
North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR  EDAW 
Placer County 3-81 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Letter 

FRIENDS 1 
Response 

 Friends of the North Fork 
Michael Garabedian, President 
September 24, 2007 

 

Friends 1-1 The GPS data for the project is in a raw form that is not presentable in a readable format 
for public distribution. The GPS data is intended to be used by to staff during 
construction to accurately locate the planned trail alignment where flagging may be 
missing. The public comment period for the DEIR ended on September 24, 2007. 

Friends 1-2 The 2003 North Fork American River Trail Plan (Trail Plan) was vacated along with the 
MND for the North Fork American River Trail Project. The County will prepare another 
Trail Plan that reflects the current project description. The new Trail Plan is considered 
an implementation/construction document for the proposed project and will be used to 
guide the County with implementation of the proposed project. Because an EIR has been 
prepared for the proposed project, which will be the subject of the new Trail Plan, no 
further CEQA analysis is required for implementation of the Trail Plan. See Chapter 4, 
“Revisions to the Draft EIR,” of this document for a revision of this text. 

Friends 1-3 The construction details and visual simulations included in the Draft EIR provide an 
accurate description of the project and provide typical detail options that trail builders 
would use to respond to conditions in the field as encountered. This trail project must be 
differentiated from a road project in that this trail project would include a refinement of 
the trail tread within the studied corridor during construction. The purpose of this 
refinement is to incorporate rolling grade reversals that meander around anchor points 
such as rock outcroppings and trees. This trail project intends to use and preserve these 
natural features whereas roads must often remove them to provide safe alignment for 
motor vehicles. Rolling grade reversals are also a primary feature used to disburse water 
before it becomes concentrated and direct it away from the trail bed in small volumes. 
Because of the density of the vegetation in many areas, the tread refinement (often 
referred to as “tight line flagging”) must be conducted in conjunction with the initial 
vegetation clearing and would not be permissible during the planning process. It is 
therefore impossible and unnecessary to provide a detailed diagram of excavation 
amounts, rock wall lengths, and such. The details provided in Section B of Appendix B to 
the DEIR provide field options to minimize the height of cut slopes in steeper side slope 
areas.  

 It is not anticipated that the tread would exceed 6 feet in any location except in relatively 
rare instances, when it may be necessary to incorporate short sections of tread that are 
over 6 feet in consideration of discreet, site-specific safety or geologic conditions.  

 The U.S. Forest Service (USFS) Construction Standards referenced in the ASRA IRMP 
are published at http://www.fs.fed.us/database/acad/dev/trails/trails.htm. These 
construction standards are intended to provide standard construction contract language 
and details and do not deal with planning format. The construction documents that would 
be prepared in conjunction with this project would be consistent with the USFS 
Construction Standards. 

Friends 1-4 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 
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Friends 1-5 Several multiple-use and single-use trails currently exist in the project area; therefore, the 
project area is currently being used for similar types of recreation. The proposed trail is 
consistent with State Parks’ mission and management plan for the project area as a state 
recreation area. 

Friends 1-6 The proposed project is described in Chapter 3.0 of the DEIR. 

Friends 1-7 This comment expresses the commenter’s opinion and does not cite facts in support of 
this opinion. 

Friends 1-8 The portion of the North Fork American River that is designated as a Wild and Scenic 
River is approximately 8 miles upstream of the proposed trail. The proposed project 
would not affect the area of the river designated as a Wild and Scenic, nor is this project 
in the vicinity of the Stevens Trail or the Beacroft Trail. See response NFARA-21. 

Friends 1-9 See response Friends 1-5 above. 

Friends 1-10 This topic is outside the scope of the proposed project and DEIR. No further response 
required. 

Friends 1-11 Chapters 4.0 through 15.0 of the DEIR address all relevant plans, policies, and 
ordinances relevant to the project area for each resource area. 

Friends 1-12 This topic is outside the scope of the proposed project and DEIR. No further response 
required. 

Friends 1-13 The issues raised in previously submitted comments do not pertain to the adequacy of the 
DEIR and have been addressed in previous responses, analysis in the DEIR, or responses 
in this FEIR. Those responses are hereby incorporated by reference. No further response 
is required.  

Friends 1-14 Under CEQA, impacts to population and housing would occur if a project would induce 
substantial population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly; displace substantial 
numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere; or displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere. Because none of these conditions would occur as a result 
of the proposed project, this topic was not further analyzed in the DEIR. 

Friends 1-15 As part of the information gathering for the ASRA General Plan, an on-site visitor survey 
was conducted in 2006 to learn more about visitor use patterns and visitor preferences 
within ASRA. Five hundred and twenty eight useable surveys were completed by visitors 
at a variety of locations throughout the SRA from May through October of 2006. Survey 
results from these surveys are available on-line at: 
http://www.parks.ca.gov/default.asp?page_id=24325.  

Friends 1-16 The proposed project does not conflict with or preclude river-dependent uses of the North 
Fork American River Canyon.  

Friends 1-17 See response Friends 1-15. 

Friends 1-18 The TAG included a representative of the mountain bike community. Input from all user 
groups and the public was solicited on the project during the public scoping and comment 
periods in November 2005 and August 2006.  
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Friends 1-19 This topic is outside the scope of the proposed project and DEIR. No further response 
required. 

Friends 1-20 Cultural resources and historic use of the project area are described in Chapter 6.0 of the 
DEIR. 

Friends 1-21 Suction dredging is an on-going activity that would not change with implementation of 
the project. 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. 

Friends 1-22 As described on page 6-13 of the DEIR, an approximately 25-foot wide corridor was 
surveyed for cultural resources. The survey area extended beyond the 6 foot trail tread 
and potential 15-foot area of vegetation clearing. 

Friends 1-23 Although Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires "consultation,” it 
does not specifically mandate with whom consultation is conducted. Therefore, 
procedures were followed to reasonably identify the appropriate points of contact when 
consulting the Native American community to include them in the surveys and allow 
them to provide comments or voice concerns about the project as is required under 
Section 106. Native American consultation is not required under CEQA; however, Policy 
5.D.3 of the Placer County General Plan and Policy 4.B.1-5 of the Foresthill Divide 
Community Plan do require consultation. As described on pages 6-12 and 6-13 of the 
DEIR, in accordance with the consultation requirements of Section 106, EDAW, on 
behalf of Reclamation, initiated the consultation process with appropriate Native 
American groups with a possible interest in the cultural resource studies and the proposed 
trail construction. EDAW contacted the Native American Heritage Commission in 
Sacramento and requested a list of suitable tribal organizations and individuals and a 
search of the NAHC Sacred Lands Files. The Sacred Lands Files search revealed that no 
known sites of cultural or spiritual importance to the present-day Native American 
community were known to exist within the project area. The Native Americans contacted 
are considered representatives for the living and non-living members of their respective 
tribes. 

Friends 1-24 Commenter’s recommendation to expand a study area to include the Sierra Nevada 
Mountain region and Sacramento Valley is outside of the scope of this project. Impacts to 
wildlife movement corridors were evaluated in the DEIR, as provided in thresholds of 
significance in the Placer County CEQA checklist and State CEQA Guidelines. It was 
determined that a 6-foot wide trail would not substantially interfere with the movement of 
wildlife. 

Friends 1-25 See response Friends 1-24. Impacts to wildlife populations were evaluated using the 
Placer County CEQA Checklist and State CEQA Guidelines. 

Friends 1-26 See response Friends 1-24. 

Friends 1-27 See response Friends 1-24. 

Friends 1-28 Chapter 4.0 of the DEIR evaluates the plans, policies, and land use and zoning 
designations that apply to the project area. Impact 4-1 on page 4-6 of the DEIR evaluates 
consistency of the proposed project with these plans, policies, and land use and zoning 
designations. 
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Friends 1-29 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 independent utility, adequate staging area parking, and logical 
termini that would connect to existing trails. 

Friends 1-30 Development proponents are required to dedicate trail easements and/or construct trail 
sections across their property where designated in the County’s various community plans. 
The current Foresthill Divide Community Plan (FDCP) does not include a trail plan. 
However, a draft EIR for an updated FDCP is available for public review between 
December 5, 2007 and March 5, 2008. A trail plan is included in the draft FDCP. In the 
case of the Dreisbach Parcel Map, a blanket trail easement was voluntarily offered to the 
County by the developer and subsequently became codified in the draft parcel map and 
conditions of approval. The County elected to incorporate the proposed Dreisbach trail 
easement for potential inclusion into the future FDCP. It is common practice for the 
County to accept trail easements that are voluntarily offered by property owners. 

Friends 1-31 The North Fork American River Trail IS/MND was vacated by the Placer County Board 
of Supervisors on May 10, 2005, and is not a part of this project. At the time the North 
Fork American River Trail IS/MND was prepared, the construction of the Cap-to-Cap 
trail was a concept that had been discussed, but it had no proposed plan, alignment, or 
funding; therefore, despite the concept discussion, it was not a reasonably foreseeable 
project under CEQA. Since that time, there has been no interest by any implementing 
agencies to construct this larger trail. There also continues to be many obstacles to 
constructing the Cap-to-Cap trail. For these reasons, construction of the larger Cap-to-
Cap trail is still not a reasonably foreseeable project and is not included as part of the 
DEIR. A detailed discussion of the Cap-to-Cap concept is provided on pages 16-16 and 
16-17 of the DEIR. 

Friends 1-32 See response Friends 1-30. 

Friends 1-33 As described on page 16-15 of the DEIR, the project would not result in growth-inducing 
effects. 

Friends 1-34 U.S. Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and USFS are not responsible or trustee 
agencies for the proposed project, nor would they issue permits on or be responsible for 
approving any part of the proposed project. In addition, the proposed project would not 
be located on BLM or USFS managed land. Therefore, consultation with these agencies 
for the proposed project is not required. These agencies have had opportunities to review 
and comment on the project during the public comment periods for the NOP and DEIR. 

Friends 1-35 The portion of the North Fork American River that is designated as a “wild river” under 
the Wild and Scenic River Act is approximately 8 miles upstream of the proposed trail. 
The proposed project would not affect the area of the river designated as Wild and 
Scenic. BLM and USFS plans and policies only apply to the lands under their 
management. Because the proposed project is not on BLM or USFS managed land, these 
plans and policies do not apply to the project.  

Friends 1-36 The County has had on-going coordination with all responsible and trustee agencies on 
the proposed project. See response Friends 1-34. 

Friends 1-37 Section 15130 of the State CEQA Guidelines requires that an EIR discuss cumulative 
impacts of a project when the project’s incremental effect is “cumulatively considerable.” 
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According to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15065, “Cumulatively considerable means 
that the incremental effects of an individual project are considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past, current, and probable future projects as defined in 
Section 15130.” The DEIR considered the project’s effect in combination with all other 
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects on private and public lands. Property 
ownership, by itself, is not considered a past, present, or foreseeable project, so it would 
not influence the cumulative impact analysis. Land uses surrounding the project area are 
discussed in Chapter 4.0, “Land Use,” of the DEIR. 

Friends 1-38 Pages 4-1 and 4-2 of the DEIR describe the zoning designations within the project area. 
The project would be located entirely on public lands and would be consistent with and 
would not affect zoning in the project area or surrounding areas. Because the project 
would not affect zoning in the project area, the level of detail provided by a zoning map, 
was not required or necessary to evaluate the impacts of the project. In addition, inclusion 
of zoning maps in EIRs is not required by CEQA. 

Friends 1-39 The TAG was comprised of a cross-section of knowledgeable user group representatives. 
The TAG recommendations have been open to public review and input through the 
CEQA process prior to finalization of the project. 

Friends 1-40 The trail is intended to be multiple-use. See Master Response 1. 

Friends 1-41 Methods were used for the visual analysis of the project to provide a reasonable and 
representative understanding of scenic impacts. The methods include the sampling of the 
project area from representative views via photographs. The methodology for selecting 
Key Observation Points (KOPs) and preparing visual simulations is described on pages 7-
9 through 7-11 of the DEIR. The County determined that five KOPs sampled at various 
publicly accessible locations in the project area would be representative of the changes in 
views that would occur with implementation of the project. KOPs were chosen from 
commonly accessed locations looking at each end of the trail as well as a representative 
KOP looking at the middle of the trail. Other viewpoints along the trail would have 
similar views to the selected KOPs; therefore, the selected KOPs are representative of 
views along the trail. Under CEQA, impacts on visual resources result from changes in 
existing views. There would be no change in views from the location of the proposed 
trail; therefore, visual simulations taken from the proposed trail location were deemed 
unnecessary. Exhibit 7-3 in the DEIR showing Robber’s Roost is only included as a 
documentary photograph to show an existing scenic outcropping in the project area. This 
photograph was not taken from the proposed trail route and is not intended to show an 
area that would have views of the trail. Exhibit 7-10 shows a section of trail viewed from 
near Boole Road on the Canyon Rim near Applegate and is considered representative of 
similar canyon rim views including various private parcels.  

Friends 1-42 See response NFARA-9. 

Friends 1-43 The proposed trail alignment was evaluated by a geotechnical engineer, and soils in the 
project area were determined to be suitable for trail construction. Appendix B of the 
DEIR describes the soil types in the project area as well as geotechnical considerations 
for construction of the trail. Appendix B of the DEIR also describes and shows the 
locations of all areas of instability or landsliding along the proposed trail alignment. 
Areas of instability that would not be affected by construction or use of the proposed 
project are outside the scope of this DEIR.  
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Friends 1-44 As described on pages 3-13 and 3-14 of the DEIR, the proposed project may have the 
potential to degrade water quality of other waters of the United States as regulated by the 
Central Valley RWQCB. An application for Section 401 certification was submitted to 
the Central Valley RWQCB on August 25, 2004, and a Section 401 certification was 
issued on April 3, 2007. See Response Yeates-4 for a list of the conditions of the Section 
401 certification that the County would be required to comply with. Water quality 
impacts associated with the proposed project are described on pages 5-13 through 5-14 
and 12-10 through 12-11 of the DEIR. Water Quality impacts related to the project 
alternatives are described in Chapter 16.0 of the DEIR. The Section 401 certification will 
be updated as necessary to ensure consistency with the FEIR. 

Friends 1-45 No funds from Resources Grant Agreement #40714-01, “North Fork American River 
Trail Project”, would be released to the County until the County can demonstrate to the 
satisfaction of the Resources Agency that it has completed the terms and conditions of the 
Grant Agreement. 

Friends 1-46 The August 2007 North Fork American River Trail Project DEIR serves as CEQA 
compliance for the proposed project.  

Friends 1-47 No grading permit is required for the proposed project. 

Friends 1-48 These documents are available at the County offices for review. 

Friends 1-49 The County received a letter from Michael Garabedian on behalf of Friends of the North 
Fork on December 4, 2007, requesting a “meeting consultation on the North Fork Trail 
Project.” On January 11, 2007, the County sent the following reply to Mr. Garabedian by 
mail: “This letter is in response to your letter of December 4, 2006. In your letter you 
requested consultation on the subject project pursuant to Public Resources Code section 
21153(a) that states a local lead agency ‘may consult with members of the public who 
have made written request to be consulted on the project.’ The County is agreeable to 
provide the requested consultation to you as a member of the public. To facilitate the 
consultation, please provide a selection of dates and times that fit your schedule. In 
addition, please let us know what topics you are interested in discussing so we may better 
prepare. You may contact me directly with the information at afisher@placer.ca.gov or 
by mail. Thank you for your interest in this project.” On January 18, 2007, Mr. 
Garabedian sent an email confirmation of receipt of the County’s January 11, 2007 letter, 
but no subsequent proposal of dates and times or requested topics have been received by 
the County.  
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Letter 

FRIENDS 2 
Response 

 Friends of the North Fork 
Michael Garabedian, President 
September 24, 2007 

 

Friends 2-1 See response Friends 1-30. 

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

Friends 2-3 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 
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Letter 

IMBA 
Response 

 International Mountain Bicycling Association 
Jim Haagen-Smit 
September 24, 2007 

 

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

IMBA-2 The comment expressed support for the proposed project. No further response is required. 

IMBA-3 The comment expressed support for the proposed project. No further response is required. 

IMBA-4 Comment noted. Routine maintenance of the trail would be performed to address 
degradation by all trail users. 

IMBA-5 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.  

IMBA-6 State Parks routinely reviews and updates its Trail handbook that establishes standards 
for trails. The State Park Trails Handbook specifically states that where possible 
multiple-use trails would be developed and that the standard for those trails is 6 feet wide. 
The fact that many older trails are narrower is more a factor of the period of time the trail 
was constructed and what the existing standards were at the time the trail was 
constructed.  

IMBA-7 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. 
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Letter 

TURNER 
Response 

  
Sherry G. Turner 
September 11, 2007 

 

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

Turner-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 

PIERROZ 
Response 

  
Bert Pierroz 
August 14, 2007 

 

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

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

Pierroz-3 The design criteria, construction methods, and equipment used for the proposed project 
would be similar to those used for the Connector Trail. 

Pierroz-4 The comment expressed willingness to help with maintenance of the trail. The comment 
is noted. No further response is required.  
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Letter 

WILSON 
Response 

  
Craig Wilson 
August 15, 2007 

 

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

Wilson-2 The design criteria, construction methods, and equipment used for the proposed project 
would be similar to those used for the Connector Trail. 

Wilson-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 

MARTIN 
Response 

  
Randy Martin 
August 15, 2007 

 

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

Martin-2 The design criteria, construction methods, and equipment used for the proposed project 
would be similar to those used for the Connector Trail. 

Martin-3 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 may be 
required along the trail tread for the first years to prevent vegetation from overgrowing 
the tread. Herbicide application would only be performed by staff certified in herbicide 
application. 

Martin-4 As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, 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. Clearing of up to 15 feet is expected to be adequate 
to provide safe lines of sight. 

Martin-5 Control of poison oak within the trail corridor would be incorporated into maintenance 
operations. 

Martin-6 The comment expressed willingness to help with maintenance of the trail. The comment 
is noted. No further response is required. 
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Letter 

HALEY 
Response 

  
Bill Haley 
August 20, 2007 

 

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

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

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



Sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

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                                      3-112                                                                                     Placer County




Sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

MartinA1
Text Box
North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR                                                                                                                                          EDAW
Placer County                                                                                   3-113                                       Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR




EDAW  North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR 
Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 3-114 Placer County 

Letter 

SAYRE 
Response 

  
Bruce Sayre 
August 24, 2007 

 

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

Sayre-2 As described on page 3-3 of the DEIR, to the extent possible, the proposed trail 
alignment would follow the contours of the canyon to minimize grades, discourage 
erosion from water velocity on steep profiles, and protect natural resources. During 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 dbh, and potential cultural 
resource sites. The proposed trail would be approximately 6 feet wide, and the County 
standard for roadways is 20 feet minimum. See response Friends 1-3. 

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

Sayre-4 As described on page 3-3 of the DEIR, the trail was staked along an alignment that 
avoids profile grades greater than 10%. 

Sayre-5 See Master Response 3. 

Sayre-6 As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, generally, new bridges and other structures would 
be avoided because of their high construction and maintenance costs, and natural stream 
crossings or fords would be implemented wherever possible. However, four of the stream 
crossings would require the construction of bridges because of the size of the streams in 
these locations as related to safe passage of users. Important factors in bridge 
construction are the seasonal water levels in the drainage and the bank configuration of 
the stream. 

Sayre-7 The goal of the proposed project is to discourage informal trails, which is accomplished 
by the distance of the trail from the river, the steep topography, and the dense intervening 
vegetation. However, it is not possible to completely eliminate the possibility of informal 
connections to the river.  

Sayre-8 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required.  
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Letter 

GOODWIN 
Response 

  
Richard Goodwin 
August 23, 2007 

 

Goodwin-1 See Master Response 2. 

Goodwin-2 See Master Response 2. 



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                                      3-118                                                                                     Placer County




North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR  EDAW 
Placer County 3-119 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Letter 

HERMS 
Response 

  
Cheryl and Richard Herms 
August 23, 2007 

 

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

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

Herms-3 The design criteria, construction methods, and equipment used for the proposed project 
would be similar to those used for the Connector Trail. 
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