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Project Title:

Oakmont Park Tributary Rehabilitation Project

Lead Agency: City of Redlands
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Email:

John R. Harris, City of Redlands

jharris@cityofredlands.org

Phone Number:

Project Location: Redlands

(909) 798-7658

San Bernardino
City

County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The City of Redlands proposes drainage and erosion control improvements to two Oakmont Stream tributaries and a
600-foot-long segment of the main Oakmont Stream. The tributaries are comprised of a 375-foot-long east segment and
a 160-foot-long west segment. North of Oakmont Park, Oakmont Estate Tract No. 15469 was constructed in 2006. At the
time, the Project constructed two outlet structures under Sutherland Drive to drain runoff from the residential tract into
Oakmont Creek. The improvements included grade control structures consisting of pole check dams set at specific
intervals (approximately every 120 feet) to protect the stream bed and mitigate erosion. Previous improvements to the
Oakmont Stream began to fail and the stream experienced geomorphic changes that include bank migration and
scouring. Of particular concern is the incision of the west bank, lateral erosion of bank slopes, and failure of existing
check dams. The rate of erosion threatened to compromise the trail system and wash away several oak trees along the
stream in Oakmont Park.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
Potentially significant impacts would occur to biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, and tribal
cultural resources. Impacts to these areas would be reduced to less than significant with the incorporation of proposed
mitigation measures BIO-1 and BIO-2, CUL-1 through CUL-3, GEO-1, and TCR-1 through TCR-3.
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continued
If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

N/A

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 6 - Inland Deserts, Ontario
Native American Heritage Commission, California
Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 8

