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Natural Resources Agency

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE

GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor
CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director

North Central Region
1701 Nimbus Road, Suite A
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-4599
916-358-2900
www.wildlife.ca.gov

January 25, 2021
Shirlee Herrington
Placer County Community Development Resource Agency
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190
Auburn, CA 95603
cdraecs@placer.ca.gov
Subject:

THE RIDGE SUBDIVISION PROJECT
NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
SCH # 2020120544

Dear Ms. Herrington:
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received and reviewed the
Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) from the Placer County
Community Development Resource Agency for the Ridge Subdivision Project (Project)
in Placer County pursuant the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) statute and
guidelines.1
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding
those activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish, wildlife, plants and
their habitats. Likewise, we appreciate the opportunity to provide comments regarding
those aspects of the Project that CDFW, by law, may need to exercise its own
regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code (Fish & G. Code).
CDFW ROLE
CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the State (Fish & G. Code, §§ 711.7,
subd. (a) & 1802; Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd.
(a).). CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection,
and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically
sustainable populations of those species (Id., § 1802.). Similarly, for purposes of CEQA,
CDFW provides, as available, biological expertise during public agency environmental
review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities that have the
potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife resources.
CDFW may also act as a Responsible Agency under CEQA. (Pub. Resources Code, §
21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381.) CDFW expects that it may need to exercise

1 CEQA is codified in the California Public Resources Code in section 21000 et seq. The “CEQA Guidelines” are
found in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000.
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regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code. As proposed, for
example, the Project may be subject to CDFW’s lake and streambed alteration
regulatory authority. (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.) Likewise, to the extent
implementation of the Project as proposed may result in “take” as defined by State law
of any species protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish &
G. Code, § 2050 et seq.), the project proponent may seek related take authorization as
provided by the Fish and Game Code.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY
The 24.95-acre Project site consists of a horseshoe-shaped parcel located
approximately one mile southeast of the intersection of State Route 193 and Clark
Tunnel Road in unincorporated Placer County, California. The site is identified by Placer
County Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 031-106-030-000. The site is currently
undeveloped, consisting primarily of grasses, oak woodland, and scattered rock
outcroppings.
The Project consists of the subdivision of the project site to develop 34 single-family
residential homes and associated improvements. The Project will require approval of a
General Plan Amendment, Rezone, and a Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map. The
proposed project also requires annexation into Placer County Sewer Maintenance
District 1 and approval of a Design Exception Request.
The Project description should include the whole action as defined in the CEQA
Guidelines § 15378 and should include appropriate detailed exhibits disclosing the
Project area including temporary impacted areas such as equipment stage area, spoils
areas, adjacent infrastructure development, staging areas and access and haul roads if
applicable.
As required by § 15126.6 of the CEQA Guidelines, the EIR should include appropriate
range of reasonable and feasible alternatives that would attain most of the basic Project
objectives and avoid or minimize significant impacts to resources under CDFW's
jurisdiction.
COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
CDFW offers the comments and recommendations presented below to assist the Lead
Agency in adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially
significant, impacts on biological resources. The comments and recommendations are
also offered to enable CDFW to adequately review and comment on the proposed
Project with respect to impacts on biological resources. CDFW recommends that the
forthcoming EIR address the following:
Assessment of Biological Resources
Section 15125(c) of the CEQA Guidelines states that knowledge of the regional setting
of a project is critical to the assessment of environmental impacts and that special
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emphasis should be placed on environmental resources that are rare or unique to the
region. To enable CDFW staff to adequately review and comment on the Project, the
EIR should include a complete assessment of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to
the Project footprint, with emphasis on identifying rare, threatened, endangered, and
other sensitive species and their associated habitats. CDFW recommends that the EIR
specifically include:
1. An assessment of all habitat types located within the Project footprint, and a map
that identifies the location of each habitat type. CDFW recommends that floristic,
alliance- and/or association-based mapping and assessment be completed
following The Manual of California Vegetation, second edition (Sawyer 2009).
Adjoining habitat areas should also be included in this assessment where site
activities could lead to direct or indirect impacts offsite. Habitat mapping at the
alliance level will help establish baseline vegetation conditions.
2. A general biological inventory of the fish, amphibian, reptile, bird, and mammal
species that are present or have the potential to be present within each habitat
type onsite and within adjacent areas that could be affected by the Project.
CDFW recommends that the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), as
well as previous studies performed in the area, be consulted to assess the
potential presence of sensitive species and habitats. A nine United States
Geologic Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute quadrangle search is recommended to
determine what may occur in the region, larger if the Project area extends past
one quad (see Data Use Guidelines on the Department webpage
www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Maps-and-Data). Please review the webpage
for information on how to access the database to obtain current information on
any previously reported sensitive species and habitat, including Significant
Natural Areas identified under Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code, in the
vicinity of the Project. CDFW recommends that CNDDB Field Survey Forms be
completed and submitted to CNDDB to document survey results. Online forms
can be obtained and submitted at:
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data.
Please note that CDFW’s CNDDB is not exhaustive in terms of the data it
houses, nor is it an absence database. CDFW recommends that it be used as a
starting point in gathering information about the potential presence of species
within the general area of the Project site. Other sources for identification of
species and habitats near or adjacent to the Project area should include, but may
not be limited to, State and federal resource agency lists, California Wildlife
Habitat Relationship (CWHR) System, California Native Plant Society (CNPS)
Inventory, agency contacts, environmental documents for other projects in the
vicinity, academics, and professional or scientific organizations.
3. A complete and recent inventory of rare, threatened, endangered, and other
sensitive species located within the Project footprint and within offsite areas with
the potential to be affected, including California Species of Special Concern and
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California Fully Protected Species (Fish & G. Code § 3511). Species to be
addressed should include all those which meet the CEQA definition (CEQA
Guidelines § 15380). The inventory should address seasonal variations in use of
the Project area and should not be limited to resident species. The EIR should
include the results of focused species-specific surveys, completed by a qualified
biologist and conducted at the appropriate time of year and time of day when the
sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable. Species-specific surveys
should be conducted in order to ascertain the presence of species with the
potential to be directly, indirectly, on or within a reasonable distance of the
Project activities. CDFW recommends the lead agency rely on survey and
monitoring protocols and guidelines available at:
www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Survey-Protocols. Alternative survey protocols
may be warranted; justification should be provided to substantiate why an
alternative protocol is necessary. Acceptable species-specific survey procedures
should be developed in consultation with CDFW and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, where necessary. Some aspects of the Project may warrant periodic
updated surveys for certain sensitive taxa, particularly if the Project is proposed
to occur over a protracted time frame, or in phases, or if surveys are completed
during periods of drought or deluge.
4. A thorough, recent (within the last two years), floristic-based assessment of
special-status plants and natural communities, following CDFW's Protocols for
Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations
and Natural Communities (see www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Plants).
5. Information on the regional setting that is critical to an assessment of
environmental impacts, with special emphasis on resources that are rare or
unique to the region (CEQA Guidelines § 15125[c]).
Analysis of Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Impacts to Biological Resources
The EIR should provide a thorough discussion of the Project’s potential direct, indirect,
and cumulative impacts on biological resources. To ensure that Project impacts on
biological resources are fully analyzed, the following information should be included in
the EIR:
1. The EIR should define the threshold of significance for each impact and describe
the criteria used to determine whether the impacts are significant (CEQA
Guidelines, § 15064, subd. (f)). The EIR must demonstrate that the significant
environmental impacts of the Project were adequately investigated and
discussed, and it must permit the significant effects of the Project to be
considered in the full environmental context.
2. A discussion of potential impacts from lighting, noise, human activity, and wildlifehuman interactions created by Project activities especially those adjacent to
natural areas, exotic and/or invasive species occurrences, and drainages. The
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EIR should address Project-related changes to drainage patterns and water
quality within, upstream, and downstream of the Project site, including volume,
velocity, and frequency of existing and post-Project surface flows; polluted runoff;
soil erosion and/or sedimentation in streams and water bodies; and post-Project
fate of runoff from the Project site.
3. A discussion of potential indirect Project impacts on biological resources,
including resources in areas adjacent to the Project footprint, such as nearby
public lands (e.g. National Forests, State Parks, etc.), open space, adjacent
natural habitats, riparian ecosystems, wildlife corridors, and any designated
and/or proposed reserve or mitigation lands (e.g., preserved lands associated
with a Conservation or Recovery Plan, or other conserved lands).
4. A cumulative effects analysis developed as described under CEQA Guidelines
section 15130. The EIR should discuss the Project's cumulative impacts to
natural resources and determine if that contribution would result in a significant
impact. The EIR should include a list of present, past, and probable future
projects producing related impacts to biological resources or shall include a
summary of the projections contained in an adopted local, regional, or statewide
plan, that consider conditions contributing to a cumulative effect. The cumulative
analysis shall include impact analysis of vegetation and habitat reductions within
the area and their potential cumulative effects. Please include all potential direct
and indirect Project-related impacts to riparian areas, wetlands, wildlife corridors
or wildlife movement areas, aquatic habitats, sensitive species and/or specialstatus species, open space, and adjacent natural habitats in the cumulative
effects analysis.
Mitigation Measures for Project Impacts to Biological Resources
The EIR should include appropriate and adequate avoidance, minimization, and/or
mitigation measures for all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts that are expected to
occur as a result of the construction and long-term operation and maintenance of the
Project. CDFW also recommends that the environmental documentation provide
scientifically supported discussion regarding adequate avoidance, minimization, and/or
mitigation measures to address the Project's significant impacts upon fish and wildlife
and their habitat. For individual projects, mitigation must be roughly proportional to the
level of impacts, including cumulative impacts, in accordance with the provisions of
CEQA (Guidelines § § 15126.4(a)(4)(B), 15064, 15065, and 16355). In order for
mitigation measures to be effective, they must be specific, enforceable, and feasible
actions that will improve environmental conditions. When proposing measures to avoid,
minimize, or mitigate impacts, CDFW recommends consideration of the following:
1. Fully Protected Species: Several Fully Protected Species (Fish & G. Code §
3511) have the potential to occur within or adjacent to the Project area, including,
but not limited to: white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus), golden eagle (Aquila
chrysaetos), bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), American peregrine falcon
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(Falco peregrinus anatum), and California black rail (Laterallus jamaicensis
coturniculus). Fully protected species may not be taken or possessed at any
time. Project activities described in the EIR should be designed to completely
avoid any fully protected species that have the potential to be present within or
adjacent to the Project area. CDFW also recommends that the EIR fully analyze
potential adverse impacts to fully protected species due to habitat modification,
loss of foraging habitat, and/or interruption of migratory and breeding behaviors.
CDFW recommends that the Lead Agency include in the analysis how
appropriate avoidance, minimization and mitigation measures will reduce indirect
impacts to fully protected species.
2. Sensitive Plant Communities: CDFW considers sensitive plant communities to be
imperiled habitats having both local and regional significance. Plant communities,
alliances, and associations with a statewide ranking of S-1, S-2, S-3, and S-4
should be considered sensitive and declining at the local and regional level.
These ranks can be obtained by querying the CNDDB and are included in The
Manual of California Vegetation (Sawyer 2009). The EIR should include
measures to fully avoid and otherwise protect sensitive plant communities from
Project-related direct and indirect impacts.
3. Mitigation: CDFW considers adverse Project-related impacts to sensitive species
and habitats to be significant to both local and regional ecosystems, and the EIR
should include mitigation measures for adverse Project-related impacts to these
resources. Mitigation measures should emphasize avoidance and reduction of
Project impacts. For unavoidable impacts, onsite habitat restoration,
enhancement, or permanent protection should be evaluated and discussed in
detail. If onsite mitigation is not feasible or would not be biologically viable and
therefore not adequately mitigate the loss of biological functions and values,
offsite mitigation through habitat creation and/or acquisition and preservation in
perpetuity should be addressed.
The EIR should include measures to perpetually protect the targeted habitat
values within mitigation areas from direct and indirect adverse impacts in order to
meet mitigation objectives to offset Project-induced qualitative and quantitative
losses of biological values. Specific issues that should be addressed include
restrictions on access, proposed land dedications, long-term monitoring and
management programs, control of illegal dumping, water pollution, increased
human intrusion, etc.
4. Habitat Revegetation/Restoration Plans: Plans for restoration and revegetation
should be prepared by persons with expertise in the regional ecosystems and
native plant restoration techniques. Plans should identify the assumptions used
to develop the proposed restoration strategy. Each plan should include, at a
minimum: (a) the location of restoration sites and assessment of appropriate
reference sites; (b) the plant species to be used, sources of local propagules,
container sizes, and seeding rates; (c) a schematic depicting the mitigation area;
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(d) a local seed and cuttings and planting schedule; (e) a description of the
irrigation methodology; (f) measures to control exotic vegetation on site; (g)
specific success criteria; (h) a detailed monitoring program; (i) contingency
measures should the success criteria not be met; and (j) identification of the party
responsible for meeting the success criteria and providing for conservation of the
mitigation site in perpetuity. Monitoring of restoration areas should extend across
a sufficient time frame to ensure that the new habitat is established, selfsustaining, and capable of surviving drought.
CDFW recommends that local onsite propagules from the Project area and
nearby vicinity be collected and used for restoration purposes. Onsite seed
collection should be appropriately timed to ensure the viability of the seeds when
planted. Onsite vegetation mapping at the alliance and/or association level
should be used to develop appropriate restoration goals and local plant palettes.
Reference areas should be identified to help guide restoration efforts. Specific
restoration plans should be developed for various Project components as
appropriate. Restoration objectives should include protecting special habitat
elements or re-creating them in areas affected by the Project. Examples may
include retention of woody material, logs, snags, rocks, and brush piles. Fish and
Game Code sections 1002, 1002.5 and 1003 authorize CDFW to issue permits
for the take or possession of plants and wildlife for scientific, educational, and
propagation purposes. Please see our website for more information on Scientific
Collecting Permits at www.wildlife.ca.gov/Licensing/ScientificCollecting#53949678-regulations-.
5. Nesting Birds: Please note that it is the Project proponent’s responsibility to
comply with all applicable laws related to nesting birds and birds of prey.
Migratory non-game native bird species are protected by international treaty
under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918, as amended (16
U.S.C. 703 et seq.). CDFW implemented the MBTA by adopting the Fish and
Game Code section 3513. Fish and Game Code sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3800
provide additional protection to nongame birds, birds of prey, their nests and
eggs. Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3513 of the Fish and Game Code afford
protective measures as follows: section 3503 states that it is unlawful to take,
possess, or needlessly destroy the nest or eggs of any bird, except as otherwise
provided by the Fish and Game Code or any regulation made pursuant thereto;
section 3503.5 states that is it unlawful to take, possess, or destroy any birds in
the orders Falconiformes or Strigiformes (birds-of-prey) or to take, possess, or
destroy the nest or eggs of any such bird except as otherwise provided by the
Fish and Game Code or any regulation adopted pursuant thereto; and section
3513 states that it is unlawful to take or possess any migratory nongame bird as
designated in the MBTA or any part of such migratory nongame bird except as
provided by rules and regulations adopted by the Secretary of the Interior under
provisions of the MBTA.
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Potential habitat for nesting birds and birds of prey is present within the Project
area. The Project should disclose all potential activities that may incur a direct or
indirect take to nongame nesting birds within the Project footprint and its vicinity.
Appropriate avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures to avoid take
must be included in the EIR.
CDFW recommends that the EIR include specific avoidance and minimization
measures to ensure that impacts to nesting birds or their nests do not occur.
Project-specific avoidance and minimization measures may include, but not be
limited to: Project phasing and timing, monitoring of Project-related noise (where
applicable), sound walls, and buffers, where appropriate. The EIR should also
include specific avoidance and minimization measures that will be implemented
should a nest be located within the Project site. In addition to larger, protocol
level survey efforts (e.g. Swainson’s hawk surveys) and scientific assessments,
CDFW recommends a final preconstruction survey be required no more than
three (3) days prior to vegetation clearing or ground disturbance activities, as
instances of nesting could be missed if surveys are conducted earlier.
6. Moving out of Harm’s Way: The Project is anticipated to result in the clearing of
natural habitats that support native species. To avoid direct mortality, the lead
agency may condition the EIR to require that a qualified biologist with the proper
permits be retained to be onsite prior to and during all ground- and habitatdisturbing activities. The qualified biologist with the proper permits may move out
of harm’s way special-status species or other wildlife of low or limited mobility
that would otherwise be injured or killed from Project-related activities. Movement
of wildlife out of harm’s way should be limited to only those individuals that would
otherwise be injured or killed, and individuals should be moved only as far as
necessary to ensure their safety (i.e., CDFW does not recommend relocation to
other areas). It should be noted that the temporary relocation of onsite wildlife
does not constitute effective mitigation for habitat loss.
7. Translocation of Species: CDFW generally does not support the use of
relocation, salvage, and/or transplantation as the sole mitigation for impacts to
rare, threatened, or endangered species as these efforts are generally
experimental in nature and largely unsuccessful.
The EIR should incorporate mitigation performance standards that would ensure that
impacts are reduced to a less-than-significant level. Mitigation measures proposed in
the EIR should be made a condition of approval of the Project. Please note that
obtaining a permit from CDFW by itself with no other mitigation proposal may constitute
mitigation deferral. CEQA Guidelines section 15126.4, subdivision (a)(1)(B) states that
formulation of mitigation measures should not be deferred until some future time. To
avoid deferring mitigation in this way, the EIR should describe avoidance, minimization
and mitigation measures that would be implemented should the impact occur.
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California Endangered Species Act
CDFW is responsible for ensuring appropriate conservation of fish and wildlife
resources including threatened, endangered, and/or candidate plant and animal
species, pursuant to the California Endangered Species Act (CESA). CDFW
recommends that a CESA Incidental Take Permit (ITP) be obtained if the Project has
the potential to result in “take” (Fish & G. Code § 86 defines “take” as “hunt, pursue,
catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill”) of State-listed
CESA species, either through construction or over the life of the Project.
State-listed species with the potential to occur in the area include but are not limited to:
foothill yellow-legged frog (Rana boylii), Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni), tricolored
blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), California black rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus),
bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), Stebbin’s morning glory (Calystegia stebbinsii),
and Bogg’s Lake hedge-hyssop (Gratiola heterosepala).
The EIR should disclose the potential of the Project to take State-listed species and how
the impacts will be avoided, minimized, and mitigated. Please note that mitigation
measures that are adequate to reduce impacts to a less-than significant level to meet
CEQA requirements may not be enough for the issuance of an ITP. To issue an ITP,
CDFW must demonstrate that the impacts of the authorized take will be minimized and
fully mitigated (Fish & G. Code §2081 (b)). To facilitate the issuance of an ITP, if
applicable, CDFW recommends the EIR include measures to minimize and fully mitigate
the impacts to any State-listed species the Project has potential to take. CDFW
encourages early consultation with staff to determine appropriate measures to facilitate
future permitting processes and to engage with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to
coordinate specific measures if both State and federally listed species may be present
within the Project vicinity.
Native Plant Protection Act
The Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA) (Fish & G. Code §1900 et seq.) prohibits the
take or possession of State-listed rare and endangered plants, including any part or
product thereof, unless authorized by CDFW or in certain limited circumstances. Take of
State-listed rare and/or endangered plants due to Project activities may only be
permitted through an ITP or other authorization issued by CDFW pursuant to California
Code of Regulations, Title 14, section 786.9 subdivision (b).
Lake and Streambed Alteration Program
The EIR should identify all perennial, intermittent, and ephemeral rivers, streams, lakes,
other hydrologically connected aquatic features, and any associated biological
resources/habitats present within the entire Project footprint (including utilities, access
and staging areas). The environmental document should analyze all potential
temporary, permanent, direct, indirect and/or cumulative impacts to the abovementioned features and associated biological resources/habitats that may occur
because of the Project. If it is determined that the Project will result in significant
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impacts to these resources the EIR shall propose appropriate avoidance, minimization
and/or mitigation measures to reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level.
Section 1602 of the Fish and Game Code requires an entity to notify CDFW prior to
commencing any activity that may do one or more of the following: substantially divert or
obstruct the natural flow of any river, stream or lake; substantially change or use any
material from the bed, channel or bank of any river, stream, or lake; or deposit debris,
waste or other materials that could pass into any river, stream or lake. Please note that
"any river, stream or lake" includes those that are episodic (i.e., those that are dry for
periods of time) as well as those that are perennial (i.e., those that flow year-round).
This includes ephemeral streams and watercourses with a subsurface flow. It may also
apply to work undertaken within the flood plain of a body of water.
If CDFW determines that the Project activities may substantially adversely affect an
existing fish or wildlife resource, a Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Agreement will
be issued which will include reasonable measures necessary to protect the resource.
CDFW’s issuance of an LSA Agreement is a “project” subject to CEQA (see Pub.
Resources Code 21065). To facilitate issuance of an LSA Agreement, if one is
necessary, the EIR should fully identify the potential impacts to the lake, stream, or
riparian resources, and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, and monitoring and
reporting commitments. Early consultation with CDFW is recommended, since
modification of the Project may avoid or reduce impacts to fish and wildlife resources.
To obtain an LSA notification package, please go to
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/LSA/Forms.
Please note that other agencies may use specific methods and definitions to determine
impacts to areas subject to their authorities. These methods and definitions often do not
include all needed information for CDFW to determine the extent of fish and wildlife
resources affected by activities subject to Notification under Fish and Game Code
section1602. Therefore, CDFW does not recommend relying solely on methods
developed specifically for delineating areas subject to other agencies’ jurisdiction (such
as United States Army Corps of Engineers) when mapping lakes, streams, wetlands,
floodplains, riparian areas, etc. in preparation for submitting a Notification of an LSA.
CDFW relies on the lead agency environmental document analysis when acting as a
responsible agency issuing an LSA Agreement. CDFW recommends lead agencies
coordinate with us as early as possible, since potential modification of the proposed
Project may avoid or reduce impacts to fish and wildlife resources and expedite the
Project approval process.
The following information will be required for the processing of an LSA Notification and
CDFW recommends incorporating this information into any forthcoming CEQA
document(s) to avoid subsequent documentation and Project delays:
1. Mapping and quantification of lakes, streams, and associated fish and wildlife
habitat (e.g., riparian habitat, freshwater wetlands, etc.) that will be temporarily
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and/or permanently impacted by the Project, including impacts from access and
staging areas. Please include an estimate of impact to each habitat type.
2. Discussion of specific avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures to
reduce Project impacts to fish and wildlife resources to a less-than-significant
level. Please refer to section 15370 of the CEQA Guidelines.
Based on review of Project materials, aerial photography and observation of the site
from public roadways, the Project site may support unnamed tributaries to Clover Valley
Creek, Ingram Slough, Auburn Ravine and associated riparian habitat and wetlands.
CDFW recommends that the EIR fully identify the Project’s potential impacts to the
streams and/or associated vegetation and wetlands.
Placer County Conservation Program
The Project is located within the Foothills portion of Plan Area A of the Placer County
Conservation Program (PCCP). The PCCP was approved by the Placer County Board
of Supervisors on September 1, 2020. It is anticipated that the PCCP will receive all
permits/approvals from the associated state and federal regulatory agencies and begin
implementation in early 2021. The PCCP comprises three planning documents
published by Placer County: the Western Placer County Habitat Conservation Plan and
Natural Community Conservation Plan (HCP/NCCP), the Western Placer County
Aquatic Resources Program, and the Western Placer County In-Lieu Fee Program.
CEQA Guidelines section 15125(d) states that EIRs must discuss any inconsistencies
between projects and applicable plans (including habitat conservation plans/natural
community conservation plans). Because the PCCP is close to being implemented,
CDFW recommends that the EIR include a discussion of each Project alternative’s
consistency with the PCCP and how Placer County will ensure that implementation of
the Project alternatives do not impede the PCCP’s ability to meet its biological goals
and objectives.
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and
negative declarations be incorporated into a database, which may be used to make
subsequent or supplemental environmental determinations (Pub. Resources Code, §
21003, subd. (e)). Accordingly, please report any special-status species and natural
communities detected during Project surveys to the California Natural Diversity
Database (CNDDB). The CNNDB field survey form can be found at the following link:
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data. The completed form can be
submitted online or mailed electronically to CNDDB at the following email address:
CNDDB@wildlife.ca.gov.
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FILING FEES
The Project, as proposed, would have an effect on fish and wildlife, and assessment of
filing fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by
the Lead Agency and serve to help defray the cost of environmental review by CDFW.
Payment of the fee is required in order for the underlying project approval to be
operative, vested, and final. (Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code § 711.4;
Pub. Resources Code, § 21089.)
CONCLUSION
Pursuant to Public Resources Code sections 21092 and 21092.2, CDFW requests
written notification of proposed actions and pending decisions regarding the Project.
Written notifications shall be directed to: California Department of Fish and Wildlife
North Central Region, 1701 Nimbus Road, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670.
CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the NOP of the EIR for the Project
and recommends that Placer County address CDFW’s comments and concerns in
the forthcoming EIR. CDFW personnel are available for consultation regarding
biological resources and strategies to minimize impacts.
If you have any questions regarding the comments provided in this letter, or wish to
schedule a meeting and/or site visit, please contact Patrick Moeszinger, Senior
Environmental Scientist (Specialist) at (916) 767-3935 or
patrick.moeszinger@wildlife.ca.gov.
Sincerely,

Kelley Barker
Environmental Program Manager
ec:

Juan Torres, Senior Environmental Scientist (Supervisory)
juan.torres@wildlife.ca.gov
Patrick Moeszinger, Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist)
patrick.moeszinger@wildlife.ca.gov
Department of Fish and Wildlife
Christopher Schmidt, Supervising Planner
crschmid@placer.ca.gov
Placer County Community Development Resource Agency
Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse, Sacramento
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The Ridge Subdivision
Dear Ms. Herrington:
Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in
the Initial Consultation review process for the project referenced above. The
mission of Caltrans is to provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient
transportation system to enhance California’s economy and livability. The Local
Development-Intergovernmental Review (LD-IGR) Program reviews land use
projects and plans through the lenses of our mission and state planning priorities
of infill, conservation, and travel-efficient development. To ensure a safe and
efficient transportation system, we encourage early consultation and
coordination with local jurisdictions and project proponents on all development
projects that utilize the multimodal transportation network.
The proposed project would include subdivision of the project site to develop 34
single-family residential homes and associated improvements located on 24.95acres approximately one mile southeast of the intersection of SR 193 and Clark
Tunnel Road in unincorporated Placer County. The proposed project would
require approval of a General Plan Amendment (GPA), Rezone, and a Vesting
Tentative Subdivision Map. The project also requires annexation into Placer
County Sewer Maintenance District 1 (SMD 1) for sewer service and approval of
a Design Exception Request. This notice of preparation of an EIR has been
reviewed by Traffic Operations (Highway Ops and Safety), Forecasting and
Modeling as well as Hydraulics. Please see comments below.
Traffic Operations (Highway Ops)
Please provide referenced civil plans, a profile for the roadway, a more detailed
view of the roadway and sidewalk as well as a Transportation Impact Study (TIS)
when available.
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Traffic Operations (Safety)
This project will not impact SR 193; primary access, when constructed will be
onto Sierra College Blvd. Because there are only 34 units going into a rural area,
trips in and out should be limited and not impact either the SR 193/Sierra College
Blvd intersection nor the I-80/Sierra College Blvd intersection.
Traffic Safety does not foresee bike/ped issues related to the State highway for
this, nor any additional collision issues at SR 193/Sierra College Blvd. Traffic Safety
has no concerns with this document as written although we would like to review
the Transportation Impact Study (TIS) when completed to confirm our beliefs on
the limited trip generation numbers.
Forecasting and Modeling
This project will only generate 25 AM Peak Hr and 34 PM peak hour trips. It will
not have any significant impact to the state highway system. We have no
concerns about this project.
Hydraulics
The development of this site will increase impervious surface runoff due to the
proposed construction. Increases in peak runoff discharge for the 10-year and
100-year storm events to the State’s highway right of way and to Caltrans’
highway drainage facilities must be reduced to at or below the pre-construction
levels. Any cumulative impacts to Caltrans drainage facilities arising from effects
of development on surface water runoff discharge from the 10-year and 100year storm events should be minimized through project drainage mitigation
measures.
All grading and/or drainage improvements must maintain or improve existing
drainage pathways and may not result in adverse hydrologic or hydraulic
conditions within the State's highway right of way or to Caltrans drainage
facilities. The developer must maintain or improve existing drainage patterns
and/or facilities affected by the proposed project to the satisfaction of the State
and Caltrans. This may be accomplished through the implementation of storm
water management Best Management Practices (i.e., detention/retention
ponds or basins, sub-surface galleries, on-site storage and/or infiltration ditches,
etc.). Once installed, the property owner must properly maintain these systems.
The proponent/developer may be held liable for future damages due to
impacts for which adequate mitigation was not undertaken or sustained.
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Runoff from the proposed project that will enter the State's highway right of way
and/or Caltrans drainage facilities must meet all regional water quality control
board water quality standards prior to entering the State's highway right of way
or Caltrans drainage facilities. Appropriate storm water quality Best
Management Practices may be applied to ensure that runoff from the site
meets these standards (i.e., is free of oils, greases, metals, sands, sediment, etc.).
Once installed, the property owner must properly maintain these systems in
perpetuity.
All work proposed and performed within the State’s highway right of way must
be in accordance with Caltrans’ standards and require a Caltrans
Encroachment Permit prior to commencing construction. For the encroachment
permit application, provide drainage plans and calculations for the pre and
post 10- and 100-year peak run-off (quantities and velocities) and water quality
treatment for all discharge to the State’s highway right of way and to Caltrans’
highway drainage facilities.
If you have any questions regarding these comments or require additional
information, please contact Fallon Cox, Intergovernmental Review Coordinator
for Placer County, by phone (530) 741-5180 or via email to
Fallon.Cox@dot.ca.gov.
Sincerely,

KEVIN YOUNT, Branch Chief
Office of Transportation Planning
Regional Planning Branch—East
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December 31, 2020
Ms. Shirlee Herrington
Placer County
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603
cdraecs@placer.ca.gov
NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) FOR
THE RIDGE (PLN19-00307) – DATED DECEMBER 28, 2020 (STATE
CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER: 2020120544)
Ms. Herrington:
The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) received a Notice of Preparation
of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for The Ridge (PLN19-00307) (Project). The
Lead Agency is receiving this notice from DTSC because the Project includes one or
more of the following: groundbreaking activities, work in close proximity to a roadway,
work in close proximity to mining or suspected mining or former mining activities,
presence of site buildings that may require demolition or modifications, importation of
backfill soil, and/or work on or in close proximity to an agricultural or former agricultural
site.
DTSC recommends that the following issues be evaluated in the EIR Hazards and
Hazardous Materials section:
1. The EIR should acknowledge the potential for historic or future activities on or
near the project site to result in the release of hazardous wastes/substances on
the project site. In instances in which releases have occurred or may occur,
further studies should be carried out to delineate the nature and extent of the
contamination, and the potential threat to public health and/or the environment
should be evaluated. The EIR should also identify the mechanism(s) to initiate
any required investigation and/or remediation and the government agency who
will be responsible for providing appropriate regulatory oversight.
2. Refiners in the United States started adding lead compounds to gasoline in the
1920s in order to boost octane levels and improve engine performance. This
practice did not officially end until 1992 when lead was banned as a fuel additive
in California. Tailpipe emissions from automobiles using leaded gasoline
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contained lead and resulted in aerially deposited lead (ADL) being deposited in
and along roadways throughout the state. ADL-contaminated soils still exist
along roadsides and medians and can also be found underneath some existing
road surfaces due to past construction activities. Due to the potential for
ADL-contaminated soil DTSC, recommends collecting soil samples for lead
analysis prior to performing any intrusive activities for the project described in
the EIR.
3. If any sites within the project area or sites located within the vicinity of the project
have been used or are suspected of having been used for mining activities,
proper investigation for mine waste should be discussed in the EIR. DTSC
recommends that any project sites with current and/or former mining operations
onsite or in the project site area should be evaluated for mine waste according to
DTSC’s 1998 Abandoned Mine Land Mines Preliminary Assessment Handbook
(https://dtsc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/31/2018/11/aml_handbook.pdf).
4. If buildings or other structures are to be demolished on any project sites included
in the proposed project, surveys should be conducted for the presence of
lead-based paints or products, mercury, asbestos containing materials, and
polychlorinated biphenyl caulk. Removal, demolition and disposal of any of the
above-mentioned chemicals should be conducted in compliance with California
environmental regulations and policies. In addition, sampling near current and/or
former buildings should be conducted in accordance with DTSC’s 2006 Interim
Guidance Evaluation of School Sites with Potential Contamination from Lead
Based Paint, Termiticides, and Electrical Transformers
(https://dtsc.ca.gov/wpcontent/uploads/sites/31/2018/09/Guidance_Lead_
Contamination_050118.pdf).
5. If any projects initiated as part of the proposed project require the importation of
soil to backfill any excavated areas, proper sampling should be conducted to
ensure that the imported soil is free of contamination. DTSC recommends the
imported materials be characterized according to DTSC’s 2001 Information
Advisory Clean Imported Fill Material (https://dtsc.ca.gov/wpcontent/uploads/sites/31/2018/09/SMP_FS_Cleanfill-Schools.pdf).
6. If any sites included as part of the proposed project have been used for
agricultural, weed abatement or related activities, proper investigation for
organochlorinated pesticides should be discussed in the EIR. DTSC
recommends the current and former agricultural lands be evaluated in
accordance with DTSC’s 2008 Interim Guidance for Sampling Agricultural
Properties (Third Revision) (https://dtsc.ca.gov/wpcontent/uploads/sites/31/2018/09/Ag-Guidance-Rev-3-August-7-2008-2.pdf).
DTSC appreciates the opportunity to comment on the EIR. Should you need any
assistance with an environmental investigation, please submit a request for Lead
Agency Oversight Application, which can be found at: https://dtsc.ca.gov/wp-
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content/uploads/sites/31/2018/09/VCP_App-1460.doc. Additional information regarding
voluntary agreements with DTSC can be found at: https://dtsc.ca.gov/brownfields/.
If you have any questions, please contact me at (916) 255-3710 or via email at
Gavin.McCreary@dtsc.ca.gov.
Sincerely,

Gavin McCreary
Project Manager
Site Evaluation and Remediation Unit
Site Mitigation and Restoration Program
Department of Toxic Substances Control
cc:

(via email)
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
State.Clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov
Mr. Dave Kereazis
Office of Planning & Environmental Analysis
Department of Toxic Substances Control
Dave.Kereazis@dtsc.ca.gov

110 Maple Street, Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 745-2330 • Fax (530) 745-2373 • www.placer.ca.gov/apcd
Erik C. White, Air Pollution Control Officer

February 17, 2021
Ms. Shirlee Herrington
Environmental Coordination Services
Placer County Community Development Resource Agency
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603
Subject: PLN19-00307 Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report the Proposed
Subdivision The Ridge
Dear Ms. Herrington:
The Placer County Air Pollution Control District (District) thanks you for the opportunity to review and
comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed
Subdivision The Ridge (Project). In addition to what has been identified in the Notice of Preparation
document, the District has the following comments for your consideration.
1. Any project that includes the use of equipment capable of releasing emissions to the atmosphere may
require permits(s) from the District. The applicant, developer, or operator of a project that includes a
generator or boiler should contact the District early to determine if a permit is required, and to begin
the permit application process. Portable construction equipment (e.g. generators, compressors, pile
drivers, lighting equipment, etc.) with an internal combustion engine over 50 horsepower are required
to have a PCAPCD permit or a California Air Resources Board portable equipment registration.
2. District Rule 228, Fugitive Dust (PDF), establishes standards to be met by activities generating
fugitive dust. When an area to be disturbed is greater than one acre, and if required by a Condition of
Approval of a discretionary permit, a dust control plan must be submitted to and approved by the
District. The District has developed an application for this purpose, which can be found on the District
website: https://placerair.org/FormCenter/Air-Pollution-Control-6/Dust-Control-Form-52.\
3. In accordance with District Rule 225, only U.S. EPA Phase II certified wood burning devices shall be
allowed in single-family residences. The emission potential from each residence shall not exceed a
cumulative total of 7.5 grams per hour for all devices. Masonry fireplaces shall have either an EPA
certified Phase II wood burning device or shall be a U.L. Listed Decorative Gas Appliance. (Based on
APCD Rule 225).
4. The removal of vegetation is discussed in the project description. There was no information on
disposal of this vegetation. The following is clarification from District Rule 304 Land Development
Burning Section 304.3 Burn Permits “No permit shall be issued for land development burning, except
for vegetation removed for residential development purposes from the property of a single- or twofamily dwelling or when the burn permit applicant has provided a demonstration in Section 400 that
there is no practical alternative to burning and the APCO has determined that the demonstration has

been made. The APCO may weigh the relative impacts of burning on air quality in requiring a more
persuasive demonstration for more densely populated regions for a large - proposed burn versus a
smaller one.” Therefore, the Project needs to identify the treatment of vegetation removal for land
development clearing.
There was no discussion regarding residential outdoor burning since it is allowed in many of the
unincorporated areas, including the project area in Placer County.
Lastly, with the identification of a Fire Management Zone where vegetation is to be maintained for fire
resiliency, any consideration on the disposal of vegetation by burning would be required to have a burn
permit conditionally issued from the Air District.
Thank you again for the opportunity to review and comment on the NOP. If you have any questions,
please feel free to contact me at 530-745-2327 or ahobbs@placer.ca.gov.
Sincerely,

Ann Hobbs
Associate Planner
Planning and Monitoring Section
Placer County Air Pollution Control District

PLACER COUNTY
FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
Ken Grehm, Executive Director
Brad Brewer, District Manager
Katie Conkle, Development Coordinator

January 28, 2021
Shirlee Herrington
Placer County
Planning Services Division
Community Development Resource Agency
3091 County Center Drive
Auburn, CA 95603
RE:

The Ridge (PLN19-00307), Notice of Preparation of an EIR

Shirlee:
We have reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) dated
December 29, 2020 for the subject project and have the following comments.
a)

b)

The proposed development has the potential to create the following impacts:
a.)

Higher runoff peak flow rates at downstream locations.

b.)

Increased volume of runoff at downstream locations.

c.)

Overloading of the actual or designed capacity of existing stormwater and floodcarrying facilities.

As outlined in the NOP, the EIR must specifically quantify the incremental efforts of each of
the above impacts due to this development and must propose mitigation measurements where
appropriate.

Please call me at (530) 745-7541 if you have any questions regarding these comments.

Brad Brewer, MS, PE, QSD/P
District Manager
t:\dpw\fcd\development review\letters\planning\cn 21-06 The Ridge, NOP IS.docx
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Shirlee Herrington
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

pneifer <pneifer@gmail.com>
Tuesday, January 12, 2021 8:41 AM
Placer County Environmental Coordination Services
Susan Mahoney
[EXTERNAL] The Ridge. feedback and comments from Patty Neifer

Dear Shirlee,
I would be interested in more information about The Ridge proposed project. I was made aware of it just yesterday and
cannot attend Thursday's zoom meeting.
Usually the Penryn MAC hears the projects in advance of the period for providing public comment. Is a MAC
presentation by the developer planned for a future date?
This just came in as a project to us in an email from the county on Jan. 8th. That is not enough time to allow public
comment on the EIR and provides no public notice for the opportunity to hear about the project. I checked with the
Rural Lincoln MAC and they also have not received any public notification of a meeting for the public to include this
project presentation.
Current access to the project site is listed via Clark Tunnel Road. Clark Tunnel from the English Coloney side was closed
to construction, residential and survey traffic based on the Bickford Ranch permits due to environmental and safety
concerns. This was done by an action of the Placer County Supervisors. Will this Clark Tunnel road closure apply to The
Ridge construction as well?
Items to consider in the environmental review not only include the identified oaks and trees, but also the effect of the
grading and construction on the environment. This 30 acres was referred to in the past as an area that would be left
open and not built on due to the sensitivity of the ridges.
Other considerations include noise and light pollution resulting from the project.
Will Dark Sky guidelines be put into place?
The style of home, height, proximity to ridge and exterior colors should be discussed because of the visibility on the
ridgeline.
Water table and quality of groundwater. Neighboring wells.
Run‐off of fertilizer and pesticides.
How will this project effect the wildlife migration route?
How will artifacts found in this area be protected?
Why is there a change being proposed in the General Plan from farm to residential? The area in question is not included
in the general plan for residential construction. Even when the 2000 acres of Bickford Ranch were designated as higher
density for residential building by Placer County, the surrounding areas were left the same in the general plan. Why
change that? The expansion of residential areas and general plan changes around Bickford Ranch was not proposed or
even considered during the approval of that project. This seems like changing the General Plan as a matter of
convenience and not as the result of comprehensive planning.
Please include these comments in the Zoom meeting on January 14th.
My contact information is below. Please keep me informed.
1

Patty Neifer
Pneifer@gmail.com
916 934‐9050

Please include these questions in the EIR.

2

Shirlee Herrington
Subject:

FW: [EXTERNAL] General Plan Amendments

From: Leslie Warren <lesliewarren52@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, January 9, 2021 6:26:31 PM
To: Steve Pedretti <SPedretti@placer.ca.gov>
Cc: Cindy Gustafson <cindygustafson@placer.ca.gov>; Jim Holmes <JHolmes@placer.ca.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] General Plan Amendments
Hi Steve,
Will you please provide me w County policy as it pertains to initiating General Plan amendments?
Is there a criteria whereby the County will entertain a General Plan amendment? Ie public benefit?
Does the County incur any staff costs and/or provide any analysis to the developer and/or Board pursuant to a
NOP? Does the staff or an EIR consultant prepare the narrative w/in NOP?
Does the staff take an agenda item to the Board to secure a green light to release of the NOP?
I’m concerned about the General Plan amendment for the 34 unit high cost housing development proposed in rural
Placer near Clark Tunnel Road. Is this project in Cindy or Jim’s district? Did the Board authorize staff to begin processing
the amendment? Which Supervisor made the motion?
The developer is proposing to pay in lieu fees rather than produce 3.4 units of affordable housing as required.
Does the draft housing element allow for in lieu fee payment for General Plan amendments?
What a shame that in these stressful times, citizens must organize now, to resist a project that is a breach of the
General Plan and the spirit of the Housing Element‐plans towards which citizens already invested so much attention.
One speculator can throw all that citizen faith in the General Plan/Housing Element and trust in the Board’s promise to
uphold the intent ‐ out the window w a simple developer ask. How much staff time/cost has been devoted to this
project to date?
Please advise me on these questions before the
1/14/21 NOP scoping session. Additionally, pls. include these questions and your replies to these questions as a part of
the scoping session text.
As a matter of policy, i recommend that the in lieu fee be permitted only if the developer pays to the County, a fee
equivalent to the median sales price for other homes in the subdivision ‐ for each affordable unit avoided or prorated
share of the affordable unit ‐ 3.4 in this case‐ that is not produced.
That is something we’ll be recommending to Shawna and HCD.
Thanks, Steve.
Sincerely,
Leslie Warren
Auburn
Sent from my iPhone

1

The Ridge Project
NOP Scoping Meeting Comment Summary
Date: January 14, 2021
Time: 1:00 PM
Location: Virtually via Zoom
I.

Presentation by Project Planner Christopher Schmidt

II.

Verbal Comments (arranged in order of “appearance” of commenter):

1. Public Comments:
Commenter 1: Gabriele Windgasse – Member of Horseshoe Bar-Penryn Municipal Advisory
Council
 The commenter has concerns related to construction-related traffic, particularly
related to Clark Tunnel Road.
 The commenter has concerns related to the connectivity of new trails throughout the
subdivision and to the existing regional trail network.
Commenter 2: Karen Green – Member of Newcastle Ophir Municipal Advisory Council
 The commenter has concerns related to fire services from Penryn Fire Protection
District.
 The commenter has concerns related to impacts to local schools.
III.

Closing remarks by Christopher Schmidt

