


1. Mitigation Measures: 

 No potential adverse impacts were identified, therefore, no mitigation 
measures are required. 

 Please refer to mitigation measures in the attached Initial Study. 
 

All of the mitigation measures for the impacts listed above have been 
incorporated into the project and are required as conditions of approval.  

2. Preparation: 

This Negative Declaration was prepared by Kyra Purvis of the Marin County 
Flood Control & Water Conservation District. Copies may be obtained at the 
address listed below. 

Marin County Flood Control and Water Conservation District 
3501 Civic Center Drive, Suite 304 
San Rafael, CA 94903 
(415) 473-6269 
 
Check with the District for information about business hours and/or reviewing 
copies of the document at the front counter. 
 
An electronic version is also available for review on the County of Marin 
Environmental Planning website. 

 

□ 

https://www.marincounty.gov/departments/cda/planning/environmental-planning/current-ceqa-projects




















































































































































































































































• USFWS Information for Planning and Consultation (USFWS 2025b) 

• eBird Online Database (Cornell Lab of Ornithology 2025) 

• California Bird Species of Special Concern in California (Shuford and Gardali 2008) 

• California Amphibian and Reptile Species of Special Concern (Thomson et al. 2016) 

• A Field Guide to Western Reptiles and Amphibians (Stebbins 2003) 

• A Manual of California Vegetation, Online Edition (CNPS 2025b) 

• Preliminary Descriptions of the Terrestrial Natural Communities (Holland 1986) 

• California Natural Community List (CDFW 2025b) 

• Database searches (i.e., CNDDB, CNPS) for special-status species focused on the Novato, 
San Geronimo, Petaluma Point, San Francisco North, Point Bonita, San Quentin, San 
Rafael, and Solinas USGS 7.5-minute quadrangles. 

Following the remote assessment, WRA biologists completed a field review over the course of 
two days to document: (1) land cover types (e.g., vegetation communities, aquatic resources), (2) 
existing conditions and to determine if such provide suitable habitat for any special-status plant 
or wildlife species, (3) if and what type of aquatic land cover types (e.g., wetlands) are present, 
and (4) if special-status species are present. 3 

3.1 Vegetation Communities and Other Land Cover Types 

During the site visit, WRA evaluated the species composition and area occupied by distinct 
vegetation communities, aquatic communities, and other land cover types. Mapping of these 
classifications utilized a combination of aerial imagery and ground surveys. In most instances, 
communities are characterized and mapped based on distinct shifts in plant assemblage 
(vegetation) and follow the California Natural Community List (CDFW 2025b) and A Manual of 
California Vegetation, Online Edition (CNPS 2025b). These resources cannot anticipate every 
component of every potential vegetation assemblage in California, and so in some cases, it is 
necessary to identify other appropriate vegetative classifications based on best professional 
judgment of WRA biologists. When undescribed variants are used, it is noted in the description. 
Vegetation alliances (natural communities) with a CDFW Rank of 1 through 3 (globally critically 
imperiled [Sl/Gl], imperiled [S2/G2], or vulnerable [S3/G3]) (CDFW 2025b), were evaluated as 
sensitive as part of this evaluation. 

The site was reviewed for the presence of wetlands and other aquatic resources on December 11, 
2024, according to the methods described in the Corps Manual (Environmental Laboratory 1987). 
Areas meeting these indicators were mapped as aquatic resources and categorized using the 
vegetation community classification methods described above. Aquatic communities which are 
mapped in the NMFS EFH Mapper (NMFS 2025) or otherwise meet criteria for designation as 
EFH are indicated as such in the community description below in Section 5.1. The presence of 
riparian habitat was evaluated based on woody plant species meeting the definition of riparian 
provided in A Field Guide to Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreements, Section 1600-1607, 

3 Due to the timing of the assessment, it may or may not constitute protocol-level species surveys; see 
Sections 3.2.2 and 3.2.3 if the site assessment would constitute a formal or protocol-level species survey. 
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California Fish and Game Code (CDFG 1994) and based on best professional judgement of 
biologists completing the field surveys. 

3.2 Special-status Species 

3.2.1 General Assessment 

Potential occurrence of special-status species in the Study Area was evaluated by first 
determining which special-status species occur in the vicinity of the Study Area through a 
literature and database review as described above. Presence of suitable habitat for special­
status species was evaluated during the site visit(s) based on physical and biological conditions 
of the site as well as the professional expertise of the investigating biologists. The potential for 
each special-status species to occur in the Study Area was then determined according to the 
following criteria: 

• No Potential. Habitat on and adjacent to the site is clearly unsuitable for the species 
requirements (foraging, breeding, cover, substrate, elevation, hydrology, plant community, 
site history, disturbance regime). 

• Unlikely. Few of the habitat components meeting the species requirements are present, 
and/or the majority of habitat on and adjacent to the site is unsuitable or of very poor 
quality. The species is not likely to be found on the site. 

• Moderate Potential. Some of the habitat components meeting the species requirements 
are present, and/or only some of the habitat on or adjacent to the site is unsuitable. The 
species has a moderate probability of being found on the site. 

• High Potential. All of the habitat components meeting the species requirements are 
present and/or most of the habitat on or adjacent to the site is highly suitable. The 
species has a high probability of being found on the site. 

• Present. Species is observed on the site or has been recorded (i.e., CNDDB, other reports) 
on the site in the recent past. 

If a more thorough assessment was deemed necessary, a targeted or protocol-level assessment 
or survey was conducted or recommended as a future study. If a special-status species was 
observed during the site visit, its presence was recorded and discussed below in Section 5.2. If 
designated critical habitat is present for a species, the extent of critical habitat present, and an 
evaluation of critical habitat elements is provided as part of the species discussions below. 

3.2.2 Targeted Surveys 

No protocol-level surveys or focused surveys for special-status plant or wildlife species have 
been completed within the Study Area. 

3.3 Wildlife Corridors and Native Wildlife Nursery Sites 

To account for potential impacts to wildlife movement/migratory corridors, biologists reviewed 
maps from the California Essential Connectivity Project (Spencer et. al. 2010), and habitat 
connectivity data available through the CDFW Biogeographic Information and Observation 
System (CDFW 2025c). Additionally, aerial imagery (Google Earth 2025) for the local area was 
referenced to assess if local core habitat areas were present within, or connected to the Study 
Area. This assessment was refined based on observations of on-site physical and/or biological 
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conditions, including topographic and vegetative factors that can facilitate wildlife movement, as 
well as on-site and off-site barriers to connectivity. 

The potential presence of native wildlife nursery sites is evaluated as part of the site visit and 
discussion of individual wildlife species below. Examples of native wildlife nursery sites include 
nesting sites for native bird species (particularly colonial nesting sites), marine mammal pupping 
sites, and colonial roosting sites for other species (such as for monarch butterfly [Danaus 
plexippus]). 

4.0 ECOLOGICAL SETTING 

The 5.9-acre Study Area is located in the unincorporated community of Tamalpais Valley, Marin 
County. A description of soils and topography, climate and hydrology, and land use is provided in 
the sections below. 

4.1 Soils and Topography 

The overall topography of the Study Area is flat with elevations ranging from approximately 4 to 
8 feet NAVD88. According to Web Soil Survey (USDA 2025) and SoilWeb (CSRL 2025), the Study 
Area is underlain by three soil mapping units: water, Tocaloma-Saurin association, very steep and 
Xerorthents-Urban land complex, 0 to 9 percent slopes. Descriptions of the soil mapping units are 
provided below. The distribution of soil mapping units within the Study Area is depicted in 
Appendix A - Figure 3. The parent soil series of all the Study Area's mapping units are 
summarized below. 

Tocaloma Series 

This series consists of moderately deep, well drained and formed materials derived from strongly 
weathered, highly fractured sandstone and shale (CSRL 2025). These soils occur on hills and 
slopes, which can range from 2 to 75 percent. Tocaloma soils are not considered hydric (USDA 
2024b). These soils are medium or slightly acid and commonly become slightly more acid with 
increasing depth (CSRL 2025). 

Saurin Series 

This series consists of moderately deep, well drained soils formed from weathered sandstone 
and shale. These soils occur on hills and slopes, which can range from 2 to 75 percent. Saurin 
soils are not considered hydric (USDA 2025b). These soils are moderately acid or slightly acid 
(CSRL 2025). 

Xerorthents and Xerorthents-Urban Land Complex 

Xerorthents and urban land consists of cut or fill areas that vary greatly in depth and drainage. 
Fill consists of soil, gravel, broken cement, asphalt, rock, bay mud, and other material from 
urban construction (USDA 1985). In some places, the original soils have been graded and the 
layers mixed (USDA 1985). Xerorthents have highly variable properties, depending on the kinds 
and amount of fill material in the soil profile and/or the amount of cutting and grading of soils 
(USDA 1985). Urban land consists of areas covered by roads, driveways, houses, parking lots, 
and other structures (USDA 1985). Beneath these structures are rock fragments and soil material 
that is like that of the Xerorthents (USDA 1985). Runoff is rapid over urban land (USDA 1985). 
There is no typical soil profile for this complex. This soil series is not considered a hydric soil. 
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