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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

This section of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (“Draft EIR”; “DEIR”) describes the
existing biological resources including the special-status species and sensitive habitats known to
occur or that potentially occur on the Project site (herein referred to as Project Study Area or PSA
for the purposes of this particular section only), the regulations and programs which provide for
their protection, and an assessment of the potential impacts of implementing the proposed Project.
This section also includes a discussion of mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a
less than significant level, where feasible.

The biological resources within the PSA were determined from a review of previous
environmental documentation for the PSA including the Biological Resource Assessment for the
+76-acre Amazing Facts Study Area (North Fork Associates, 2007a), Oak Woodland Assessment
for the £76-acre Amazing Facts Study Area (North Fork Associates, 2007b), Federally-listed
Large Branchiopod Sampling at the Amazing Facts Project (Helm Biological Consulting, 2008),
Dry-Season Sampling for Federally-listed Large Branchiopods at the Amazing Facts Project
(Helm Biological Consulting 2007), the Kelley (Amazing Facts) Property, Placer County,
California, Revised Wetland Delineation (ECORP Consulting, 2005), and Revised Oak Woodland
Habitat Impact Assessment for the £76-acre Amazing Facts Study Area, Placer County, CA (Helix
Environmental Planning, 2011) (all reports are included in Appendix 6.0). A number of other
resources were used for this assessment including the Placer County Conservation Plan, Phase
I—Western Placer County (Placer County Planning Department, 2005), an online list of federally
listed species provided by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Endangered Species
Office (USFWS, 2009a), the California Department of Fish and Game’s (CDFG) California
Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) (CDFG, 2009), and the California Native Plant Society’s
(CNPS) Electronic Inventory (CNPS, 2009) for the Rocklin, California, U.S. Geological Survey
(USGS, 1967) 7.5-minute quadrangle and surrounding quadrangles (see Appendix 6.0).
Methodology utilized in the analysis is described further under subsection 6.3 (Impacts).

EXISTING SETTING
Local Setting

The PSA is located on the valley floor and in the rolling foothills bordering the Sierra Nevada
range. The PSA is located within the northern portion of Granite Bay and is within the boundaries
of the Granite Bay Community Plan area. Elevations at the PSA range from approximately 300 to
520 feet above mean sea level (MSL) with the general slope trending to the south. The
northwestern portion of the PSA, where the church is proposed to be sited, is a relatively flat
ridge top that borders Sierra College Boulevard to the north. Ground slopes range from flat to 35
percent.

Climate within the PSA and vicinity is characterized as hot and semi-arid to subhumid (USDA,
1997). Temperatures range from an annual average minimum of 45.4 degrees Fahrenheit (°F) to
an annual average maximum of 74.4°F, with an average low of 34.9°F (December—January) and
an average high of 96.5°F (July) (WRCC, 2009). Average annual total precipitation for the City
of Rocklin area, located adjacent to the PSA, is 22.8 inches (WRCC, 2009) and the mean freeze-
free period is about 250 to 300 days (USDA, 1997).

The PSA is located on the Merhten Formation with intermittent rock outcroppings across the
PSA. The regional geology of the PSA has been influenced by mountain uplift and volcanic
activity in the Sierra Nevada range and by erosion off the crest of the mountains. Soils within the
PSA are generally of poor quality. Five soil types are found on the PSA: Angregg coarse sandy
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6.1.3

loam, 2 to 9 percent slopes; Angregg coarse sandy loam, rocky, 2 to 15 percent slopes; Exchequer
very stony loam, 2 to 15 percent slopes; Inks cobbly loam, 2 to 30 percent slopes; and Inks cobbly
loam, 30 to 50 percent slopes (North Fork Associates, 2007a). None of these soil types are
expected to support special-status plant species. Further information regarding geology and soils
can be found in Section 12.0, Geology, Soils, and Seismicity.

According to the wetland delineation prepared by ECORP Consulting (2005), the PSA contains a
number of wetlands and drainage features. There are a total of 38 vernal pools (approximately
0.223 acre) within the PSA. All of these vernal pools are located on the northwestern portion of
the PSA with the exception of one pool which is located within the southeastern corner of the
PSA. Seasonal wetlands and seasonal swales, an intermittent drainage, an ephemeral drainage,
and a man-made pond are located primarily in the southern half of the PSA. Drainage from the
PSA flows south to an off-site, unnamed tributary to Miner’s Ravine. Further information
regarding hydrology can be found in Section 13.0, Hydrology and Water Quality.

The site is currently undeveloped with the exception of a few man-made features including
pipelines, pump houses, and a pond (as mentioned in the preceding paragraph) that retains water
for local, downstream use. Surrounding land uses include rural residential to the south and west
(Cavitt Ranch Estates), a wholesale nursery to the southeast, commercial/professional areas and
residential areas to the north in the City of Rocklin, and rural residential uses and the San Juan
Water District detention basin to the east (see Section 4.0, Land Use and Agriculture).

Biological Setting

The PSA is situated within two geographic subdivisions of the California Floristic Province:
Sacramento Valley and Northern Sierra Nevada Foothills. Grassland is the dominant natural
vegetation associated with the lowlands of the PSA, and oak woodlands are the most common
natural vegetation in the foothills. These major vegetation types encompass smaller natural
communities including riparian woodlands, vernal pools, and freshwater emergent wetlands. The
PSA lies within western Placer County, which is bounded north and south by two major rivers:
the Bear and the American. Numerous drainages form in the foothills, and a few flow through the
PSA. These multiple drainages create a patchwork of small watersheds (Placer County Planning
Department, 2005).

Biotic communities within and immediately surrounding the PSA consist primarily of annual
grassland, blue oak woodland, and waters of the U.S. including vernal pools, seasonal wetlands,
and drainages. These communities, and their associated wildlife species, are described below.
Figure 6-1 depicts the biological communities within the PSA. The community descriptions
below are derived from the classification system from Mayer and Laudenslayer (1988).
Individual references are provided where necessary. A complete list of plant and wildlife species
observed within the PSA is provided in the Biological Resource Assessment for the +76-acre
Amazing Facts Study Area, prepared by North Fork Associates (2007a) (Appendix 6.0-1).
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Annual Grassland

Annual grassland generally occurs on flat plains to gently rolling foothills throughout the Central
Valley, in the coastal mountain ranges to Mendocino County, and in scattered locations in the
southern portion of the state. This community is characterized by annual grasses and forbs, which
are predominantly non-native species. Annual grassland may include common species such as
wild oat (Avena fatua), slender oat (Avena barbata), soft brome (Bromus hordeaceus), wild onion
(Allium atrorubens var. cristatum), foxtail fescue (Vulpia myuros var. hirsuta), broadleaf filaree
(Erodium botrys), turkey mullein (Eremocarpus setigerus), perennial ryegrass (Lolium perenne),
wild mustard (Brassica nigra), wild radish (Raphanus sativus), prickly lettuce (Lactuca serriola),
and cocklebur (Xanthium strumarium) (Kie, 1988).

Within the PSA, common annual grassland species include medusahead (Taeniatherum caput-
medusae), soft brome, Italian ryegrass (Lolium multiflorum), broadleaf filaree, and purple
needlegrass (Nassella pulchra).

Various wetland types are typically found in association with annual grasslands. Within the PSA,
mapped wetland types include vernal pool, seasonal wetland, seasonal wetland swale, seep, pond,
intermittent drainage, and ephemeral drainage (ECORP Consulting, 2005). Waters of the U.S.,
including wetlands, are described in greater detail below.

Many wildlife species use annual grasslands for foraging and/or breeding. Characteristic reptiles
that breed in annual grasslands include western fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis), common
garter snake (Thamnophis sirtalis), and western rattlesnake (Crotalus viridis). Common bird species
observed or expected to occur in this community include western scrub jay (Aphelocoma
californica), northern mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos), killdeer (Charadrius vociferus), and
mourning dove (Zenaida macroura). This community also provides important foraging habitat for
several raptor species such as white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus), American kestrel (Falco
sparverius), Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni; state-threatened), and prairie falcon (Falco
mexicanus). Mammals typically found in this community include the black-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus
californicus), desert cottontail (Sylvilagus audubonii), California ground squirrel (Spermophilus
beecheyi), Botta’s pocket gopher (Thomomys bottae), western harvest mouse (Reithrodontomys
megalotis), California vole (Microtus californicus), and coyote (Canis latrans) (Kie, 1988).

Blue Oak Woodlands

In general, blue oak woodlands have an overstory composed of scattered trees, although the
canopy can be nearly closed on high-quality sites. Canopies are dominated by broad-leaved trees,
which are 5 to 15 meters in height and commonly form open savanna-like stands on dry ridges
and gentle slopes. Blue oak woodlands include blue oak (Quercus douglasii) and interior live oak
(Quercus wislizenii). Blue oaks may reach 25 meters in height. Blue oaks are the dominant
species, comprising 85 to 100 percent of the trees present. Shrubs are often present but rarely
extensive, often occurring on rock outcrops. Associated shrub species include western poison-oak
(Toxicodendron diversilobum), California coffeeberry (Frangula californica), sedgeleaf
buckbrush (Ceanothus cuneatus var. fascicularis), California buckeye (Aesculus californica), and
manzanita (Arctostaphylos spp.) species. Typical understory is composed of annual grassland
vegetation. The groundcover comprises mainly annuals such as brome grass (Bromus
orcuttianus), wild oats, foxtail (Alopecurus spp.), needlegrass (Achnatherum spp.), filaree
(Erodium spp.), fiddleneck (Amsinckia spp.), and others (Ritter, 1988).

Within the PSA, blue oaks dominate the upper slopes while interior live oaks are more prominent
on the lower slopes; however, there are only oaks on the edge of the upper terrace along the
southern border of the proposed Project. Gray pines (Pinus sabiniana) are found scattered
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throughout the woodland but are not common. The understory lacks a substantial shrub layer, but
a few shrubs are present including poison oak and buckbrush. Canopy cover varies from about 20
to 30 percent to nearly 100 percent in parts of the PSA (North Fork Associates, 2007b). Patches
of annual grassland occur within openings, including purple needlegrass.

Oak habitats are important to wildlife in California. Twenty-nine species of amphibians and
reptiles, 57 species of birds, and 10 species of mammals find mature stages of oak habitats
suitable or optimum for breeding, assuming that other special habitat requirements are met. Blue
oak acorns, buried by western scrub jays, yellow-billed magpies (Pica nuttali), western gray
squirrels (Sciurus griseus), and California ground squirrels, are more likely to germinate because
the seeds root well and are less likely to be eaten. Many wildlife species benefit from the use of
oaks and even enhance oak germination (Ritter, 1988).

Sensitive Habitats and Other Protected Resources

Sensitive habitats include those that are of special concern to resource agencies or those that are
protected under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Section 1600 of the
California Fish and Game Code, and/or Sections 401 and 404 of the Clean Water Act.

Oak Woodlands

Impacts to the oak woodland community within the PSA are regulated by the Oak Woodlands
Management Plan (Placer County Planning Department, 2009) (see subsection 6.3, Impacts) and
by state law through Senate Bill (SB) 1334.

Waters of the U.S., Including Wetlands

A total of 3.728 acres of waters of the U.S. mapped within the PSA including vernal pool (0.223
acre), seasonal wetland (0.445 acre), seasonal wetland swale (0.445 acre), seep (0.852 acre), pond
(1.377 acre), intermittent drainage (0.320 acre), and ephemeral drainage (0.066 acre) (ECORP
Consulting, 2005). These features were verified by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
on June 29, 2005. This verification expired June 29, 2010, and a new application for a Section
404 permit was submitted to the USACE on April 4, 2011, which included a request for
reverification of the wetland features and drainages within the PSA.

The intermittent drainage traverses the PSA from the north to south and collects in a +1-acre
pond in the lower south-central portion of the PSA. The drainage then continues to the southern
portion of the property where it is hydrologically connected to seasonal wetlands. The pond is an
earthen man-made feature with a dam approximately 17 feet high and 300 feet long and acts as a
detention basin. The volume of the pond is estimated to be 6 acre-feet.

In general, both jurisdictional waters of the U.S. and isolated wetland features provide for a
variety of functions for plants and wildlife. Drainages and wetlands provide habitat, foraging,
cover, migration/movement corridors, and water sources for both special-status and other species.
In addition to habitat functions, these features sometimes provide physical conveyance of surface
water flows as well as channels for the handling of large stormwater events. Large storms can
produce extreme flows that cause bank cutting and sedimentation of open waters and streams.
Jurisdictional waters can slow these flows and lessen the effects of these large storm events,
protecting habitat and other resources.

Vegetation associated with the wetland features within the PSA include Vasey’s coyote thistle
(Eryngium vaseyi), stipitate popcornflower (Plagiobothrys stipitatus var. micranthus), annual
hairgrass (Deschampsia danthonioides), narrow-leaved cattail (Typha angustifolia), fiddle dock
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(Rumex pulcher), Himalayan blackberry (Rubus discolor), tall flatsedge (Cyperus eragrostis),
creeping spikerush (Eleocharis macrostachya), purslane speedwell (Veronica peregrina ssp.
xalapensis), Mexican rush (Juncus mexicanus), narrow-leaved willow (Salix exigua var. exigua),
Goodding’s black willow (Salix gooddingii), and Fremont cottonwood (Populus fremontii) (North
Fork Associates, 2007a).

Wildlife Movement Corridors

Wildlife movement zones are important for the movement of migratory wildlife populations.
Corridors provide foraging opportunities and shelter during migration. Generally, wildlife
movement zones are established migration routes for many species of wildlife. Movement
corridors often occur in open areas or riverine habitats that provide a clear route for migration in
addition to supporting ample food and water sources during movement.! The riverine habitat
(drainages) and open space areas within the PSA may provide corridors for wildlife movement.
However, wildlife movement through the PSA is partially hindered due to existing development
that is adjacent to the PSA (see Figure 3-2).

Special-Status Species

Special-status plant and animal species are those that are afforded special recognition by federal,
state, or local resource agencies or organizations. Special-status species are of relatively limited
distribution and generally require specialized habitat conditions. Special-status species are
defined as:

B Listed, proposed, or candidate for listing under the state or federal endangered species acts;
B Protected under other regulations (e.g., local policies, Migratory Bird Treaty Act);

B California Department of Fish Game’s Species of Special Concern and California Fully
Protected Species;

B Listed as species of concern (List 1A, 1B, or 2 plants) by California Native Plant Society; or
B Species that receive consideration during environmental review under CEQA.

The potential for special-status species to occur within the PSA was evaluated by querying the
CNDDB (CDFG, 2009), the USFWS (2009a), and the CNPS (2009) for previously recorded
occurrences of special-status species within the Rocklin, California, USGS (1967) 7.5-minute
guadrangle and surrounding quadrangles (Clarksville, Folsom, Roseville, Lincoln, Citrus Heights,
Pilot Hill, Auburn, and Gold Hill).

CDFG maintains records for the distribution and known occurrences of sensitive species and
habitats in the CNDDB. The CNDDB is organized into map areas based on 7.5-minute
topographic maps produced by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS). The CNDDB is based on
actual recorded occurrences but does not constitute an exhaustive inventory of every resource.
The absence of an occurrence in a particular location does not necessarily mean that special-status
species are absent from that area, but that no data has been entered into the CNDDB inventory.
Detailed field surveys are generally required to provide a conclusive determination on presence or

! Riverine habitat refers to the seasonal wetland swale, intermittent drainage, and ephemeral drainage on
the project site, which may provide migration for wildlife.
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absence of sensitive resources from a particular location where there is evidence of potential
occurrence.

Table 2 in Appendix 6.0-1 identifies the special-status plant and animal species, respectively,
which have potential to be affected by the proposed Project. The habitat preferences for each
special-status species were carefully reviewed and considered in the context of the PSA and
surrounding vicinity. Species having no potential for occurrence are not expected to occur based
on the known elevation or distribution range of the species or the lack of suitable habitat. Species
that do have potential for occurrence are described in more detail below. Table 2 of Appendix
6.0-1 includes the common name and scientific name for each species, regulatory status, habitat
descriptions, and potential for occurrence within the PSA.

Special-Status Plants

Eleven special-status plant species identified in Table 2 (in Appendix 6.0-1) have the potential to
occur within the PSA and are included in this analysis. The California Natural Diversity Database
(CNDDB) (CDFG, 2009) identified the occurrence of five sensitive plants within 5 miles of the
PSA boundary; there are no recorded occurrences within 1 mile of the PSA (Appendix 6.0-8).
The PSA does not contain designated critical habitat for any listed plant species (USFWS,
2009b).

Special-Status Wildlife

Twelve special-status wildlife species identified in Appendix 6.0-1, Table 2 have the potential to
occur within the PSA and are included in this analysis. The CNDDB (CDFG, 2009) identified the
occurrence of eight special-status wildlife species within 5 miles of the PSA boundary; there are
no recorded occurrences within 1 mile of the PSA (Appendix 6.0-8). The PSA does not contain
designated critical habitat for any listed wildlife species (USFWS, 2009b).

Protocol-level surveys (both dry and wet season) for federally listed branchiopods were
conducted within the PSA in 2007 and 2008 by Helm Biological Consulting. These surveys
resulted in negative findings; thus, conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta conservatio), vernal
pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi), and vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi) are
not considered further in this document.

Potential Special-Status Plant and Wildlife Species Occurrences

Provided below are species accounts for each of the special-status plant and wildlife species
identified in Table 2 of Appendix 6.0-1 that, based on results of vegetation/habitat surveys of the
PSA and the known elevation and geographic distributions of these species, have potential to
occur within the PSA and therefore have been considered in the impact analysis.

Information for the life history accounts provided below was obtained from the California
Wildlife Habitat Relationships (CWHR) program version 8 (CDFG, 2002), CNDDB (CDFG,
2009), CNPS online inventory (CNPS, 2009), and the Placer County Conservation Plan (Placer
County Planning Department, 2005).

Special-Status Plants

Ahart’s dwarf rush (Juncus leiospermus var. ahartii) is designated as a List 1B plant species by
the California Native Plant Society (CNPS). This small annual herb of the rush family
(Juncaceae) is endemic to California and known from only six occurrences. It is found in valley
and foothill grasslands with a moderate or well-balanced supply of moisture. This species blooms
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from March to May. Approximately 1.965 acres of suitable habitat (seasonal wetlands/swale,
vernal pools, seep) are present within the PSA. There are no recorded occurrences for this species
within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG 2009).

Big-scale balsamroot (Balsamorhiza macrolepis var. macrolepis) is designated as a List 1B plant
species by CNPS. It is a perennial herbaceous member of the Asteraceae family that grows from a
fleshy taproot and is found in cismontane woodland and valley and foothill grassland, sometimes
on serpentine soils. The yellow disk flowers bloom from April through May. The annual
grassland and oak woodland communities (total of approximately 71 acres) within the PSA
provide suitable habitat for this species. There are no recorded occurrences for this species within
5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop (Gratiola heterosepala) is listed as endangered by CDFG and is
designated as a List 1B plant species by CNPS. This semi-aquatic annual herb of the figwort
family (Scrophulariaceae) grows up to 10 centimeters (cm) tall (4 inches) and produces small,
white and pale yellow flowers. This species grows in marshes, swamps, lake margins, and vernal
pools with clay soils. This species blooms from April to June, while the vernal pools are still
inundated with less than 5 cm (2 inches) of water. Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop is currently known
from only three occurrences in the western Placer County area, two of which are located within
5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009). Two of the three occurrences are located between Rocklin and
Roseville; the third is located just north of Lincoln. Two of the three populations in Placer County
were reportedly threatened by proposed urban development in 1987 and 1989 (Placer County
Planning Department, 2005). The current status of these populations is unknown; however, they
are presumed to be extant. The third population was observed in 1986 on private land and has not
been observed since, although it is presumed extant (Placer County Planning Department, 2005).
In addition to the pond margins, approximately 1.965 acres of suitable habitat (seasonal
wetlands/swale, vernal pools, seep) are present within the PSA.

Brandegee’s clarkia (Clarkia biloba ssp. brandegeeae) is an herbaceous perennial in the evening
primrose family (Onagraceae) and is designated as a List 1B plant species by CNPS. Brandegee’s
clarkia is typically found in chaparral and cismontane woodlands, frequently in roadcuts and
other clearings. This species typically flowers from May through July. Approximately 49 acres of
suitable habitat (oak woodland) are present within the PSA. There are no recorded occurrences
for this species within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

Dwarf downingia (Downingia pusilla) is designated as a List 2 plant species by CNPS. This
herbaceous, annual flowering plant grows between 3 and 15 cm tall. Dwarf downingia is
restricted to vernal pools and similar seasonal wetlands, including mesic grassland and the
margins of small lakes or stock ponds. Seeds germinate in the standing water of the vernal pools.
The plants grow to near full-size while the pools are still inundated. This species blooms from
March to May. Approximately 1.965 acres of suitable habitat (seasonal wetlands/swale, vernal
pools, seep) are present within the PSA. There are two recorded occurrences for this species
within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

Hartweg’s pseudobahia (Pseudobahia bahiifolia) is designated as a List 1B plant species by
CNPS and was listed as endangered by the California Department of Fish and Game in August
1981. Hartweg’s pseudobahia is a slender, woolly annual in the sunflower family (Asteraceae). It
has one or a few stems 2-6 inches tall, with mostly narrow, undivided leaves. The yellow, or
“golden,” flowers bloom in March and April. Hartweg’s golden sunburst occurs in open
grasslands and grasslands at the margins of blue oak woodland, primarily on shallow, well-
drained, fine-textured soils, nearly always on the north or northeast facing of Mima mounds.
Mima mounds are mounds of earth roughly 1-6 feet high and 10-100 feet in diameter at the base,
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interspersed with basins that may pond water in the rainy season. (No one is sure what produces
the mounds.) Hartweg’s pseudobahia is found only in the Central Valley of California.
Historically, the range of the species may have extended from Yuba County south to Fresno
County, a range of 200 miles. Today, there are 16 known populations on the eastern edge of the
San Joaquin Valley and concentrations in the Friant region of Fresno and Madera counties as well
as the La Grange region in Stanislaus County (USFWS, 2010). There are no recorded occurrences
for this species within 5 miles of the PSA.

Legenere (Legenere limosa) is designated as a List 1B plant species by CNPS. Legenere is
endemic to northern California in the Coast and Cascade ranges and the Central Valley. A
majority of the known extant occurrences are concentrated in Solano and Sacramento counties,
with the remainder scattered in Lake, Napa, Placer, San Joaquin, San Mateo, Shasta, Sonoma,
Tehama, and Yuba counties. The species is currently known from only two extant occurrences in
the western Placer area. One of the occurrences is located north of Pleasant Grove Creek, south of
Placer Boulevard, and east of SR 65; the second occurrence is at the Orchard Creek Conservation
Bank approximately 3 miles southwest of Lincoln, California (Placer County Planning
Department, 2005).

Legenere is an inconspicuous annual plant that grows to approximately 10 to 15 cm (4 to 6
inches) tall but that can attain heights of up to 30 cm (12 inches). It is found in vernal pools and
swales, seasonal marshes, artificial ponds, floodplains of intermittent streams, and other
seasonally inundated habitats. Wetlands that support legenere are typically inundated for long
periods and range in size from slightly more than 3.7 square meters (40 square feet) to 40 hectares
(100 acres). In addition to the pond and intermittent stream margins, approximately 1.965 acres of
suitable habitat (seasonal wetlands/swale, vernal pools, seep) are present within the PSA. There is
one recorded occurrence for this species within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

Pincushion navarretia (Navarettia myersii ssp. myersii) is designated as a List 1B plant species
by CNPS. This annual herb of the phlox family (Polemoniaceae) is endemic to vernal pools along
California’s central valley, especially the east side. This species has tiny whitish flowers in
usually single heads. This species blooms in May at elevations from 20 to 330 meters.
Approximately 0.223 acre of suitable habitat (vernal pools) is present within the PSA. There are
no recorded occurrences for this species within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

Red BIluff dwarf rush (Juncus leiospermus var. leiospermus) is designated as a List 1B plant
species by CNPS. Red Bluff dwarf rush is endemic to northern California where it occurs in
Butte, Placer, Shasta, and Tehama counties. This species is found on vernally mesic sites within
chaparral, valley and foothill grassland, and cismontane woodland communities, and sometimes
on the edges of vernal pools. Only one population of Red Bluff dwarf rush, located near
Roseville, has been recorded in Placer County. The population was last seen in 1982; however, a
habitat survey conducted in 1997 indicates that the habitat is still present. Because of extensive
recent development that has occurred in and around Roseville, this population may have been
extirpated; accordingly, confirmation is needed (Placer County Planning Department, 2005).
Approximately 1.965 acres of suitable habitat (seasonal wetlands/swale, vernal pools, seep) are
present within the PSA. There are no recorded occurrences for this species within 5 miles of the
PSA (CDFG, 2009).

Sacramento Valley orcutt grass (Orcuttia viscida) is designated as a List 1B plant species by
the CNPS and was federally listed as an endangered species on March 26, 1997. The species had
been previously state-listed as endangered in 1979. Sacramento Valley orcutt grasses are densely
tufted, bluish-green, and covered with hairs. The stems are erect or spreading, 1.2 to 3.9 inches
long, and do not branch. Leaf width is 0.08 to 0.16 inch. This species has been found in Northern
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Hardpan and Northern Volcanic Mudflow vernal pools. It occurs on high-terrace sites at
elevations of 150 to 270 feet. Sacramento Valley orcutt grass flowers in May and June and sets
seed in June and July. The plants are adapted for wind pollination, but do provide a source of
pollen for native bees. Sacramento Valley orcutt grass is endemic to the Southeastern Sacramento
Valley Vernal Pool Region and historically has been restricted to Sacramento County. Five
occurrences, comprising more than 70 percent of the occupied habitat, are concentrated into a
single area of about 2.3 square miles in the Rancho Cordova area east of Mather Field (USFWS,
2010). There are no recorded occurrences for this species within 5 miles of the PSA.

Sanford’s arrowhead (Sagittaria sanfordii) is designated as a List 1B plant species by the
CNPS. This perennial herb of the water-plantain family (Alismitaceae) occurs in assorted shallow
freshwater marshes and swamps and artificial ponds and lakes. This species blooms from May to
October. Shallow portions of the +1.377-acre pond provide suitable habitat for this species within
the PSA; however, no suitable habitat is found within the Project site (Phase | or I1) and therefore
will not be impacted by the proposed Project. There is one recorded occurrence for this species
within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

Special-Status Wildlife
Invertebrates

Valley elderberry longhorn beetle (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus) is a federally listed
threatened species. This species is dependent on elderberry shrubs (Sambucus spp.) for breeding
and feeding habitat. Elderberry shrubs are a common component of riparian forests and adjacent
upland habitats in California’s Central Valley. The valley elderberry longhorn beetle spends most
of its life in the larval stage, living within the stems of the elderberry plant. USFWS considers all
elderberry shrubs with stems one inch or greater in diameter at ground level within the species’
range to be potential habitat (USFWS, 1999). There are five previously recorded occurrences
within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

One elderberry shrub with stems of suitable size was observed within the southern half of the
PSA during a reconnaissance-level survey conducted by a qualified biologist on May 20, 2009.
The shrub was not located within a riparian vegetation community (Figure 6-1). The shrub
contained five stems greater than 5 inches in diameter and another three stems between 1 and 3
inches in diameter. The stems were briefly inspected and no exit holes were observed.

Amphibians

Western spadefoot (Spea hammondii) is a California species of special concern. Western
spadefoot primarily occurs in California, but it has been recorded from the vicinity of Redding in
Shasta County south into Baja California. Western spadefoots have been recorded from 17
counties either in or bordering the Central Valley. Western spadefoot occurs in the vicinity of the
PSA, along the interface of the Central Valley and Sierra Nevada foothills (Placer County
Planning Department, 2005).

Western spadefoot toads can be found in dry grassland habitat close to seasonal wetlands such as
vernal pool complexes, typically near extensive areas of friable (but not usually sandy) soil.
Although spadefoot populations primarily occur in grassland settings, they are occasionally found
in valley-foothill woodlands. Western spadefoots can also be found in creeks, drainages, and
ponds. Western spadefoots require seasonal wetlands for reproduction and metamorphosis. The
specific physical attributes that make such wetlands and adjacent uplands suitable for spadefoots
are not well known, but suitable ponds must exhibit sufficient depth and surface area to persist at
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least several weeks. It is assumed that spadefoots require loose soils for subsurface dormancy;
however, there is some evidence that spadefoots may also use rodent burrows. Also, most sites
that support western spadefoots are moderately to heavily grazed (Placer County Planning
Department, 2005). The seasonal wetland/swale/vernal pool/seep features (1.965 acres) and the
intermittent drainage (0.320 acre) within the PSA provide suitable habitat for this species. The
pond margins may also provide suitable habitat. There is one recorded occurrence for this species
within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

Reptiles

Northwestern pond turtle (Actinemys marmorata marmorata) is a CDFG species of special
concern. The western pond turtle (Actinemys marmorata) species is currently divided into two
subspecies, the northwestern pond turtle which occurs from the vicinity of the American River in
California northward to the lower Columbia River in Oregon and Washington, and the
southwestern pond turtle (Actinemys marmorata pallida) which occurs in coastal drainages from
the vicinity of Monterey, California, south to northwestern Baja California, Mexico. There is an
intergraded zone of both subspecies south of the American River and north of Monterey
(Stebbins, 2003).

Western pond turtles are habitat generalists and occur in a wide variety of permanent or nearly
permanent aquatic habitats; normally ponds, lakes, streams, and irrigation ditches with basking
sites. Basking sites are typically submerged logs, rocks, mats of floating vegetation, or open mud
banks. Western pond turtles typically leave aquatic sites to reproduce, aestivate, and over-winter
in upland habitats such as annual grasslands and oak woodlands. Breeding occurs in late April or
early May, and eggs may be laid from April through August (Stebbins, 2003). Nests are typically
dug in a substrate with a high clay or silt content and located on an unshaded slope. Females lay
between 3 and 11 eggs and may lay additional clutches during a year. Because hatchling turtles
have almost never been observed in aquatic sites during the fall, it is thought that hatchling turtles
hatch and over-winter in the nest. Pond turtles can be seen from February through mid-November
in the north and all year in the south. As an omnivorous species, this species feeds on aquatic
plant material and a variety of aquatic invertebrates (Stebbins, 2003). There are no CNDDB
records of this species occurring within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG,2009); however, the pond
(1.377 acre) and intermittent drainage (0.320 acre) within the PSA provide suitable habitat for
this species. However, no suitable habitat is found within the Project site (Phase I or Il) and
therefore will not be impacted by the proposed Project.

Birds

Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni) is state listed as threatened and is protected under the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). In California, Swainson’s hawk nesting distribution includes
Great Basin sage-steppe communities and associated agricultural valleys in extreme northeastern
California, isolated valleys in the Sierra Nevada in Mono and Inyo counties, the Sacramento and
San Joaquin valleys, and at least one known isolated breeding site in the Mojave Desert. The
historic breeding distribution also included much of southern California, particularly the inland
valleys, where the species was once considered common (Placer County Planning Department,
2005).

In California, Swainson’s hawk habitat generally consists of large, flat, open, undeveloped
landscapes that include suitable grassland or agricultural foraging habitat and sparsely distributed
trees for nesting. Swainson’s hawks usually nest in large, native trees such as valley oaks,
cottonwoods (Populus fremontii), and willows (Salix spp.), although non-native trees such as
eucalyptus (Eucalyptus spp.) are also used. Nests occur in riparian woodlands, roadside trees,
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trees along field borders, isolated trees, small groves, trees in windbreaks, and the edges of
remnant oak woodlands. Swainson’s hawks typically forage in large fields that support low
vegetative cover (to provide access to the ground) and provide the highest densities of prey. There
are no recorded occurrences for this species within 5 miles of the PSA; however, there are two
recorded occurrences within 10 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

California black rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus) is protected under the MBTA, is
state-listed as threatened, and is a California fully protected species. California black rail
populations were previously thought to be restricted to the San Francisco Bay Area, Bolinas
Lagoon, Tomales Bay, Morro Bay, Suisun Bay, the Delta region to White Slough in San Joaquin
County, the Salton Sea area, and the Lower Colorado River Valley. In 1994, however, new
populations were discovered in the western Sierra Nevada foothills of Yuba County, and
subsequent surveys revealed previously unknown populations in the foothills of Butte and
Nevada counties. As of 1999, there were 71 known black rail locations at elevations below 250
meters (820 feet) in the foothills of Butte, Nevada, and Yuba counties. Based on continual
presence throughout the year, the Sierra Nevada foothill population is thought to be non-
migratory (Placer County Planning Department 2005).

Black rails in the Sierra Nevada foothills are found in perennial wetlands that are dominated by
rushes and cattails, often with associated species such as bulrush (Scirpus spp.), spikerush
(Eleocharis spp.), and Paspalum spp. These wetlands are in open grasslands, grazed pastures, or
oak savannas. Nesting habitat is characterized by water depths of less than 3 cm (1.2 inches) that
do not fluctuate during the year and by dense vegetation that provides adequate cover. The pond
within the PSA provides marginally suitable nesting habitat for this species; however, no suitable
habitat is found within the Project site (Phase I or Il) and therefore will not be impacted by the
proposed Project. There is one recorded occurrence for this species within 5 miles of the PSA
(CDFG, 2009).

Grasshopper sparrow (Ammodramus savannarum) is a California species of special concern
and is protected by the MBTA. Grasshopper sparrows are primarily found from the Great Plains
to the eastern seaboard, with a few isolated populations in the western United States, including
some in California. Their statewide distribution is best described as sparse and irregular. In
California, grasshopper sparrows require dry, well-drained grasslands with patches of bare
ground for nesting. This species is a ground nester. Grasslands often include scattered, taller
shrubs or annuals that are used for song perches. In Placer and adjacent counties, grasshopper
sparrows have been found on rolling hills with extensive patches of rye grass (Lolium spp.) along
the western and eastern edges of the Central Valley (Placer County Planning Department, 2005).
Portions of the annual grassland community within the PSA provide nesting suitable habitat for
this species. There are no recorded occurrences for this species within 5 miles of the PSA
(CDFG, 2009).

Purple martin (Progne subis) is a California species of special concern and is protected under
the MBTA. It is an uncommon to rare, local summer resident in a variety of wooded, low-
elevation habitats throughout the state, a rare migrant in spring and fall, and absent in winter. It
uses valley foothill and montane hardwood, valley foothill and montane hardwood-conifer, and
riparian habitats, though is absent from higher slopes of the Sierra Nevada (CDFG, 2002). Purple
martin inhabits open forests, woodlands, and riparian areas in the breeding season. This species is
found in a variety of open habitats during migration, including grassland, wet meadow, and fresh
emergent wetland, usually near water. The blue oak woodland within the PSA provides suitable
nesting habitat for this species. There is one recorded occurrence for this species within 5 miles of
the PSA (CDFG, 2009).
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Tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor) is a California species of special concern and is
protected under the MBTA. Tricolored blackbirds are largely endemic to California, and more
than 99 percent of the global population occurs in the state. In any given year, more than 75
percent of the breeding population can be found in the Central Valley. The species’ historical
breeding range in California included the Sacramento and San Joaquin valleys, lowlands of the
Sierra Nevada south to Kern County, the coast region from Sonoma County to the Mexican
border, and sporadically on the Modoc Plateau (Placer County Planning Department, 2005).
Tricolored blackbirds have three basic requirements for selecting their breeding colony sites:
open accessible water; a protected nesting substrate, including either flooded or thorny/spiny
vegetation; and suitable foraging space providing adequate insect prey within a few miles of the
nesting colony.

Foraging habitats in all seasons include annual grasslands and seasonal wetlands, agricultural
fields (e.g., large tracts of alfalfa with continuous mowing schedules and recently tilled fields),
cattle feedlots, and dairies. Tricolored blackbirds also forage occasionally in riparian scrub
habitats and along marsh borders. Grassland and rice fields characterize the landscape in much of
the species’ breeding range and preferred foraging habitats in the area encompassing the PSA.
The pond and surrounding vegetation within the PSA provide suitable breeding habitat for this
species; however, no suitable habitat is found within the Project site (Phase | or Il) and therefore
will not be impacted by the proposed Project. There are no recorded occurrences for this species
within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

White-tailed Kite (Elanus leucurus) is protected under the MBTA and is a California fully
protected species. They nest in trees adjacent to grasslands, oak woodland, and on the edges of
riparian habitats. This species roosts communally, is a resident year-round, and breeds from
February to October. Edges of the blue oak woodland adjacent to annual grasslands provide
suitable nesting habitat for this species within the PSA. There is one recorded occurrence for this
species within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperi) is protected under the MBTA. The Cooper’s hawk is a
woodland species and a typical accipiter in every respect; it sticks closely to cover, venturing out
in search of food. A swift flyer, the Cooper’s hawk has a rapid wingbeat and is able to negotiate
heavily vegetated woodland habitats of the foothills where it is typically found. They spend much
of their time sitting on a perch, waiting to ambush passing birds. They use cover, including man-
made structures, to conceal approach. In open areas Cooper’s hawks may drop on prey from high
flight. They capture birds at bird feeders as well. Cooper’s hawks feed mainly on birds, which
they chase relentlessly through the woods. They also take small mammals and, in California,
large insects, lizards, and snakes. Although a forest bird, the frequency of such birds as
meadowlarks in its diet shows that it is not averse to hunting over open fields (Placer County
Planning Department, 2005).

A breeding resident throughout most of the wooded portion of the state, Cooper’s hawks are
found in dense stands of live and blue oak, riparian deciduous, savanna/grassland edge, and at
times suburban/wildlands interface. The Cooper’s hawk is primarily a yearlong resident;
however, some hawks from more northern areas migrate into California and from the Sierra
Nevada range downslope and south from areas of heavy snow in autumn and then return to these
areas in the spring (Placer County Planning Department, 2005). The blue oak woodland provides
suitable nesting habitat for this species within the PSA. There are no recorded occurrences for this
species within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).
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6.2

6.2.1

Mammals

Pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus) is a California species of special concern. Pallid bats roost in rock
crevices, tree hollows, mines, caves, and a variety of anthropogenic structures, including vacant
and occupied buildings, mines, and natural caves. They occur primarily in arid habitats. Colonies
are usually small and may contain 12 to 100 bats. Trees within the blue oak woodland provide
potentially suitable roosting habitat for this species within the PSA. There is one recorded
occurrence for this species within 5 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009).

Western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii) is a California species of special concern. This species
roosts primarily in trees and less often in shrubs. Roost sites often are in edge habitats adjacent to
streams, fields, or urban areas. The western red bat is strongly associated with riparian habitats,
particularly mature stands of cottonwood (Populus sp.) and sycamore (Plantanus sp.). The
western red bat feeds over a wide variety of habitats including grasslands, shrublands, open
woodlands and forests, and croplands. The blue oak woodland within the PSA provides suitable
habitat for this species. There is one recorded occurrence for this species within 5 miles of the
PSA (CDFG, 2009).

REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

Federal, state, and local regulations have been enacted to require consideration and protection of
ecological habitats and the species they support. A brief discussion of the specific regulations that
apply to the biological resources likely to occur in the PSA is included below.

Federal
Endangered Species Act

Provisions of the federal Endangered Species Act (FESA), as amended (16 USC 1531), protect
federally listed threatened and endangered species and their habitats from unlawful take. “Take”
under the FESA includes activities such as “harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap,
capture, or collect, or to attempt to engage in any such conduct.” USFWS regulations define harm
to include some types of “significant habitat modification or degradation.” In the case of Babbitt,
Secretary of Interior, et al., Petitioners v. Sweet Home Chapter of Communities for a Great
Oregon, et al. (No. 94-859) (U.S. Supreme Court, 1995), the United States Supreme Court ruled
on June 29, 1995, that “harm” may include habitat modification “...where it actually kills or
injures wildlife by significantly impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding,
feeding or sheltering.”

For projects with a federal nexus, Section 7 of the FESA requires that federal agencies, in
consultation with USFWS or National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration National Marine
Fisheries Service (NOAA Fisheries), use their authorities to further the purpose of the FESA and
to ensure that their actions are not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of listed species or
result in destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat. Section 10(a)(1)(B) allows
nonfederal entities to obtain permits for incidental taking of threatened or endangered species
through consultation with USFWS or NOAA Fisheries. In general, NOAA Fisheries is
responsible for protection of federally listed marine species and anadromous fish while other
listed species come under USFWS jurisdiction. Key provisions of the FESA are summarized
below under the section that implements them.
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Section 10

Section 10 of the FESA provides a means for nonfederal entities (states, local agencies, and
private parties) that are not permitted or funded by a federal agency to receive authorization to
disturb, displace, or kill (i.e., take) threatened and endangered species. It allows USFWS and/or
NOAA Fisheries to issue an incidental take permit authorizing take resulting from otherwise legal
activities, as long as the take would not jeopardize the continued existence of the species. Section
10 requires the applicant to prepare a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) addressing project
impacts and proposing mitigation measures to compensate for those impacts. The HCP is subject
to USFWS and/or NOAA Fisheries review and must be approved by the reviewing agency or
agencies before the proposed project can be initiated. Because the issuance of the incidental take
permit is a federal action, USFWS and/or NOAA Fisheries must also comply with the
requirements of the FESA Section 7 and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

Section 7

Section 7 of the FESA applies to the management of federal lands as well as other federal actions,
such as federal approval of private activities through the issuance of federal permits, licenses,
funding, or other actions that may affect listed species. Section 7 directs all federal agencies to
use their existing authorities to conserve threatened and endangered species and, in consultation
with USFWS, to ensure that their actions do not jeopardize listed species or destroy or adversely
modify critical habitat. Critical habitat is defined as specific areas that are essential to the
conservation of federally listed species.

Clean Water Act, Section 404

The objective of the Clean Water Act (CWA 1977, as amended) is to restore and maintain the
chemical, physical, and biological integrity of the nation’s waters. Discharge of fill material into
waters of the U.S., including wetlands, is regulated by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) under Section 404 of the federal Clean Water Act (33 USC 1251-1376). USACE
regulations implementing Section 404 define waters of the U.S. to include intrastate waters,
including lakes, rivers, streams, wetlands, and natural ponds, the use, degradation, or destruction
of which could affect interstate or foreign commerce. Wetlands are defined for regulatory
purposes as “areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and
duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of
vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions” (33 CFR 328.3; 40 CFR 230.3).
The jurisdictional boundaries for other waters of the U.S. are identified based on the presence of
an ordinary high water mark (OHWM) as defined in 33 CFR 328.3(e). The placement of
structures in “navigable waters of the U.S.” is also regulated by USACE under Section 10 of the
federal Rivers and Harbors Act (33 USC 401 et seq.). Projects are permitted under either
individual or general (e.g., nationwide) permits. Specific applicability of permit type is
determined by USACE on a case-by-case basis.

In 1987, USACE published a manual that standardized the manner in which wetlands were to be
delineated nationwide. To determine whether areas that appear to be wetlands are subject to
USACE jurisdiction (i.e., are “jurisdictional” wetlands), a wetlands delineation must be
performed. Under normal circumstances, positive indicators from three parameters, (1) wetland
hydrology, (2) hydrophytic vegetation, and (3) hydric soils, must be present to classify a feature
as a jurisdictional wetland. More recently, USACE developed the Arid West Regional
Supplement (USACE, 2006) for identifying wetlands and distinguishing them from aquatic
habitats and other nonwetlands. The Supplement presents wetland indicators, delineation
guidance, and other information that is specific to the Arid West Region. For any wetland
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delineations submitted after June 5, 2007, USACE is requiring that the site be surveyed according
to both the 1987 manual and the Supplement guidelines. In addition to verifying wetlands for
potential jurisdiction, USACE is responsible for the issuance of permits for projects that propose
filling of wetlands. Any permanent loss of a jurisdictional wetland as a result of project
construction activities is considered a significant impact.

Clean Water Act, Section 401

Section 401 of the CWA requires any applicant for a federal license or permit to conduct any
activity that may result in a discharge of a pollutant into waters of the United States to obtain a
certification that the discharge will comply with the applicable effluent limitations and water
guality standards. The appropriate Regional Water Quality Control Board regulates Section 401
requirements (see under State below).

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

Migratory birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (16 USC
703-711). The MBTA makes it unlawful to take, possess, buy, sell, purchase, or barter any
migratory bird listed in 50 CFR Part 10, including feathers or other parts, nests, eggs, or products,
except as allowed by implementing regulations (50 CFR 21). The vast majority of birds found in
the Project area are protected under the MBTA.

Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act

The bald eagle and golden eagle are federally protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 USC 668-668c). It is illegal to take, possess, sell, purchase, barter, offer to sell
or purchase or barter, transport, export, or import at any time or in any manner a bald or golden
eagle, alive or dead; or any part, nest, or egg of these eagles unless authorized by the Secretary of
the Interior. Violations are subject to fines and/or imprisonment for up to one year. Active nest
sites are also protected from disturbance during the breeding season.

Executive Order 13112 — Invasive Species

This executive order directs all federal agencies to refrain from authorizing, funding, or carrying
out actions or projects that may spread invasive species. The order further directs federal agencies
to prevent the introduction of invasive species, control and monitor existing invasive species
populations, restore native species to invaded ecosystems, research and develop prevention and
control methods for invasive species, and promote public education on invasive species. As part
of the proposed action, USFWS and USACE would issue permits and therefore would be
responsible for ensuring that the proposed action complies with Executive Order 13112 and does
not contribute to the spread of invasive species.

The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958 (16 USC 661 et seq.)

The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) requires that whenever any body of water is
proposed or authorized to be impounded, diverted, or otherwise controlled or modified, the lead
federal agency must consult with USFWS, the state agency responsible for fish and wildlife
management, and the National Marine Fisheries Service. Section 662(b) of the act requires the
lead federal agency to consider the recommendations of USFWS and other agencies. The
recommendations may include proposed measures to mitigate or compensate for potential
damages to wildlife and fisheries associated with a modification of a waterway.
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6.2.2

Executive Order 11990 Protection of Wetlands (42 FR 26961, 25 May 1977)

Executive Order 11990 requires federal agencies to provide leadership and take action to
minimize destruction, loss, or degradation of wetlands and to preserve and enhance the natural
qualities of these lands. Federal agencies are required to avoid undertaking or providing support
for new construction located in wetlands unless (1) no practicable alternative exists; and (2) all
practical measures have been taken to minimize harm to wetlands.

State
California Endangered Species Act

Under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA), CDFG has the responsibility for
maintaining a list of endangered and threatened species (California Fish and Game Code Section
2070). CDFG maintains a list of “candidate species” which are species that CDFG formally
notices as being under review for addition to the list of endangered or threatened species. CDFG
also maintains lists of “species of special concern” which serve as species “watch lists.” Pursuant
to the requirements of CESA, an agency reviewing a proposed project within its jurisdiction must
determine whether any state-listed endangered or threatened species may be present in the project
site and determine whether the proposed project will have a potentially significant impact on such
species. In addition, CDFG encourages informal consultation on any proposed project that may
impact a candidate species.

Project-related impacts to species on the CESA endangered or threatened list would be
considered significant. State-listed species are fully protected under the mandates of CESA. Take
of protected species incidental to otherwise lawful management activities may be authorized
under California Fish and Game Code Section 206.591. Authorization from CDFG would be in
the form of an Incidental Take Permit.

California Fish and Game Code
Native Plant Protection Act

The Native Plant Protection Act (California Fish and Game Code Sections 1900-1913) prohibits
the taking, possessing, or sale within the state of any plants with a state designation of rare,
threatened, or endangered (as defined by CDFG). An exception to this prohibition in the act
allows landowners, under specified circumstances, to take listed plant species, provided that the
owners first notify CDFG and give that state agency at least 10 days to come and retrieve (and
presumably replant) the plants before they are plowed under or otherwise destroyed (Fish and
Game Code Section 1913 exempts from take prohibition “the removal of endangered or rare
native plants from a canal, lateral ditch, building site, or road, or other right of way”). Project
impacts to these species are not considered significant unless the species are known to have a
high potential to occur within the area of disturbance associated with construction of the proposed
Project.

Birds of Prey

Under Section 3503.5 of the California Fish and Game Code it is unlawful to take, possess, or
destroy any birds in the orders of 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 this code or
any regulation adopted pursuant thereto.
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“Fully Protected” Species

California statutes also accord “fully protected” status to a number of specifically identified birds,
mammals, reptiles, and amphibians. These species cannot be taken, even with an incidental take
permit. Section 3505 of the California Fish and Game Code makes it unlawful to take “any
aigrette or egret, osprey, bird of paradise, goura, numidi, or any part of such a bird.” Section 3511
protects from take the following fully protected birds: (a) American peregrine falcon (Falco
peregrinus anatum); (b) brown pelican (Pelecanus occidentalis); (c) California black rail
(Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus); (d) California clapper rail (Rallus longirostris obsoletus);
(e) California condor (Gymnogyps californianus); (f) California least tern (Sterna albifrons
browni); (g) golden eagle; (h) greater sandhill crane (Grus canadensis tabida); (i) light-footed
clapper rail (Rallus longirostris levipes); (j) southern bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus
leucocephalus); (k) trumpeter swan (Cygnus buccinator); (1) white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus);
and (m) Yuma clapper rail (Rallus longirostris yumanensis).

California Fish and Game Code Section 4700 identifies the following fully protected mammals
that cannot be taken: (a) Morro Bay kangaroo rat (Dipodomys heermanni morroensis);
(b) bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis), except Nelson bighorn sheep (subspecies Ovis canadensis
nelsoni); (d) Guadalupe fur seal (Arctocephalus townsendi); (e) ring-tailed cat (genus
Bassariscus); (f) Pacific right whale (Eubalaena sieboldi); (g) salt-marsh harvest mouse
(Reithrodontomys raviventris); (h) southern sea otter (Enhydra lutris nereis); and (i) wolverine
(Gulo gulo).

Fish and Game Code Section 5050 protects from take the following fully protected reptiles and
amphibians: (a) blunt-nosed leopard lizard (Crotaphytus wislizenii silus); (b) San Francisco garter
snake (Thamnophis sirtalis tetrataenia); (c) Santa Cruz long-toed salamander (Ambystoma
macrodactylum croceum); (d) limestone salamander (Hydromantes brunus); and (e) black toad
(Bufo boreas exsul).

Fish and Game Code Section 5515 also identifies certain fully protected fish that cannot lawfully
be taken even with an incidental take permit. The following species are protected in this fashion:
(a) Colorado River squawfish (Ptychocheilus lucius); (b) thicktail chub (Gila crassicauda);
(c) Mohave chub (Gila mohavensis); (d) Lost River sucker (Catostomus luxatus); (e) Modoc
sucker (Catostomus microps); (f) shortnose sucker (Chasmistes brevirostris); (g) humpback
sucker (Xyrauchen texanus); (h) Owens River pupfish (Cyprinoden radiosus); (i) unarmored
threespine stickleback (Gasterosteus aculeatus williamsoni); and (j) rough sculpin (Cottus
asperrimus).

California Wetlands and Other Waters Policies
The California Resources Agency and its various departments do not authorize or approve
projects that fill or otherwise harm or destroy coastal, estuarine, or inland wetlands. Exceptions
may be granted if all of the following conditions are met:
B The project is water-dependent.

No other feasible alternative is available.

|
B The public trust is not adversely affected.
|

Adequate compensation is proposed as part of the Project.
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Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act of 1966 (California Water Code Sec.
13000 et seq.; CCR Title 23, Chapter 3, Subchapter 15)

Porter-Cologne is the primary state regulation that addresses water quality. The requirements of
the act are implemented by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) at the state level
and at the local level by the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWCQB). The RWQCB
carries out planning, permitting, and enforcement activities related to water quality in California.
The act provides for waste discharge requirements and a permitting system for discharges to land
or water. Certification is required by the RWQCB for activities that can affect water quality.

Clean Water Act, Section 401 Water Quality Certification

Section 401 of the CWA (33 USC 1341) requires any applicant for a federal license or permit to
conduct any activity that may result in a discharge of a pollutant into waters of the U.S. to obtain
a certification that the discharge will comply with the applicable effluent limitations and water
quality standards. The appropriate Regional Water Quality Control Board (in California)
regulates Section 401 requirements. The Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
(CVRWQCB) is responsible for enforcing water quality criteria and protecting water resources
within the Project area. CVRWQCB is responsible for controlling discharges to surface waters of
the state by issuing waste discharge requirements (WDR) or commonly by issuing conditional
waivers to WDRs. CVRWQCB requires that a project proponent obtain a CWA Section 401
water quality certification for Section 404 permits granted by USACE. A request for water
quality certification (including WDRs) by CVRWQCB and a Notice of Intent (NOI) application
for a General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activities are
prepared and submitted following completion of the CEQA environmental document and
submittal of the wetland delineation to USACE.

Stream and Lake Protection

CDFG has jurisdictional authority over streams and lakes and the wetland resources associated
with these aquatic systems under California Fish and Game Code Sections 1600 et seq. through
administration of lake or streambed alteration agreements. Such agreements are not a permit, but
rather a mutual accord between CDFG and the project proponent. California Fish and Game Code
Section 1600 et seq. was repealed and replaced in October of 2003 with the new Section 1600—
1616 that took effect on January 1, 2004 (Senate Bill No. 418). Under the new code, CDFG has
the authority to regulate work that will “substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow of, or
substantially change or use any material from the bed, channel, or bank of, any river, stream, or
lake, or deposit or dispose of debris, waste, or other material containing crumbled, flaked, or
ground pavement where it may pass into any river lake or stream.” CDFG enters into a streambed
alteration agreement with the project proponent and can impose conditions in the agreement to
minimize and mitigate impacts to fish and wildlife resources. Because CDFG includes under its
jurisdiction streamside habitats that may not qualify as wetlands under the federal CWA
definition, CDFG jurisdiction may be broader than USACE jurisdiction.

A project proponent must submit a notification of streambed alteration to CDFG before
construction. The notification requires an application fee for streambed alteration agreements,
with a specific fee schedule to be determined by CDFG. CDFG can enter into programmatic
agreements that cover recurring operation and maintenance activities and regional plans. These
agreements are sometimes referred to as Master Streambed Alteration Agreements (MSAAS).
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California Oak Woodland Policies and Laws

There are three state laws governing oak woodlands: California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), Professional Foresters Law (PFL) and Public Resources Code Section 21083.4 (PRC),
county mitigation. State law directs the County to determine the significance of impacts to native
oak woodlands and when appropriate, to mitigate those impacts. Public Resources Code Section
21083.4 requires the County to determine whether projects “may result in a conversion of oak
woodlands that will have a significant effect on the environment.” When it is determined that
such a project may have a significant effect, specific CEQA mitigation is required. PRC Section
21083.4 mitigation standards apply to all native oak species in the County, except those oaks
determined by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection to be growing on
timberland.

Nongovernmental Agency
California Native Plant Society

CNPS is a nongovernmental agency that classifies native plant species according to current
population distribution and threat level, in regard to extinction. The following description of the
CNPS classification system is relevant to identifying potential impacts to biological resources due
to implementation of the project.

CNPS maintains a list of plant species native to California that have low numbers, limited
distribution, or are otherwise threatened with extinction. This information is published in the
Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California (CNPS, 2001). Potential
impacts to populations of CNPS-listed plants receive consideration under CEQA review.

The following identifies the definitions of the CNPS listings:

List 1A: Plants believed to be extinct
List 1B: Plants that are rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere
List 2: Plants that are rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but are more

numerous elsewhere

All of the plant species on List 1 and List 2 meet the requirements of Section 1901, Chapter 10
(Native Plant Protection Act) or Sections 2062 and 2067 (CESA) of the California Fish and Game
Code and are eligible for state listing. Plants appearing on List 1 or List 2 are considered to meet
the criteria of CEQA Section 15380 and effects on these species are considered “significant” in
this Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). Classifications for plants listed under “List 3:
Plants about which we need more information (a review list)” and/or “List 4: Plants of limited
distribution (a watch list),” as defined by CNPS, are not currently protected under state or federal
law. Therefore, no detailed descriptions were provided or impact analysis performed for
qualifying species under these classifications.

Local
Placer County General Plan
The Placer County General Plan Policy Document was adopted by the Placer County Board of

Supervisors in 1994. Table 6-1 lists the General Plan policies that relate to natural resources and
the proposed Project and provides an analysis of the Project’s consistency with these policies.
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Policies that relate to water resources can be found in Section 13.0, Hydrology and Water
Quality. While this Draft EIR analyzes the Project’s consistency with the Placer County General
Plan pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15125(d), the determination of the Project’s
consistency with this General Plan rests with the Placer County Board of Supervisors. Any
environmental impacts associated with any inconsistency with General Plan policies are
addressed under the impact discussions of this EIR.

TABLE 6-1

GENERAL PLAN CONSISTENCY ANALYSIS - BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

General Plan Policies

Consistency
Determination

Analysis

Policy 6.B.1: The County shall support the “no net
loss” policy for wetland areas regulated by the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, and the California Department of Fish and
Game. Coordination with these agencies at all levels
of project review shall continue to ensure that
appropriate mitigation measures and the concerns of
these agencies are adequately addressed.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Impacts to wetland areas will be mitigated
as provided under mitigation measure 6-6.

Policy 6.B.2: The County shall require new
development to mitigate wetland loss in both
regulated and non-regulated wetlands to achieve “no
net loss” through any combination of the following,
in descending order of desirability: (1) avoidance;
(2) where avoidance is not possible, minimization of
impacts on the resource; or (3) compensation,
including use of a mitigation banking program that
provides the opportunity to mitigate impacts to rare,
threatened, and endangered species and/or the habitat
which supports these species in wetland and riparian
areas.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Impacts to wetland areas will be mitigated
as provided under mitigation measure 6-6.

Policy 6.B.4: The County shall strive to identify and
conserve remaining upland habitat areas adjacent to
wetlands and riparian areas that are critical to the
survival and nesting of wetland and riparian species.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Wetland areas and adjacent upland areas
have been identified as stated in this
section. Mitigation measures 6-1a, 6-1b,
6-4, 6-5, 6-6, 6-8, and 6-9 provide for
protection and/or adequate mitigation for
biological resources within the PSA.

Policy 6.B.5: The County shall require development
that may affect a wetland to employ avoidance,
minimization, and/or compensatory mitigation
techniques. In evaluating the level of compensation
to be required with respect to any given project, (a)
on-site mitigation shall be preferred to off-site, and
in-kind mitigation shall be preferred to out-of-kind,;
(b) functional replacement ratios may vary to the
extent necessary to incorporate a margin of safety
reflecting the expected degree of success associated
with the mitigation plan; and (c) acreage replacement
ratios may vary depending on the relative functions
and values of those wetlands being lost and those
being supplied, including compensation for temporal
losses. The County shall continue to implement and
refine criteria for determining when an alteration to a
wetland is considered a less than-significant impact
under CEQA.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Impacts to wetland areas will be mitigated
as provided under mitigation measure 6-6.

Policy 6.C.1: The County shall identify and protect

Consistent, with

Significant ecological resource areas have

significant ecological resource areas and other Mitigation been identified as stated in this section.
unique wildlife habitats critical to protecting and Mitigation measures 6-1a, 6-1b, 6-4, 6-5,
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General Plan Policies

Consistency
Determination

Analysis

sustaining  wildlife  populations.  Significant
ecological resource areas include the following:

Wetland areas including vernal pools.

Stream environment zones.

Any habitat for rare, threatened or endangered
animals or plants.

Critical deer winter ranges (winter and summer),
migratory routes and fawning habitat.

Large areas of non-fragmented natural habitat,
including Blue Oak Woodlands, Valley Foothill
Riparian, vernal pool habitat.

Identifiable wildlife movement zones, including but
not limited to, non-fragmented stream environment
zones, avian and mammalian migratory routes, and
known concentration areas of waterfowl within the
Pacific Flyway.

Important spawning areas for anadramous fish.

6-6, 6-8, and 6-9 provide for protection
and/or adequate mitigation for biological
resources within the PSA.

Policy 6.C.2: The County shall require development
in areas known to have particular value for wildlife
to be carefully planned and, where possible, located
so that the reasonable value of the habitat for wildlife
is maintained.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Value areas for wildlife have been
identified as stated in this section.
Mitigation measures 6-1a, 6-1b, 6-4, 6-5,
6-6, 6-8, and 6-9 provide for protection
and/or adequate mitigation for biological
resources within the PSA.

Policy 6.C.4: The County shall encourage private
landowners to adopt sound wildlife habitat
management  practices, as recommended by
California Department of Fish and Game officials,
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the Placer
County Resource Conservation District.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Mitigation measures 6-l1a, 6-1b, 6-4, 6-5,
6-6, 6-8, and 6-9 provide for protection
and/or adequate mitigation for biological
resources within the PSA.

Policy 6.C.6: The County shall support preservation
of the habitats of rare, threatened, endangered, and/or
other special status species. Federal and state
agencies, as well as other resource conservation
organizations, shall be encouraged to acquire and
manage endangered species' habitats.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Habitats potentially supporting special-
status species have been identified as stated
in this section. Mitigation measures 6-1a,
6-1b, 6-4, 6-5, 6-6, 6-8, and 6-9 provide for
protection and/or adequate mitigation for
biological resources found to be present
within the PSA.

Policy 6.C.7: The County shall support the
maintenance of suitable habitats for all indigenous
species of wildlife, without preference to game or
non-game species, through maintenance of habitat
diversity.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Suitable habitats for indigenous wildlife
species have been identified as stated in this
section. Mitigation measures 6-1a, 6-1b,
6-4, 6-5, 6-6, 6-8, and 6-9 provide for
protection and/or adequate mitigation for
biological resources within the PSA.

Policy 6.C.9: The County shall require new private
or public developments to preserve and enhance
existing native riparian habitat unless public safety
concerns require removal of habitat for flood control
or other public purposes. In cases where new private
or public development results in modification or
destruction of riparian habitat for purposes of flood
control, the developers shall be responsible for
acquiring, restoring, and enhancing at least an
equivalent amount of like habitat within or near the
project area.

Consistent

There is no riparian habitat on the Project
site, so the proposed Project will not impact
riparian habitat.
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General Plan Policies

Consistency
Determination

Analysis

development permits involving parcels within a
significant ecological resource area, the County shall
require, as part of the environmental review process,
a biotic resources evaluation of the sites by a wildlife
biologist, the evaluation shall be based upon field
reconnaissance performed at the appropriate time of
year to determine the presence or absence of rare,
threatened, or endangered species of plants or
animals. Such evaluation will consider the potential
for significant impact on these resources, and will
identify feasible measures to mitigate such impacts
or indicate why mitigation is not feasible. In
approving any such discretionary development
permit, the decision-making body shall determine the
feasibility of the identified mitigation measures.
Significant ecological resource areas shall, at a
minimum, include the following:

a. Wetland areas including vernal pools.

b. Stream environment zones.

c. Any habitat for rare, threatened or endangered
animals or plants.

d. Critical deer winter ranges (winter and summer),
migratory routes and fawning habitat.

e. Large areas of non-fragmented natural habitat,
including Blue Oak Woodlands, Valley Foothill
Riparian, vernal pool habitat.

f. Identifiable wildlife movement zones, including
but not limited to, non-fragmented stream
environment zones, avian and mammalian migratory
routes, and known concentration areas of waterfowl
within the Pacific Flyway.

Important spawning areas for anadramous fish.

Policy 6.C.10: The County will use the California Consistent The California WHR was used during the
Wildlife Habitat Relationships (WHR) system as a preparation of this section to the extent
standard  descriptive tool and guide for possible.

environmental assessment in the absence of a more

detailed site specific system.

Policy 6.C.11: Prior to approval of discretionary Consistent Biological surveys of the PSA were

conducted by various firms including North
Fork Associates (2007a, 2007b), Helm
Biological Consulting (2007, 2008), and
ECORP Consulting (2005).

Preparation of this section also satisfies this
policy.

Policy 6.D.3: The County shall support the
preservation of outstanding areas of natural
vegetation, including, but not limited to, oak
woodlands, riparian areas, and vernal pools.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Outstanding areas of natural vegetation
have been identified as stated in this
section. Mitigation measures 6-6, 6-8, and
6-9 provide for protection and/or adequate
mitigation for these areas within the PSA.

Policy 6.D.4: The County shall ensure that landmark
trees and major groves of native trees are preserved
and protected. In order to maintain these areas in
perpetuity, protected areas shall also include younger
vegetation with suitable space for growth and
reproduction.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Mitigation measure 6-9 provides for
protection and/or adequate mitigation for
trees (oak woodland) within the PSA.

Policy 6.D.6: The County shall ensure the

Consistent, with

Areas of native vegetation have been

conservation of sufficiently large, continuous Mitigation identified as stated in this section.
expanses of native vegetation to provide suitable Mitigation measures 6-1a, 6-1b, 6-8, and
habitat for maintaining abundant and diverse 6-9 provide for protection and/or adequate
wildlife. mitigation for these areas within the PSA.
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Consistency
Determination

Analysis

Policy 6.D.7: The County shall support the
management of wetland and riparian plant
communities for passive recreation, groundwater
recharge, nutrient catchment, and wildlife habitats.
Such communities shall be restored or expanded,
where possible.

Consistent

The proposed Project would not impact
riparian habitat and avoids wetland habitat
throughout much of the PSA.

Policy 6.D.8: The County shall require that new
development preserve natural woodlands to the
maximum extent possible.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Mitigation measure 6-9 provides for
protection and/or adequate mitigation for
trees (oak woodland) within the PSA.

Policy 6.D.13: The County shall support the
preservation of native trees and the use of native,
drought-tolerant plant materials in all
revegetation/landscaping projects.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

The Project proposes to develop only the
northern portion of the site at this time,
thereby minimizing impacts to oak
woodlands to the extent possible. Only 6.35
acres of the 49.2 acres of blue oak
woodlands within the PSA will be impacted
by Phases | and Il of the Project. Mitigation
measure 6-9 provides for protection and/or
adequate  mitigation  for trees (oak
woodland) within the PSA.

Policy 6.D.14: The County shall require that new
development avoid, as much as possible,
ecologically fragile areas (e.g., areas of rare or
endangered species of plants, riparian areas). Where
feasible, these areas should be protected through
public acquisition of fee title or conservation
easements to ensure protection.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Areas potentially supporting rare or
endangered species have been identified as
stated in this section. Mitigation measures
6-8 and 6-9 provide for protection and/or
adequate mitigation for these areas within
the PSA.

Granite Bay Community Plan

Table 6-2 lists the Community Plan policies that relate to biological resources and the proposed
Project and provides an analysis of the Project’s consistency with these policies. While this Draft
EIR analyzes the Project’s consistency with the Granite Bay Community Plan pursuant to State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15125(d), the determination of the Project’s consistency with the
Community Plan rests with the Placer County Board of Supervisors. Any environmental impacts
associated with inconsistency with Community Plan policies are addressed under the impact

discussions of this DEIR.

TABLE 6-2

COMMUNITY PLAN CONSISTENCY ANALYSIS — BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Community Plan Policies

Consistency
Determination

Analysis

Policy 1: The natural resources and features of a
site proposed for development shall be one of the
planning factors determining the scope and
magnitude of development.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Natural resources have been identified as
stated in this section. Mitigation measures
6-la, 6-1b, 6-4, 6-5, 6-6, 6-8, and 6-9
provide for protection and/or adequate
mitigation for biological resources within
the PSA.

Policy 3: Conservation of the natural landscape,
including minimizing disturbance to natural
terrain and vegetation, shall be an overriding
consideration in the design of any subdivision or
land development project, paying particular
attention to its protection and the preservation of

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Natural resources have been identified as
stated in this section. Mitigation measures
6-1a, 6-1b, 6-4, 6-5, 6-6, 6-8, and 6-9
provide for protection and/or adequate
mitigation for biological resources within
the PSA.
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Community Plan Policies

Consistency
Determination

Analysis

existing native vegetation.

The blue oak woodland, drainages, and
many wetlands within the PSA are avoided
to the extent possible.

Policy 6: Those areas rich in wildlife or of a
fragile ecological nature, e.g. areas of rare or
endangered species of plants, riparian areas, etc.,
shall be avoided in land development. Where
necessary, in order to preserve these areas, they
should be publicly acquired to ensure protection.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Natural resources have been identified as
stated in this section. Mitigation measures
6-1a, 6-1b, 6-4, 6-5, 6-6, 6-8, and 6-9
provide for protection and/or adequate
mitigation for biological resources within
the PSA.

The blue oak woodland, drainages, and
many wetlands within the PSA are avoided
to the extent possible.

Policy 7: An inventory of important natural
resources, such as streams, bodies of water,
wildlife habitat, vegetation, and geological
features shall be created so that they may be more
easily identified during project review and specific
measures can be designed for their protection.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Biological surveys, including a wetland
delineation and an oak woodland
assessment, of the PSA were conducted by
various firms including North Fork
Associates  (2007a,  2007b), Helm
Biological Consulting (2007, 2008), and
ECORP Consulting (2005). Mitigation
measures 6-l1a, 6-1b, 6-4, 6-5, 6-6, 6-8,
and 6-9 provide for protection and/or
adequate  mitigation  for  biological
resources within the PSA.

Policy 10: Continue to identify and preserve any
rare, significant or endangered environmental
features and conditions.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Biological surveys, including a wetland
delineation and an oak woodland
assessment, of the PSA were conducted by
various firms including North Fork
Associates  (2007a,  2007b), Helm
Biological Consulting (2007, 2008), and
ECORP Consulting (2005). Mitigation
measures 6-1a, 6-1b, 6-4, 6-5, 6-6, 6-8,
and 6-9 provide for protection and/or
adequate  mitigation  for  biological
resources within the PSA.

Policy 15: Retain in their natural condition all
stream influence areas, including floodplains and
riparian vegetation areas, while allowing for
limited stream crossings for public roads, trails,
and utilities.

Consistent

The proposed Project does not contain, nor
would it impact, floodplains, riparian
areas, or streams.

Policy 16: Identify and protect all important fish
and wildlife areas within the Plan boundaries.

Consistent, with
Mitigation

Biological surveys, including a wetland
delineation and an oak woodland
assessment, of the PSA were conducted by
various firms including North Fork
Associates  (2007a, 2007D), Helm
Biological Consulting (2007, 2008), and
ECORP Consulting (2005). Mitigation
measures 6-l1a, 6-1b, 6-4, 6-5, 6-6, 6-8,
and 6-9 provide for protection and/or
adequate  mitigation  for  biological
resources within the PSA.

Policy 17: A qualified biologist shall delineate

Consistent, with

Biological surveys, including a wetland

those areas rich in wildlife or of a fragile Mitigation delineation and an oak woodland
ecological nature. These areas shall be preserved assessment, of the PSA were conducted by
through land use regulation or through dedication various firms including North Fork
or acquisition where necessary. Associates  (2007a,  2007b), Helm
Biological Consulting (2007, 2008), and
ECORP Consulting (2005). Mitigation
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Consistency

Community Plan Policies Determination

Analysis

measures 6-1a, 6-1b, 6-4, 6-5, 6-6, 6-8,
and 6-9 provide for protection and/or
adequate  mitigation  for  biological
resources within the PSA.

Policy 18: Environmental impact studies shall Consistent Preparation of this section satisfies this
take into consideration the impact of development policy.
proposals on wildlife habitats.
Policy 21: Blocks of undisturbed oak woodlands Consistent, with The blue oak woodland within the PSA is
and annual grassland habitat that have significant Mitigation largely avoided; only a few trees along the
value to wildlife shall be preserved as Open northern perimeter of the woodland may be
Space, Resource Conservation Zones, or the impacted by the proposed Project.
equivalent, where an appropriate mechanism to do Mitigation measure 6-9 provides for
so can be identified. protection and/or adequate mitigation for
trees (oak woodland) within the PSA.
Policy 22: Field studies shall be required to Consistent, with A wetland delineation was conducted
document the location of vernal pools and Mitigation within the PSA by ECORP Consulting
preserve priority vernal pools in the Granite Bay (2005). Mitigation measure 6-6 provides
Community Plan area. for protection and/or adequate mitigation
of vernal pools within the PSA.
Policy 23: Site specific surveys shall be required Consistent, with A wetland delineation was conducted
prior to development to delineate wetlands in the Mitigation within the PSA by ECORP Consulting
Granite Bay Community Plan area. All (2005). Mitigation measure 6-6 provides
development proposals involving wetlands shall for protection and/or adequate mitigation
be coordinated with the California Department of of vernal pools within the PSA.

Fish and Game, Corps of Engineers, and U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service. A "no-net-loss" policy
requiring preservation of all wetland sites or
preservation ~ of  priority  wetlands  and
compensation for wetland losses should continue
to be implemented by these agencies.

Policy 24: Field studies to document the possible Consistent, with Protocol-level surveys for vernal pool

occurrence of special status plants and wildlife in Mitigation branchiopods were conducted by Helm

vernal pools shall be required and the species and Biological Consulting (2007, 2008).

their vernal pool habitats shall be preserved if they Mitigation measures 6-la and 6-1b

occur. provide for protection and/or adequate
mitigation of special-status plants should
they occur.

Placer County Conservation Plan (PCCP)

In February 2011, Placer County completed the preparation of the Agency-Review Draft Placer
County Conservation Plan (PCCP) document. The draft document has been resubmitted to the
wildlife agencies in response to comments received on the June 2005 Conservation Plan. The
PCCP will provide an effective framework to protect, enhance, and restore the natural resources
in specific areas of western Placer County, while streamlining the permitting of covered
activities. Within this framework, the PCCP will achieve conservation goals, comply with state
and federal environmental regulations, accommodate anticipated urban and rural growth, and
permit the construction and maintenance of infrastructure needed to serve the county’s
population. The PCCP includes two integrated programs: a joint Natural Community
Conservation Plan (NCCP) and Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) that will protect fish and
wildlife and their habitats and fulfill the requirements of the federal Endangered Species Act, the
California Endangered Species Act, and the Natural Community and Conservation Plan Act; and
a County Agquatic Resources Program that will protect streams, wetlands, and other water
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6.3

6.3.1

resources and fulfill the requirements of the federal Clean Water Act and analogous state laws
and regulations.

Placer County Tree Preservation Ordinance

Placer County Code Chapter 12, Article 12.16 provides language concerning general tree
preservation policy throughout the county, mainly “to preserve trees wherever feasible, through
the review of all proposed development activities where trees are present on either public or
private property, while at the same time recognizing individual rights to develop private property
in a reasonable manner . . . this article does not categorically prohibit tree removal and contains
numerous exemptions for specific types of activities. It is also recognized, that due to the
extremely diverse terrain and vegetation within the county, different policies may be applicable to
specific areas of the county.” The ordinance is applicable to all native, landmark trees, riparian
zone trees, and certain commercial firewood operations, except as exempted in cases of public
safety, designated commercial lots (e.g., Christmas tree farms), and bona fide active agricultural
uses.

All activities subject to this ordinance require permits and/or commercial licenses, and
environmental impact review, and all applicable regulatory permitting must be completed before
issuing a permit or other discretionary approval.

Placer County Oak Woodland Management Plan

Placer County’s Oak Woodland Management Plan (2009) provides a consistent policy for oak
woodland habitats throughout the county and complements programs and policies including:
(1) projects subject to an environmental assessment under CEQA; (2) projects subject to the
Placer County Tree Preservation Ordinance; and (3) projects evolving out of the PCCP. The goal
of the plan is to adequately mitigate the impact of the loss of oak woodland communities and
provide guidance on the conservation of the oak woodland communities. The management plan
also takes into consideration other trees and plants associated with the oak woodland-dominated
natural communities and the value these communities provide to wildlife, air and water quality
benefits, and quality of life. While the plan is countywide in nature, it provides opportunities to
address oak woodland issues on a project-priority basis to achieve oak woodland protection.

IMPACTS
Standards of Significance

The impact analysis provided below is based on the following State CEQA Guidelines
Appendix G thresholds of significance:

1) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by CDFG or USFWS.

2) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations or by CDFG or
USFWS.

3) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404
of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means.
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4) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites.

5) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance.

6) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.

7) Reduce the number or restrict the range of an endangered, rare, or threatened plant or animal
species or biotic community, thereby causing the species or community to drop below self-
sustaining levels.

In addition, Placer County typically considers an impact to more than 2 acres of oak woodland
adjacent to intact oak woodland to be a significant impact. Therefore, this threshold will be the
basis for the significance determination in the impact analysis below.

Methodology

The impact assessment below discusses impacts from implementation of the proposed Project.
The impact assessment was based on the project description (Section 3.0), information described
in the environmental setting, and the standards of significance described above. In order to
determine specific impacts to biological communities, the site plan of the proposed Project
(Phase I and Phase Il and all associated improvements) was overlaid onto the mapped biological
communities figure (Figure 6-1). Table 6-3 illustrates each special-status species that has
suitable habitat within Phase | or Il and has potential to be affected by the proposed Project.

TABLE 6-3

SPECIAL-STATUS SPECIES AND THEIR ASSOCIATED HABITATS THAT MAY BE

AFFECTED BY THE PROPOSED PROJECT

Potentially Impacted

Habitat Associated Special-Status Species Acres

Annual Grassland White-tailed kite 9.30
Grasshopper sparrow
Big-scale balsamroot

Brandegee’s clarkia
Blue Oak Woodland White-tailed kite 8.25*
Purple martin
Migratory birds protected under the MBTA
Pallid bat
Western red bat
Ahart’s dwarf rush
Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop
Dwarf downingia
Legenere
Pincushion navarretia
Red Bluff dwarf rush

Vernal Pool 0.21

Western spadefoot

*The Revised Oak Woodland Assessment for the +76-acre Amazing Facts Study prepared by Helix Environmental Planning projected
impacts to blue oak woodland at 6.35 acres, while PMC GIS estimates the acreage to be 8.25.
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Habitat Assessment: Habitats/vegetation communities within the PSA were defined based upon
species composition, abundance, and spatial distribution. Field studies have been conducted by
North Fork Associates (2007a, 2007b), ECORP Consulting (2005), and Helm Biological
Consulting (2007, 2008). A reconnaissance-level survey of the PSA was also conducted by a
PMC biologist on May 20, 2009. Methods for determining vegetation communities/habitats are
further described in the Biological Resource Assessment for the £76-acre Amazing Facts Study
Area (North Fork Associates 2007a). Technical biological studies can be reviewed in
Appendix 6.0.

Oak Woodland Assessment: Oak woodland habitat impact analysis is required for new
development projects within Placer County. The analysis should account for oak woodland
habitat removed due to the proposed development. “Oak woodland” is defined by the County as
having a tree crown canopy coverage of 10 percent or greater with the dominant canopy species
consisting of California native oaks. On April 8, 2011, Helix Environmental Planning staff
conducted fieldwork to reassess the oak woodland habitat impact boundary for the PSA. The
revised impact analysis was conducted by using several recent aerial photographs as well as
delineating the oak canopy line along the northern boundary using Trimble GPS equipment. The
analysis also consisted of plotting the April 4, 2011, Preliminary Grading and BMP Plan and
buffering the edge of construction by 5 feet to determine the amount of oak woodland habitat that
would be potentially impacted along the southern boundary of the Project site.

A Revised Oak Woodland Habitat Impact Assessment for the £76-acre Amazing Facts Study Area,
Placer County, CA (Helix Environmental Planning, 2011) can be reviewed in Appendix 6.0-10.

Special-Status Species Assessment: For the analysis in this DEIR, a species was determined to
have potential to occur in the PSA if its documented geographic range from the literature and
database search includes the Project vicinity and if suitable habitat for the species was identified
within or near the PSA. The CNDDB was queried for a list of special-status plant and wildlife
resources that are known to occur within the PSA or vicinity (CDFG, 2009). A database search
was performed for special-status species within the Rocklin, California, USGS (1967) 7.5-minute
guadrangle and surrounding quadrangles (Clarksville, Folsom, Roseville, Lincoln, Citrus Heights,
Pilot Hill, Auburn, and Gold Hill) (Appendix 6.0-8).

The CNPS electronic online inventory was also searched for rare or endangered plants that may
occur within the PSA and surrounding vicinity (CNPS, 2009). This query was performed for
CNPS List 1A, List 1B, List 2, and List 3 special-status plants occurring in the USGS 7.5-minute
guadrangles listed above. List 1A species are presumed extinct in California. List 1B species are
considered rare or endangered in California and elsewhere. List 2 species are considered rare or
endangered in California but are more common elsewhere. List 3 species require further review
and consideration. However, as described further above, CNPS List 3 plants are not included in
this analysis but are included in Table 2 of Appendix 6.0-1 for informational purposes.

In addition, an official online USFWS species list for federally endangered, threatened, proposed,
and candidate species that may occur in the vicinity of the Rocklin, California, USGS (1967) 7.5-
minute quadrangle and surrounding quadrangles was reviewed for species that could potentially
be affected by the proposed Project (USFWS ,2009a).

Appendix 6.0 presents the results of the CNDDB, CNPS, and USFWS queries for special-status
species that have the potential to occur within the PSA and surrounding vicinities.

Critical Habitat: When the USFWS lists a species as threatened or endangered under FESA,
areas of habitat considered essential to its conservation and survival may be designated as critical
habitat. These areas may require special consideration and/or protection due to their ecological
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6.3.3

importance. Potential critical habitat designations within the general vicinity of the PSA were
checked using the USFWS Critical Habitat Portal (USFWS, 2009b). There is no designated
critical habitat within the PSA or immediately surrounding areas.

This impact analysis is organized by the significance criteria noted above: special-status plant and
wildlife species, sensitive vegetation communities, federally protected wetlands, wildlife
movement corridors, and compliance with local plans and policies or existing Habitat
Conservation Plans (HCP). Each impact category includes a description of the specific potential
impacts, as well as avoidance and mitigation measures that can potentially reduce and mitigate
potentially significant impacts. The reader is referred to Section 3.0, Project Description, for
specific details on the Project.

Project-Level Impacts and Mitigation Measures
IMPACT 6.1: Impacts to Special-Status Plant Species

Implementation of the proposed Project could result in the substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on special-status plant species. For the impacted areas
included in Phase | and |1, approximately 0.21 acre of vernal pool habitat will be impacted by the
proposed Project. These vernal pools provide suitable habitat for eight special-status plant species
listed in Table 6-3. Approximately 8.25 acres of blue oak woodland provide suitable habitat for
two special-status plant species, as illustrated in Table 6-3.

Mitigation Measure 6-1la  Conduct Special-Status Species Surveys

The applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to perform focused surveys to determine the
presence/absence of special-status plant species with potential to occur within and adjacent to
(within 25 feet, where appropriate) the proposed impact area, as listed in DEIR Table 6-3. These
surveys shall be conducted prior to issuance of grading permits and in accordance with CDFG-
approved guidelines for conducting field surveys. Specifically, the guidelines are outlined in
Guidelines for Assessing Effects of Proposed Developments on Rare Plants and Plant
Communities (Nelson, 1994). These guidelines require rare plant surveys to be conducted at the
proper time of year when rare or endangered species are both “evident” and identifiable. Field
surveys shall be scheduled to coincide with known flowering periods and/or during periods of
phonological development that are necessary to identify the plant species of concern.

Mitigation Measure 6-1b  Implement Avoidance Measures to Protect Special-
Status Species

If any state- or federally listed, CNPS List 1, or CNPS List 2 plant species are found within or
adjacent to (within 25 feet) the proposed impact area during the surveys, these plant species shall
be avoided to the extent possible. Avoidance measures shall include fencing of the population(s)
before construction, exclusion of Project activities from the fenced-off areas, and construction
monitoring by a qualified biologist. Avoidance areas shall be identified on improvement plans. If
these plants cannot be avoided, the following measures shall be applied:

B Prior to approval of improvement plans, issuance of grading permits, and/or any clearing,
grading, or excavation work on the Project site, the applicant shall submit a mitigation plan
concurrently to CDFG and USFWS (if appropriate) for review and comment, and the
applicant may consult with these entities before approval of the plan. The plan shall include
mitigation measures for the population(s) to be directly affected. Possible mitigation for the
population(s) that would be removed during construction of the Project includes
implementation of a program to transplant, salvage, cultivate, or re-establish the species at
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suitable sites (if feasible). The mitigation ratio for directly impacted plant species shall be at a
minimum ratio of 2:1. The actual level of mitigation may vary depending on the sensitivity of
the species (its rarity or endangerment status), its prevalence in the area, and the current state
of knowledge about overall population trends and threats to its survival. Alternatively,
replacement credits may be purchased by the applicant at an approved mitigation bank should
such credits be available.

B Any special-status plant species that are identified adjacent to the PSA, but not proposed to
be disturbed by the Project, shall be protected by barrier fencing to ensure that construction
activities and material stockpiles do not impact any special-status plant species. These
avoidance areas shall be identified on improvement plans.

B In some cases involving state-listed plants where it may be necessary to obtain an incidental
take permit under Section 2081 of the Fish and Game Code, the applicant shall consult with
CDFG to determine the applicability of an incidental take permit. The applicant may be
required to prepare an application for this permit. Any required permits shall be obtained
prior to approval of improvement plans, issuance of grading permits, and/or excavation work
on the Project site.

SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Implementation of the proposed Project may result in adverse impacts to special-status plant
species should they be present; this is considered a potentially significant impact.
Implementation of mitigation measures 6-1a and 6-1b will reduce this effect to a less than
significant level.

IMPACT 6.2: Impacts to Western Spadefoot Toad

Implementation of the proposed Project could result in the loss of populations or essential habitat
for the western spadefoot toad. The vernal pools within the PSA provide suitable habitat for the
western spadefoot toad. There is one recorded occurrence for this species within 5 miles of the
PSA (CDFG, 2009).

A total of 0.21 acre of vernal pools will be impacted by the proposed Project. There are
approximately 22,400 acres of vernal pool habitat in Placer County (Placer County, 2011). As
such, construction and operational activities proposed within the PSA under Phases | and Il may
impact habitat and/or result in the take of individuals of western spadefoot toad should they be
present. However, implementation of the proposed Project is not expected to reduce the
populations of this species below self-sustaining levels within the region due to the small acreage
of loss of habitat (0.00093% vernal pool loss within the county). As such, impacts to these
species are considered less than significant and further mitigation measures are not required
beyond mitigation required for the loss of jurisdictional wetlands identified in mitigation
measure 6-6.

IMPACT 6.3: Impacts to Swainson’s Hawk

As discussed above, the Swainson’s hawk nesting distribution consists primarily of valley floor
habitat, which translates to an elevation of less than 200 feet. The Project site is located on a
volcanic ridgeline adjacent to a main north—south artery (Sierra College Boulevard). This location
is not suitable nesting or foraging habitat. However, while there are no known recorded
occurrences of Swainson’s hawk within 5 miles of the PSA, there are two recorded occurrences
of nesting Swainson’s hawks within 10 miles of the PSA (CDFG, 2009). These occurrences are
from 1996 and 2001, and it is unknown at this time if these are still considered active nests. Since
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the PSA is potentially located within 10 miles of an active nest, this impact would be considered
less than significant.

IMPACT 6.4: Impacts to Special-Status Avian Species, Including Raptors

Implementation of the proposed Project could result in the loss of populations or essential habitat
for special-status avian species, including raptors.

The PSA may support nesting and/or foraging activities for special-status avian species that may
be present as identified in Table 2 (Appendix 6.0-1) and Table 6-3. Furthermore, migratory birds
not identified in Table 2, which are protected under the MBTA, may be impacted by Project
implementation should they be present. All native breeding birds (except game birds during the
hunting season), regardless of their listing status, are protected under the MBTA. There are
numerous trees within the PSA that may support nesting activity. Trees removed during the
nesting season as a result of Project implementation would result in direct impacts to nesting
birds should they be present. Furthermore, noise and other human activity may result in nest
abandonment if nesting special-status birds are present within 100 feet (200 feet for raptors) of a
work site. There are 49.2 acres of blue oak woodlands within the PSA; approximately 8.25 acres
will be impacted by Phases | and Il. This is a potentially significant impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-4 Mitigate for Impacts to Special-Status Avian Species,
Including Raptors

B When feasible, schedule construction activities to avoid nesting activities of local avian
species (typically February 15 through August 31). If proposed site disturbance and
construction activities are planned to occur within 200 feet of suitable nesting habitat during
this period, the applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct a focused survey for
active nests of special-status birds within and in the vicinity of (up to 200 feet and no less
than 100 feet outside Project boundaries, where possible) the disturbance and construction
area no less than 14 days and no more than 30 days prior to the beginning of ground
disturbance or tree removal. If active nests are found, trees/shrubs with nesting birds shall not
be disturbed until abandoned by the birds or a qualified biologist deems disturbance potential
to be minimal (in consultation with USFWS and/or CDFG, where appropriate). If applicable,
tree removal shall be restricted to a period following fledging of chicks, which typically
occurs between late July and early August.

B [f an active nest is located within the 100 feet (200 feet for raptors) of construction activities,
other restrictions may include establishment of exclusion zones (no ingress of personnel or
equipment at a minimum radius of 100 feet or 200 feet, as appropriate, around the nest as
confirmed by the appropriate resource agency) or alteration of the construction schedule.
Reference to this requirement and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) shall be noted on
improvement plans.

B [f construction activities or tree removal are proposed to occur during the non-breeding
season (September 1 through February 14), a survey is not required, no further studies are
necessary, and no mitigation is required.

SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Implementation of mitigation measure 6-4 would reduce impacts to special-status birds, including
raptors, to a less than significant level.

IMPACT 6.5: Impacts to Special-Status Bat Species
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Implementation of the proposed Project could result in the loss of populations or essential habitat
for special-status bat species through tree removal or other construction activities. Two special-
status bat species, pallid bat and western red bat as identified in Table 6-3, could potentially
occur within the PSA. There is one recorded occurrence of the pallid bat within 5 miles of the
PSA (CDFG, 2009). The pallid bat prefers open spaces such as buildings and porches for
roosting, which are not present within the PSA, but may also use tree hollows. Western red bats
roost in trees. Direct impacts from Project implementation include removal of roosting sites
(trees) or disturbance to roosting sites which may lead to roost abandonment. Indirect impacts
include noise, dust, and increased human activity. As such, impacts to these species are
considered potentially significant unless mitigation is incorporated.

Mitigation Measure 6-5 Mitigate for Special-Status Bat Species

To mitigate impacts to potential habitat for special-status bat species, the following measure shall
be implemented:

Prior to clearing, grading, or excavation work, a qualified biologist shall survey any affected
structures for evidence of bat roosts (e.g., bat guano). If roosts are found, they shall be removed in
April, September, or October in order to avoid the hibernation and maternity seasons. Appropriate
exclusion methods will be used, as needed, during habitat removal.

The initial assessment will involve looking for bats or bat signs such as guano, urine staining, and
culled food parts, and will identify those specific locations that represent potential habitat (i.e.,
which specific buildings, trees, bridges could support roosting bats). If no potential habitat is
identified or no potential habitat will be affected (i.e., removed), no further measures are required.

If roosts are present, the Project applicant shall make efforts to avoid them. If it is not possible to
avoid the roost site, a qualified biologist shall exclude or hand-capture and release bats prior to
construction using methods to ensure that no individuals are lost. Bat habitat can be removed with
minimal impact to the resident bat population if it is done outside of the hibernation season
(November through March) and outside of the maternity season (May through August). During
the removal period, a roost exit survey shall be conducted prior to habitat removal. If bats are
detected, standard humane exclusion methods shall be implemented (e.g., placing plastic over
roost entrance areas such that bats can exit the roost but not return). Exclusion shall be conducted
for two nights prior to habitat removal, and habitat removal shall occur immediately following
implementation of these exclusion measures. If there is a delay, then the exclusion measures shall
be repeated. During the maternity season (May through August), habitat removal may occur
following a roost exit survey that confirms no bats are present; however, if bats are detected they
may not be excluded until the end of the maternity season. During the hibernation season
(November through March), bats do not exit the roost, so exit surveys cannot be used to assess
presence and removal shall be delayed to the end of this time period.

If bats must be excluded, the Project applicant shall work with a qualified biologist to determine
if any additional steps (such as installation of alternative roost habitat in the form of bat boxes)
are appropriate for the particular habitat. Determination of these additional measures will depend
on the species present and their specific ecological preferences/requirements.

SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Implementation of this mitigation measure would reduce impacts due to disturbance of potential
bat roost sites to a less than significant level.

IMPACT 6.6: Impacts to Jurisdictional Waters of the U.S., Including Wetlands
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A total of 3.728 acres of waters of the U.S. were mapped within the PSA including vernal pool
(0.223 acre), seasonal wetland (0.445 acre), seasonal wetland swale (0.445 acre), seep (0.852
acre), pond (1.377 acre), intermittent drainage (0.320 acre), and ephemeral drainage (0.066 acre)
(ECORP Consulting, 2005). These features were verified by USACE on June 29, 2005. This
verification expired June 29, 2010, and a new application for a Section 404 permit was submitted
to the USACE on April 4, 2011, which included a request for reverification of the wetland
features and drainages within the PSA.

Implementation of the proposed Project would result in the loss of 0.21 acre of vernal pools
within the northwest corner of the PSA. Approximately 0.03 acre of the pond will be permanently
impacted and approximately 0.025 acre of the ephemeral drainage will be permanently impacted
due to the proposed improvements associated with the spillway modifications. Authorization for
such fill shall be secured from USACE through the CWA Section 404 permitting process prior to
Project implementation. If a CWA Section 404 permit were to be required from USACE, a CWA
Section 401 permit would be also required from CVRWQCB. A 1602 permit from CDFG will
also be required for modifications to the ephemeral drainage south of the detention pond. If it is
determined by a qualified wetland biologist and through consultation with CVRWQCB that
features that qualify as waters of the state would be affected, the applicant would be required to
obtain an authorization from CVRWQCB to fill/disturb these features prior to Project
implementation. Furthermore, construction-related impacts to water quality would be mitigated
through a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. Disturbance and/or
loss of jurisdictional waters and wetlands from implementation of the proposed Project are
considered potentially significant unless mitigation is incorporated.

Mitigation Measure 6-6 Mitigate for Impacts to Jurisdictional Wetlands

If jurisdictional waters cannot be avoided, the applicant shall apply for a CWA Section 404 permit
from USACE, a Section 401 permit from CVRWQCB, and a 1602 Streambed Alteration
Agreement from CDFG. These permits shall be obtained prior to approval of improvement plans,
issuance of grading permits, and/or any clearing, grading, or excavation work on the Project site.

The applicant shall ensure that the Project will result in no net loss of waters of the U.S. by
providing mitigation through impact avoidance, impact minimization, and/or compensatory
mitigation for the impact, as determined in the CWA Section 404/401 permits and the Streambed
Alteration Agreement. Compensatory mitigation may consist of (a) obtaining credits from a
mitigation bank; (b) making a payment to an in-lieu fee program that will conduct wetland,
stream, or other aquatic resource restoration, creation, enhancement, or preservation activities;
these programs are generally administered by government agencies or nonprofit organizations
that have established an agreement with the regulatory agencies to use in-lieu fee payments
collected from permit applicants; and/or (c) providing compensatory mitigation through an
aquatic resource restoration, establishment, enhancement, and/or preservation activity. This last
type of compensatory mitigation may be provided at or adjacent the impact site (i.e., on-site
mitigation) or at another location, usually within the same watershed as the permitted impact (i.e.,
off-site  mitigation). The Project applicant/permit applicant retains responsibility for the
implementation and success of the mitigation project. Evidence of compliance with this
mitigation measure shall be provided prior to approval of improvement plans, issuance of grading
permits, and/or any clearing, grading, or excavation work on the Project site.

SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Implementation of mitigation measure 6-6 would reduce impacts to wetlands and other waters of
the U.S. to a less than significant level.
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IMPACT 6.7: Impacts to Migratory Corridors

Implementation of the proposed Project would not interfere with the movement of native resident
or migratory wildlife species. Implementation of Phases | and Il of the proposed Project would
not result in the obstruction of movement of migratory birds or other wildlife. Migratory birds or
other wildlife species may use the habitats within the PSA during migration; however, the
northwest corner of the PSA proposed for development does not provide adequate water
resources, cover, or vegetation typically used as a migratory corridor for common and special-
status wildlife species. Therefore, the potential for the Project to impact migration corridors is
less than significant and no mitigation is required.

IMPACT 6.8: Impacts to Protected Trees

If existing protected trees are removed or damaged, this would be considered a potentially
significant impact unless mitigation is incorporated.

Placer County has adopted a local tree ordinance (Code Chapter 12, Article 12.16) “to preserve
trees wherever feasible, through the review of all proposed development activities where trees are
present on either public or private property, while at the same time recognizing individual rights
to develop private property in a reasonable manner.” The ordinance is applicable to all native,
landmark trees, riparian zone trees, and certain commercial firewood operations, except as
exempted in cases of public safety, designated commercial lots (e.g., Christmas tree farms), and
bona fide active agricultural uses. Provisions of this article are applicable to discretionary projects
and to certain areas of the county (Dry Creek-West Placer Community Plan, Granite Bay
Community Plan, portions of the Loomis Basin General Plan, and the Auburn-Bowman
Community Plan) and therefore are applicable to the Project site. According to the ordinance, “no
person, firm, corporation, or county agency shall conduct any development activities within the
protected zone of any protected tree on public or private land, or harm, destroy, Kill, or remove
any protected tree unless authorized by a tree permit or as permitted pursuant to approval of a
discretionary project.”

North Fork Associates (2007b) conducted an oak woodland assessment which satisfies one of the
conditions of the Placer County tree ordinance permit application process. The oak woodland
assessment included all oak woodland habitat and significant oak trees (single trunk >24 inches
diameter at breast height) proposed for removal due to Project implementation.

According to the Revised Oak Woodland Assessment for the +76-acre Amazing Facts Study Area
(Helix Environmental Planning, 2011), five blue oaks trees with a single trunk greater than 24
inches in diameter at breast height will be directly impacted by the proposed Project (Figure 6-2).

Mitigation Measure 6-8 Mitigate for Impacts to Significant Trees

The applicant shall mitigate for the removal of and impacts to “significant” oak trees (24 inches
dbh or greater) on-site by replacing trees on-site. For each diameter inch of a tree removed,
replacement shall be on an inch-for-inch basis. For example, if 100 diameter inches are proposed
to be removed, the replacement trees would equal 100 diameter inches (aggregate). Prior to
approval of Improvement Plans the applicant shall submit to the Development Review Committee
(DRC) for review and approval a Planting Plan that details the tree replacement, irrigation, and
monitoring plan for the mitigation of impacted trees (including removal and impacts to dripline).
Trees must be installed by the applicant and inspected and approved by the DRC prior to the
acceptance of improvements by the Engineering and Surveying Department. At its discretion, the
DRC may establish an alternate deadline for installation of mitigation replacement trees if
weather or other circumstances prevent the completion of this requirement.
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In lieu of tree replacement on-site for tree removal listed above, a contribution of $100 per
diameter inch at breast height for each significant oak tree removed or impacted or the current
market value, as established by an arborist, forester, or registered landscape architect, of the
replacement trees, including the cost of installation, shall be paid to the Placer County Tree
Preservation Fund. If tree replacement mitigation fees are to be paid in the place of tree replacement
mitigation planting, these fees must be paid prior to the approval of improvement plans.

SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Implementation of mitigation measure 6-8 would reduce impacts to protected trees to a less than
significant level.

IMPACT 6.9: Impacts to Oak Woodlands

According to the Oak Woodland Assessment for the +76-acre Amazing Facts Study Area prepared
by North Fork Associates and the Revised Oak Woodland Assessment for the +76-acre Amazing
Facts Study Area prepared by Helix Environmental Planning, the Project will impact 6.35 acres of
blue oak woodlands (Figure 6-2). It should be noted that PMC GIS estimates the acreage to be
8.2. This acreage inconsistency could be due to mapping variation in the field and on aerial
photography. Impacts to oak woodlands are considered potentially significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-9 Mitigate for Impacts to Oak Woodlands

The Project applicant shall make an in-lieu payment to the County to mitigate for oak woodland
losses within the Project site and to account for habitat fragmentation. The payment shall be
equivalent to the fair market value of a conservation easement on oak woodland property in
Placer County, with such fair market value established at the time of approval of the minor use
permit for the Project. The funds will include both a conservation component and an in perpetuity
management component. These funds will be used by the County to purchase conservation
easements to other in-kind oak woodlands in the county. All such payments shall be due to the
County prior to approval of improvement plans for the Project.

SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Implementation of mitigation measure 6-9 would reduce impacts to oak woodlands to a less than
significant level.

IMPACT 6.10: Impacts to Sensitive Biological Communities

Implementation of the proposed Project may result in the disturbance, degradation, and/or
removal of sensitive biological communities and would result in the disturbance, degradation,
and/or removal of wetlands which are considered sensitive habitats by resource agencies.

As discussed under Impacts 6.1 through 6.9, mitigation measures would reduce impacts to
sensitive biological communities, including special-status plant and animal species, special-status
avian species including raptors, jurisdictional waters of the U.S. including wetlands, migratory
corridors, protected trees, and oak woodlands, to a less than significant level.

IMPACT 6.11: Conflicts with Local Policies or Ordinances Protecting Biological
Resources (Other than Protected Trees)

Implementation of the proposed Project is not expected to conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources. Placer County has not adopted any biological
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ordinances that conflict with this Project. As such, no impact is anticipated and no mitigation is
required. Please refer to Impacts 6.8 and 6.9 for potential impacts to protected trees.

IMPACT 6.12: Conflicts with an Adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or Any Adopted Biological Resources
Recovery or Conservation Plan of Any Federal or State Agency

Implementation of the proposed Project would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or any adopted biological
resources recovery or conservation plan of any federal or state agency. The Administrative Draft
of the Placer County Conservation Plan (PCCP) was released on February 22, 2005, and is
currently being revised. The final Reserve Maps, EIR/EIS, and Implementation Agreement are
yet to be completed. The PCCP is intended to address the impacts associated primarily with
unincorporated growth in western Placer County. Development in western Placer County will
require the preservation of approximately 54,300 acres of land between now and 2050. As the
proposed Project would not conflict with the PCCP, no impact from the proposed Project is
anticipated and no mitigation is required.
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