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CEQA APPENDIX G:
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

1. Project Title: Red Abalone Fishery Management Plan and Proposed Regulatory
Amendments

2. Lead Agency:
California Fish and Game Commission
P.O. Box 944209
Sacramento, CA 94244-2090

3. Lead Agency Contact Person(s):

Valerie Termini

California Fish and Game Commission
P.O. Box 944209

Sacramento, CA 94244-2090

lan Taniguchi

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
4665 Lampson Avenue, Suite C

Los Alamitos, CA 907204

4. Project Location:
The project is located within state waters in northern California extending from north of San
Francisco Bay to the California-Oregon state line, encompassing the following counties:
Marin, Sonoma, Mendocino, Humboldt, and Del Norte (Figure 1). The project area does not
include marine protected areas that specifically prohibit abalone fishing.

5. General Plan Designation: NA

6. Zoning: NA

7. Description of project:

Red abalone (Haliotis rufescens) is a resource currently managed by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) under the Abalone Recovery and Management Plan
(ARMP). The recreational red abalone fishery is one of California’s most successful and
popular fisheries, and is economically important, particularly to Sonoma and Mendocino
counties where approximately 95 percent of the multi-million dollar fishery takes place. Over
25,000 fishers participate in the fishery each year. Red abalone may be taken with a sport
fishing license subject to regulations (Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Sections 1.74,
29.15, and 29.16) prescribed by the California Fish and Game Commission (Commission).

The proposed project is the development of a fishery management plan (FMP) for the

northern California recreational red abalone fishery and regulatory amendments to implement
the plan. The FMP would further refine and implement the long-term management objectives
outlined in the ARMP (CDFW 2005), as well as meet requirements for fisheries management
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in the Marine Life Management Act (MLMA). The FMP would serve as the framework for
managing the recreational fishery for red abalone upon the adoption by the Commission in
accordance with Fish and Game Code (FGC) Sections 5520 and 7078. The regulatory
amendments would implement the FMP under statute pursuant to FGC Sections 7072, 7075,
and 7080-7088.

8. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings:

The project occurs in the marine environment within state waters that are open for fishing
activities and take of fish and marine invertebrate resources. The project area includes the
coastline of the Pacific Ocean and the waters of the state from north of San Francisco Bay to
the California-Oregon state line (Figure 1). This area is characterized by open ocean and
scattered rocky ocean outcrops. Surrounding lands adjacent to the coastline include sandy
beaches, bluffs, coastal terraces, and areas of coastline development. The setting also
includes the underwater marine environment for divers within the project area.

State Route (SR) 1 and U.S. Highway 101, which are Eligible State Scenic Highways, follow
the coastline adjacent to the project area for much of the distance between Marin County and
the California-Oregon state line (Caltrans 2017). A 12-mile segment of U.S. Highway 101
from the south boundary to the north boundary of the Del Norte Redwoods State Park in Del
Norte County is an officially designated State Scenic Highway (Caltrans 2017). There are
several scenic vistas along the coastline and these scenic highways offer expansive views of
the Pacific Ocean the project area.

Over the past several years, the Commission has taken several actions to reduce take and
shorten the season to protect abalone from unprecedented environmental conditions. On
December 7, 2017, the Commission voted to close the recreational abalone fishery from
north of the mouth of San Francisco Bay to the California-Oregon state line due to ongoing
environmental conditions that have significantly impacted the abalone resource. The
Commission’s decision upheld the policies of the ARMP, which was adopted by the
Commission in December 2005.

The fishery closure affects only the 2018 recreational abalone season. The Commission
could allow the fishery to reopen on April 1, 2019, if an FMP for red abalone has not been
adopted before that time and the condition of red abalone populations has greatly improved.
If an FMP for red abalone has been adopted in time for the 2019 season, the Commission
would use provisions in the FMP to determine whether or not the fishery would be reopened.

9. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement): NA

10. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21080.3.17? If so, has consultation bequn? See “Discussion of Checklist,” section XVII.




ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one
impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

D Aesthetics D Agriculture and Forestry Resources D Air Quality

Biological Resources Cultural Resources D Geology /Soils

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Hazards & Hazardous Materials Hydrology / Water Quality

Land Use / Planning Mineral Resources Noise

Population / Housing Public Services Recreation

O 0O00 K
0O 0O oo o
I I

Transportation/Traffic Tribal Cultural Resources Utilities/Service Systems

[] mandatory Findings of
Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

|:| | find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect or potentially significant effect on the
environment, and a functional equivalent environmental analysis should be prepared under the Fish and Game
Commission’s certified regulatory program. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 781.5.)

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

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

1)

2)

3)

6)

9)

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by
the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer
is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to
projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer
should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project
will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

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

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers
must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than
significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may
be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is
made, an EIR is required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation
of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant
Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the
effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below,
may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect
has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a
brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of
and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state
whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,"
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the
extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside
document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is
substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies
should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental
effects in whatever format is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance



ISSUES:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
|. AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic ]
vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, |:]
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character I:I
or quality of the site and its surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare ]

which would adversely affect day or nighttime views
in the area?

II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES.

In determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as
an optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agriculture and farmland. In determining whether
impacts to forest resources, including timberland,
are significant environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to information compiled by the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
regarding the state’s inventory of forest land,
including the Forest and Range Assessment Project
and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and
forest carbon measurement methodology provided
in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. Would the project:

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

[
[l

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Y
[

No
Impact



a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use,
or a Williamson Act contract?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could resultin
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

[1l. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance
criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be
relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?

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

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase
of any criteria pollutant for which the project region
is non-attainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard (including
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people?

Less Than

Significant
Potentially with
Significant Mitigation
Impact Incorporated

O [

Less Than
Significant
Impact

[l

No
Impact

X



IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:
Would the project:

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

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

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

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

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

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation

Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?

(g) Impact a native fish or wildlife species through
authorized take in a commercial or recreational
fishing or hunting program?

Less Than

Significant
Potentially with
Significant Mitigation
Impact Incorporated

O [

Less Than
Significant
Impact

X

No
Impact

[l
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