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La Lomita Ranch ORCUTT ROAD, SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 7/1/15

KEYNOTE LEGEND
1 20’ WIDE ACCESS DRIVE
2 REALIGNED (E) DRIVE ENTRY 
3 (E) ROAD TO REMAIN
4 CONCRETE OR D.G. PATH
5 STAGE AREA 
6 MOTORIZED SWING GATE AND SECURITY FENCING
7 SAFETY FENCING ALONG (E) RESERVOIR
8 FOUNTAIN / WATER FEATURE
9 (E) ROUND PEN TO BE RELOCATED
10 B&B PARKING: (14) NEW PARKING SPACES INCLUDING 2 
 ACCESSIBLE SPACES 
11 (E) MAINTENANCE TRAIL TO REMAIN
12 PAVILION OR GAZEBO
13 WOODEN ARBOR

14 (E) WOODEN PERGOLA TO REMAIN
15 12’ WIDE ALL-WEATHER ROAD FOR TRAILER ACCESS
16 RETAINING WALL
17  X = TREE TO BE REMOVED
18 SANTA MARIA STYLE BBQ PIT
19 CONCRETE STAIRS
20 DIRECTIONAL SIGN
21  APPROX. EXTENT OF FILL AREA
22 NEW / REMODELED PLANTING AREA
23 LANDSCAPE SCREENING AREA
24 EXISTING LEACH FIELD
25 PROPOSED LEACH FIELD EXPANSION AREA
26  LOCATION OF EXISTINIG SEPTIC TANK
27 DISTANCE BETWEEN WELL AND WATERTIGHT SEPTIC TANK  
     OR SUBSURFACE SEWAGE LEACHING FIELD >100 FEET.

CONCEPTUAL MASTERPLAN L-2
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La Lomita Ranch ORCUTT ROAD, SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 7/1/15

PROPOSED PLANT LIST
LARGE-SCALE TREES
QUERCUS AGRIFOLIA / COAST LIVE OAK

PINUS CANARIENSIS / CANARY ISLAND PINE

PLATANUS X ACERIFOLIA / LONDON PLANE

PISTACIA CHINENSIS / CHINESE PISTACHE

PEDESTRIAN-SCALE TREES
PRUNUS CERASIFERA ‘THUNDERCLOUD” / PURPLE LEAF PLUM

CHITALPA TASHKENTENSIS ‘PINK DAWN / CHITALPA

CERCIS OCCIDENTALIS / WESTERN REDBUD

PYRUS CALLERYANA ‘REDSPIRE’ /  REDSPIRE PEAR

LARGE / SCREENING SHRUBS (5-GALLON)

HETEROMELES ARBUTIFOLIA / TOYON

MYRICA CALIFORNICA / PACIFIC WAY MYRTLE

RHAMNUS ALARTERNUS / ITALIAN BUCKTHORN

CEANOTHUS SPS. / WILD LILAC

COTONEASTER LACTEUS / RED CLUSTERBERRY

DODONEA VISCOSA / PURPLE HOPSEED BUSH

MEDIUM-SIZE SHRUBS (5-GALLON)

ABELIA GRANDILORA ‘EDWARD GOUCHER / SHINY ABELIA

ARBUTUS UNEDO ‘COMPACTA’ / STRAWBERRY TREE

ARCTOSTAPHYLOS SPS. / MANZANITA

MEDIUM-SIZE SHRUBS (5-GALLON)

CISTUS SPS. / ROCKROSE

EUONYMUS JAPONICUS ‘SILVER KING’ / VARIEGATED EUONYMUS

LEPTOSPERMUM SCOPARIUM / NEW ZEALAND TEA TREE

LEUCODENDRON ‘SAFARI SUNSET’ / SAFARI CONEBUSH

LIGUSTRUM JAPONICUM ‘TEXANUM’ / TEXAS PRIVET

MYRICA CALIFORNICA / AFRICAN BOXWOOD

MYRTUS COMMUNIS ‘COMPACTA’ / TRUE MYRTLE

PITTOSPORUM TOBIRA ‘VARIEGATA’ / VARIEGATED MOCK ORANGE

RHAMNUS CALIFORNICA ‘EVE CASE’ / COFFEEBERRY

ROSMARINUS OFFICINALIS ‘TUSCAN BLUE’ / UPRIGHT ROSEMARY

SALVIA SPS. / SAGE

PERENNIALS / ACCENTS (1 OR 5-GALLON)

AGAVE SPS. / AGAVE

ANIGOZANTHOS CLTVS. / KANGAROO PAW

ACHILLEA ‘MOONSHINE’ / YARROW

CORDYLINE ‘RED STAR’ / CABBAGE PALM

EUPHORBIA CHARACIAS CLTVS. / MEDITERRANEAN SPURGE

FESTUCA ‘SISKIYOPU BLUE’ / BLUE FESCUE

HELICTOTRICHON SEMPERVIRENS / BLUE OAT GRASS

MUHLENBERGIA RIGENS / DEER GRASS

PENSTEMON SPS. / PENSTEMON

PHORMIUM SPS. / NEW ZEALAND FLAX

SALVIA SPS. / SALVIA

GROUNDCOVER (1-GALLON)

BACCHARIS PILULARIS ‘PIGEON POINT’ / DWARF COYOTE BRUSH

COTONEASTER DAMNERI ‘LOWFAST’ / BEARBERRY COTONEASTER

ROSMARINUS OFFICINALIS ‘PROSTRATA’ / TRAILING ROSEMARY

CEANOTHUS GRISEUS ‘YANKEE POINT’ / CARMEL CEANOTHUS

DRAINAGE CHANNEL (1-GALLON) 

CAREX SPS. / SEDGE

JUNCUS EFFUSUS / CA. GREY RUSH

LEYMUS CONDENSATUS / WILD RYE

CHONDROPETALUM TECTORUM / CAPE RUSH

RIBIES VIBURNIFOLIUM / EVERGREEN CURRANT

CONCEPTUAL PLANTING PLAN L-3

SCALE: 1”=30’

KEYNOTE LEGEND

1 EVENT LAWN- DROUGHT-RESISTANT  
 NATIVE VARIETY OR SYNTHETIC TURF.

2 COURTYARD- DROUGHT-RESISTANT  
 GROUND COVER LAWN SUBSTITUTE  
 (D.G., GRAVEL, PAVERS, FLAGSTONE).

3 SECONDARY USE SPACE: DROUGHT- 
 RESISTANT GROUND COVER LAWN  
 SUBSTITUTE (D.G., GRAVEL, PAVERS,  
 FLAGSTONE).

4 AREA FOR POTENTIAL ON-SITE   
 COMPENSATORY MITIGATION FOR  
 NON-WETLAND WATERS OF THE U.S.

5 LANDFORM BERMING WITH PLANT  
 SCREENING.

6 ENHANCED PLANTING LAYOUT AT  
 DIRECTIONAL SIGNAGE NODE.
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LA LOMITA RANCH PROJECT 
BIOLOGICAL AND WETLAND RESOURCES ASSESSMENT 

 

1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The La Lomita Ranch Project (Project) is located south of Islay Hill and adjacent to the San Luis Obispo city 
limit. The proposed project includes the development of hospitality and event facilities within 
approximately 21 acres of the existing developed portion of the La Lomita Ranch 161 acre property. The 
project area includes existing ranch buildings, roads, pastures, stables, arenas, and an existing man-made 
reservoir. A small area of the existing jurisdictional reservoir and associated ephemeral drainage will be 
filled to accommodate the proposed event area and secondary access road. Special-status plant and 
wildlife species are not expected to occur within the project area. Potential proposed project impacts 
would be limited to nesting birds and fill of non-wetland waters of the U.S./State associated with the man-
made reservoir.  Mitigation measures are proposed to avoid and minimize impacts to biological resources, 
to provide for regulatory compliance for fill of non-wetland waters of the U.S./State, and to ensure 
impacts are fully mitigated pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and other regulatory 
requirements. 
 

2.0 INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE 
 
Sage Institute, Inc. (SII) has completed this biological and wetland resources assessment (SII BA) to 
describe and map the existing conditions within the approximately 21-acre La Lomita Ranch project area. 
The proposed project includes the existing equestrian facility and development of hospitality and event 
facilities within the existing ranch property and a secondary access road through an active non-native 
annual grassland pasture. The purpose of this biological and wetland resources assessment is to document 
existing conditions of the proposed project site and to evaluate the potential for any direct or indirect 
potentially significant impacts on biological or wetland resources or adverse effects on any rare, 
threatened, or endangered plant or wildlife species (special-status species). This report is intended to 
support the environmental review documentation process for the County of San Luis Obispo and 
regulatory compliance jurisdictional permitting.  
 

2.1 PROJECT LOCATION 
 
The proposed Project site is located on Orcutt Road in San Luis Obispo County approximately 0.7 mile 
southeast from the Tank Farm Road and Orcutt Road intersection just outside the San Luis Obispo city 
limits. Figure 1 and Figure 2 in Appendix A provide regional topographic map and aerial photograph 
vicinity location map respectively. 
 

2.2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
The 161 acre La Lomita Ranch property is located south of Islay Hill and adjacent to the San Luis Obispo 
city limit. The surrounding properties are in the County zoned in agriculture, both in zoning designation 
and active use. The property is developed with an existing residence, agricultural buildings, and existing 
man-made agricultural water reservoir near the existing reach compound. There are several existing 
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agricultural and maintenance buildings that are proposed to remain “as-is” and are not a part of the 
project description. Ornamental landscaping and trees (no native oaks) line the driveway and surround 
the existing structures. 
 
The proposed 21-acre project area includes the development of hospitality and event facilities within 
the existing developed La Lomita Ranch compound. A main event area and secondary access road would 
require the fill of a portion of the existing reservoir and realignment of a small reach of ephemeral 
drainage. A secondary access road to Orcutt Road would be constructed through an existing non-native 
annual grassland horse pasture. 
 

3.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS 
 
The proposed project area includes the developed ranch complex that includes existing barns, stables, 
arenas, buildings, a residence, and fenced livestock paddocks and annual grassland pastures. Two 
ephemeral drainages enter the property from east of Orcutt Road and join together before being 
channeled into the existing reservoir. The reservoir has a spillway to an unnamed tributary to the East 
Fork San Luis Obispo Creek that supports a mature riparian tree canopy. The reservoir has not been filled 
with water over the past several years, and has a sparse cover of non-native annual grassland plant 
species. 
 
Soils onsite are mapped by the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) as Los Osos-Diablo complex 
and Salinas silty clay loam as shown on the soils map included as Figure 3. Given the existing ranch 
development and constructed reservoir, soil conditions within the project areas likely no longer support 
a natural soil profile. The soil profile in the pastures within the property likely have not been altered 
significantly and would meet the following descriptions with the extent shown on Figure 3. 
 
Los Osos Loam, 30-50% Slopes – This is a moderately deep and well drained soil with slow permeability 
on steep slopes formed from weathered sandstone or shale. Typical profile is loam surface material to 14 
inches with clay loam and sandy loam below to 39 inches over fractured sandstone.  
 
Los Osos-Diablo Complex 5-9% slopes and 9-15% slopes – The Los Osos soil is characterized by a 
moderately deep and well drained soil with slow permeability formed from weathered sandstone or shale. 
Typical profile is loam surface material to 14 inches with clay loam and sandy loam below to 39 inches 
over fractured sandstone. The Diablo soil is a deep and well drained soil with slow permeability formed 
from weathered sandstone, shale or mudstone. Typical surface layer is clay to about 58 inches.  
  
Salinas Silty Clay Loam, 0-2% slopes – The Salinas silty clay loam soil is characterized by a very deep and 
well drained soil with moderately slow permeability formed from alluvium weathered from sedimentary 
rocks. Typical profile is a silty clay loam to 29 inches with stratified layers of fine sandy loam to 60 inches.  
 

4.0 METHODS 
 
SII conducted a review of available background information including the proposed project information, 
available aerial photographs dating back to 2002, NRCS Soils Survey information, and a search and review 
of the current California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB, June 2015) within an approximate five-mile 
search radius of the proposed project site (Figures 5 and 6). The five-mile radius was used as opposed to 
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the typical 10-mile search radius that would have included areas well outside of the area not relevant to 
this study –  in either the urbanized City of San Luis Obispo, or mountain and coastal areas. The CNDDB 
provided a list with mapped locations of special-status plant and wildlife species, as well as natural 
communities of special concern that have been recorded within the region of the project site. The CNDDB 
records helped focus the field survey efforts and evaluation of potential project effects on specific species 
or habitats, but are not intended to be definitive in terms of presence/absence of special-status biological 
resources.  
 
SII Principal Biologist Jason Kirschenstein and Principal Ecologist David Wolff conducted field 
reconnaissance surveys of the proposed project site on June 19, 2015. The survey was conducted between 
1000 and 1230 hours under 730F temperatures with clear skies and steady winds gusting upwards of 
20mph. The purpose of the field surveys was to document existing conditions within the project site in 
terms of habitat for plants and wildlife species, and the potential to support jurisdictional wetlands, 
riparian habitats, and/or waters of the U.S./State. Plant and wildlife species observed in the field were 
recorded. The study area habitat types were described by the aggregation of plants and wildlife based on 
the existing land use, and the composition and structure of the dominant vegetation observed at the time 
the field reconnaissance was conducted. 
 
The routine and problem areas methodology detailed in the 1987 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Wetland 
Delineation Manual (Corps Manual) were used as the basis to delineate waters of the U.S. including 
wetlands on the site.  The basis of determining and recording indicators for hydrophytic vegetation, hydric 
soils, and wetland hydrology was the 2008 Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland 
Delineation Manual: Arid West Region (Version 2.0) (Arid West Supplement).  Both the Corps Manual 
(Section G – Problem Areas) and Arid West Supplement (Chapter 5 – Difficult Wetland Situations in the 
Arid West) were used for the determination and evaluation of normal circumstances, atypical situations, 
and problem area wetlands as needed. Field observations data were collected on vegetation, soils, and 
hydrology at the project site for recording on the Arid West Data Observation Form at four data 
observations points as shown on Figure JD-1 in Appendix A. Plant species wetland indicator status was 
based on the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, State of California 2014 Wetland Plant List. The Ordinary High 
Water Mark (OHWM) and top of bank of the ephemeral drainage and reservoir “fingers” were field 
surveyed with hand held GPS unit and mapped as shown on Figures JD-1 in Appendix A. 
 
SII Principal Biologist Jason Kirschenstein reviewed the available background information, conducted field 
surveys, and is the primary author and principal in charge of report preparation.  
SII Wetland Specialist David Wolff was principal in charge of the jurisdictional determination. The survey 
data collected on plant and wildlife species and conclusions presented in this biological assessment are 
based on the methods and field reconnaissance conducted over the project site, as described above.  
 

5.0 RESULTS 

5.1 PLANT COMMUNITIES 

The plant communities within the study area are generally described by the assemblages of observed 
plant species that occur together in the same area forming habitat types. Plant community descriptions 
are generally based on A Manual of California Vegetation, 2nd Edition (Sawyer et al. 2009). Plant names 
used in this report follow The Jepson Manual, Vascular Plants of California, Second Edition Thoroughly 
Revised and Expanded (Baldwin et al. 2012). The following describes the plant communities and habitat 
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characteristics observed within the study area. The project site supports two distinct plant communities 
along with developed/disturbed areas as follows: 1) disturbed non-native annual grassland; 2) 
sycamore/willow riparian habitat; and 3) developed ranch complex with buildings, ornamental 
landscaping, and rows of non-native ornamental trees. Figure 4 provides a habitat map and Figure 6 
provides a set of representative photographs of the existing conditions of the study area. All plant species 
observed during the SII field surveys are included in the text below. 
 
DISTURBED NON-NATIVE ANNUAL GRASSLAND – The disturbed annual grassland habitat, is dominated by non-
native annual grasses and herbaceous broadleaf plant species. Disturbed non-native annual grassland 
habitat occurs as the dominant habitat type in the undeveloped portions of the project area including the 
ephemeral drainage, reservoir, and pastures. The disturbed annual grassland within the study area was 
observed to be very low in species diversity and included wild oats (Avena barbata), rip gut brome (Bromus 
diandrus), red brome (Bromus rubens), filaree (Erodium sp.), wild radish (Raphanus sativus), shortpod 
mustard (Hirschfeldia incana), mayweed (Anthemis cotula), Italian thistle (Carduus pycnocepalus), bristly 
ox-tongue (Helminthotheca echioides), prickly lettuce (Lactuca serriola), English plantain (Plantago 
lanceolata), and fennel (Foeniculum vulgare). The reservoir bottom had a sparse cover of non-native 
grassland species along with scattered patches of more moisture seeking plants including smartweed 
(Polygonum sp.), rabbits foot grass (Polypogon monspeliensis), and harding grass (Phalaris aquatica); none 
of which were in sufficient cover to constitute a wetland. Four small coast live oak trees and a small multi-
trunk willow are scattered around the reservoir, along with one large sycamore (Platanus racemosa) on 
the south bank of the ephemeral drainage channel near the culvert that flows into the reservoir.  
 
SYCAMORE / ARROYO WILLOW RIPARIAN WOODLAND – The unnamed tributary to the East Fork San Luis Obispo 
Creek supported a mature stand of sycamore and arroyo willow trees (Salix lasiolepis).  This riparian area 
is not within any project area, but is downstream of the reservoir spillway.  
 
DEVELOPED/LANDSCAPING – The developed ranch complex is mostly buildings, paved and unpaved roads and 
parking, with vegetation being mostly attributed to rows of non-native landscape pines and eucalyptus 
trees.  
 

5.2 WILDLIFE 
 
The mosaic of remnant patches of ruderal grassland and developed and landscaped areas on and around 
the project area can provide habitat for a variety of wildlife species that have become adapted to the 
developed environment such as raccoons, opossums, ground squirrels, gophers, and other common 
rodents, and reptiles.  Even in developed areas, drainage corridors and trees can provide high quality 
habitat for a variety of wildlife species that have become adapted to the urban environment, but in 
particular to resident and migratory birds. Given that the site is surrounded by grassland and agriculture, 
other wildlife use is likely with generally low wildlife values attributed to this developed ranch complex. 
 

5.3 WATERS OF THE U.S./STATE – JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION 
 
The ephemeral drainages that enter the property from watershed to the east of Orcutt Road exhibit an 
Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM), a bed, bank, and a channel that is evidence of water flow. These two 
drainages join together about halfway down the ranch driveway then flow to the existing reservoir. A 
spillway and channel on the southeast corner of the reservoir lead to the unnamed tributary of the East 
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Fork of San Luis Obispo Creek. Given the evidence of an OHWM and connection to downstream tributaries 
leading to the Pacific Ocean, the drainages and reservoir represent jurisdictional non-wetland waters of 
the U.S., subject to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) Clean Water Act regulations, and would be 
considered waters of the State by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) subject to Fish 
and Game Code Section 1600 et. seq. (Streambed Alteration Agreements) regulations.  
 
Four wetland determination data observation points were established within the ephemeral drainage and 
the reservoir within the project area. No wetland habitat meeting the three wetland parameters 
(vegetation, soils, and hydrology) were observed within the project area during the wetland 
determination field survey. Given the past several years of well below average rainfall and current ranch 
practices, the reservoir has not filled recently. Additionally, there was little to no evidence of recent flows 
from this year, such as scour marks or drift lines of debris. Even still, an OHWM estimate was made within 
the ephemeral drainage. The OHWM within the reservoir representing the Corps jurisdiction was 
predicted from the spillway elevation. Waters of the State was mapped along the top of bank of the 
ephemeral drainage and reservoir. Appendix B provides the wetland delineation and jurisdictional 
determination data forms on the ephemeral drainage and reservoir area within the proposed project area 
that substantiate these findings.   
 

5.4 SPECIAL-STATUS SPECIES AND NATURAL COMMUNITIES OF SPECIAL CONCERN   
 
Special-status species are those plants and animals listed, proposed for listing, or candidates for listing as 
threatened or endangered by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) or the National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS) under the federal Endangered Species Act (FESA); those considered “species of 
concern” by the USFWS; those listed or proposed for listing as rare, threatened, or endangered by the 
CDFW under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA); animals designated as “Species of Special 
Concern” by the CDFW; and plants occurring on lists 1B, 2, and 4 of the CNPS Inventory of Rare and 
Endangered Vascular Plants of California. Natural Communities of Special Concern are habitat types 
considered rare and worthy of tracking in the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) by the CNPS 
and CDFW because of their limited distribution or historic loss over time. 
 
The search and review of the CNDDB revealed numerous historic and extant (presumed existing) 
occurrences of special-status plant and wildlife species within the five-mile search radius of the project 
site. A five-mile radius was selected, as a 10-mile CNDDB search radius would have captured a large area 
not relevant to the urbanized landscape surrounding the proposed project site. Figures 5A and 5B in 
Appendix A provides a map and list of the CNDDB special-status plant and wildlife species respectively 
with recorded occurrences falling within the five-miles of the project site. Appendix B provides a list of 
the CNDDB species recorded within the five-mile radius with common and scientific names, and listing 
status. The following briefly describes or summarizes the special-status species issues and observations 
or potential for occurrence on the project site.  
 

5.4.1 Special-Status Botanical Resources 
 
The CNDDB search revealed the recorded occurrences of 32 special-status plant species and three natural 
communities of special concern within a five-mile radius of the project site. While the CNDDB list is 
exhaustive, most of the species and natural communities are associated with undisturbed lands and 
specific soil types, such as serpentine or other rock outcrops, heavy clay soils, sands, or specific habitat 
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characteristics such as seasonal wetlands that are lacking in the project area. None of the CNDDB rare 
plant occurrences are on or in close proximity to the project area, and most are in varied undisturbed 
habitat areas of the surrounding hillsides.  The ephemeral drainage did not support wetland plants or 
exhibit characteristics of long duration saturation or ponding for wetland dependent plant species. No 
maritime chaparral habitat or associated woody species, were observed within the study area. In addition, 
no serpentine, sandy, or heavy clay soils occur that are needed for many of the species recorded in the 
CNDDB.  While field surveys were conducted after the 2015 spring growing season, given the ongoing 
ranching use of the project area and steady grazing of the grassland pasture within the proposed 
secondary access road alignment, the likelihood of any rare plants occurring is extremely low.  
 

5.4.2 Special-Status Wildlife 
 
The CNDDB search revealed the recorded occurrences of 15 special-status wildlife species within the five-
mile search radius of the project site. Special-status wildlife species known from the region evaluated for 
this study have specific habitat use requirements (i.e., terrestrial or aquatic). Given the mostly 
developed/ruderal setting and active horse pasture, and the ephemeral nature of drainage and reservoir, 
the project site does not support suitable habitat for any special-status wildlife species. This conclusion is 
discussed further below.  
 
Aquatic Species – The CNDDB has recorded occurrences of the steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss, California 
red-legged frog (Rana draytonii), foothill yellow-legged frog (Rana boylii), coast range newt (Taricha 
torosa), and western pond turtle (Emys marmorata) within the five-mile search radius. These are all highly 
aquatic species and suitable habitat is not represented in the reach of the ephemeral drainage. Further, 
the reservoir has not filled in the past several years. Vernal pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi) require 
static seasonal pools (vernal pools) that do not occur within the project area.  
 
Upland Species – The CNDDB includes occurrences for the ferruginous hawk - a wide ranging winter visitor 
and the prairie falcon forage in grassland habitat. Use of the project area would be occasional and 
infrequent at best for these two species. The loggerhead shrike, other resident and migratory birds, and 
bats may use the onsite trees for nesting, feeding, and roosting. The disturbed upland site does not 
support habitat for any of the other upland species listed in the CNDDB such as the American badger (no 
suitable burrows observed in study area), coast horned lizard (lacking sandy soils and native ants), 
Atascadero June beetle, or monarch butterfly (no roosts recorded onsite). In summary, aside from the 
active grassland pasture, the project area is developed with ruderal vegetation and does not support any 
undisturbed habitat suitable for special-status wildlife, except nesting birds.  
 

6.0 IMPACT ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDED MITIGATION MEASURES 
 
SII reviewed available background information and conducted multiple field surveys of the project site 
that included a wetland delineation/jurisdictional determination. The available data and field surveys 
provided sufficient information to establish existing conditions of the project site for plant and wildlife 
species, to evaluate potential project impacts on biological resources, and to identify any potentially 
significant impacts that may result from project implementation.  
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6.1 IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
 
Implementation of the proposed project would result in impacts to vegetation and wildlife utilizing 
disturbed ruderal and pasture non-native annual grassland habitat from the development of the site.  A 
portion of the reservoir is proposed to be filled to for an event area and secondary access road. There may 
be some tree removal and ground disturbance, along with disturbance to the ruderal annual grassland 
habitat. Activities could also impact nesting birds if conducted during the nesting season. This is 
considered a potentially significant impact. Fill of a small portion of the non-wetland reservoir and 
associated ephemeral drainage is also considered a potentially significant impact. 
 

6.2 RECOMMENDED MITIGATION MEASURES 
 
The following mitigation measures are recommended to avoid, minimize and compensate for potentially 
significant impacts on biological resources.  
 
Nesting Birds–The proposed construction of the project elements in the disturbed/ruderal annual 
grassland habitat and potential for tree removal may impact ground nesting and/or tree nesting bird 
species if activities are conducted during the nesting season typically February 1st to August 31st. To reduce 
potential impacts to nesting birds to a less than significant level, the following mitigation measures are 
recommended: 
 
MM BIO-1: Vegetation removal and initial site disturbance for any project elements shall be 

conducted between September 1st and January 31st outside of the nesting season for 
birds. If vegetation removal is planned for the bird nesting season (February 1st to August 
31st), then preconstruction nesting bird surveys shall be required to determine if any 
active nests would be impacted by project construction. If no active nests are found, then 
no further mitigation shall be required.  

 
If any active nests are found that would be impacted by construction, then the nest sites 
shall be avoided with the establishment of a non-disturbance buffer zone around active 
nests as determined by a qualified biologist. Nest sites shall be avoided and protected 
with the non-disturbance buffer zone until the adults and young of the year are no longer 
reliant on the nest site for survival as determined by a qualified biologist. As such, avoiding 
disturbance or take of an active nest would reduce potential impacts on nesting birds to 
a less-than-significant level. 

 
Waters of the U.S./State Impacts – Approximately 0.17 acre of non-wetland waters of the U.S., and 0.41 
acre of non-wetland waters of the State within the reservoir/ephemeral drainage habitat would be 
impacted by project construction of the event lawn and secondary access road project elements. 
Mitigation is proposed (at least in part) to realign a segment of the ephemeral drainage leading into the 
reservoir (see Figure JD-1). This would result in fill of waters of the U.S./State that would require 
regulatory compliance from federal and state agencies. Impacts resulting in fill of waters of the U.S./State 
would be considered a potentially significant impact. To reduce potential impacts on waters of the 
U.S./State to a less than significant level, the following mitigation measures are recommended: 
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MM BIO-2: The applicant shall obtain Clean Water Act (CWA) regulatory compliance in the form of a 
permit from the Corps or written documentation from the Corps that no permit would be 
required for the proposed road crossing. Should a permit be required, the applicant shall 
implement all the terms and conditions of the permit to the satisfaction of the Corps. 
Corps permits and authorizations require applicants to demonstrate that the proposed 
project has been designed and will be implemented in a manner that avoids and 
minimizes impacts on aquatic resources. Compliance with Corps permitting would also 
include obtaining and CWA 401 Water Quality Certification from the Regional Water 
Quality Control Board (RWQCB). In addition, the Corps and RWQCB may require onsite 
compensatory mitigation for unavoidable permanent impacts on non-wetland waters of 
the U.S. habitat to achieve the goal of a no net loss of aquatic resources values and 
functions. As such, regulatory compliance would reduce potential impacts on waters of 
the U.S. to a less-than-significant level.  

 
MM BIO-3: The applicant shall obtain compliance with Section 1600 of the California Fish and Game 

Code (Streambed Alteration Agreements) in the form of a completed Streambed 
Alteration Agreement or written documentation from the CDFW that no agreement 
would be required for the proposed fill of the ephemeral drainage and reservoir. Should 
an agreement be required, the property owners shall implement all the terms and 
conditions of the agreement to the satisfaction of the CDFG. The CDFG Streambed 
Alteration Agreement process encourages applicants to demonstrate that the proposed 
project has been designed and will be implemented in a manner that avoids and 
minimizes impacts in the stream zone. In addition, CDFG may require onsite 
compensatory mitigation for unavoidable impacts on non-wetland waters of the State 
habitat in the form of ephemeral drainage habitat restoration plan to the extent feasible. 
As such, regulatory compliance would reduce potential impacts on waters of the State to 
a less-than-significant level. 

 

7.0 CONCLUSIONS  
 
Based on the findings described above establishing the existing conditions of biological resources within 
the project site and incorporation of the recommended mitigation measures, implementation of the 
proposed project would not result in any substantial adverse effects on biological, botanical, wetland 
habitat resources. Therefore, with mitigation measures incorporated into the project, direct and indirect 
project impacts on biological resources would be considered to be less than significant under CEQA.  
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FIGURE 1: REGIONAL LOCATION MAP 
FIGURE 2: VICINITY AERIAL OVERVIEW MAP 
FIGURE 3: SOILS MAP 
FIGURE 4: HABITAT MAP  
FIGURE 5: CNDDB PLANT OCCURRENCES MAP (FIVE-MILE SEARCH RADIUS) 
FIGURE 6: CNDDB WILDLIFE OCCURRENCES MAP (FIVE-MILE SEARCH RADIUS) 
FIGURE 7: REPRESENTATIVE PHOTOGRAPHS 
FIGURE JD-1: WETLAND DELINEATION MAP 
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FIGURE 6 – REPRESENTATIVE PHOTOGRAPHS 

 
Photo 1 – View north across dry reservoir at project area in developed ranch 
compound.  6/19/2015 

 
Photo 2 – View north across dry reservoir from spillway weir towards project 
area in developed ranch compound.  6/19/2015 

 
Photo 3 – View west of ephemeral drainage at non-wetland DP-1 (arrow) and 
culvert to reservior. Proposed new channel to go left of the sycamore. 6/19/2015  

 
Photo 4 – View upstream (north) from DP-1 at non-wetland unnamed 
ephemeral drainage and potential mitigation restoration area. 6/19/2015 
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FIGURE 6 – REPRESENTATIVE PHOTOGRAPHS 

 
Photo 5 – View east at culvert from ephemeral drainage to the east reservoir 
“finger” to be filled and replaced with new channel. 6/16/2015 

 
Photo 6 – View south along east reservoir “finger” to be filled and non-wetland 
DP-2 location (arrow). 6/16/2015 

 
Photo 7 – View south from west reservoir “finger” and non-wetland DP-3  
(arrow). Area to be filled for proposed project.  6/19/2015  

 
Photo 8 – View north from west reservoir “finger” and non-wetland DP-3  
(arrow). Area to be filled for proposed project.  6/19/2015 
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FIGURE 6 – REPRESENTATIVE PHOTOGRAPHS 

 
Photo 9 – View east from reservoir bottom at non-wetland DP-4 (red arrow) 
towards the spillway weir (yellow arrow). 6/19/2015 

 
Photo 10 – View west from Orcutt Road at pasture where secondary access 
road will run from north end of reservoir project area (arrow). 6/19/2015 

 
Photo 11 – View west from spillway weir towards unnamed riparian tributary to East Fork San Luis Obispo Creek. 6/19/2015 
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CNDDB LIST OF SPECIAL-STATUS SPECIES 
  



Element Code Species Federal Status State Status Global Rank State Rank

Rare Plant 
Rank/CDFW 
SSC or FP

AAAAF02032 Taricha torosa

Coast Range newt

None None G4 S4 SSC

AAABH01022 Rana draytonii

California red-legged frog

Threatened None G2G3 S2S3 SSC

AAABH01050 Rana boylii

foothill yellow-legged frog

None None G3 S3 SSC

ABNKC19120 Buteo regalis

ferruginous hawk

None None G4 S3S4 WL

ABNKD06090 Falco mexicanus

prairie falcon

None None G5 S4 WL

ABPBR01030 Lanius ludovicianus

loggerhead shrike

None None G4 S4 SSC

AFCHA0209H Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus

steelhead - south/central California coast DPS

Threatened None G5T2Q S2 SSC

AMACC10010 Antrozous pallidus

pallid bat

None None G5 S3 SSC

AMACD02011 Eumops perotis californicus

western mastiff bat

None None G5T4 S3S4 SSC

AMAJF04010 Taxidea taxus

American badger

None None G5 S3 SSC

ARAAD02030 Emys marmorata

western pond turtle

None None G3G4 S3 SSC

ARACF12100 Phrynosoma blainvillii

coast horned lizard

None None G3G4 S3S4 SSC

CTT37C20CA Central Maritime Chaparral

Central Maritime Chaparral

None None G2 S2.2

CTT42130CA Serpentine Bunchgrass

Serpentine Bunchgrass

None None G2 S2.2

CTT52410CA Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh

Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh

None None G3 S2.1

ICBRA03030 Branchinecta lynchi

vernal pool fairy shrimp

Threatened None G3 S2S3

IICOL68040 Polyphylla nubila

Atascadero June beetle

None None G1 S1

IILEPP2012 Danaus plexippus pop. 1

monarch - California overwintering population

None None G4T2T3 S2S3

PDAPI0Z043 Eryngium aristulatum var. hooveri

Hoover's button-celery

None None G5T1 S1 1B.1

Query Criteria: Imported file selection 
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Element Code Species Federal Status State Status Global Rank State Rank

Rare Plant 
Rank/CDFW 
SSC or FP

PDAPI1Z0D0 Sanicula maritima

adobe sanicle

None Rare G2 S2 1B.1

PDAST2E162 Cirsium fontinale var. obispoense

San Luis Obispo fountain thistle

Endangered Endangered G2T2 S2 1B.2

PDAST2E1Z6 Cirsium occidentale var. lucianum

Cuesta Ridge thistle

None None G3G4T2 S2 1B.2

PDAST4R0P1 Centromadia parryi ssp. congdonii

Congdon's tarplant

None None G3T2 S2 1B.1

PDAST5N090 Layia jonesii

Jones' layia

None None G2 S2 1B.2

PDAST8H060 Senecio aphanactis

chaparral ragwort

None None G3? S2 2B.2

PDBRA2G012 Streptanthus albidus ssp. peramoenus

most beautiful jewelflower

None None G2T2 S2 1B.2

PDCON040J1 Calystegia subacaulis ssp. episcopalis

Cambria morning-glory

None None G3T3 S3 4.2

PDCRA04012 Dudleya abramsii ssp. murina

mouse-gray dudleya

None None G4T2 S2 1B.3

PDCRA04051 Dudleya blochmaniae ssp. blochmaniae

Blochman's dudleya

None None G3T2T3 S2 1B.1

PDERI040N0 Arctostaphylos luciana

Santa Lucia manzanita

None None G3 S3 1B.2

PDERI04140 Arctostaphylos pechoensis

Pecho manzanita

None None G2 S2 1B.2

PDERI04160 Arctostaphylos pilosula

Santa Margarita manzanita

None None G3 S3 1B.2

PDFAB0F2X3 Astragalus didymocarpus var. milesianus

Miles' milk-vetch

None None G5T2 S2 1B.2

PDFAB2B2G0 Lupinus ludovicianus

San Luis Obispo County lupine

None None G1 S1 1B.2

PDFAB400R5 Trifolium hydrophilum

saline clover

None None G2 S2 1B.2

PDHYD04010 Eriodictyon altissimum

Indian Knob mountainbalm

Endangered Endangered G1 S1 1B.1

PDLAM180H0 Monardella palmeri

Palmer's monardella

None None G2 S2 1B.2

PDLAM18161 Monardella sinuata ssp. sinuata

southern curly-leaved monardella

None None G3T2 S2 1B.2

PDONA05111 Clarkia speciosa ssp. immaculata

Pismo clarkia

Endangered Rare G4T1 S1 1B.1

PDPGN04050 Chorizanthe breweri

Brewer's spineflower

None None G2 S2 1B.3
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Element Code Species Federal Status State Status Global Rank State Rank

Rare Plant 
Rank/CDFW 
SSC or FP

PDRAN0B1B1 Delphinium parryi ssp. blochmaniae

dune larkspur

None None G4T2 S2 1B.2

PDRAN0B1B2 Delphinium parryi ssp. eastwoodiae

Eastwood's larkspur

None None G4T2 S2 1B.2

PDROS0W045 Horkelia cuneata var. puberula

mesa horkelia

None None G4T1 S1 1B.1

PDSCR0D453 Castilleja densiflora var. obispoensis

San Luis Obispo owl's-clover

None None G5T2 S2 1B.2

PDSCR1S010 Scrophularia atrata

black-flowered figwort

None None G2G3 S2S3 1B.2

PMCYP039J0 Carex obispoensis

San Luis Obispo sedge

None None G2G3 S2S3 1B.2

PMLIL0D110 Calochortus obispoensis

San Luis mariposa-lily

None None G2 S2 1B.2

PMLIL0D170 Calochortus simulans

La Panza mariposa-lily

None None G2 S2 1B.3

PMLIL0G042 Chlorogalum pomeridianum var. minus

dwarf soaproot

None None G5T2 S2 1B.2

PMPOA040M0 Agrostis hooveri

Hoover's bent grass

None None G2 S2 1B.2

Record Count: 50
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US Army Corps of Engineers                      Arid West – Version 2.0 

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Arid West Region 
 
Project/Site:                                                                                             City/County:                                                           Sampling Date:                              

Applicant/Owner:                                                                                                                                     State:                     Sampling Point:                               

Investigator(s):                                                                                         Section, Township, Range:                                                                                         

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.):                                                            Local relief (concave, convex, none):                                        Slope (%):                  

Subregion (LRR):                                                                       Lat:                                               Long:                                                 Datum:                        

Soil Map Unit Name:                                                                                                                                        NWI classification:                                               

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes               No               (If no, explain in Remarks.)  

Are Vegetation            , Soil             , or Hydrology              significantly disturbed?            Are “Normal Circumstances” present?   Yes               No              

Are Vegetation            , Soil             , or Hydrology              naturally problematic?             (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes                 No               
Hydric Soil Present?  Yes                 No               
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes                 No               

 
Is the Sampled Area 
within a Wetland?                   Yes                   No                

Remarks: 
 
 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. 
Dominance Test worksheet: 
Number of Dominant Species   
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A) 
 
Total Number of Dominant    
Species Across All Strata:                               (B) 
 
Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A/B) 

 
Prevalence Index worksheet: 
       Total % Cover of:                    Multiply by:        
OBL species                        x 1 =                       
FACW species                        x 2 =                       
FAC species                        x 3 =                       
FACU species                        x 4 =                       
UPL species                        x 5 =                       
Column Totals:                        (A)                          (B) 

         Prevalence Index  = B/A =                              
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:  
       Dominance Test is >50% 
       Prevalence Index is 3.01 
       Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting 
            data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 
       Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 
 
1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

                           Absolute    Dominant  Indicator 
Tree Stratum   (Plot size:                           )                           % Cover    Species?    Status    
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Sapling/Shrub Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
5.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Herb Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
5.                                                                                                                                               
6.                                                                                                                                               
7.                                                                                                                                               
8.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum                            % Cover of Biotic Crust                         

Hydrophytic  
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes                 No              

Remarks: 

 

La Lomita Ranch San Luis Obispo County 6/19/2015

Alan & Rebecca Vander Horst CA DP-1

David Wolff, Jason Kirschenstein

Drainage moslty flat <3%

LRRC 35.243962 -120.615955 NAD 83

Salina Silty Clay Loam 0-2% slopes none
✔

✔

✔ ✔ ✔

✔

✔

✔
✔

Bromus diandrus 60 Yes UPL
Carduus pycnocepalus 30 Yes UPL
Raphanus sativus 5 No UPL
Hirschfeldia incana 5 No UPL
Phalaris aquatica 5 No FACU
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Data point in ephemeral drainage channel bottom. 
Non-wetland waters of the U.S. ephemeral drainage tributary.

0

2

0

✔
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SOIL                                                      Sampling Point:                        

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 
 Depth                    Matrix                                           Redox Features                              
 (inches)           Color (moist)            %           Color (moist)             %         Type1       Loc2           Texture                             Remarks                           

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          
1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.         2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix. 
Hydric Soil Indicators:  (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3: 
       Histosol (A1)        Sandy Redox (S5)        1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR C) 
       Histic Epipedon (A2)        Stripped Matrix (S6)        2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR B) 
       Black Histic (A3)        Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)        Reduced Vertic (F18) 
       Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)        Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)        Red Parent Material (TF2) 
       Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR C)        Depleted Matrix (F3)        Other (Explain in Remarks) 
       1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR D)        Redox Dark Surface (F6)  
       Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)         Depleted Dark Surface (F7)  
       Thick Dark Surface (A12)        Redox Depressions (F8) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
       Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)        Vernal Pools (F9)     wetland hydrology must be present, 
       Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)                 unless disturbed or problematic. 
Restrictive Layer (if present): 
     Type:                                                                
     Depth (inches):                                                 

 
 
Hydric Soil Present?     Yes                 No              

Remarks: 
 
 
 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:   
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply)                                                         Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)      
       Surface Water (A1)        Salt Crust (B11)        Water Marks (B1) (Riverine) 
       High Water Table (A2)        Biotic Crust (B12)        Sediment Deposits (B2) (Riverine) 
       Saturation (A3)        Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)        Drift Deposits (B3) (Riverine) 
       Water Marks (B1) (Nonriverine)        Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)        Drainage Patterns (B10) 
       Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine)        Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3)        Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 
       Drift Deposits (B3) (Nonriverine)        Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)        Crayfish Burrows (C8) 
       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)        Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)        Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 
       Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)        Thin Muck Surface (C7)        Shallow Aquitard (D3) 
       Water-Stained Leaves (B9)        Other (Explain in Remarks)        FAC-Neutral Test (D5) 
Field Observations: 
Surface Water Present? Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Water Table Present?  Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Saturation Present?    Yes             No             Depth (inches):                          
(includes capillary fringe) 

 
 
 
Wetland Hydrology Present?    Yes                 No              

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available: 
 
Remarks: 
 
 
 
 

 

DP-1

0-12" N/A sand Coarse lose sand

12"-18" 10YR 3/2 80% None S-C-Loam sandy clay loam

20% clay small clay nodules

coarse sandy clay loam soil with no hydric soil indicators

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

Ephemeral drainage channel
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Arid West Region 
 
Project/Site:                                                                                             City/County:                                                           Sampling Date:                              

Applicant/Owner:                                                                                                                                     State:                     Sampling Point:                               

Investigator(s):                                                                                         Section, Township, Range:                                                                                         

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.):                                                            Local relief (concave, convex, none):                                        Slope (%):                  

Subregion (LRR):                                                                       Lat:                                               Long:                                                 Datum:                        

Soil Map Unit Name:                                                                                                                                        NWI classification:                                               

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes               No               (If no, explain in Remarks.)  

Are Vegetation            , Soil             , or Hydrology              significantly disturbed?            Are “Normal Circumstances” present?   Yes               No              

Are Vegetation            , Soil             , or Hydrology              naturally problematic?             (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes                 No               
Hydric Soil Present?  Yes                 No               
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes                 No               

 
Is the Sampled Area 
within a Wetland?                   Yes                   No                

Remarks: 
 
 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. 
Dominance Test worksheet: 
Number of Dominant Species   
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A) 
 
Total Number of Dominant    
Species Across All Strata:                               (B) 
 
Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A/B) 

 
Prevalence Index worksheet: 
       Total % Cover of:                    Multiply by:        
OBL species                        x 1 =                       
FACW species                        x 2 =                       
FAC species                        x 3 =                       
FACU species                        x 4 =                       
UPL species                        x 5 =                       
Column Totals:                        (A)                          (B) 

         Prevalence Index  = B/A =                              
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:  
       Dominance Test is >50% 
       Prevalence Index is 3.01 
       Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting 
            data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 
       Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 
 
1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

                           Absolute    Dominant  Indicator 
Tree Stratum   (Plot size:                           )                           % Cover    Species?    Status    
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Sapling/Shrub Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
5.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Herb Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
5.                                                                                                                                               
6.                                                                                                                                               
7.                                                                                                                                               
8.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum                            % Cover of Biotic Crust                         

Hydrophytic  
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes                 No              

Remarks: 

 

La Lomita Ranch San Luis Obispo County 6/19/2015

Alan & Rebecca Vander Horst CA DP-2

David Wolff, Jason Kirschenstein

Reservoir/Basin Basin <3%

LRRC 35.243652 -120.616638 NAD 83

Salina Silty Clay Loam 0-2% slopes none
✔

✔ ✔ ✔ ✔

✔ ✔ ✔

✔

✔

✔
✔

Avena sativa 30 Yes UPL
Bromus diandrus 30 Yes UPL
Hirschfeldia incana 20 Yes UPL
Polypogon monspeliensis 10 No FACW
Polygonum (aviculare?) 10 No FAC
Rumex crispus 5 No FAC
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Data point in "east finger" of man-made reservoir bottom. Non-wetland waters of the U.S. reservoir with 
OHWM projected from top of spillway weir tributary to unnamed intermittent creek.

0

3

0

✔

Wetland indicator species not dominant
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SOIL                                                      Sampling Point:                        

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 
 Depth                    Matrix                                           Redox Features                              
 (inches)           Color (moist)            %           Color (moist)             %         Type1       Loc2           Texture                             Remarks                           

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          
1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.         2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix. 
Hydric Soil Indicators:  (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3: 
       Histosol (A1)        Sandy Redox (S5)        1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR C) 
       Histic Epipedon (A2)        Stripped Matrix (S6)        2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR B) 
       Black Histic (A3)        Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)        Reduced Vertic (F18) 
       Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)        Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)        Red Parent Material (TF2) 
       Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR C)        Depleted Matrix (F3)        Other (Explain in Remarks) 
       1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR D)        Redox Dark Surface (F6)  
       Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)         Depleted Dark Surface (F7)  
       Thick Dark Surface (A12)        Redox Depressions (F8) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
       Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)        Vernal Pools (F9)     wetland hydrology must be present, 
       Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)                 unless disturbed or problematic. 
Restrictive Layer (if present): 
     Type:                                                                
     Depth (inches):                                                 

 
 
Hydric Soil Present?     Yes                 No              

Remarks: 
 
 
 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:   
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply)                                                         Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)      
       Surface Water (A1)        Salt Crust (B11)        Water Marks (B1) (Riverine) 
       High Water Table (A2)        Biotic Crust (B12)        Sediment Deposits (B2) (Riverine) 
       Saturation (A3)        Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)        Drift Deposits (B3) (Riverine) 
       Water Marks (B1) (Nonriverine)        Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)        Drainage Patterns (B10) 
       Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine)        Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3)        Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 
       Drift Deposits (B3) (Nonriverine)        Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)        Crayfish Burrows (C8) 
       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)        Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)        Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 
       Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)        Thin Muck Surface (C7)        Shallow Aquitard (D3) 
       Water-Stained Leaves (B9)        Other (Explain in Remarks)        FAC-Neutral Test (D5) 
Field Observations: 
Surface Water Present? Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Water Table Present?  Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Saturation Present?    Yes             No             Depth (inches):                          
(includes capillary fringe) 

 
 
 
Wetland Hydrology Present?    Yes                 No              

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available: 
 
Remarks: 
 
 
 
 

 

DP-2

0-6" 10YR 3/2 100% N/A sand loam Coarse sandy loam

6"-10" N/A Compacted clay with rocks

10"-15" 2.5Y 5/6 80% None sand loam sandy loam

20% clay chunks

No hydric soil indicators in man-made reservoir bottom likely not a native soil profile

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

Man-made reservoir has not filled in recent years. Aerial photos show reservoir full in 2012. May have been 
artificially filled by previous owners.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Arid West Region 
 
Project/Site:                                                                                             City/County:                                                           Sampling Date:                              

Applicant/Owner:                                                                                                                                     State:                     Sampling Point:                               

Investigator(s):                                                                                         Section, Township, Range:                                                                                         

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.):                                                            Local relief (concave, convex, none):                                        Slope (%):                  

Subregion (LRR):                                                                       Lat:                                               Long:                                                 Datum:                        

Soil Map Unit Name:                                                                                                                                        NWI classification:                                               

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes               No               (If no, explain in Remarks.)  

Are Vegetation            , Soil             , or Hydrology              significantly disturbed?            Are “Normal Circumstances” present?   Yes               No              

Are Vegetation            , Soil             , or Hydrology              naturally problematic?             (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes                 No               
Hydric Soil Present?  Yes                 No               
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes                 No               

 
Is the Sampled Area 
within a Wetland?                   Yes                   No                

Remarks: 
 
 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. 
Dominance Test worksheet: 
Number of Dominant Species   
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A) 
 
Total Number of Dominant    
Species Across All Strata:                               (B) 
 
Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A/B) 

 
Prevalence Index worksheet: 
       Total % Cover of:                    Multiply by:        
OBL species                        x 1 =                       
FACW species                        x 2 =                       
FAC species                        x 3 =                       
FACU species                        x 4 =                       
UPL species                        x 5 =                       
Column Totals:                        (A)                          (B) 

         Prevalence Index  = B/A =                              
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:  
       Dominance Test is >50% 
       Prevalence Index is 3.01 
       Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting 
            data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 
       Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 
 
1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

                           Absolute    Dominant  Indicator 
Tree Stratum   (Plot size:                           )                           % Cover    Species?    Status    
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Sapling/Shrub Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
5.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Herb Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
5.                                                                                                                                               
6.                                                                                                                                               
7.                                                                                                                                               
8.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum                            % Cover of Biotic Crust                         

Hydrophytic  
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes                 No              

Remarks: 

 

La Lomita Ranch San Luis Obispo County 6/19/2015

Alan & Rebecca Vander Horst CA DP-3

David Wolff, Jason Kirschenstein

Reservoir/Basin Basin <3%

LRRC 35.213585 -120.616638 NAD 83

Salinas silty clay loam, 0-2% slopes none
✔

✔ ✔ ✔ ✔

✔ ✔ ✔

✔

✔

✔
✔

Helminthotheca echiodes 20 Yes UPL
Hirschfeldia incana 20 Yes UPL
Polypogon monspeliensis 20 Yes FACW
Avena sativa 20 Yes UPL
Anthemis cotula 5 No FACU

85

Data point in "west finger" of man-made reservoir bottom. Non-wetland waters of the U.S. reservoir with 
OHWM projected from top of spillway weir tributary to unnamed intermittent creek.

1

4

25%

✔

Wetland indicator species not dominant
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SOIL                                                      Sampling Point:                        

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 
 Depth                    Matrix                                           Redox Features                              
 (inches)           Color (moist)            %           Color (moist)             %         Type1       Loc2           Texture                             Remarks                           

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          
1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.         2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix. 
Hydric Soil Indicators:  (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3: 
       Histosol (A1)        Sandy Redox (S5)        1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR C) 
       Histic Epipedon (A2)        Stripped Matrix (S6)        2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR B) 
       Black Histic (A3)        Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)        Reduced Vertic (F18) 
       Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)        Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)        Red Parent Material (TF2) 
       Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR C)        Depleted Matrix (F3)        Other (Explain in Remarks) 
       1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR D)        Redox Dark Surface (F6)  
       Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)         Depleted Dark Surface (F7)  
       Thick Dark Surface (A12)        Redox Depressions (F8) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
       Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)        Vernal Pools (F9)     wetland hydrology must be present, 
       Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)                 unless disturbed or problematic. 
Restrictive Layer (if present): 
     Type:                                                                
     Depth (inches):                                                 

 
 
Hydric Soil Present?     Yes                 No              

Remarks: 
 
 
 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:   
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply)                                                         Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)      
       Surface Water (A1)        Salt Crust (B11)        Water Marks (B1) (Riverine) 
       High Water Table (A2)        Biotic Crust (B12)        Sediment Deposits (B2) (Riverine) 
       Saturation (A3)        Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)        Drift Deposits (B3) (Riverine) 
       Water Marks (B1) (Nonriverine)        Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)        Drainage Patterns (B10) 
       Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine)        Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3)        Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 
       Drift Deposits (B3) (Nonriverine)        Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)        Crayfish Burrows (C8) 
       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)        Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)        Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 
       Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)        Thin Muck Surface (C7)        Shallow Aquitard (D3) 
       Water-Stained Leaves (B9)        Other (Explain in Remarks)        FAC-Neutral Test (D5) 
Field Observations: 
Surface Water Present? Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Water Table Present?  Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Saturation Present?    Yes             No             Depth (inches):                          
(includes capillary fringe) 

 
 
 
Wetland Hydrology Present?    Yes                 No              

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available: 
 
Remarks: 
 
 
 
 

 

DP-3

0-10" 2.5Y 3/1 90% 2.5YR 3/6 10 RM PL/M clay

10"-15: 2.5 Y 4/4 50% 2.5Y 6/8 50% RM M sandy clay

Hydric indicators uncertain in man-made reservoir bottom likely not a native soil profile

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

Man-made reservoir has not filled in recent years. Aerial photos show reservoir full in 2012. May have been 
artificially filled by previous owners.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Arid West Region 
 
Project/Site:                                                                                             City/County:                                                           Sampling Date:                              

Applicant/Owner:                                                                                                                                     State:                     Sampling Point:                               

Investigator(s):                                                                                         Section, Township, Range:                                                                                         

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.):                                                            Local relief (concave, convex, none):                                        Slope (%):                  

Subregion (LRR):                                                                       Lat:                                               Long:                                                 Datum:                        

Soil Map Unit Name:                                                                                                                                        NWI classification:                                               

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes               No               (If no, explain in Remarks.)  

Are Vegetation            , Soil             , or Hydrology              significantly disturbed?            Are “Normal Circumstances” present?   Yes               No              

Are Vegetation            , Soil             , or Hydrology              naturally problematic?             (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes                 No               
Hydric Soil Present?  Yes                 No               
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes                 No               

 
Is the Sampled Area 
within a Wetland?                   Yes                   No                

Remarks: 
 
 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. 
Dominance Test worksheet: 
Number of Dominant Species   
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A) 
 
Total Number of Dominant    
Species Across All Strata:                               (B) 
 
Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A/B) 

 
Prevalence Index worksheet: 
       Total % Cover of:                    Multiply by:        
OBL species                        x 1 =                       
FACW species                        x 2 =                       
FAC species                        x 3 =                       
FACU species                        x 4 =                       
UPL species                        x 5 =                       
Column Totals:                        (A)                          (B) 

         Prevalence Index  = B/A =                              
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:  
       Dominance Test is >50% 
       Prevalence Index is 3.01 
       Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting 
            data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 
       Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 
 
1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

                           Absolute    Dominant  Indicator 
Tree Stratum   (Plot size:                           )                           % Cover    Species?    Status    
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Sapling/Shrub Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
5.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Herb Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
3.                                                                                                                                               
4.                                                                                                                                               
5.                                                                                                                                               
6.                                                                                                                                               
7.                                                                                                                                               
8.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum   (Plot size:                           ) 
1.                                                                                                                                               
2.                                                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                = Total Cover 

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum                            % Cover of Biotic Crust                         

Hydrophytic  
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes                 No              

Remarks: 

 

La Lomita Ranch San Luis Obispo County 6/19/2015

Alan & Rebecca Vander Horst CA DP-4

David Wolff, Jason Kirschenstein

Reservoir/Basin Basin <3%

LRRC 35.242990 -120.616621 NAD 83

Salinas silty clay loam, 0-2% slopes none
✔

✔ ✔ ✔ ✔

✔ ✔ ✔

✔

✔

✔
✔

Polypogon monspeliensis 85 Yes FACW
Lactuca serriola 10 No FACU
Rumex crispus 10 No FACU

105

Data point in middle of man-made reservoir bottom. 2 of 3 parameters met for non-wetland waters of the U.S. 
reservoir with OHWM projected from top of spillway weir tributary to unnamed intermittent creek.

1

1

100%

✔

Dominated by annual wetland indicator species in man-made reservoir bottom



US Army Corps of Engineers                      Arid West – Version 2.0 

SOIL                                                      Sampling Point:                        

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 
 Depth                    Matrix                                           Redox Features                              
 (inches)           Color (moist)            %           Color (moist)             %         Type1       Loc2           Texture                             Remarks                           

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          
1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.         2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix. 
Hydric Soil Indicators:  (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3: 
       Histosol (A1)        Sandy Redox (S5)        1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR C) 
       Histic Epipedon (A2)        Stripped Matrix (S6)        2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR B) 
       Black Histic (A3)        Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)        Reduced Vertic (F18) 
       Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)        Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)        Red Parent Material (TF2) 
       Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR C)        Depleted Matrix (F3)        Other (Explain in Remarks) 
       1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR D)        Redox Dark Surface (F6)  
       Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)         Depleted Dark Surface (F7)  
       Thick Dark Surface (A12)        Redox Depressions (F8) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
       Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)        Vernal Pools (F9)     wetland hydrology must be present, 
       Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)                 unless disturbed or problematic. 
Restrictive Layer (if present): 
     Type:                                                                
     Depth (inches):                                                 

 
 
Hydric Soil Present?     Yes                 No              

Remarks: 
 
 
 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:   
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply)                                                         Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)      
       Surface Water (A1)        Salt Crust (B11)        Water Marks (B1) (Riverine) 
       High Water Table (A2)        Biotic Crust (B12)        Sediment Deposits (B2) (Riverine) 
       Saturation (A3)        Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)        Drift Deposits (B3) (Riverine) 
       Water Marks (B1) (Nonriverine)        Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)        Drainage Patterns (B10) 
       Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverine)        Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3)        Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 
       Drift Deposits (B3) (Nonriverine)        Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)        Crayfish Burrows (C8) 
       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)        Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)        Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 
       Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)        Thin Muck Surface (C7)        Shallow Aquitard (D3) 
       Water-Stained Leaves (B9)        Other (Explain in Remarks)        FAC-Neutral Test (D5) 
Field Observations: 
Surface Water Present? Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Water Table Present?  Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Saturation Present?    Yes             No             Depth (inches):                          
(includes capillary fringe) 

 
 
 
Wetland Hydrology Present?    Yes                 No              

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available: 
 
Remarks: 
 
 
 
 

 

DP-4

0-8" 2.5Y 4/4 100 None

8"-15" 2.5 Y 4/4 90% 27YR 4/6 10% RM M sandy clay

Hydric indicators uncertain in man-made reservoir bottom likely not a native soil profile

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

Man-made reservoir has not filled in recent years. Aerial photos show reservoir full in 2012. May have been 
artificially filled by previous owners.
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