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Letter 

O’RILEY 
Response 

  
Catherine M. O’Riley 
September 22, 2007 

 

O’Riley-1 Pages 16-16 and 16-17 of the DEIR describe the history and current status of the Cap-to-
Cap trail concept. 

O’Riley-2 Commenter states that she is able to travel and has traveled a number of the steep single 
track trails and trailless areas within the North Fork American River Canyon. As stated 
on page 1-6 of the DEIR, the first objective of this project is to “provide access to the 
North Fork American River Canyon within the ASRA to a wide variety of users.” The 
suitability of the project to the terrain in which it is proposed is addressed in detail in 
Chapters 5.0, “Biological Resources,” 6.0, “Cultural Resources,” 7.0, “Visual 
Resources,” 11.0, “Soils, Geology, and Seismicity,” and 12.0, “Hydrology and Water 
Quality.”  

O’Riley-3 This project begins at the confluence of the North and Middle Forks of the American 
River and ends 14.2 miles upstream at the Ponderosa Bridge near Weimar. The entire 
project is within the ASRA. Development upstream of the Ponderosa staging terminus is 
not a part of this project nor is it a reasonably foreseeable future project. As part of the 
ASRA, recreational development is currently extant throughout the project area including 
multiple-use nonmotorized natural surface trails. 

O’Riley-4 See responses NFARA 1 through NFARA 35. 

O’Riley-5 See Master Response 1. 

O’Riley-6 The project is consistent with the current ASRA IRMP. While the section of proposed 
trail shown in the IRMP between Upper Clementine Road and Ponderosa Bridge is 
shown as a “Proposed Hiking Trail” on Plate 4 “Trails” of the IRMP, page 108 of the 
IRMP states “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. New and existing trails should conform to other IRMP and ASRA guidelines.” 
Multiple-use, nonmotorized trails are consistent with the planning goals for trails for the 
ASRA as outlined on pages 85 and 86 of the IRMP. “Providing wider trails,” is listed in 
the planning goals of the IRMP on page 86 as a method of dealing with use conflicts. 
Page 108 of the IRMP states “Multiple-use trails should be 60 [inches] or wider” (a 
typographical error in the text states the width as “60 feet”). Per Jim Michaels of State 
Parks, the text was intended to read “60 inches.” The County has worked closely with 
Reclamation and State Parks in the development of this project, and both agencies 
approve of the project as proposed. Reclamation is the lead agency for the update of the 
IRMP, and has not issued any restrictions on development of projects that are consistent 
with the current IRMP while the update is in progress. 

O’Riley-7 The County has coordinated closely with Reclamation throughout the environmental 
review process and Reclamation has reviewed and provided comments on the EIR. After 
review of the DEIR and FEIR, Reclamation will adopt a revised FONSI for the proposed 
project (Appendix A). 

O’Riley-8 Commenter asked for recognition of litigation filed by Friends of the North Fork. Friends 
of the North Fork filed a Petition for Writ of Mandate and Complaint for Declaratory and 
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Injunctive Relief on March 24, 2005, to challenge the North Fork American River Trail 
Project. The decision of the Board of Supervisors to authorize the preparation of an EIR 
for the North Fork American River Trail Project reflected the independent judgment of 
the Board and was not compulsory.  

O’Riley-9 Comment noted. No response required. 
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Letter 

PARRY 
Response 

  
Susan Parry 
September 22, 2007 

 

Parry-1 Equestrian uses have and will continue to be considered in the design and management of 
the proposed trail.  

Parry-2 Running water at the staging termini is not being proposed as part of the project.  

Parry-3 See Master Response 3.  
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Letter 

DUNBAR 
Response 

  
Alice Tenscher Dunbar 
September 24, 2007 

 

Dunbar-1 As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, the tread width of the proposed trail alignment 
would generally be 6 feet, but may vary as needed based on geologic and safety 
considerations. A 6-foot width would conform to the ASRA IRMP standard for multiple-
use trails. See Master Response 3.  

 Some trails at Hidden Falls Regional Park are dirt ranch roads that existed at the time the 
County purchased the property. These existing ranch roads are wider than the proposed 
trail and were often constructed without environmental and sustainability considerations 
in mind. The ranch roads at Hidden Falls Regional Park are not comparable with the trail 
standards being used for the proposed project. The Seven Pools Loop Trail is one 
example of a trail that was constructed by the County at Hidden Falls Regional Park 
using similar standards to those proposed for the North Fork American River Trail. 
Additional information about Hidden Falls Regional Park may be found at the Parks 
Division link at www.placer.ca.gov or by calling the Placer County Parks and Grounds 
office at (530) 886-4900.  

Dunbar-2 See Master Response 2. There is no plan at this time to expand the upper Clementine 
overflow parking.  

Dunbar-3 See Master Response 3.  

Dunbar-4 Input and volunteers from the public and user groups are welcome.  
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Letter 

HEYWARD 
Response 

  
Barbara Heyward 
September 23, 2007 

 

Heyward-1 The comment expressed support for the proposed project and does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is needed. 

Heyward-2 See Master Response 3.  

Heyward-3 Input from the public and user groups on the proposed trail is welcome. 

Heyward-4 The comment expressed willingness to participate in trail maintenance. Comment noted. 
No further response is needed. 
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Letter 

RAYMOND 
Response 

  
Roberta Raymond 
September 23, 2007 

 

Raymond-1 Input from the public and user groups on the proposed trail is welcome. 

Raymond-2 See Master Response 3. Staging termini that are planned to accommodate horse trailers 
would be designed and engineered to accommodate horse trailer size and turning radius 
including consideration of side loading trailers. 
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Letter 

BONNER 
Response 

  
Jeanne Bonner 
September 24, 2007 

 

Bonner-1 See Master Response 3. 
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Letter 

GIBBS 
Response 

  
Patricia Gibbs 
September 24, 2007 

 

Gibbs-1 The comment expressed support for the proposed project and does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is needed. 

Gibbs-2 Both the North and Middle Fork American River Canyons are steep sided canyons. There 
are many successful trails that are used by thousands of hikers and equestrians every year 
with little or no conflicts.  

Gibbs-3 See Master Response 3. 

Gibbs-4 See Master Response 3. 
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Letter 

HACKBARTH 
Response 

  
Randy Hackbarth 
September 24, 2007 

 

Hackbarth-1 See Master Response 3. 

Hackbarth-2 As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, the trail corridor would be cleared of vegetation to 
a height of 10 feet to accommodate equestrian use. Because of the steep side slopes and 
the need to support equestrian traffic, the entire trail would be cut out of the hillside. As 
described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, an equestrian staging terminus would be constructed 
near the confluence approximately 200 yards east of the Foresthill Bridge. In addition, 
the TAG composed of local citizens and stakeholders including equestrians, hikers, 
mountain bikers, and environmental organizations. 
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Letter 

HAHN 
Response 

  
Julie Hahn 
September 24, 2007 

 

Hahn-1 The comment expressed support for the proposed project and does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is required. 
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Letter 

KELLER 
Response 

  
Patricia Keller 
September 24, 2007 

 

Keller-1 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 
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Letter 

KONST 
Response 

  
Sarah Konst 
September 24, 2007 

 

Konst-1 As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, the tread width of the proposed trail alignment 
would generally be 6 feet, but may vary as needed based on geologic and safety 
considerations. A 6-foot width would conform to the ASRA IRMP standard for multiple-
use trails. See Master Response 3. 
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Letter 

NEWSOM 
Response 

  
William A. Newsom 
September 24, 2007 

 

Newsom-1 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

Newsom-2 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

Newsom-3 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

Newsom-4 Pages 6-5 through 6-8 of the DEIR provide detailed descriptions of the identified cultural 
resources.  

Newsom-5 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 
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Letter 

TALLEY 
Response 

  
Sharon Talley 
September 24, 2007 

 

Talley-1 The comment expressed support for the proposed project and does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is required. 
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Letter 

SILVA 
Response 

  
Linda Silva 
September 24, 2007 

 

Silva-1 See Master Response 3. 

Silva-2 The comment expressed support for the proposed project and does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is required. 
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Letter 

SWEENEY 
Response 

  
Laurie Sweeney 
September 24, 2007 

 

Sweeney-1 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

Sweeney-2 See Master Response 3. Clearing standards would allow for creation of safe sight lines 
around curves in the trail. 
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Letter 

D. WILLIAMS 
Response 

  
Donna Williams 
September 24, 2007 

 

D. Williams-1 As described on page 3-9 of the DEIR, the proposed trail would be designed to be as low-
maintenance as practicable, and should not require brush and tree trimming maintenance 
during the first 3 years of use. The County is committed to long-term maintenance of the 
proposed trail and staging termini in accordance with License No. 04-LC-20-8324 issued 
to Placer County by Reclamation for construction and maintenance of the North Fork 
American River Trail. 

D. Williams-2 See Master Response 3. 

D. Williams-3 The comment expressed support for the proposed project and does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is required. 
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Letter 

KITA 
Response 

  
Jo Ann Kita 
September 16, 2007 

 

Kita-1 Comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response required. 

Kita-2 As described on page 16-5 of the DEIR, a narrower tread width would have more of an 
impact on user safety and recreation because of user conflicts and reduced lines of sight. 
In addition, this tread width of 4 feet would not conform to the minimum width standards 
of the ASRA IRMP for multiple-use trails. Also see response Yeates-4. 

Kita-3 See Master Response 3. 
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NORTH FORK AMERICAN RIVER TRAIL DRAFT EIR  
PUBLIC MEETING 

SUMMARY MEETING NOTES 

DATE:  Thursday, August 23, 2007  
TIME:  6:30 pm 
LOCATION: Planning Commission Hearing Room, Auburn, CA  
 

STAFF AND CONSULTANTS ATTENDING: 

John Ramirez, Parks Administrator, Placer County Steve Heipel, EDAW 
Albert Ritchie, Placer County Stephanie Bradley, EDAW 
Andy Fisher, Placer County  
Jim Durfee, Placer County  
 

MEETING PURPOSE: 

The purpose of the public meeting is to present a summary of the proposed project and seek public comments on 
the draft environmental impact report (DEIR) as part of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
process. 

SUMMARY MEETING NOTES: 

Comment 
Designation:  Summary of Key Points: 

Martin 2-1  Concerned about the amount of money put into replacing trees. It should be limited to a 
specific number of trees to be removed.  

Martin 2-2  The existing trails are popular – there have already been a couple of near misses between 
users. The width of the trail is critical to the enjoyment of the trail – the width should be as 
similar as possible to the Connector Trail. Try to mimic the meander, undulation, and width. 
The width shouldn’t be too wide or too narrow. A 20-foot width on switchbacks is optimal. 
25 feet is better than 15 feet for switchbacks. Ten percent grades are too steep unless they 
are only for short distances. Four to seven percent grades are better. 

Wauters 3-1  The trail width is interesting. It is forbiddingly narrow in some places; there is no place to 
get off the trail. It is too narrow now. The trail needs to be wide enough for a walker, a dog, 
and a biker. The Connector trail is too narrow. 

Gerhard-1  It is good to have passing lanes or turnouts, if possible.  

Sorensen 2-1  She rides trails on horseback a couple times a week. The project is wonderful and consistent 
with the area being an endurance capital. Equestrian users bring in business to the area. The 
size of trucks and trailers are growing and she is concerned about there being enough room 
for them to turn around and get in and out of the staging termini. Would like to see water for 
horses provided at the staging termini and manure disposal.  
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Comment 
Designation:  Summary of Key Points: 

Goodwin 2-1  Concerned about the north end of the trail. Foresthill Road would be accessible from the 
other end of Ponderosa Way. The road is already bad, especially for trailers. People may 
think Ponderosa Way is a short cut and may get stuck. There would be an increase in traffic 
from Weimar. Need to consider the cost of maintaining the road. 

Terrazos-1  The trail alignment should protect other existing trails. Hoping that existing trails won’t be 
disturbed.  

Terrazos-2  The switchbacks should be more rounded rather than zig-zag design. 

Garabedian-1  The Bifurcation Alternative was discussed as part of the settlement agreement and is not part 
of the public record. Those pages should be removed from the document.  

Garabedian-2  The trail is inconsistent with the ASRA plan. 

Garabedian-3  The project area is remote and should be a State Preserve. The EIR should distinguish 
between heavy recreation areas and remote recreation and indicate that the area would be 
open to the public for the 1st time. 

Garabedian-4  The Auburn Cool Crossing EIR is part of the updated ASRA plan; the North Fork American 
River Trail project should be incorporated into the ASRA plan too. 

Garabedian-5  The MND states that the trail could be extended. 

Garabedian-6  The ASRA plan states that trails should be built to USFS standards. 

Garabedian-7  Need to recognize other trails (bike cross country trail). 

Garabedian-8  The EIR needs to be clear if the 2003 or 2004 Trail Plan is the subject of the EIR. 

Garabedian-9  The cultural surveys, TAG meeting minutes, biological surveys, and visual simulations 
should be available to the public. 

Garabedian-10  The project has changed, so there should be a new EA or an EIS prepared. 

Garabedian-11  The TAG process was inadequate and incomplete. TAG should be reopened and expand the 
membership. The TAG shouldn’t be relied on. 

Garabedian-12  Concerned that the project is not a proper use of grant funds. 

Garabedian-13  EIR states that the trail is based on Troy Scott Parker’s book, Natural Surface Trails by 
Design, but it isn’t consistent with this book. 

Garabedian-14  The water quality certification received earlier this year was based the voided MND. The 
County needs to go back to agencies and get new permits. It is illegal to construct based on 
existing permits. 

Garabedian-15  The EIR should be placed in the Colfax Library and ASRA office. 

Garabedian-16  Is staking off different from flagging? 

Garabedian-17  The changes that have been made to the trail are appreciated and commenter is looking 
forward to additional changes. 

Garabedian-18  What would you do with material that is cut for the trail? Soil and rock? 

Garabedian-19  Does the project require a grading permit? 
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Comment 
Designation:  Summary of Key Points: 

Garabedian-20  Housing on the ridge requires a trail easement be allowed on the property north of the 
staging termini. Commenter is concerned the County is looking to extend the trail. 

Peterson-1  Concerned about maintenance. Six feet is an adequate width if the trail stays at 6 feet. Trails 
are usually built larger than they are expected to remain with passing. Need to plan for 
maintenance to maintain the 6-foot width.  

Peterson-2  What is Hendricks, pers. comm..? What are his qualifications? Shouldn’t have pers. comm.. 
Comment is not correct and not substantiated. 

Peach 2-1  Is the Ponderosa Way staging termini cut on the existing road or is it above the high water 
line? What is the acreage of that staging terminus? 

Covich-1  This is a good process. The trail was supposed to be on the other side of the canyon and part 
of the Cap-to-Cap trail. Would like to see a trail on the other side researched that makes a 
loop to reduce traffic. 
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MARTIN 2 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Randy Martin 
August 23, 2007 

 

Martin 2-1 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. 

Martin 2-2 The design criteria, construction methods, and equipment used for the proposed project 
would be similar to those used for the Connector Trail. See Master Response 3. See 
response Shuttleworth-5. 
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WAUTERS 3 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Helen Crawford 
August 23, 2007 

 

Wauters 3-1 As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, the tread width of the proposed trail alignment 
would generally be 6 feet, but may vary as needed based on geologic and safety 
considerations. A 6-foot width would conform to the ASRA IRMP standards for 
multiple-use trails. See Master Response 3.  
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GERHARD 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Andrew Gerhard 
August 23, 2007 

 

Gerhard-1 Subject to the dimensional standards described in the DEIR and in accordance with 
environmental protections included in the MMRP and terms of various permits, passing 
lanes and/or turnouts may be field located during construction at locations that would 
promote user safety and enjoyment. 
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SORENSEN 2 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Ruth Sorensen 
August 23, 2007 

 

Sorensen 2-1 As described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, State Park Trail Standards require either a gravel 
or dirt surface for equestrian facilities. Staging termini that are planned to accommodate 
horse trailers would be designed and engineered to accommodate horse trailer size and 
turning radius including consideration of side loading trailers. Water for horses is not 
being proposed at the staging termini at this time. 
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GOODWIN 2 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Richard Goodwin 
August 23, 2007 

 

Goodwin 2-1 See Master Response 2. 
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TERRAZOS 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Franki Terrazos 
August 23, 2007 

 

Terrazos-1 As described in Mitigation Measure 6-1 on page 6-15 of the DEIR, to ensure that 
construction of the proposed trail avoids all significant documented cultural resources in 
the project area, the County shall realign the trail route as follows: 

 The proposed trail shall be realigned at least 25 feet downslope from sites NF-4, NF-5, 
NF-7, and NF-8 to eliminate direct impacts and reduce the possibility of trail-related 
erosion and siltation. 

 The proposed trail shall be realigned at least 25–50 feet upslope from the currently 
proposed trail alignment from the Ponderosa Bridge to approximately 2,000 feet 
downriver to avoid the historically mined bar (site NF-9) and associated features. 

Terrazos-2 Switchbacks would be constructed in substantial conformance with Type I, II, or III 
switchback standards published by the USFS and viewable at: 
http://www.fs.fed.us/database/acad/dev/trails/trails.htm. It is expected that the most 
applicable switchback type for the North Fork American River Trail Project will the Type 
II or “Rolling Crown” type switchback. The determination of switchback type at each 
switchback location will be made in the field to best fit the conditions. There are 16 
switchbacks anticipated for this project. 
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GARABEDIAN 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Michael Garabedian 
August 23, 2007 

 

Garabedian-1 See Chapter 4, “Revisions to the Draft EIR,” of this document for a revision of this text. 

Garabedian-2 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. 

Garabedian-3 See response Friends 1-5. 

Garabedian-4 The proposed project would be included in the updated ASRA General Plan. 

Garabedian-5 See response Friends 1-31. 

Garabedian-6 See response Friends 1-3. 

Garabedian-7 Exhibit 14-1 on page 14-3 of the DEIR shows other existing trails and roads in the project 
area. Planning efforts for the North Fork American River Trail Project took into account 
the proximity and connectivity of other trails within the ASRA. As a 14.2 mile trail 
project designed for stand alone utility and connectivity to existing trails within the 
ASRA and having beginning and ending termini within the ASRA, consideration of 
connectivity to trails on a broader regional or state wide level is not applicable to this 
project.  

Garabedian-8 See response Friends 1-2. 

Garabedian-9 The cultural surveys for the project are confidential because of the sensitivity of 
identifying known cultural sites. The TAG meeting minutes, biological surveys, and 
visual simulations are part of the public record and are available at the County offices for 
review. 

Garabedian-10 See response Yeates-13. 

Garabedian-11 See response Friends 1-39. 

Garabedian-12 See response Friends 1-45. 

Garabedian-13 See response Friends 1-3. As described on page 3-3 of the DEIR, the County used 
standard procedures (Parker 2004) for design and construction of the proposed trail. 
County trail planners delineated the proposed trail alignment by walking and scouting the 
entire length of the project area for the most suitable route. During these initial field 
surveys, the trail was staked along an alignment that avoids profile grades greater than 
10%, large rock outcrops, trees larger than 6 inches in diameter at breast height (dbh), 
and potential cultural resource sites. The proposed trail alignment was also delineated 
based on recommendations in the geotechnical report written by Blackburn Consulting 
(2007) for the proposed project (Appendix B), and it was designed to avoid high-erosion 
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areas. Wherever feasible, the trail corridor has a grade of less than 10%, and it mostly 
passes on the high side of mature trees to reduce construction-related damage to root 
structure. Final tread alignment adjustments will be made within the proposed trail 
corridor to avoid sensitive resources, make use of natural features, and incorporate grade 
reversals.  

Garabedian-14 See response Yeates-4. As described on page 5-17 of the DEIR, because of alignment 
changes and new drainages affected since the issuance of the 1602 Streambed Alteration 
Agreement, the permit application will be resubmitted following the filing of the Notice 
of Determination for the proposed project, and any new conditions attached to the 
reissuance of the Streambed Alteration Agreement will be implemented. As described on 
page 3-10 of the DEIR, after the 404 permit was issued the trail was realigned, resulting 
in placement of fill in two new drainage crossings and avoiding placement of fill into 
four previously included drainage crossings. Therefore, an amendment to Nationwide 
Permit 42 will be requested. 

Garabedian-15 Public noticing and posting of documents related to the North Fork American River Trail 
Project FEIR will continue to be performed in accordance with CEQA guidelines. The 
locations of posted documents for public review including physical locations and website 
information will be described in public notices. 

Garabedian-16 The terms “flagging” and “staking” have been used interchangeably to describe the 
layout of the proposed trail corridor. The terms “finish flagging” or “tight line flagging” 
are used to describe the layout of the final tread positioning within the trail corridor. 

Garabedian-17 Comment noted. No further response required. 

Garabedian-18 The cut material, distributed uniformly onto the subadjacent slope, would “adjust” to the 
slope and settle over time. 

Garabedian-19 See response Friends 1-47. 

Garabedian-20 See response Friends 1-30. 
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Peterson 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Janet Peterson 
August 23, 2007 

 

Peterson-1 As described on page 3-10 of the DEIR, maintenance activities would be performed by 
County staff or volunteers, and maintenance would occur annually or as needed. 
Localized, hand-sprayed herbicide or mechanical or manual vegetation removal would be 
required along the trail tread for the first year to prevent vegetation from overgrowing the 
tread. 

Peterson-2 See Master Response 3. 
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PEACH 2 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Eric Peach 
August 23, 2007 

 

Peach 2-1 As described on page 3-9 of the DEIR, the Ponderosa Staging Terminus would be 
constructed approximately 400 yards east of the Ponderosa Bridge on the south side of 
the canyon. The area would be constructed by cut and fill of a road bank and a ledge 
below the roadway. The Ponderosa Staging Terminus would be approximately 0.4 acre. 
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COVICH 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Toby Covich 
August 23, 2007 

 

Covich-1 See Master Response 1. 
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