watering frequency would be required
whenever wind speeds exceed 15 mph. Reclaimed (non-potable) water should be used
whenever possible. Please note that since water use is a concern due to drought
conditions. the cantractor should consider the use of an APCD- approved dust

suppressant where feasible to reduce the amount of water used for dust control. For
a list of suppressants, see Section 4.3 of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook.

All dirt stock-plle areas should be sprayed daily and covered with tarps or other dust barriers
as needed;

All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc. to be paved should be completed as soon as
possible, and bullding pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding,
soil binders or other dust controls are used;

All of these fugitive dust mitigation measures shall be shown on grading and building plans;
and,

The contractor or bullder shall designate a person or persons to monitor the fugltive dust
emissions and enhance the Implementation of the measures as necessary to minimize dust
complalnts, reduce visible emissions below 20% opacity. Their dutles shall include holidays
and weekend perlods when work may not be in progress.

Based on the information provided, we are unsure of the types of equipment that may be present
during the project's construction phase. Portable equipment, 50 horsepower (hp) or greater, used
during construction activities may require California statewide portable equipment registration
(Issued by the California Air Resources Board) or an APCD permit.

The following list |s provided as a guide to equipment and operations that may have permitting
requirements, but should not be viewed as exclusive, For a more detalled listing, refer to the
Technical Appendices, page 4-4, in the APCD's 2012 CEQA Handbook,

Power screens, conveyors, diesel engines, and/or crushers;

Portable generators and equipment with engines that are 50 hp or greater;
Electrical generation plants or the use of standby generator;

Internal combustion engines;

Rock and pavement crushing;

Uncenfined abrasive blasting operatlons;
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s Tub grinders;
*  Trommel screens; and,
. Portable plams {e g aggreg;ate p%ant. asphalt batch plant. concrete batch plant, ﬁc}

If any of the bridges are located in close proximity to nearby sensitive receptors, the following
mitigation measures shail be implemented to ensure that public health benefits are realized by
reducing toxic risk from diese! emissions:

Ta help reduce sensitive receptor emissions impact of dlesel vehicles and equipment used to

3. On-rood diesel vehicles shall comply with Section 2485 of Title 13 of the California Code
of Regulations. This regulation limits idling from diesel-fueled commercial motor vehicles
with gross vehicular weight ratings of more than 10,000 pounds and licensed for
operatlon on highways. It applies to California and non-California based vehicles, In
general, the regulation specifies that drivers of said vehicles:

1. Shall not idle the vehicle's primary diesel engine for greater than 5 minutes at any
location, except as noted In Subsection (d) of the regulation; and,

2. Shall not operate a diesel-fueled auxiliary power system (APS) to power a heater, alr
conditioner, or any anclllary equipment on that vehicle during sleeping or resting in a
sleeper berth for greater than 5.0 minutes at any location when within 1,000 feet of a
restricted area, except as noted in Subsection (d) of the regulation,

b. Off-road diesel equipment shall comply with the 5§ minute idling restriction identified in
Section 244%(d)(2) of the California Alr Resources Board's In-Use off-Road Diesel
regulation.

¢, Signs must be posted in the designated queuing areas and Job sites to remind drivers
and operators of the state's 5 minute idling limit.

d. The specific requirements and exceptions in the regulations can be reviewed at the

following web sites: www.arb.ca.govimsprog/truck-idlingf2485.pdf and
www.arb.ca.gov/regact/2007/ordiesio?/ frooal. pdf.

In addition to the State required diese! idling requirements, the project applicant shall
comply with these more restrictive requirements to minimize impacts to nearby sensitive
receptors:

a. Staging and queuing areas shall not be located within 1,000 feet of sensitive receptors;
b. Diesel idling within 1,000 feet of sensitive receptors shall not be permitted;
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¢. Use of alternative fueled equipment is recommended; and
d. Signs that specify the ro Idling areas must be posted and enforced at the site,

Agaln, thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. If you have any questions or
comments, feel free to contact me at 781-4667,

Sincerely,

P s Eopns

Melissa Guise
Air Quality Specialist

MAG/arr

cc Tim Fuhs, Enforcement Dlvision, APCD
Gary Willey, Engineering Division, APCD

Attachments: 1. Naturally Occurring Asbestos -~ Construction & Grading Project Exemptlon Reguest
Form, Construction & Grading Project Form

hivplamceqasprsject_reulew\300M3IBO0IAED-1\3869-1 doex
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Air Paltutimn Contrel Distre
Snn Lubs Obwapls County

3433 Roberto Cour, San Luks Obispo, CA 93401
BOSTH1-8912 = FAX: BOS.781-1002

Naturally Occurring Asbestos
Construction and Grading Project Form

Applicant Information/Property Owner Project Name
Address Project Addrass
City, State, Zip City, State, Zip
Emall for Contact Person Project Site Latitude, Assessors Parcel Number
Longitude
Phone Number Date Submitted Agent Phone Number
Check DESCRIPTION
Applicable (attach applicable required information} APCDREQUIREMENI:) APCRRER EREMENT.

Project is subject to ATCM regulation but exempt
(See Website Map)
|_http:/fwww.slocleanair.org/business/pdf/serpentine-

Geological Evaluation

Exermnption Request Form

Project Is subject to ATCM regulation and
project is disturbing more than one acre

Gealogical Evaluation

Cust Contrel Measure Plan

Project is subject to ATCM regulation and project Is

Geological Evaluation

Minl Dust Control Measure

disturbing less than one acre Plan

Please note that the applicont will be involced for any associated fees,
REQUIRED APPLICANT SIGNATURE:
Legal Declaration/Authorized Signature Date

APCD OFFICE USE ONLY
Geological Evaluation Exemptlon Request Form Dust Contrel Measure Plan M”"“::f"g' Hewlth:d
ety Plan
spproves Yes [ No [0 | approves:  Yes[J  No [ | Approved: Yes [0 wne[J Approved: Yes [ wo [J
Comments: Comments: Comments: |
APCD 5taff: Date Recelved: Date Reviewed OIS Site # OIS Projecc #
| Ioweice Na, Basic Fee Additlonal Fees Billable Hrs Tota! Fees
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( gpcmct‘ﬂ Air Pollution Conteol Migteict

San Luis Obigpo County

3433 Robaerto Court, San Luls Obispo, CA 93401
805-781-5912 - FAX: B05-781-1002

Naturally Occurring Asbestos
Construction & Grading Project Exemption Request Form

Applicant information/ Property Owner Project Name

Address Project Address

City, State, Zip City, State, Zip

Email Address Project Site Latitude, Assessors Parcel
Longitude Number

Phone Number Date Submitted Agent Phone Number

! eralion Inranyproptﬂy:haﬁhasanyporﬂonoftheaream
I:Hz disturhed Im:ate:l Ina gmgraphic uluarnaﬁc ro:k unu: ifa rcgutnred 5:0!0315: has conducted a geologic evaluation of the
property and determined that no serpentine or ultramafic rock is likely to be found in the area to be disturbed. Before an
exernption ¢an be granted, the owner/operator must provide a copy of a report detailing the geologic evaluation to the District for
congideration. The District will approve or deny the exemption within 90 days. An cutline of the required geological evaluation is
provided in the District handout “ASBESTOS AIRBORNE TOXIC CONTROL MEASURES FOR CONSTRUCTION, GRADING,
QUARRYING, AND SURFACE MINING OPERATIONS - Geological Evaluation Requirements.” See the APCD Website map:
heep:/iwww. slocleanair, org/business/asbestos.php

NOTE: A baslc exemption evaluation fee of $172.00 will be charged.

APPLICANT MUST SIGN BELOW:

I request the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District grant this project exemption from the requirements of the ATCM bosed
on the attoched geolagical evaluation,

Legal Declaration/Authorized Signature Date:
OFFICE USE ONLY - APCD Required Element - Geological Evaluation
Date Received: | Date Reviewed: OIS Slte #: OIS Project &
APCD Staff: Approved Naot Approved
Comments
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Patific Cosan

VICINITY MAP

Posted Bridge Rehabilitation Program - Suey Creek Rd Location

COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

1:24 465

0 1,019 2,039 Feet

Created by; Erlc Wier
Printed: 3/30/2015

0
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