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3 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

This chapter contains the comment letters received on the DEIR and responses to environmental issues raised in 
those comments. Each letter has been given a designation and each individual comment within a letter has been 
given a number designation for cross-referencing. Responses are numbered so that they correspond to the 
appropriate comment. Each letter is followed by the responses to the comments in that letter. 

As noted previously, a public hearing on the DEIR was held on August 23, 2007, and public comments were 
received at that meeting. A summary of the oral comments received at the hearing, and the corresponding 
responses is included following the comment letters and responses. The comments presented during the public 
hearing are paraphrased. 

Table 3-1 lists all parties who submitted comments on the DEIR during the public review period. 

Table 3-1 
Commenter Letters and Oral Comments Received 

Commenter Date of Letter Letter 
Designation 

Organizations 
Law Offices of J. William Yeates on behalf of Friends of the North Fork September 21, 2007 Yeates 
Protect American River Canyons September 23, 2007 PARC 
Ashley Memorial Dog Park Foundation September 7, 2007 Ashley 
North Fork American River Alliance September 22, 2007 NFARA 
Friends of the North Fork September 24, 2007 Friends 1 
Friends of the North Fork September 24, 2007 Friends 2 
International Mountain Bicycling Association September 24, 2007 IMBA 

Individuals 
Sherry G. Turner September 11, 2007 Turner 
Bert Pierroz August 14, 2007 Pierroz 
Craig Wilson August 15, 2007 Wilson 
Randy Martin August 15, 2007 Martin 
Bill Haley August 20, 2007 Haley 
Bruce Sayre August 24, 2007 Sayre 
Richard Goodwin August 23, 2007 Goodwin 
Cheryl and Richard Herms August 23, 2007 Herms 
Helen Crawford August 26, 2007 Crawford 
George Palma August 28, 2007 Palma 
Steve Trythall August 27, 2007 Trythall 
Michael E. Reese August 23, 2007 Reese 
Kurt Sorensen September 6, 2007 Sorensen 
William M. Wauters September 13, 2007 Wauters 1 
William M. Wauters September 20, 2007 Wauters 2 
Jay Shuttleworth September 21, 2007 Shuttleworth 
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Table 3-1 
Commenter Letters and Oral Comments Received 

Commenter Date of Letter Letter 
Designation 

Arianne R. Danforth September 21, 2007 Danforth 
Kathy Dombrowski September 21, 2007 Dombrowski 
Donna Furlow September 21, 2007 Furlow 
Janet and Larry Glenn September 21, 2007 Glenn 
Debbie Murphy September 21, 2007 Murphy 
P. Will September 21, 2007 Will 
Stephanie Williams September 21, 2007 S. Williams 
James Yee September 21, 2007 Yee 
Pat Miller September 22, 2007 Miller 
Catherine M. O’Riley September 22, 2007 O’Riley 
Susan Parry September 22, 2007 Parry 
Alice Tenscher Dunbar September 24, 2007 Dunbar 
Barbara Heyward September 23, 2007 Heyward 
Roberta Raymond September 23, 2007 Raymond 
Jeanne Bonner September 24, 2007 Bonner 
Patricia Gibbs September 24, 2007 Gibbs 
Randy Hackbarth September 24, 2007 Hackbarth 
Julie Hahn September 24, 2007 Hahn 
Patricia Keller September 24, 2007 Keller 
Sarah Konst September 24, 2007 Konst 
William A. Newsom September 24, 2007 Newsom 
Sharon Talley September 24, 2007 Talley 
Linda Silva September 24, 2007 Silva 
Laurie Sweeney September 24, 2007 Sweeney 
Donna Williams September 24, 2007 D. Williams 
Jo Ann Kita September 16, 2007 Kita 

Public Hearing 
Randy Martin August 23, 2007 Martin 2 
William Wauters August 23, 2007 Wauters 3 
Andrew Gerhard August 23, 2007 Gerhard 
Ruth Sorensen August 23, 2007 Sorensen 2 
Richard Goodwin August 23, 2007 Goodwin 2 
Franki Terrazos August 23, 2007 Terrazos 
Michael Garabedian August 23, 2007 Garabedian  
Janet Peterson August 23, 2007 Peterson 
Eric Peach August 23, 2007 Peach 2 
Toby Covich August 23, 2007 Covich 
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Letter 

YEATES 
Response 

 Law Office of J. William Yeates 
On Behalf of Friends of the North Fork 
Jason Flanders 
September 21, 2007 

 

Yeates-1 As described on page 5 of Appendix B to the DEIR, prior to trail construction, all 
surficial vegetation and debris should be stripped and removed to approximately 2 feet 
beyond the limits of grading. The estimated depth of this vegetation removal is 
approximately 2-4 inches below ground surface. These materials should not be used 
within fills along the trail, but may be used as topsoil over finished slopes, if debris is 
removed. The cut material would be distributed uniformly onto the subadjacent slope and 
would “adjust” to the slope and settle over time. 

 As described on page 6 of Appendix B to the DEIR, to mitigate potential erosion and 
subsequent surficial slumping, topical areas of high erosion potential (e.g., ephemeral 
crossings, grade dips, etc.) would be vegetated as soon as possible, and surface drainage 
would be directed away from the top slopes. The uppermost 2 feet of new cuts would be 
“rounded”. Measures would also be provided to reduce concentration of runoff where the 
trail gradient exceeds 5%. These measures may include grade dips, grade reversals, and 
energy dissipaters at discharge points. The amount of soil and rock material that would be 
disturbed during construction would be minimized. The exact amounts of soil and rock 
material would not be known until the final design phase of the project. Based on the 
project description, the trail construction involves cuts and fills less than 5 feet in height. 
It is the opinion of Blackburn Consulting, based on the study and recommendations 
contained in the Geotechnical Input Report, included in Appendix B of the DEIR, that the 
resulting earthwork volume would be minor, and the project would not result in 
significant disruption, displacements, compaction, overcrowding of the soil if it is 
constructed in accordance with the Project Description and recommendations included in 
the Geotechnical Input Report. Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be consistent 
with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for 
Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activity (General Permit) Water 
Quality Order 99-08-DWQ and the Section 401 Water Quality Certification. 

Yeates-2 As described on page 1 of Appendix B to the DEIR, most of the slopes along the trail 
alignment average about 70% gradient (35°, about 1.4H:1V), or flatter. Some segments, 
however, traverse slopes approaching 100% gradient (45°, 1H:1V). Section A of 
Appendix B to the DEIR also shows a typical cross section that illustrates the steepness 
of the canyon slopes. See response Yeates-1.  

Yeates-3 As described on page 11-15 of the DEIR, the County shall comply with the terms and 
conditions set forth in the Section 401 water quality certification obtained from the 
Central Valley RWQCB. Because of alignment changes and new drainages affected since 
the issuance of the Section 401 certification, this permit will be resubmitted and any new 
conditions attached to that permit will be incorporated into the project. The County shall 
notify the Central Valley RWQCB in writing of the start of any in-water activities. The 
following is a list of terms and conditions of the Section 401 certification:  

< Except for activities permitted by USACE under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, 
soil, silt, or other organic materials shall not be placed where such materials could 
pass into surface water or surface water drainage courses. 
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< The discharge of petroleum products or other excavated materials to surface waters is 
prohibited. 

< Activities shall not cause turbidity increases in surface waters to exceed: 

− where natural turbidity is between 0 and 5 Nephelometric Turbidity Units 
(NTUs), increases shall not exceed 1 NTU; 

− where natural turbidity is between 5 and 50 NTUs, increases shall not exceed 20 
percent; 

− where natural turbidity is between 50 and 100 NTUs, increases shall not exceed 
10 percent; 

− where natural turbidity is greater than 100 NTUs, increases shall not exceed 10 
percent. 

 Except that these limits will be eased during in-water working periods to allow a turbidity 
increase of 15 NTU over background turbidity a measured in surface waters 300 feet 
downstream from the working area. In determining compliance with the above limits, 
appropriate averaging periods may be applied provided that beneficial uses will be fully 
protected. 

< Activities shall not cause settleable matter to exceed 0.1 milliliters/liter in surface 
waters as measured in surface waters 300 feet downstream from the project. 

< Activities shall not cause visible oil, grease, or foam in the work area or downstream. 

< All areas disturbed by project activities shall be protected from washout or erosion. 

< In the event that project activities result in the deposition of soil materials or creation 
of a visible plume in surface waters, monitoring shall be conducted immediately 
upstream and 300 feet downstream of the work site and the results reported to the 
Board within two weeks. 

< Placer County Department of Facility Services shall notify the Board immediately if 
the above criteria for turbidity, settleable matter, oil/grease, or foam are exceeded. 

< Placer County Department of Facility Services shall notify the Board immediately of 
any spill of petroleum products or other organic or earthen materials. 

Yeates-4 The width and steepness of the defined streambanks were used to determine which 
stream crossings would require bridges. Bridges would be required at crossings that were 
determined to have banks that were too steep or too wide to allow for safe crossing 
without a bridge. Bridges were proposed to allow for safe crossing and not as a means of 
avoiding significant stream impacts. Impacts to streams are discussed in Impacts 5-4 and 
12-1 and 12-2 of the DEIR. 

Yeates-5 Please see Master Response 1. 

Yeates-6 There would be no clear-cutting along the trail for safe lines of sight. Status oaks, as 
defined by the Placer County Tree Ordinance, would not be removed when clearing for 
safe lines of sight. As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, vegetation clearing along the 
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trail corridor before construction would be performed by hand. Clearing would be 
maintained by the County as necessary. As described on page 5-3 of the DEIR, a 
preliminary delineation of waters of the United States, including wetlands, was conducted 
by EDAW wetland ecologists in February 2004. Special-status plant surveys were 
conducted in the project area in May and June 2004 by EDAW botanists. Because there 
have been minor adjustments to the proposed trail alignment since 2004, additional 
surveys were conducted in 2006 and 2007. Prior to construction, an additional 2.3 mile 
segment of the trail will be surveyed for Brandegee’s clarkia. 

Yeates-7 Pursuant to the Placer County Tree Ordinance, the County would purchase oak woodland 
mitigation credits for all oak trees greater than 6 inches dbh that are removed as a result 
of the project. 

Yeates-8 CEQA establishes a duty for public agencies to avoid or minimize environmental damage 
where feasible. The mitigation measures to protect foothill yellow-legged frog are 
established to minimize impacts to foothill yellow-legged frogs during construction, if 
they are present in the construction area. Impacts to foothill yellow-legged frog 
populations from foot, horse, and bicycle traffic once the trail is operational are expected 
to be minimal, because the proposed trail does not cross any perennial streams; the 
ephemeral and intermittent streams are not likely to provide consistently suitable aquatic 
habitat for the duration of the breeding and metamorphosis period. In addition, the 
gradient of most of these streams is not suitable to support foothill yellow-legged frogs. If 
foothill yellow-legged frogs were to be present at one or more of the stream crossings, 
potential trampling of egg masses, tadpoles, or adults is not likely to eliminate the 
regional population or reduce the population below self-sustaining levels. As described 
on page 5-15 of the DEIR, the County and its primary construction contractor shall 
implement the following measures to reduce impacts on foothill yellow-legged frogs: 

► Construction of the trail across drainages and streams shall occur when the drainages are 
dry, to the extent feasible. 

► Guidelines shall be implemented to protect water quality and prevent erosion, as outlined 
in the BMPs in Chapter 3.0, “Project Description,” and Mitigation Measure 11-2, “Obtain 
Authorization for Construction Activities with the Central Valley RWQCB and 
Implement Erosion and Sediment Control Measures as Required.” 

► If water is present during construction, disturbance to pools and slow runs with cobble-
sized substrate shall be minimized. In particular, rocks shall not be collected from in-
water environments from late March to early September to avoid disturbing foothill 
yellow-legged frog egg masses and tadpoles. 

 Implementation of this mitigation would reduce impacts to yellow-legged frogs to a less-
than significant level. 

Yeates-9 CEQA establishes a duty for public agencies to avoid or minimize environmental damage 
where feasible. Mitigation Measure 5-2 includes measures to avoid loss of active raptor 
nests and to minimize impacts to migratory bird nests through limiting removal of 
vegetation during the nesting season that could be used as nesting substrate. 

Yeates-10 As described on page 6-15 of the DEIR, appropriate measures may include no action, 
avoidance of the resource through trail realignment, subsurface testing, and potentially 
data recovery. The "no action" scenario is only applicable if the archaeologist determines 
the find is not significant according to CEQA and Section 106 criteria. The County will 
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conduct training for all construction crews for all sensitive resources including cultural 
and biological resources.  

Yeates-11 The proposed project is a recreational trail that would follow the contours of the North 
Fork American River canyon and is not considered a structure.  

Yeates-12 The County has coordinated closely with U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) 
throughout the environmental review process and Reclamation has reviewed and 
provided comments on the EIR.  
 
After review of the DEIR and FEIR, Reclamation has prepared a revised FONSI for the 
proposed project (see Appendix A).  



sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

Sacramento
Line

MartinA1
Text Box
North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR                                                                                                                                          EDAW
Placer County                                                                                   3-13                                         Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR




Sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

MartinA1
Text Box
EDAW                                                                                                                                           North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR
Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR                                        3-14                                                                                     Placer County




North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR  EDAW 
Placer County 3-15 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Letter 

PARC 
Response 

 Protect American River Canyons 
Eric Peach 
September 23, 2007 

 

PARC-1 Comment noted. No further response required. 

PARC-2 The 6-foot trail for the proposed project would be constructed in similar geometric 
manner to the Seven Pools Trail in Hidden Falls Regional Park including the shoulder 
slope. The design criteria, construction methods, and equipment used for the proposed 
project would be similar to those used for the Seven Pools Trail and the Connector Trail.  

PARC-3 There are no plans to expand the upper Clementine staging area as part of the proposed 
project. The upper Clementine staging area would provide parking in its current state. 
The use of Long Point Fuel Break Trail is not endorsed as part of this project, nor is the 
use of the Driver’s Flat Road. See Master Response 2. 

PARC-4 See Master Response 3. 

PARC-5 As described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, a deterrent to motorized vehicles is required. This 
would be addressed by the installation of walk-throughs or turnstiles, at trail entrances 
and intersections with roads. Stepovers or other measures approved by U.S. Department 
of Parks and Recreation (State Parks) may also be used. In addition, State Parks patrols 
the Auburn State Recreation Area (ASRA) with a full time ranger program 

PARC-6 The proposed project would not substantially diminish habitat for wildlife species, or 
cause any populations to drop below self-sustaining levels. The proposed project would 
become part of the ASRA trail system managed by State Parks. Wildlife will continue to 
be managed in accordance with the policies of the ASRA. Both impacts to wildlife as a 
result of the proposed project and public safety related to wildlife attacks are addressed in 
the DEIR (see Chapters 5.0 and 14.0 of the DEIR) 

PARC-7  As described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, the proposed trail would include an interpretive 
program. As part of this program, self-guided informational signage would be provided to 
inform area visitors of natural, cultural, and physical features encountered along the 
proposed trail alignment. An informational kiosk would be installed at the Foresthill 
Bridge and Ponderosa Bridge Staging Termini to provide information about the trail, 
such as trail etiquette, safety, and educational information. The County welcomes 
additional input on the comprehensive interpretive program. 

PARC-8 Comment noted. No further response required. 
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Letter 

ASHLEY 
Response 

 Ashley Memorial Dog Park Foundation 
Laura Pinnick, Director 
September 7, 2007 

 

Ashley-1 It is not consistent with the goals and objectives of the proposed project to provide off-
leash dog use. 

Ashley-2 No off leash committee currently exists. Commenter will be added to the mailing list for 
the proposed project. 
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Letter 

NFARA 
Response 

 North Fork American River Alliance 
Catherine M. O’Riley, Secretary 
September 22, 2007 

 

NFARA-1 See Master Response 1. 

NFARA-2 See Master Response 3. As described on pages 14-8 and 14-9 of the DEIR, because user 
conflicts do not constitute an effect on the physical environment, this is not a significant 
impact under CEQA. 

NFARA-3 As described on page 8-6 of the DEIR, because the staging termini would be designed to 
include measures for safe ingress and egress of trucks and trailers, the project would have 
a less-than-significant impact on hazards to safety from design features. In addition, as 
described on page 8-6 of the DEIR, because existing parking and additional parking 
spaces created by the proposed project are expected to be adequate for trail users, this 
impact is considered less than significant. Both the Placer County CEQA Checklist and 
Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines (Appendix G) were used to determine the 
significance of project-related impacts. The Placer County CEQA Checklist is used by 
the County to determine if an EIR should be prepared for a project, whereas thresholds in 
Appendix G are used to determine the significance of a project’s impacts once the 
decision to prepare and EIR has already been made. Therefore, in some cases the 
County’s Checklist has lower thresholds of significance than Appendix G. The DEIR text 
has been changed to reflect the Appendix G threshold that was used to determine the 
significance of traffic-related impacts. See Chapter 4, “Revisions to the Draft EIR,” of 
this document for a revision of this text. 

NFARA-4 See Master Response 2. 

NFARA-5 The area surrounding the Ponderosa Staging Terminus would be revegetated following 
construction. See response Yeates-4. 

NFARA-6 This topic is outside the scope of the proposed project and DEIR. 

NFARA-7 See response Yeates-8. 

NFARA-8 Potential loss of active raptor nests will be avoided by Mitigation Measure 5-2 as 
described on pages 5-15 and 5-16 of the DEIR, including avoiding removal of potential 
nest trees if feasible, pre-construction surveys prior to tree removal or other construction 
activities, and establishment of protective buffers around any active nests. With 
implementation of these measures, loss of eggs, young, or adult raptors is not expected to 
occur. Disruption of birds during the construction period will be minimized by limiting 
the amount of woody vegetation to be removed during the nesting season in areas near 
raptor nests. Implementation of the proposed project is not expected to substantially 
diminish habitat for wildlife species, or cause any populations to drop below self-
sustaining levels.  

NFARA-9 The construction-generated noise could range from 80-93 dBA at 50 feet. For 
comparison, automobile noise can range up to 90 dBA at 50 feet (EPA 1978). While 
noise levels within this range may elicit a noticeable response in wildlife (Larkin et al. 
1996), the construction-generated noise associated with the proposed project is not 
expected to substantially diminish habitat for wildlife species, or cause any populations to 
drop below self-sustaining levels. 
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NFARA-10 As described in Appendix C to the DEIR, Brandegee’s clarkia (Clarkia biloba spp. 
brandegeeae) was encountered along the original trail alignment during the 2004 surveys. 
No occurrences of Brandegee’s clarkia were encountered along the proposed trail 
alignment during the 2007 survey; however, this survey was conducted during the non-
blooming season and additional surveys of this alignment would need to be conducted 
during the blooming season. As described on page 5-13 of the DEIR, if Brandegee’s 
clarkia is encountered during pre-construction surveys, implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 5-3 would reduce impacts to special-status plants to a less-than-significant level. 

NFARA-11 Both impacts to wildlife as a result of the proposed project and public safety related to 
wildlife attacks are addressed in the DEIR (see Chapters 5.0 and 14.0 of the DEIR). 

NFARA-12 The County is committed to implementing Mitigation Measure 5-6 as described in the 
DEIR and Chapter 5 of this FEIR, to reduce impacts related to invasive weeds.  

 As described on page 15-9 of the DEIR, before the commencement of trail construction, 
the County shall implement the following measures. 

► An accidental-spill prevention and response plan shall be prepared and implemented 
for storage and use of hazardous materials during trail construction and maintenance. 
This plan shall identify measures to prevent accidental spills from leaving the site and 
methods for responding to and cleaning up spills before neighboring properties are 
exposed to hazardous materials. 

► The County shall ensure that any employee handling hazardous materials are trained 
in the safe handling and storage of hazardous materials and trained to follow all 
applicable regulations with regard to such hazardous materials. 

► The primary construction contractor shall identify a staging area where hazardous 
materials will be stored during construction in accordance with applicable state and 
federal regulations. 

 As described on page 3-9 of the DEIR, the County would be responsible for long-term 
maintenance of the proposed trail and staging termini. Herbicide application in 
conjunction with County projects and facilities is performed by staff that are certified in 
herbicide/pesticide application. 

NFARA-13 Current use at the Ponderosa Bridge is primarily related to water oriented recreation and 
is not the subject of this project, nor can a behavioral corollary be assumed between trail 
users and water users. The Foresthill Staging Terminus would be locked at night to deter 
unauthorized uses. As described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, a deterrent to motorized 
vehicles would be used. This would be addressed by the installation of walk-throughs or 
turnstiles, at trail entrances and intersections with roads. In addition, stepovers or other 
measures approved by State Parks would be used. State Parks is under contract to manage 
and patrol the trail, and CalFire is contracted to provide fire risk management and 
suppression.  

NFARA-14 The goal of the proposed project is to discourage informal trails, which is accomplished 
by the distance of the trail from the river, steep topography, and dense intervening 
vegetation. However, it is not feasible to completely eliminate the possibility of informal 
connections to the river. Because of the measures incorporated into the project, the 
potential for informal trails to form would be minimal and would not cause significant 
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disturbance to vegetation or wildlife. Therefore, despite the risk that some informal trails 
could be formed, this would not have a significant impact on the environment. 

NFARA-15 The use of signage, turnstiles, and stepovers has been shown as an effective deterrent to 
motorized use and would be used to deter motorized use of the proposed trail. Ongoing 
unauthorized OHV use within the ASRA is not within the scope of the proposed project 
or DEIR and is not within the County’s jurisdiction.  

NFARA-16 As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, the tread width of the proposed trail alignment 
(i.e., the actual surface on which trail users actively place feet, hooves, wheels, etc.) 
would generally be 6 feet, but may vary as needed based on geologic and safety 
considerations. Vegetation removal would be minimized within the trail corridor to the 
extent possible; however, up to 15 feet may be cleared where needed to promote safe 
lines of sight. Although clearing of vegetation could be up to 15 feet, this would not be 
the width of the trail tread. As described on page 7-13 of the DEIR, the proposed trail 
alignment would be more visible immediately following construction until the 
surrounding vegetation is able to grow back. Exhibits 7-8 through 7-17 show existing 
conditions compared to the worst-case scenario of what the trail and staging termini 
would look like immediately following construction. These exhibits show what the 
proposed trail would look like with a 15-foot-wide vegetation removal corridor in which 
all vegetation has been removed. 

NFARA-17 The proposed project would be included in the updated ASRA General Plan. As 
described on page 108 of the ASRA Interim Resources Management Plan (IRMP), trails 
within the ASRA are not necessarily limited to those proposed on the trails map (Plate 4). 
New trails may be permitted with the approval of the administrative agency. The County 
has coordinated closely with State Parks and Reclamation to ensure the proposed project 
would be consistent with the existing IRMP. 

NFARA-18 See response NFARA-17. 

NFARA-19 The County has coordinated closely with Reclamation throughout the environmental 
review process, and Reclamation has reviewed and given input on the EIR. After review 
of the DEIR and FEIR, Reclamation is expected to adopt a revised FONSI for the 
proposed project (Appendix A). 

NFARA-20 Other types of recreational opportunities already exist in the ASRA. See response 
NFARA-17 above. The proposed trail would be consistent with State Parks’ mission for 
managing the ASRA and would be consistent with the IRMP for the ASRA. The 
proposed trail would not preclude other recreational uses in the ASRA. See response 
NFARA-16 above for discussion of trail width. 

NFARA-21 The proposed project has followed the public involvement process according to CEQA 
and NEPA. See response NFARA-17 above. The upper North Fork has never been 
designated as a wilderness area and though it has many wilderness qualities there is 
nothing in Wilderness Designation that precludes development of trails or multi-use trails 
in wilderness areas. Many Wilderness areas within the United States allow non motorized 
multiple-use on trails. Additionally, the trail would be far above the river throughout 
most of its course which would help retain the wilderness like qualities of the North Fork 
corridor. 

NFARA-22 See response NFARA-17. 
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NFARA-23 As described on page 4-6 of the DEIR, implementation of the proposed project would be 
consistent with relevant policies in the adopted planning documents pertinent to the 
project area. 

NFARA-24 The County is responsible for implementation of all mitigation measures included in the 
DEIR. Please refer to Chapter 5, “Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program,” of this 
FEIR. 

NFARA-25 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

NFARA-26 As described on pages 6-15 and 6-16 of the DEIR, Mitigation Measures 6-1, 6-2, and 6-3 
would reduce impacts to known and yet-to-be-discovered cultural resources to a less-
than-significant level. 

NFARA-27 As described on pages 11-15 and 11-16 of the DEIR, Mitigation Measures 11-1 and 11-2 
would be implemented to reduce impact to soils, geology, and seismicity to a less-than-
significant level. In addition, all measures recommended in Appendix B to the DEIR, 
would be implemented. See response Yeates-1. 

NFARA-28 See response Yeates-1. As described on page 15-9 of the DEIR, Mitigation Measure 15-1 
would reduce impacts from hazards and hazardous materials to a less-than-significant 
level. 

NFARA-29 Chapter 7.0 of the DEIR provides an analysis of the impacts of the proposed project on 
visual resources. Visual simulations on pages 7-19 and 7-20 of the DEIR simulate how 
the actively maintained trail would look 1 year following construction under the proposed 
project. The discussion of significant and irreversible effects on page 16-14 of the DEIR 
describes the conditions that could occur in the future if the County and State Parks chose 
to discontinue use of the trail and return the project area to its natural condition. The 
project area could be returned to its natural state through passive and/or active restoration 
and bridge removal if desired by the County and State Parks. Returning the project area 
to its natural condition is not being proposed as part of the project. 

NFARA-30 If at some point in the future, the County and State Parks decided to discontinue use of 
the trail, the project area could be restored to its natural condition and bridges could be 
removed. 

NFARA-31 As described on pages 16-16 and 16-17 of the DEIR, the Cap-to-Cap Trail remains a 
concept and not a reasonably foreseeable, probable future project. The County agreed to 
design the trail section from the confluence to the Ponderosa Bridge to function as a 
stand-alone trail with its own independent utility, adequate staging area parking, and 
logical termini that would connect to existing trails. 

NFARA-32 The County, Reclamation, and State Parks have found no information to substantiate the 
comment that access to the new river access at the dam site has been restricted.  

NFARA-33 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

NFARA-34 None of these recommendations reflected consensus of the Trail Advisory Group (TAG). 

NFARA-35 Comment noted. No further response required. 
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