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CHAPTER 2.0 COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EA/EIR
This chapter contains written comments that were received during the public review period for the Draft 
EA/EIR prepared for Placer County’s Sewer Maintenance District 3 (SMD 3) Regional Sewer Project 
(Proposed Project).  The Draft EA/EIR was submitted to the State Clearinghouse (SCH# 2011122079) 
and released for public and agency review for a 45-day review and comment period on June 22, 2012.
The comment period closed on August 6, 2012.  A total of nineteen (19) comment letters were received 
by Placer County in response to the Draft EA/EIR during the comment period.  The agencies, 
organizations, and individuals who provided comments on the Draft EIR are listed in Table 2-1.  Individual 
comment letters are provided following this table.  As discussed in Chapter 1.0, each individual letter and 
comment has been provided a number in the right-hand margin.  This number is cross-referenced with a 
specific response in Chapter 3.0.

TABLE 2-1.  PERSONS, ORGANIZATIONS, AND PUBLIC AGENCIES COMMENTING IN WRITING
Comment 

Letter 
Number

Name/Individual(s) Agency/Organization Date

1 Pat Peterson Hidden Valley Resident 7/8/2012

2 Sandra Casey-Herold Hidden Valley Resident 7/15/2012
3 Mark K. Bowers Hidden Valley Resident 7/21/2012

4 Robert D. Peterson Robert D. Peterson Law Corporation, Hidden 
Valley Resident 7/23/2012

5 Chris Sweeney Hidden Valley Resident 7/26/2012
6 Errol and Kelli Belt Hidden Valley Resident 7/27/2012
7 Mark T. Mabie and Robbin Connerty Hidden Valley Resident 7/31/2012
8 Bonnie Walker Forslin and Brent A. Forslin Hidden Valley Resident 7/31/2012
9 Ahmad Kashkoli State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) 7/31/2012

10 Tamsen Taylor Sunset-Whitney Veterinary Hospital.  Hidden 
Valley Resident 8/1/2012

11 Osha R. Meserve Soluri Meserve, a Law Corporation representing
Hidden Valley Community Association (HVCA) 8/1/2012

12 Eleanor R. Grenfell Hidden Valley Resident 8/1/2012
13 Kevin Console Hidden Valley Resident 8/2/2012
14 Mark K. Bowers Hidden Valley Resident 8/2/2012
15 Richard Sambucetti Hidden Valley Resident 8/3/2012
16 Sonja White Hidden Valley Resident 8/5/2012
17 Paul Schmidt Hidden Valley Resident 8/5/2012
18 Barbara Pepper Hidden Valley Resident 8/5/2012

19 Osha R. Meserve Soluri Meserve, a Law Corporation representing
HVCA 8/6/2012



Comment Letter 1 

To Whom It May Concern: 7/8/2012 
Re: Proposed SMD3 Sewer Project 

I am writing in opposition to the proposed sewer line 
through the community property of the Hidden Valley 
subdivision. 

The construction of thi.s sewer line through my HVCA 
community property, within 3 feet of my back fence, 
about 100 feetfrom my living room, will significantly, 
negative.ly impact my life during the construction of the 
sewer line and years afterwa,rds. 

lam opposed to the construction of this line for the 
following reasons. 

Removal of approximately 50 large trees which provide 
view, shade and aesthetic value: 

Impact: 
• The aesthetic lost of these huge, beautiful 

heritage oaks behind my property cannot 
be emphasized enough. I measured the 
DBH of 5 of these trees behind my 
property, with an informal DBH of 19 
inches to 29 inches. See picture. 

• Removal of view trees will impact my 
property values. 

• Removal of shade trees will have a 
monetary impact by increasing summer 
PG&E utility bills. 

• My backyard will be in direct afternoon 
sun, requiring landscape changes and 
increased irrigation. 

1 

1-1 



• Moneta.ry impact of direct sun in my living 
room will cause sun fading of furniture 
and rugs. 

• Removal of these trees will provide a 
growth environment for the invasive star 
thistle weed. 

• Removal of these trees will result in the 
loss of shade and cooling behind my 
house. 

Construction path is within a 14 acre horse pasture 
occupied by two family's horses: 

Impact: 
• Horses will have to be moved during 

construction. 
• Increased time to access and care for 

horses. 
• Probably my horses will have to be 

boarded during construction. Boarding 
for 3 horses could run over $1000.00 a 
month. Obvious,ly this is a major 
monetary impact. 

Air IRelease Valve behind my property: 
Impact: 

• Phew 

Drainage behind my house: 
Impact: 

,. 

• The area behind my house is a swamp 
area in the winter. If the sewer line is not 
graded properly this area could be a 
muddy mess. 
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Dust: 
Impact: 

• The dust stirred up from the project will 
fill my house with dust requiring detailed 
cleanup. 

• I have dust allergies. 
• Removal of the shade trees will increase 

the dust level in my house for the 
foreseeable future. 

Destruction of landscaped lawn area behind my house: 
Impact: 

• I have not seen plans to replant the lawn 
and repair the sprinkler system on the 
community property behind my house 
where the pipe will be laid. 

Construction site will eliminate access to my backyard 
from the Hidden Valley easements. 

Impact: 
• This access is the only road I can use 
to bring horse feed supplies to my 
barn. What provisions have been made 
to carry In bales of hay for me? 
• I use this access to the Hidden Valley 
community property to feed my horses 
and exercise my dogs. 

Construction site is a hunting ground for my cat: 
Impact: 

• What safety measures are being 
implemented to protect our animals? 

• Potential loss of kitty's life. 
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In short this project will destroy the property behind my 
house, potentially completely alter my lifestyle and will 
cost me money. Please use Auburn·Folsom Road or 
Morningside Drive! 

Yours truly, c::;, ~ j 
Pat Peterson 

rees to be Removed 
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Comment Letter 2 
July 15, 2012 

, Placer County Department of FacilIty Services 
11476 C Avenue 
Auburn, CA 95603 
AnN: Maywan Krach 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
1325 J Street 
Sacramento, Ca 95814 
AnN: Colonel Wmiam J. leady 

Re: Placer County SMD Regional Sewer Project 
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'I am writing Ie express my opposition to Alternates A and C as described in the June 2012 Environmental 

Impact Report. My comments are as follows: 

General lega'i concerns: 

Draft EIR, in diSCUSSing Alternatives A and C, assumes existing easements for the proposed new main 

thru Hidden Valley common area. TheS(> proposed alternatives will generally follow the path of an 

e,xlsting gravity sewer line, which was constructed to take residents of this community off septic. The 

easement allows right to maintain the existing pipeline, but any right to construct a new main (which, by 

the way, is not intended to benefit Hidden VaUey) requires approval by the Hidden Valley Board of 

Directors. 

In addition, there are various easement required by Willow 'lane residents, and (as stated below) a 

requirement for air easements as it relates to thi> odor air release valves. None of these have been 

granted, and sperJfkally, the Board of Directors at Its June meeting rejected approval of allowing the 

SMD 3 project to be constructed through the common area. 

Section 3, 1 . Aesthetics 

1) Erroneous concius'lon based upon wr,ong assumption: The draft EIR states that the Proposed 

Proj~ct "would b~ constructed within the existing footprint of the WWTP site and previouslv 

developed areas beneatb roadways and road shoulders, therefore construction of the Proposed 

Project would not result in slgnWcant effects on scenic vistas ... " 

Comment: This conclusion seems to only ,contemplate Alternative B and fails to consider effects of 

Alternatlve A to the visual aestnetics andreaeational uSe of the common area "backyards" of Hidden 

Valley resldents . Hidden Valley consists of a subdivision of 162 reSidences, whose occupants have 

exclusive legal access to the homeowner's association common area (referred to as "open space" in the 

draft EIR) for horse pasturing and numerous other recreational activities including birding, fishing, 

Jogging and photography. Hidden Valley gives permission Ie educational (Sierra College) and 

conservation groups for the purposes of viewing its numerous wIldlife, streams, ponds and wetlands. 
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Removal of 30+ protected trees for construction, along with the indirect negative effect related to 

probable damage to remaining trees' root structures, will have Significant permanent effects on the 

visual character of the Hidden Valley common area. Those residents who abut the area as a result of this 

project will have, in effect, mature trees damaged and removed In their front and back yards. Many of 

these residents along both the Morningside and Wil'low Lane coaidors rely on these huge heritage oaks, 

cottonwood and other mature trees to l)protect their residents from excessive heat (obviously 

affecting "mergy consumption) and light, and 2)mitigate noise and noxious odors as it relates to 

increasing traffic on Auburn Folsom Road. 

In addition, during the 18+/-month co",struction period (the EIR Is inconsistent in Its estimation of the 

construction period) there will be a disruption to wildlife habitat (particularly migratory birds), a need 

for relocation of hor.es from lheir current pastures, fencing off of existing walking paths, and backyard 

vi,ews of heavy equipment atong the proposed path. This affects recreational use of the area, In addition 

to the aesthetic value that residents routinely enjoy. 

2) The draft EIR states "views, of ... alignment (during construction only) would be experienced by 

viewers traveling along Auburn-Folsom Blvd., Twin Rocks Road and Joe Rodgers . ." 

Comment: This conclusion assumes visual impact during construction will be limited drivers along the 

Auburn-Folsom corridor, which again does not adequately addre" Alternative A. Many homes back 

and/ or front the proposed Project. (Some residential structures are less than 30' away). The character 

of Hidden Valley 15 to have "open fendng" so' that views are unobstructed to the common area. The 

conclusion referenced above does not address visual impact to both residents adjoing the proposed 

Project, and other residents who regularly use jogging and biking trailS, bridle paths and fishing areas. 

Section 3.2 Odors 

1) Omission of analysis regarding odors. 

Comment; The EIR states the "force main (has) the potential to produce odors that would be a nuisance 

or annoyance" and "Alternative A would use odor control at remote air relief valve locations ... " 

The preliminary design shows at least 2 air release valves ("ARV") along Alternative A. One of these 

proposed ARVs (at MH G-16-S1) will be located as close as 70'or less to residential structures. ARVs are 

known to emit noxious odors. Breezes commonly occur on an easterly path over Cottonwood lake and 

the open pastU're area near this proposed ARV location. Residents in dose proximity to this ARV (7060, 

7070,7080 and 7090 Morningside Drive) will be SIGNIFICANTLY and permanently affected as they are 

downwind, as wiH those using that area for jogging and for fishing In the 2 adjacent ponds (approx. lD-

20' away). 

IF Alternative A goes forward, the RV will require an easement. The EIR does not address from whom 

that easementwiH be sought. Please address alternatives to the permanently negative proposal of 

placing these ARVs Immediately adjacent to residential backyards and structures, and to other 

recreational areas. 
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Also, the 'EIR falls to address constructlon~related odors affecting residences in close proximity to 

callstructioll equipmeM access areas, Including Willow Lane, those addresses listed above, and the 

residence at 7010 Morningside which is bordered front, side and back by proposed construction activity 

and Is Immediately adjacent to the Twin Rocks staging area. 

Section 3.2 - NOA 

1) Omission of analysis regarding naturally occurring asbestos. 

Comment: Although the EIR Identifles Twin .Rocks Road as likely as having a presence of naturally 

occurring asbestos, mitigation measures under Section 3.2-9 (retention ofa geologist to determine 

whether NOA exists) do not address this site. 

Section 3.3 - Biological! migratorv birds and mitigation measures affecting ergslon 

1) Incomplete analysis and impractical mitigation regarding mlgratQry birdS. 

Comment: The EIR states that "the majority of the study area consists of disturbed habitat and does not 

provide high wildlife value due to nearby traffic on Auburn-Folsom Road' and that "the project area 

lacks the quality of habitat needed to support wildlife populations." 

Approximately 25% of the 23,050 linear feet of Alternative A proposed pipeline Is thru tree~covered 

"open space" (Hidden Valley-owned common area) which is abundant with Wildlife, and which is 

generally undisturbed. Of particular nole are the various migratory birds which are found In this area 

and which aJe protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. These include, but are not limited to: 

Mallard ducks 

Canadian Geese 

Cooper's and Red Shoulder hawks 

Great Horned and Elf owls 

Cranes 

Bald eagle~ 

Great Blue Heron 

Green Heron 

Great Egret 

SEE ATTACHMENT A, PREPARED IN 1994, DESCRIBING WILDUFE OBSERVED HERE. 

SEE ATTCHMENT B OF PICTURES TAKEN WITHIN THE LAST WEEK. 
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Mitlgatlon for measures for migratory birds does not adequately address all protected birds in this area 

and accordingly could not Identify breeding/nesting times associated with each species. In addition, 

construction time in Hidden Valley to not include the "breeding season" of March thru August suggests 

that construction activity would occur during the rainy season. This would conflict with trenching 

precautions and measures required to preserve riparian areas and wetlands. The Placer County General 

Plan discourages grading actiyity 'in areas adjoining creek beds to prevent unnecessary sediment and 

erosion, and trenching and heallY equipment in the Hidden Valley wetland/creek/watershed are during 

the wet sea.SOn would be contrary to this goal. 

The pr,oposed mitigation measure is to have biologist survey during the breeding season (2 weeks prior 

to co'nstruction) to determine If nesting activity is occurring, and if not, proceed with construction. This 

mitigation is Inadequate In that It does not define the biologist's s.urvey area (Le. distance from the 

proposed construction·affected area, approxImately 30' In width, to where nesting activity will be 

evaluated). In addition, there Is no evaluation as to timeframes of nesting activities of the various 

migratory species not mentioned in the report and, accordingly, the survey 2 weeks prior to 

cons.tructlon may be too long. 

Finally, there is no specific discussion with regards to the permanent effect of removal of the nesting 

habitats (trees} and the likely failing of remaining trees (months or years after after construction 

completion) due to construction activity that HAS to occur within drip lines. (NOTE: despite mitigation 

measures to preserve ex'lsting trees with orange fence marking, it is physically impossible to avoid 

damage to root structures due to width of construction zon.es and proximity to property Hnes, 

wetland/ponds, and Miner's Ravine). 

Section 3·3 and 3-5 Riparian habitat, erosion 

1) Om,isslonof analysi.s regardl,ng streambeds and .Iparl,an areas within common area. 

Comment: The EIR states "Altematlve A would not require any crossings of Miner's Ravine and has been 

designed to avoid the wetland located In the southeast corner of the WWTP site." There is no 

discussion regarding the permanent and perennial streams that are tributaries to Mlne·r's Ravine and 

which are perva.ive In the H,idden Valley common area. The reference of impact to only 0.197 acres of 

riparian vegetation seems to on'ly address the area south of the WWTP site and does not specifically 

,identify what has been studied as potentially affected areas in the common area. There are several 

areas along the proposed pipeline which are Immediately adjacent to streams and ponds, which 

collectively far exceed the "0.197" acres of impacted riparian area Identified In the study. 

In addition, the Granite Bay Community Plan prohibits construction activity within 25'/50' of 

intermittent or permanent streams and wetlands. Altematlve A would be unable to meet this criterion 

in at least one area near Willow Lane, and most obviously, In the area adjacent to 7010, 7020 and 

Morningside Drive, which in some cases Is less than 25' from Miner's Ravine. 

Construction under Alternative B along 2 existing bridge structures crossing Miner's Ravine would have 

far less impact than trenching around and under the various streambeds In common ar~a. 

2-1 
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In addition, the path between MH Gl6-51 and MH G16-57 contains 2 ponds ( Kingfisher and Sunfish 

Ponds) which are approximatelv 2Q 'away from each other. The E1R doe5 not addre5s erosion control, 

how separation of ponds will be maintained, and how trenching in this a'rea would comply with the 

Granite Bay Community Plan .. 

Section 3-4 Cultural Resource5 

Comment: Appendix J to the EIR, although used in the study, is dassified as "confidential" and as such Is 

not available for public review. The EIR does not state the basis for such classification. 

Hidden Valley was home to the South Maldu Indians and numerous artifacts have been discovered In 

the common area. When the Indians left (around 1854) they buried all of their artifact, here. 

SEE ATTACHMENT C-1 1%0 "THE STORY OF HIDDEN VAllEY' 

SEE ATTACHMENT C-2 1976 "HIDDEN VAUEV SAGA" 

Section 3.10 and 3.9 Recre,ation and Noise 

Comment: As stated in the "Aesthetics" section above, there are numerous recreation activities carried 

about in the common area. Of particular note are horse activities. Alternatives A and C will restrict 

access to the community arena. In, addition access to bridle paths and pastures will be restricted. As 

mentioned earlier, horses will need to be relocated or boarded,. Remaining horses will be subjected to 

grou.nd vibration and startling noise activity as a result of bla.sting, which will nO doubt be necessary due 

to granite formations in the area. Startled horses equal disaster. The mi.gration proposal for recreation 

only addresses Miner's Ravine Nature Reserve, and there is no discussion regarding noise and ground 

vibration as It affects residents and horses. 

Section 3.11 Traffic 

Comment: Traffic will be adverselyatfected in all alternatives, and Fo.lsom-Auburn Road will be affected 

no maHer what. Alternative A andC will impact residents along Willow Lane as they only have one 

access to their homes. Addltlona'ily, plaCing the staging area for the entire 24+/- month construction 

period at the comer of Twin Rocks and Auburn Folsom Road will drastically impact access to Twin RoeJ<s 

Road and Morningside Drive, which already is a dangerous intersectioo (particu'larly if entering from the 

Auburn direction). 

Summary 

In summary, please consider Alternative B a5 tt1e only viable alternative offered. Also please note that 

there is a "POSSIBILITY" (NOT yet voted on by the Hidden Valley HOA) that, due to deterioration of old 

water pIpes, there will be a water construction project I" the private roadways (NOT the open 

area/common area) of the Hidden Valley subdivision. Perhaps another alternatIve for your 

consIderation Is joining in construction with the water project (sharing trenching costs, easements, 

etc???). I believe this would also require an easement In Hidden Valley private roads. 
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Sincerely 

Sandra Cas~y-Herold 

CC: Kirk Uhler, Placer County Board of Supervisors 

Attachments A, 8-1, 8-2 and C 
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A CHECK-LIST OF THE VERTEBRATE FAUNA 

of 
Hidden Valley Community Association 

Placer County, California "-,0 C:"\C-R n. \\ 

Fishes 
Green Sunfish 
Bluegill 
Smallmouth Bass 
Mosquitofish 
Catfish (Brown bullhead?) 

Amphibians 
Western Toad 
Pacific Treefrog 
Bullfrog 

Reptiles 
Western Pond Turtle*! 
Western Fence Lizard (Blue belly) 
Western Skink 
Gilbert's Skink 
Southern Alligator Lizard 
Sharp-tailed Snake 
Ring-necked Snake 
Gopher Snake 
Common Kingsnake 
Long-nosed Snake 
Western Terrestrial Garter Snake 
Western Aquatic Garter Snake 
Western Rattlesnake 

Birds 
Pied-billed Grebe 
Eared Grebe 
Double-crested Cormorant 
Great Blue Heron 
Great Egret 
Green Heron-N 

Birds (Continued) 
Canada Goose-N 
Wood Duck-N 
Mallard-N 
Northern Pintail 
Gadwall 
American Wigeon 
Canvasback 
Redhead 
Ring-necked Duck 
Greater Scaup 
Common Goldeneye 
Bufflehead 
Hooded Merganser 
Common Merganser 
Ruddy Duck 
Turkey Vulture 
Bald Eagle (overhead)* 
Osprey (overhead)** 
Sharp-shinned Hawk** 
Cooper's Hawk**-N 
Red-shouldered Hawk-N 
Red-tailed Hawk 
Golden Eagle (overhead) 
Wild Turkey 
California Quail-N 
Common Moorhen 
American Coot 
Sandhill Crane (overhead) 
Killdeer-N 
Spotted Sandpiper 
Mourning Dove-N 
Band-tailed Pigeon 
Common Barn-Owl-N 
IIJ~ -\o,\~~e~+Y 



Birds (Continued) 
Western Screech Owl-N 
Great Homed Owl-N 
Vaux's Swift 
Black-chinned Hummingbird-N 
Anna's Hummingbird-N 
Costa's Hummingbird 
Calliope Hummingbird-N 
Rufous Hummingbird 
Belted Kingfisher-N 
Acorn Woodpecker-N 
Red-breasted Sapsucker 
Nuttall's Woodpecker-N 
Downy Woodpecker-N 
Northern Flicker 
Western Wood-Pewee 
Pacific-Slope Flycatcher-N 
Black Phoebe-N 
Ash-throated Flycatcher-N 
Western Kingbird 
Tree Swallow-N 
Violet-green Swallow-N 
Northern Rough-winged Swallow 
Bam Swallow-N 
Scrub Jay-N 
Steller's Jay 
American Crow-N 
Plain Titmouse-N 
Bushtit-N 
White-breasted Nuthatch-N 
Brown Creeper 
Bewick's Wren-N 
House Wren-N 
Ruby-crowned Kinglet 
Blue-gray Gnatcatcher-N 
Western Bluebird-N 
Townsend's Solitaire 
Hermit Thrush 
American Robin-N 
Varied Thrush 

Birds (Continued) 
Wrentit 
Northern Mockingbird-N 
California Thrasher-N 
Cedar Waxwing 
Phainopepla 
European Starling-N 
Solitary Vireo 
Hutton's Vireo 
Warbling Vireo 
Orange-crowned Warbler-N 
Nashville Warbler 
Yellow-rumped Warbler 
Black-throated Gray Warbler 
Townsend's Warbler 
MacGillivray's Warbler 
Wilson's Warbler 
Yellow-breasted Chat**-N 
Western Tanager 
Black-headed Grosbeak-N 
Lazuli Bunting 
Rufous-sided Towhee-N 
California Towhee-N 
Chipping Sparrow 
Lark Sparrow 
Song Sparrow-N 
Lincoln's Sparrow 
Golden-crowned Sparrow 
White-throated Sparrow 
Dark-eyed Junco 
Red-winged Blackbird-N 
Brewer's Blackbird 
Brown-headed Cowbird-N 
Northern Oriole-N 
House Finch (Linnet)-N 
Pine Siskin 
Lesser Goldfinch-N 
American Goldfinch-N 
House Sparrow-N 
Total Birds = 116 



Mammals 
Virginia Opossum 
Vagrant Shrew-e 
Ornate Shrew-e 
Broad-footed Mole 
Little Brown Myotis-e 
Western Pipistrelle-e 
Big Brown Bat 
Hoary Bat 
Brazilian Free-tailed Bat 
Desert Cottontail 
Black-tailed Hare 
California Ground Squirrel 
Western Gray Squirrel 
Botta's Pocket Gopher 
Beaver 

Legend: 
* = Endangered Species 

** = Species of Special Concern 
N = nests here 

Mammals (Continued) . 
Western Harvest Mouse-e 
Deer Mouse 
California Vole (meadow mouse) 
Muskrat 
Black Rat 
Norway Rat 
House Mouse 
Coyote 
Gray Fox 
Raccoon 
Mink 
Striped Skunk 
River Otter 
Bobcat 
Mule Deer (Black-tailed race) 

e = expected to occur here, but not observed. 

I have observed most of these animals since moving to Hidden Valley in 1962. 
Other Hidden Valley have reported seeing a few others. More bats than I have 
listed are known to occur in this area, but they are difficult to identify unless 
you have them in hand or observe them roosting. Sighting of species not on 
this list, or any other corrections, are most welcome. 

Prepared by William E. Grenfell - August 8, 1994 
Telephone 791-1484 
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THE STORY OF HIDDEN VALLEY 

By Joseph A. Beek 

Evidences as to who were the earliest inhabitants of Hidden 
Valley are still to be found in the numerous grinder holes in 
the rocks along the stream,and other spots' where the Indians 
made their camp grounds. A few pestles,have been found 
throughout the Valley and one girl, as a reeult of painstaking 
effort, dug VP ~20 beads. These Indians, known as the Maidu 
Tribe, were named by the miners "Digger," Indians. It appears 
that until a little over a hun<).red years age) they were the 
only permanent residents of the Valley. , 

Fern Sayre, who did some research into the history of H1dden 
Va\t}ey ,developed the ,fact that the trail between Sacramento 
and' 'Auburn ran throufh the Valley. A well, over which has 
been built a small we~l house near the north end of the Valley, 
supplied the water for those who traveled up and down this trail. 
About 1c50 it was ,made into a road, traveled by a stage which 
ran between Sacramento and Auburn. A man by the name of William 
Gregory is credited with startine' the first freie:ht and stage 
line through the Valley at about that time. Later William 
Gwynn took over the operation and 'advertised tri-weekly stages, 
the fare being $10.00 from Sacramento to Auburn, but for the ' 
down hill run,from Aubu%'n to Sacramento only $6.00. The trip 
consumed ten hours and the principal stop was the place at 
Hidden Valley known as the Union 'House. 

The first record of permanent white residents in the Valley 
indicates that one John Curtis homesteaded the land in 1E54" 
and it was he 'who built the Union House, whiCh was the depot 
of the coach and freight line. This old house burned down in 
1905, and a two-story building was erected in its place, the 
Valley be1ng used as a pasture for horses and cattle which were 
the property of a Mr. Miller. 

In 1914 Samuel Laird boufht the , Valley for lI!ininer purposes. 
Tl).e son of:Sam Laird, Fenn Laird, is at this time (1960) 
oIJerating a service station in Loomis, and relates tbat forty­
five years aFo when, with a team of four mule1' and a Fresno 
scraper, he wase'xcavating part of what is now known as Oak 
Lake, he dUf up a lot of bo,ws, arrows, pottery, Indian beads 
and other artifacts which the Indians buried when they left 
the Valley 'in 1254. ' 

l',artin LUdwig; of Auburn, boueht the property froIT tl'Je Lairds 
in 1915 and used it a1' a pasture until I purchases it in 1949. 
I first saw the Valley in 1919, and in 1929' received perrr.ission 
from ~:r. LUdwier to can'p and fish alonp: the etrean. It did not 
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seel!: necessary ,to ask permission to bathe in the two deep pools 
on ~,r. Ludwip:' s property, nor to apologize to the fen~inine 
meIl'bers of the bovine species for the lack "01 'conventional 
bathing paraphernalia. 

The two-story house, which was built earl;1er in the century 
housed a fan,ily of four whose names are unkn'own to me. A 
young Ir'an in t:he family, however, was enE'aged in the business 
of trapping ekunks, which profeesion:he did not need to announce 
audibly to anyone so unfortunate as to be standine within six 
or seven feet to leeward of hi!l1" The house, burned in a brush 
fire in 1935, and the little sha.nty left standing in a corral 
was not adapted to resiqential purposes. This littJe ahack, 
which stood where the Quackenbush residence now s4ands (lot 161) 
was built of redwood shlplap, i;!'OIEe of,which was salvageo. in 
1950 and is at1l1stored in the attic over the Habitat at, the 
end of the Community ,Association paraE"e • 

. 
ThesaJre year that the hOUli.eburned, the Va11ey wa,s .Invaded 

by' a man who had in his efiploy SOIDe ten beefy Amazons who, 
without the aid of any,power S8'WS, cut down the live oak. trees 
and reduced them to firewood.,' The clurrps of live oak saplings 
wM,oh arefouno. throu€:,hout the, Valley todaY - some of'fthem as 
mUCh as twenty feet ,taJ:l - haye sprunp- from the stumpa of the 
trees this n.aleit'actor and his 'Il'.uscular speCimens of femininity 
out down. " 

The Valley, conSisting of l:14b acres, was purchaaed from Mr. 
Ludwig in 1949, and 130 acres'lying to thesouthof it were 
bought from ~;t'. Joseph Mooney a little, 1ater, maklnr a total 
of 370 acres in Hidden Valley Subdivision. The property pur­
chased from Mr. l><:ooney is that which is now Unit ,4, and part of 
Unit 3 of the BUbdi vision. It is ,interesting to note that Mr. 
];~ooney was born anc reared in the immediate vicinity of Hiddell' 
Valley and attended the old Franklin S.chool, lone s1.nce burned, 
Which stOod on land near the folsom-Auburn Road about a m1le 
northeast of Lakeview Hills Btipdiv;ision. lI';r. Kooney is a 
Ca ttleman of tbe old ,school" jI,:p.d a man whom it is a pleasure 
to know. ' 

The stream flowing throuph Hidden Valley was known to the 
miners as Miner'a Ravine. For sonie stran!,=e reason the miners 
applied the term "ravine", wh.ich is usually thought of as a 
valley throU@h which·a stream flows, to all the little oreeks 
in the neiphborhood. A raVine, strictly speaking, is a place, 
through which water flows, which is larl"er than a €,ully but not 
large eno~!,h to be described as' a valley. It seems most 
appropriate that this stream Should be called Miner's Creek 

• 
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(which flows throufh 1'.iner8' Ravine), so in the interest of 
specific definition, we have cal1ed it f'iners' Creek. The 
water inthis strearr was filed on for irrigation ane fa I' rec­
reatlonal purposes in 1950, and the diversion dan built which 
ilf.pounc.s the water known as Cottonwood Lake. A nUIl,ber of 
e·xcavatlons which the n;iners had made were. cOllbined into one, 
which has been desiE'nated Oak Lake. The unsi,p:!ltl y piJes of 
sand and gravel were leveled off ane soil spread over therr to 
form pastUI'e' Hmd; The swa11 pond s, two eas tward and three 
southward of Cottonwood take, were pits excavated by the miners. 
HElre again the rr:ounds of sand ,and rock were leveled and the pools 
enlarged, ,joined together, and converted into ponds. 

Amonp interestinf features. of the Valley are the traces of 
Indian habitation, the. freat variety of plant life, the nUD,erous 
birds which make the Valley their hon·.e, the fish, the frop:s 
and turtles, the "co1,ors" (E"old) which n'ay be panned alone' the 
creek, the canals Ira.deby the D'iners who used the sprJ.nf freshets 
for placer II,lninf, and the erade of the old Sacrarrento, Placer 
and Nevada Railroad Company, cOII,rronly known as the Auburn Branch 
Railroad. This railroad was _,buil t in 1 [58, and trains ran 
throueh Ht'clden Valley over a h'Lmdred years aFO. The £Trade for 
this, railroad comes in at the sout:hwest corner of HiddelTI Valley 
Subdivision, and may be follOWed. fran: Lot 139 to Willow Lane, 
which is buil t upon the old railroad ",rade, past the Hintzman 
residence and On north betl-leen Lots 152 and 1 S,3. From t,here 
on it may be followed, b6arinf a little east of north to a 
place where it leaves Hidden Valley at Twin Rocks' Road near 
Lot 44. Sl'l)le of the culvert!> installed on this railroad are 
still functioning; One of them, about fifty feet from the 
corner of Lot 16C, comes under the old railroad fill from a pond 
on the !>outh !>ide and carries a !>tream of water the year round. 

Another interesting feature of the Valley is the vein of 
gli!>tening white quartz which makes its appearance in the 
Community Association property westward of Lot 80. A trail 
has been opened to this quartz deposit from the old railroad 
grade. It branche!> off at a, point a little north of the north 
end of O'ak Lake. A fill mad'eby the miners in the early days 
creates a porid of considerable size at a point we!>tward of Lot 72 
and about one hundred feet east of the railroad grade. 

~hile the .improvements were being made to Hidden Valle~; one 
plan was tO'develop this'pond into a lake to be known as 'Lake 
of the Woods". However, the !>ubdivider was better equipPEId 
with dreams than with funds, and this project would have cost 
some $10,000, which the ~ank from which he borrowed his money 
did not seem eager to lend, so the project Was never carried out. 
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Members who are interested in explorine- the wooo.s east of the 
railroao grade ouring the rainy season may fino themselves in 
sympathy with the dream that could not be realized. 

At numerous places, eSPeCi1l-11y in tl:le southe.rn and central 
portions of the Valley, remains are still to be found of the 
ditchf;S and dams which the miners made in their efforts to 
capture the gold which lay hidden in the s011. I have tried 
to preserve these remnan~s of. the early days wherever possible, 
remembering that they were bu11t not with tractors and bull­
dozers. but by men with shovels or, at best, an occasional 
teaII! with two-horse slip, . Their existence today is reminis­
cent of the hardships, the hopes, and tl1e fortituoe of those 
coura!'"eous people whose voices ana whose shadows still haunt 
the veroant areas of the home of our dreamS - H1dden Valley. 

Written in 1960 



, . 

Fern R Sayre (1905 -1979), author of "Hidden Valley Saga," was an amateur 
historian and one of the original residents of Hidden Valley. In 1961 the HV 
Women's Club offered the brochure fur sale fur $1.50 with the goal of raising 
money fur some historical markers and perhaps a small museum in Hidden 
Valley. The fund-raising effort was apparently unsuccessful, but the brochure 
was reprinted in 1976 as a Bicentennial tribute. 

----
----

by Fern R. Sayre 
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freight and stage lines operated and the population was approximately 
1,000. Rattlesnake Dick (or, Richard Barter, an Englishman) was a well 
known highwayman of that day-Mr. Fenn Laird's Great Grandfather, J, 
Laird, knew Rattlesnake Dick from England and he never bothered Mr. 
Laird's store at Rattlesnake Bar. Other places like Horseshoe Bar, 
Murderer's Bar, Oregon Bar, Condemned Bar, Buckner's Bar, Mountain 
House, Fountain House, and numerous others opened for business­
ferries at first plyed the river and charged $1.00 for wagons, SOc empty, 
each animal 2Sc, footman 2Sc. Permanent settlements started building­
Folsom, Roseville, Rocklin, Loomis, Auburn, all within a few miles of 
Hidden Valley. A little story told about Jim Loomis, or "unprogressive" 
Jim as he was called, who for a time, was saloonkeeper, railroad agent, 
express agent and Postmaster, kept the mail in a cigar box at the end of 
the bar in his saloon. An unconfirmed rumor has it that one day a Postal 
Inspector visited him and protested the way he was handling the U. S. 
Mail-Mr. Loomis picked up the cigar box and tossed it into the street. 
Loomis also had a kite shaped race track whereon Sundays the country 
boys would bring the fast horses and patronize the track. AIl the settle­
ments had their amusing as well as tragic happenings just as we do 
today. 

A story relative to Hidden Valley in the mining days is that a party 
of miners were panning for gold on Miners Creek and two bandits held 
them up and made off with several sacks of gold and put them in the 
back of their wagon-the miners soon started off in pursuit and when they 
caught up with them and searched the wagon, no gold was to be found, 
and to this day no one knows whether they were able to bury the gold 
before the miners caught them or whether it bounced out of the wagon 
over the rough road. 

C 
John Curtis homesteaded Hidden Valley, in 18S4 and the Maidu 

Indians departed, burying all their belongings, Why, no one knows. I 
was unable to find out whether they were chased off Hidden Valley or 
whether they were sent to a reservation. Mr. Curtis built the Union 
House, which became one of the Stage Coach and Freight Line stops­
it was about 40'xSO' and in the shape of a ham, perfectly plain in front 
with the front door on the right side. As you went in, the saloon was on 
the right and living quarters on the left, the whole back was a large 
dining room and a shed was built on for the kitchen. The stairs were on 
the outside to the upper story which was called the corral where there 
were beds for the weary traveler, but the stage and freight wagon 
drivers preferred to sleep outside under their wagons-I don't blame 
them, there were only two windows in the structure in front. It was a 
plain wooden structure made of redwood. The horses were watered 
down by the well-which Mr. Beek has since reconstructed just down 
from the Map House, In 1862 there was much excitement, the railroad 
started operations and passed through Hidden Valley to within 6 miles 

(3) 



Comment Letter 3 

Jul.y 21, 2012 

Mr. Maywan Kra.ch 

MARK K. BOWERS 
7010 MORNlNGSIDE DRIVE 

GRANITE BAY, CA 95746 

Placer County Devclopmenl Resource Agcncy 
Enviroruncntal Coordinalion Services 
3091 County Ccnler Drive, Suile 190 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Subject: EfRlSewerage Upgrade 

RECEIVED 
JUL 2 :l 2012 

~N.~T01&9lWIS 

It has recently come 10 our attention that the Placer County Facilities Services Division is 
planning a sewer improvement project extending from Twin Rocks Road to the north to 
Joe Rogers Road to the southwest 

Our property is at the comer of Auburn Folsom Road and Twin Rocks Road whieh lne 
EIR states will be the staging area for construction if alternative ~A n conlinuC8 10 be 
cOllsidcred and the project progresses through the private property of Hidden Valley. 

We have spenllilerally lens of thousands of dollars over the years in landscaping 10 shade 
the view and noise from an increasingly busy Auburn Folsom Road. (see exhibits A and 
B atlliched) 

In addition using this area as a staging poinl presents a serious roadway hazard as a cle-& 
view for motorists entering and exiting Twin Rocks from Auburn Folsom will be greatly 
diminished. Exisling property at the Fr. Morello Catholic Church would make more sense 
as would a new project route down Auburn Folsom Road. 

Should allernative ~A n be the tinal route our property and those of 160 neighbors will be 
permanently affected during coDslructiun and beyond by damage 10 the perennial stream 
of Miners Ravine, the removal of andlor disruption of the drip lines of numerous stalely 
oaks, disruption of our many horse pastures via fencing dividing our neighborhood, dust, 
exhaust, odors and the list goes OD and on. 

Finally, I suffer from chronic bronchitis. Any inereased particulates in the air caused by 
trenching, tree removal, dislodged pollen from eonstnlction sources could (",8l1SC me 
seriolls health problems. 

3·1 



Thnnlc YOll for yonr r..onsidcmJion and we urge you to completely avoid alternative "A", 
Shuuld yuu wislI additional inforwation or would like: to vibit our property 10 personally 
view our concerns pltlilS\l feel free to call me at (916) 791-1257 

Sincerely, .. ..., .. "O)_.-~ 
Mark K. Dowers 

Cc: Supervisor Kirk Uhler - Placer County 
Willi!IITI J. Leady - U.S. Corp of Engineers 
Jim Durfee - Placer County 
Rob Unholz - Placer County 
Board of Directors - Hidden VaUey Community Association 

3-1 
Cent. 



View from front deck looking towards Miners Ravine and proposed seYler route. Note tree protection from afternoon sun. 

View from driveway towards Miners Ravine. Note proximity to stream and property line. Area Is Flood Hazard Zone X 



Upper driveway looking towards Auburn Folsom-and proposed staging area_ Note protection from traffic and noise banner. 

Driveway view at beginning of proposed construction site_ Notesuri protection and-wildlife ~~~iI'dl,~;;;;!il 



Comment Letter 4 

ROBERT D. PETERSON 
LAW CORPORAT ION 

ROBJ;l\T D, Pf,'!'ERSON 
I)AVID W, O<lNNf.l.1. 

MALJ~WNe KIM SCATES 

,300 SUNSET DOULf,VA.RO, SUl'l'l: 110 
SUNS&T wHITNey RANCH 

ROCKUN, CALIfORNI A ?\G77 
OF COUNSEL 

RONAL\) E. MEDEIROS 
M,~NUEL M, MEL(;OU. 

July 23, 2012 

TELEPHON E: l?tG) 624-4)51 
fAC5IMIL~ (?l6l 6 .. ·?473 
WWW:O~HALAW,NET 
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James Durfee, Director 
Placer County Facility Services Department 
11476 C Avenue 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Re: Placer County SMD3 Regional Sewer Project 

Dear Mr. Durfee: 

() .. 

I am a resident ofIlidden Valley, and I am opposed to the above-referenced 
proposed sewer project as to that "option" which would result in its placement 
within the Hidden Valley Community Association ("HVCA" ) community property, 
This opposition is based upon a number of concerns, the most significant of which 
arc addressed hereaftcr. 

First, the project will result in irreparable harm to that HVCA community property 
which will be affecled by the project. A large number of trees of significant size 4-1 

and age will be removed, while others will likely be negatively affected by the 
excavation activity. Understandably, the losses of these trees will not be mitlgated 
in thclifetimc of most Hidden Valley propelty owners. 

Miners Ravine, as well as a number of existing ponds and seasonal tributaries to 
Mincrs Ravine, will be negatively impacted by the excavation activity; particularly 
at the proposed Twin Rocks Road enny of the proj ect into the HVCA property. 



James Durfee 
Page 2 
July 23, 2012 

While unknown and, therefore, uncertain, the wildlife which cunently inhabit these 
areas, wil1likely suffer significant detriment, not only during any excavation 
activity, but for some unknown period oftime thereafter. 

Second, being a homeowner of property abutting the project. my property, as well as 
the lifestyle of my family, will be negatively impacted by the project; certainly for 
the remainder of my life. 

"Existing oak tret:{; on tile H VeA community property at the west end of my property 
are tagged for removal which will result in damaging conditions to our environment, 
our lifestyle, and our property. 

The duration of the project, however brief (or lengthy)., wi 11 result in the creation of 
noise, dirt and dust, and will result in limited, if not entirely prevented, access to 
HVCA community property. 

Given these undeniable facts, I am opposed to the above-referenced proposed sewer 
project. 

RDP:j 

cc Hidden Valley Community Association 
Kirk Uhler, County Supervisor, District 4 
Gerald O. Karden, Esq., Placer County Cowlsel 

4,1 
Cent. 



July 26, 2012 

Mayan Kroch 

111.e Sweeney' s 
7 -00 ~lo n'; II ~V;: ; lk 1 ),.j ~'j~ 
(;I'i",II , /J .. u. -.. !.IS74b 
!11lO-1XJ5- 19·fj 
~Wrj " 1 41111 ~' . III 

Placer County Community Development Resource Agency 
Environmental Coordination Servlce.s 
3091 Co~nty Center Drive, Suite 190 
Cdraecs@placer.ca 9QV 

Re: SMD3 Hidden Valley Opposition 

Dear Mayan Krach, 

Comment Letter 5 

My family of 6 vehemenliy opposed the proposed SMD3 pLan 10 run though Hidden Valley. This construclio" 
proj"cl will reek havoc on Ih" well being and Ih" way of life for my famity and horses. II will r"sull In significant 
financial hardship. as our horses will b& dlsplae&d from their pasture. and we w ill have to pay for boarding and 5-1 

care 011 site. My wife and father have significant medical problems which will be aggravated by the nearby 
construchon. Finally, the conslruclian zone will rem ova the safe area that the children play in for as much as one 
year. 

Sincerely. 



From: Errol Belt 
To: 
cc: 

Paul Glo ia bome Schmidt; Brent Kesterson; 

Comment Letter 6 

Subject: Sewer Maintenance District 3 Regional Sewer Project (Forced Main Sewer) 
Date: Friday, July 27, 20122:28:31 PM 

I strongly support Alternative B (along 
Auburn Folsom Road) and oppose 
Alternatives A and Phase 1 of Alternative C 
as presented in the the Placer County 

SMD 3 Regional Sewer Project EAlEIR. 

Alternative B is the least invasive of the 
alternatives listed in the EAlEIR report. 

Placer County (County) and the u.s. Army 6-1 

Corps of Engineers (USACE) analyzed 
several alternatives for this project. 
The Upgrading of the existing SMD 3 
WWTP alternative was considered and 
eliminated from further consideration 
within this Environmental Assessment/ 
Environmental Impact Report (EA/EIR) 
using the following logic. " ..... would 
require linear trenching, excavation, and 



vegetation removal within riparian habitat 
adjacent to Miners Ravine. Miners Ravine 
provides habitat for Federally listed 
salmonids, and the National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS) has designated 
critical habitat for this species within the 
ravine. As a result of extensive 
construction activities wit~lin riparian 
habitat, these alternatives would result in 
greater potential for adverse biological 
effects. " 

It makes sense that the same pOints and 
logic would be made for the opposition to 
supporting Alternatives A and Phase 1 of 
Alternative C. 

What also concerns me is the blasting that 
may be required along portions of the 
pipeline alignment to break up granite rock 
prior to excavation. Typically, during 
blasting activities, holes are drilled into the 
rock and charges are set within the hol:es 
to sequentially blast along the desired 

6-1 
Cent. 



path. What does Fish and Game say about 
this? And how would these activities affect 
the wildlife habitat? 

I know the path that is identified in 
Alternative B follows many of our existing 
riding, walking, and biking trails. The 
destruction of these trails and the 
surrounding area would be ruinous to the 
environment. We who use these trails 
daily, and live in the immediate area would 
always wonder "Why?". 

The approval of Alternative B as identified 
in the EIR report seems like the most 
logical and least invasive choice. 

Thank You, 

Errol & Kell i Belt 
7102 Pine Gate Way 
Granite Bay, CA 95746 

6-1 
Cont. 



Comment Letter 7 

,July 31 , 2012 

Maywan Kroch 
Placer County Community Development Resource Agency 
Enviromnental Coordination Services 
3091 County Center Drive Suite 190 
Aubum, CII. 9 5603 

SUBJECT: Placer County DistIicl 3 Wastewater Tl'eatInent Plant Sewer 
Force Maine, DraJt EA/EIR posted 6/11/12 

Ms Kroch: 

I am writing to expres s my concerns re: the proposed sewer through 
Hidden Valley. I moved my fa mily here lllany yeaTs ago to e scape the 
noise , pollution, n-afflc and everyd ay nuisances of truck home living. r 
t't.a ve been willing to maKe sacri11ces to s ta.v 11el a nd enjoy country living 
at its best. Like my fa mil.v, our neighbors enjoy a n a bundance of wildlife 
com bined with the opportunity to ride bicycles, horses, just a plain walk 
and even an occasionaJ swim in Oak Lak e . By !'Outing your sewage line 
through our n e ighborhood you are impacting the lives of approximately 
162 families. 

Just as important, from an environmental pel'Spective, you are impacting 
the wildlifi.~. Hidden Vall'" is home to many s pee;ies of wild life. Many 
migrating birds spend time here. Many types of fish are found in our 
lakes and Miner's Ravine. I underst.and that perha ps 100+ trees will be 
removed to make room for tl1e proposed sewer. You would be destroying 
t.he h omes of many birds and removing wme of the beauty of the valley . 

Lets not forge t about the families whose property e ithe r backs up to or is 
in close proximit.y to the proposed sewer Une. They as well as a ny 
reside nt walking nearby will have to endure the smell of sewer gas 
re leased frmll air ven ts. 

Allow m e to ask you to consider the COnStI'Llction issue . You will require 
St1{ging areas. There will be numerous truc ks a nd tra'tors (''()ntinuaJly 
moving about the area. Equipme m , supplies al d lots of pipe will be 
storcd in t.he common area. Tills area includes pas ture s where hOl'Ses 
live. On going noise and air pollution will be part of our lives for m ay b 
up t.o two years. Then we will be subject to future; visits of mainte;nancc 
Cr \\TS and equipment a t any time of da.v or .nighl. These visits Gould 
result in on going soil disturbance and emsion. 

7-1 



I am asking you to please consider proceeding with Alternabve B (along -
Aubw"n-Folsom Road)_ Alternative B is the least invasive choice_ I oppose 
Altenla tive A a.nd PI-lflse I of Alte rnative C a s p resented in the Placer 
County SMD 3 Regional Se\ -e r Project EA/EIR. 

Thank you for you consideration and your time_ 

Sincel-ely, 

Mark T_ Mabie 
8085 Morningside Dlive 
Gran it.e Bay 

Robbin Connerty , Estate of Robert Coleman 
8075 Morningside Dlive 
Granite Bay 

CC: Supervisor Jennifer Montgomery, Chair, District 5 
Supervisor ,Jim Holmes, Vice Chair, Dis tl-ict 3 
Supervisor Kirk Uhler, District 4 
Supervisor Jack Duran, District 1 
Supervisor Robert M _ Weygandt, District 2 
Linda Brown, Field Repre sentative, District 4 
Richard J ohnson, Chainnan Plannillg Com11lission 
,Jeffrey Moss, Vice Chairman, Planning COlllmission 
Miner Gray, Secretary, Planning C'AlIDmission 
LUT), Sevison, Planning Commission 
Ken Denio, Planning Commission 
Gerry BrentnalI, Planning Commission 
Richard Roccucci, Planning Commission 
Col. William Leady , US Army Corps of Engineers 
. hOles DurJee, PIa e r C{)unty FaciJi y Selvices 
riobcrt Unholz, Placer County F acilit_ Selvices 
Paul Schmidt, HVCA Board of Directors, President 
Shwyn Malin, BV A Bawd of Dir !Ctors 
Sandy He mld, HVCA 

7-1 
Cent. 



Comment Letter 8 

July 31, 2012 

Placer County Department Resource Agency 
Environmental Coordination Services 
3901 County Center Drive, Suite 190 
Auburn CA 95603 

ATTN: Mayan Kroch 

Re: Placer County SMD Regional Sewer Project 

·; ic CLl YU) 
'LI T Y SfliVll 

2011 AUG -I PH 12: Sa 

I am writing to express my opposition to Alternates A and Phase 1. of Alt. Cas 
described in the June 2012 Environmental Impact Report. My family has lived in 
Hidden Valley for 23 years and we have a deep understanding of how special this 
unique community really is. My comments are as follows: 

Section 3,1 Aesthetics 

The draft E.lR states that the proposed project would not result in significant effects 
on scenic vistas, This is a !'aIse statement! The delicate eco system and beauty of our 
community property would be scared permanently if this project were allowed to 
proceed, The heritage Oak trees cannot be replaced for 100 years and the beauty of 
our environment would indeed be destroyed, The marked trees effectively wipes 
out extended stretches of trees along Minors Ravine, 

Section 3.3 Biological / Migratory birds 

The EIR states, "the majority of the study area consists of disturbed habitat and does 
not provide high wildlife value due to nearby traffic on Auburn Folsom Road" and 
that "the project area lacks the quality of habitat needed to support wlldlffe 
populations". I walk my horse everyday from my house @ 7015 Morningside Drive 
passed Mark & Kathy Bowel'S home @ 7010 Morningside Drive adjacent to Auburn 
Folsom Road, Being a very frequent visitor to the horse pasture. Cottonwood Lake 
and surrounding ponds I have seen abundant wildlife .. This year two Canadian Geese 
family's hatched and raised over a dozen babies! They will try to return to this pond 
next year and it is within 15 feet of the proposed sewer line! I have also witnessed 
MalJard ducks, Hawks, Cranes, Herons and Egrets all in the direct path of this 
proposed sewer line, It would have a significant impact to the wildlife. 

Sincerel~ ~~ 

~ker Forslin 

CC; Supervisor Kirk Uhler District 4, Linda Brown Field Rep. District 4, Members of 
the Planning Commission Placer County, Col. William Leady US Army Corps of 
Engineers, James Durfee Placer County Faclllty Services, Rob Uoholz Placer County 
Facility Services, Board of Directors HVCA 

8-1 



Comment Letter 9 

Water Boards 

State Water Resources Control Board 

JUL 3 1 2012 
:;g 
~ 

"'" c:: • Ms. Rebecca Ullis C') 

I 
=f ,.,.. 

Placer County Dept of Facility Services 
11476 CAve. 

N -,' ("") ·m 
-0 
::I: 

'" -r-t', ..r: 
Auburn, CA 96503 

Dear Ms. Llllls: 
N 

C> 
ctn 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
(EA/EIR) FOR PLACER COUNTY (COUNTY) AND U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
(USACE); SEWER MMNTENANCE DISTRICT 3 REGIONAL SEWER PROJECT (PROJECn; 
PLACER COUNTY; STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 2011122079 

:;"I n ", 

:; c" 
,-, 

We understand that the County may be pursuing Clean Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF) 
financing for this Project (CWSRF No. C-06-5283-11 0). As a funding agency and a state 
agency with jurisdiction by law to preserve, enhance, and restore the qual'tty of Callfornla's 
water resources, the State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) is providing the 
following Information and comments for the environmental document prepared for the Project. 

Please provide us with the following documents appllcab!e to the proposed Project if seeking 
CWSRF or other Slate Water Board funding,: (1) 1 copy of the draft and final"EAlEIR, (2) the 
resolution adopting the EAlEIR and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) 
making California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) findings, {3} all comments received during 9·1 

the review period aru:l the County's respons.e to those comments, (4) the adopted MMRP, and 
(5) the Notice of Determination filed with the County Clerk and the Governor's Office of Planning 
and Research, State Olearinghouse. In addition, we would apprec1ate notices of any hearings 
or meetings held regarding environmental review of any projects to be funded by the State 
Water Board. 

The CWSRF Program Is partially funded by the United Stales Environmental Protection Agency 
and requires add~ional "CEQA-Plus' environmental documentation and review. Four 
enclosures are Included that further explain the CWSRF Program environmental review process 
and the additional federal requirements. The State Water Board is required to consult directly 
with agencies responsible for Implemen~ng federal environmental laws and regulations. Any 
environmental issues raised by federal agencies or their representatives will need to be 
resolved prior to State Water Board approval of a CWSRF funding commitment for the proposed 
Project. For further information on the CWSRF Program, please contact Mr. Ahmad Kashkoli, 
at (91S) 341~5855. 

It is important to note that prior to a CWSRF funding commitment, projects are subject to 
proVisions of the Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA), and must obtain Section 7 clearance 
from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and/or National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS) for any potential effects to special status species. 

CHAR!.." A . "IO~PIN. el1Al~"'N I T flOMM HOW .... AI) , IXICi,fI'rvl OtI fillerOjll: ------------------.------ ---------------------------



Ms. Rebecca Lillis 2 

Please be advised that the State Water Board will consult with USFWS, and/or NMFS regarding 
all federal special status species that the Project has the potential to impact if the Project is to 
be funded under the CWSRF Program. The COlmly will need to identify whether the Project will 
involve any direct effects from construction activities, or indirect effects such as growth 
inducement, that may affect federally listed threatened, endangered,or candidate species that 
are known, or have a potential to occur on-site, in the surrounding areas, or in the service area, 
and to identify applicable conservation measures to reduce such effects. 

In addition, CWSRF projects must comply with federal laws pertaining to cultural resources, 
specificaHy Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The State Water Board has 
responsibility for ensuring compliance with Section 106, and the State Water Board must 
consult directly with the California State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). SHPO 
consultation i.e initiated when sufficient information is provided by the CWSRF applicant. The 
County must retain a consultant that meets the Secretary of the Interiors Professional 
Qualifications Standards (www.q.nps.govllocal-law/archstnds9.htm) to prepare a Section 106 
compliance report. 

Note that the County will need to identify the Area of potential Effects (APE), including 
construction and staging areas and the depth of any excavation. The APE is three-dimensional 
and includesalt are.as that may be affected by the Project. The APE Includes the surface area 
and extends below ground to the depth of any Project excavations. The records search request 
should be made for an area larger than the APE. The appropriate area varies for different 
projects but should be drawn ,large enough to provide information on what types of sites may 
exist in the vicinity. 

Please contact Ms. Susan stewart at (916) 341-6983, to find out more about the reqUirementg 
and to initiate the Section 106 process. 

other federa.1 requirements pertinent to the Project under the CWSRF Program include the 
following; 

A. Compliance with the Federal Clean Air Act: (a) Provide air quality studies that may have 
been done for the Project; a,nd (b) if the Project is in a nonattainment area or attainment 
area subject to a maintenance plan; (I) provide a summary of the estimated emigsions 
(in tons per year) that are expected from both the construction and operation of the 
Project for each federal criteria pollutant in a nonattainment or maintenance area, and 
indicate i.f the nonattainment designation is moderate, serious, or severe (if applicable); 
(Ii) if emissions are above the federal de minimiS levels, but the Project Is Sized to meet 
only the needs of current population projections that are used in the approved State 
Implementation Plan for air qualtty, quantitatively indicate how the proposed capacity 
increase was calculated using population projections. 

B. Compliance w~h the Coastal Zone Management Act: identify whether the Project is 
within a coastal zone and the status of any coordination with the California Coasta.1 
CommiSSion. 

C. Protection of Wetlands: Identify any portion of the proposed Project area that should be 
eval'uated for wetlands or United states waters delineation by the USACE, or requires a 
permit from the USACE, and identify the status of coordination wrth the USACE. 
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D. Compliance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act Identify whether the Project will 
result in the conversion of farmland. State the status of farmland (Prime, Unique, or 
Local Statewide Importanoe) in the Project area and determine If this area is under a 
WiHiamson Act Contract, 

E. Compliance with tile Migratory Bird Treaty Act: List any birds protected under this Act 
that may be impacted by the Project and idenlifyconservation measures to minimize 
impacts. 

F. Compliance with the Flood Plain Management Act Identify whether or not the Project is 
In a Flood Mana.gemenl Zone and Indude a copy of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency flood zone maps for the area. 

G. Compliance with tile Wild and Scenic Rivers Act: Identify whether or not any Wild and 
Scenic Rivers would be potentlally impacted by the Project and include conservation 
measures to minimize such impacts. 

Following are .specific comments on the County's EAlEIR: 

1. Please include the current records search documents wilh site records and maps 
showing all sites and surveys drawn in relation to the Project area, and if possible, 
include the locations of the field surveys that were completed in May, 2011 and 
February, 2012. 

2. Please provide a copy of the letters and maps senl to the Native Americans for 
consultation. 

Thank you for the opportun~y to review the County's EAlEIR. If you have any questions or 
concerns, please feel free to contact me at (916) 341-5855., or by email al 
AKashkoJi@walerboards.ca.gov. or contact Ms. Jessica Collado at (916) 341-7388, or by email 
at JCollado@waterboards.ca.gov. 

Ahmad Kashkoll 
Environmental Scientist 
DiviSion of Financial Assistance 

Enclosures (4) 

1. SRF & CEQA-Plus 
2. Quick Reference Guide 10 CEQA Requirements for Stale Revolving Fund Loans 
3. Instructions and Guidance for "Environmental Compliance Information" 
4. Basic Criteria for Cultural Resources Reports 

co: State Clearinghouse 
(Re: SCH# 2011122079) 
P. O. Box 3044 
Sacramenlo, CA 95812-3044 
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Introduction: 

CLEAN WATER STATE REVOLVING FUND PROGRAM 
INSTRUCTIONS AND GUIDANCE FOR 

"ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE INFORMATION" 

The State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) uses the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) review process and compliance with federal environmental laws and regulations 
to satisfy the environmental requirements of the Clean Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF) 
Program Operating Agreement between the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) 
and the State Water Board. The CWSRF Program is partially funded by a capitalization grant from 
the USEPA. The issuance of funds from the CWSRF Program is equivalent to a federal action, and 
thus, compliance with federal environmental laws and regulations is required for projects being funded 
under the CWSRF Program. . 

·AII CWSRF Program applicants must submit adequate and complete environmental documentation to 
the State W·ater Board. Following submittal of an applicant's environmental documents, the State 
Water Board will review the documents to determine if the information is sufficient to document 
compliance with the CWSRF Program environmental requirements, including making a determination 
if consultation with federal authorities is required, and may request additional environmental 
information, when needed. The State Water Board encourages all applicants to initiate early 
consultation, so that the State Water Board can better streamline the environmental review process. 

CEQA Information: 

. All projects coming to the State Water Board for funding are considered "projects" under CEQA 
because of the State Water Board's discretionary decision to approve funding. 

Detailed information, including CEQA statutes and guidelines can be found online at the California 
Natural Resources Agency website at http://ceres.ca.gov/ceqa. A CEQA Process Flowchart that 
shows interaction points between lead and responsible agencies can be found at 
http://ceres.ca.gov/topic/envJaw/ceqa/flowchartiindex.html. In addition, State Water Board 
environmental staff is available to answer questions about the CEQA process, as well as the CWSRF 
Program environmental requirements. Please contact your assigned Project Manager at the State 
Water Board, regarding contact information for the appropriate environmental staff. 

CEQA requires full disclosure of all aspects of the project, including impacts and mitigation measures 
that are not only regulated by state agencies, but also by federal agencies. Early consultation with 
state and federal agenc"iesin the CEQA process will assist in minimizing changes to the project when 
funding is being requested from the State Water Board. 

The types of CEQA documents that may apply to an applicant's project include one or a combination 
of the following: 1) Notice of Exemption (NOE); 2) Initial Study and Negative Declaration (ND); 
3) Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) with a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program (MMRP); 4) Environmental Impact Report (EIR) with an MMRP; and/or 5) Addendum, 
Supplemental and Subsequent ND, MND or EIR. The applicant must determine the appropriate 
document for its project and submit the supporting information listed under the applicable section of 
the Environmental Package Checklist for Applicant (Attachment 1), along with a completed copy of 
the Evaluation Form for Environmental Review and Federal Coordination (Attachment 2). Please 
submit two copies of all CEQA documents. 
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The applicant must ensure the CEQA document is specific to the project for which funding is being 
requested. Program or Master Plan EIRs may not be suitable for satisfying the State Water Board 
environmental requirements if these documents are not project-specific. When an applicant uses an 
Addendum, Supplemental or Subsequent CEQA document for a project, the associated Program or 
Master Plan EIR must also be submitted, especially if the Addendum, Supplemental or Subsequent 
CEQA document includes references to pertinent environmental and mitigation information contained 
in the Program or Master Plan EIR. 

If the applicant is using a CEQA document that is older than five years, the applicant must re-evaluate 
environmental and project conditions, and develop and submit an updated environmental document 
(such as an Addendum, Supplemental or Subsequent CEQA document) based on the results of that 
re-evaluation. The updated environmental document must be circulated through the State 
Clearinghouse for public review. The applicant must adopt the final updated environmental 
document, including any new identified measures, make CEQA findings, and file a Notice of 
Determination (NOD) with the local county clerk(s) and the Governor's Office of Planning and 
Research, State Clearinghouse (State Clearinghouse). 

· Each applicant, if it is a public agency, is responsible for approving the CEQA documents it uses 
regardless of whether or not it is a lead agency under CEQA. Non-profit organizations shall only be 

· responsible for approvlng and ensuring implementation of the applicable project mitigation measures 
identified in the MMRP. All public agencies applying for CWSRF Program funding shall file either an 
NOE or an NOD with the State Clearinghouse and the local county clerk(s). Date stamped copies of 
those notices must be submitted with all the applicable environmental documents. 

If the CEQA document was jOintly prepared by a federal public governmental agency to satisfy the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements, then the applicant must submit the 
corresponding NEPA documents, including a Finding of No Significant Impact, or a Record of 
Decision completed by the federal NEPA lead agency. 

Federal Information: 

In addition to CEQA compliance, the State Water Board is required to document environmental 
compliance with federal environmental laws and regulations, including: 

· 1. Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA), Section 7: 

The United States Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the United 
States Department of Commerce National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adrninistration, National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS) must be consulted for any project that will have the potential to adversely 
impact a federal special-status species. The USEPA delegated the State Water Board to act as the 
non-federal lead for initiating informal Section 7 ESA consultation with the USFWS. The State Water 
Board will coordinate with the USEPA for projects requiring formal Section 7 ESA conSUltation with 
the USFWS and projects that will impact federal special-status fish species under the NMFS 
jurisdiction. The USFWS and NMFS must provide written concurrence prior to a CWSRF financing 
agreement. USFWS and NMFS comments may include conservation measures, for which the 
applicant's CWSRF financing agreement will be conditioned to ensure compliance. 

For further information on the federal ESA law, regulation, policy, and notices, go to 
http://www.fws.qov/endangered/laws-policies/index.html and http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/laws/esa/. 
Note that compliance with both the state and federal ESAs is required of projects having the potential 
to impact state and federal special-status species. Although overlap exists between the state and 
federal ESAs, there might be additional or more restrictive state requirements. For further information 
on the state ESA, refer to the California Department of Fish and Game website at 
http://www.dfg.ca.gov/habcon/cesa/. 
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2. Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, Essential Fish Habitat (EFH): 

The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, as amended, is designed to 
manage and conserve national fishery resources. EFH consultations are only required for actions 
that may adversely effect EFH. The applicant needs to determine whether the proposed project may 
adversely affect EFH. NMFS is responsible for publishing maps and other information on the 
locations of designated EFH, and can provide information on ways to promote conservation of EFHs 
to facilitate this assessment. If a project may adversely affect a designated EFH, the applicant must 
complete an EFH consultation. 

The State Water Board will coordinate with the USEPA to request an EFH consultation from the 
NMFS. NMFS is required to respond informally or in writing. NMFS comments may include 
conservation measures, for which the applicant's CWSRF financing agreement will be conditioned to 
e.nsure compliance. For more information, see the brochure at 
http://www. n mfs. noaa .gov/sfa/reg_svcs/Cou ncil%20stuff/counci 1%200rientation/2007 12007T rai ningC 0 

. /TabT-EFH/EFH_CH_HandoutJinal_31 07 . pdf. 

3. National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), Section 106: 

The NHPA focuses on federal compliance. Section 106 requires Federal agencies to take into 
account the effects of their undertakings on historic properties. The Section 106 process seeks to 
accommodate historic preservation concerns with the needs of Federal undertakings through 
conSUltation among the agency official and other parties with an interest in the effects of the 
undertaking on historic properties. The goal of consultation is to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by the undertaking, assess its effects and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
adverse 'effects on historic properties. The Section 106 compliance efforts and reports must be 
prepared by a qualified researcher that meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional 
Qualifications Standards (www.cr.nps.gov/local-law/arch_stnds_9.htm). 

In addition, CEQA requires that impacts to cultural and historic resources be analyzed. The "CEQA 
and Archeological Resources" section from the Governor's Office of Planning and Research CEQA 
Technical Advice Series states that the lead agency obtains a current records search from the 
appropriate California Historical Resources Information System Center. Also, to contact the Native 
American tribes that are culturally affiliated with a project area from the list obtained from the Native 
American Heritage Commission (NAHC). 

The NAHC can be contacted at: 

4. Clean Air Act: 

915 Capitol Mall, Room 364 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Tele: (916) 653-4082 

For CWSRF financed projects, we recommend including a general conformity section in the CEQA 
documents so that another public review process will not be needed, should a conformity 
determination be required. The applicant should check with its local air quality management district 
and review the Air Resources Board California air emissions map for information on the State 
Implementation Plan. For information on the analysis steps involved in evaluating conformity, please 
contact the State Water Board environmental staff through the assigned Project Manager. 

612612012 
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5. Coastal Zone Management Act: 

Projects proposing construction in the Coastal Zone will require consultation with either the California 
Coastal Commission (or the designated local agency with a Local Coastal Program), or the San 
Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission (for projects located in the San Francisco 
Bay area). The applicant must submit a copy of the approved Coastal Development permit to the 
State Water Board to satisfy this requirement. 

For more information on Coastal Zone Management Act requirements refer to the following agencies 
websites: 

• United States Coastal Zone Boundaries through the NMFS website at 
http:// coasta I management. n oa a. g ov I mystatel docsl Stat eCZB ou n d aries. pdf; 

• California Coastal Commission website at http://www.coastal.ca.gov/ccatc.html; and/or 
• San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission website at 

http://www.bcdc.ca. gov/. 

6. Coastal Barriers Resources Act: 

The Coastal Barriers Resources Act is intended to discourage development in the Coastal Barrier 
Resources System and adjacent wetlands, marshes, estuaries, inlets, and near-shore waters. Since 
there is no designated Coastal Barrier Resources System in California, no impacts from California 
projects are expected. However, should the applicant believe there may be impacts to the Coastal 
Barrier Resources System due to special circumstances, please use the following information as a 
guide. 

During the planning pro-cess, the applicant should consult with the appropriate Coastal Zone 
managementagency (e.g., City or County with an approved Local Coastal Program, the California 
Coastal Commission, or the San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission) to 
determine if the project will have an effect on the Coastal Barrier Resources System. If the project will 
have an effect on the Coastal Barrier Resources System, the State Water Board must consult with the 
appropriate Coastal Zone management agency and the USFWS. Any recommendations from the 
Coastal Zone management agency and USFWS will be incorporated into the project's design prior to 
approval of CWSRF financing. 

For more information and to ensure that no modifications to Coastal Barrier Resources System have 
occurred, please visit: http://wwwfws.qov/CBRAI. 

7. Farmland Protection Policy Act: 

Projects involving impacts to farmland designated as prime and unique, local and statewide 
importance, or under a Williamson Act Contract, will require consultation with the United States 
Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service and/or California Department of 
Conservation. For more information on the Farmland Protection Policy Act go to 
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/programs/fppa, and regarding the Williamson Act Contact go to 
http://www.consrv.ca .gov Idlrp/lca. 
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8. Floodplain Management - Executive Order 11988: 

Each agency shall take action to reduce the risk of flood loss, to minimize the impact of floods on 
human safety, health and welfare, and to restore and preserve the natural and beneficial values 
served by floodplains in carrying out its responsibilities. Before taking an action, each agency shall 
determine whether the proposed action will occur in a designated floodplain. The generally 
established standard for risk is the flooding level that is expected to occur every 100 years. If an 
agency determines or proposes to, conduct, support, or allow an action to be located in a floodplain, 
the agency shall consider alternatives to avoid adverse effects and incompatible development in the 
floodplains. 

For further information regarding Floodplain Management requirements, please consult the United 
States Department of Homeland Security, Federal Emergency Management Agency website at 
http://www.fema.gov, as well as the USEPA floodplain management Executive Order 11988 at 
http://www.epa.gov/owow/wetlands/regs/e011988.htmi. . 

9. Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA): 

The MBTA restricts the killing, taking, collecting and selling or purchasing of native bird species or 
their parts,nests, or eggs. The MBTA, along with subsequent amendments to this act, provides legal 
protection for almost all breeding bird species occurring in the United States and must be addressed 
under CEQA. In the CEQA document, each agency must make a finding that a project will comply 
with the MBT A. For further information, please consult the Migratory Bird Program through the 
USFWS website at http://www.fws.gov/laws/lawsdigestlmigtrea.htmi. 

10. Protection of Wetlands - Executive Order 11990: 

Projects, regardless of funding, must get approval for any temporary or permanent disturbance to 
federal and state waters, wetlands, and vernal pools. The permitting process through the United 
States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) can be lengthy, and may ultimately require project 
alterations to avoid wetlands and waters of the United States. Applicants must consult with the 
USACE early in (he planning process if any portion of the project site contains wetlands, or other 
federal waters. The USACE Wetland Delineation Manual is available at 
http://wwwwetlands.com/regs/tlpge02e.htm. Also note that the California State Water Boards are 
involved in providing approvals through the Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality Certification 
Program and/or Waste Discharge Requirements. For more information, please go to 
http://www.waterboards.ca .gov/water jssues/prog ra ms/cwa40 1/i n dex. s html. 

11. Wild and Scenic Rivers Act: 

There are construction restrictions or prohibitions for projects near or in a designated "wild and scenic 
river." A listing of designated "wild and scenic rivers" can be obtained at 
http://www.rivers.gov/rivers/california.php. Watershed information can be obtained through the 
"Watershed Browser" at http://cwp.resources.ca.gov/map_tools.php. 

12. Safe Drinking Water Act, Source Water Protection: 

Projects must comply with the Safe Drinking Water Act and document whether or not a project has 
the potential to contaminate a sole source aquifer. For projects impacting a listed sole source aquifer, 
the applicant must identify an alternative project location, or develop adequate mitigating measures in 
consultation with the USEPA. For more information, please go to the Sole Source Aquifer Program 
website at http://epa.gov/region09/water/groundwater/ssa.html. 
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13. Environmental Justice - Executive Order No. 12898: 

Identify and address any disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects 
of the project's activities on minority and low-income populations. USEPA has defined environmental 
justice as "the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of race, color, 
national origin, or income with respect to the development, implementation, and enforcement of 
environmental laws, regulations, and policies." 

Fair Treatment means that no group of people should bear a disproportionate burden of 
environmental harms and risks, including those resulting from the negative consequences of 
industrial, governmental, and commercial operations or programs and policies. 

Meamngfullnvolvement means that: 1) potentially affected community members have an appropriate 
opportunity to participate in decisions about a proposed activity that will affect their environment 
and/or health; 2) the public's contribution can influence the agency's decision; 3) the concerns of all. 
participants involved will be considered in the decision-making process; and 4) the decision-makers 
seek out and facilitate the involvement of those potentially affected. 

The term "environmental justice concern" is used to indicate the actual or potential lack of fair 
treatment or meaningful involvement of minority, low-income, or indigenous populations, or tribes in 
the development, implementation, and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies. 

Your project may involve an "environmental justice concern" if the project could: 

a) Create new disproportionate impacts on minority, low-income, or indigenous populations; 
b) Exacerbate existing disproportionate impacts on minority, low-income, or indigenous populations; 

or 
c) Present opportunities to address existing disproportionate impacts on minority, low-income, or 

indigenous populations that are addressable through the project. 
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Attachment 1 

Required for all CWSRF Projects: 

ENVIRONMENTAL
1 

PACKAGE CHECKLIST 

FOR ApPLICANT 

(What to Submit to Project Manager) 

o Evaluation Form for Environmental Review and Federal Coordination with the substantiating information 
(i.e. USFWS species list/biological assessment, cultural resources documentation, air quality data, flood map etc.) 

o Project Report, Scope of Work and Map(s) 

Based on the type of CEQA documents prepared for the project, provide additional information as identified in the 
following boxes. 

If project is covered ~nder a CEQA Categorical or Statutory Exemption, submit a copy of the following: 

o Notice of Exemption (filed and date sta~ped by the county clerk and the Governor's Office of Planning and Research) 

If project is covered under a Negative Declaration, submit a copy of the following: 

o Draft and Final Initial Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND) 
o Comments and Responses to the Draft IS/ND 

o Resolution approving the CEQA documents 

o Adopting the Negative Declaration 

CJ Making CEQA Findings 

o Notice of Determination (filed and date stamped by the county clerk and the Governor's Office of Planning and 
Research) 

If project!s covered under a Mitigated Negative Declaration, submit a copy of the following: 

o Draft and Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) 
CJ Comments and Responses to the Draft IS/MND 

o Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan/Program (MMRP) 

o Resolution approving the CEQA documents 

o Adopting the Mitigated Negative Declaration and the MMRP 

o Making CEQA Findings 

o Notice of Determination (filed and date stamped by the county clerk and the Governor's Office of Planning and 
Research) 

If project is covered under an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), submit a copy of the following: 

o Draft and Final EIR 

o Comments and Responses to the Draft EIR 

o Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan/Program (MMRP) 

o Resolution approving the CEQA documents 

o Certifying the EIR and adopting the MMRP 

o Making CEQA Findings 

o Adopting a Statement of Overriding Considerations for any adverse environmental impact(s), if applicable 

o Notice of Determination (filed and date stamped by the county clerk and the Governor's Office of Planning and 

Research) 

If EIR is a joint CEQNNational Environmental Policy Act document (EIR/Environmentallmpact Statement or EIR/Environmental 
Assessment), submit the applicable Record of Decision and/or the Finding of No Significant Impact. 

I If the CEQA document is more than five years old applicant shall provide an updated CEQA document (eg. subsequent, 
supplemental, or addendum CEQA documents) or a letter that describes the current status of the environmental condition for the 
project's location. 



Attachment 2 

State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) 
Clean Water State Revolving Fund Program 

Evaluation Form for Environmental Review and Federal Coordination 

CWSRF No.: 
-----------------------------------------------------------

Applicant Name: 

Date: 
~~----------------------------------------------------------~ 

Project Title: 
~----~---------------------------------------------------

1. Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA), Section 7: 
Does the project involve any direct effects from construction activities, or indirect effects 
such as growth inducement that may affect federally listed threatened or endangered 
species or their critical habitat that are known, or have a potential, to occur on-site, in the 
surrounding area, or in the service area? 

a. Required documents: Attach project-level biological surveys, evaluations analyzing the 
project's direct and indirect effects on special-status species, and an up-to-date species 
list (from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service and the California Natural 
Diversity Database) for the project area. 

D No. Discuss why the project will not impact any federally listed special status species: 

D Yes. Provide information on federally listed species that could potentially be affected by this 
project and any proposed avoidance and compensation measures so that the State Water Board 
can initiate informallformal consultation with the applicable federally designated agency. 
Document any previous ESA consultations that may have occurred for the project. Include any 
comments below: 
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2. Magnuson-Stevens Fisherv Conservation and Management Act, Essential Fish Habitat: 
Does the project involve any direct effects from construction activities, or indirect effects 
such as growth inducement that may adversely affect essential fish habitat? 

o No. Discuss why the project will not impact essential fish habitat: 

o Yes. Provide information on essential fIsh habitat that could potentially be affected by this 
project and any proposed avoidance and compensation measures. Document any consultations 
with the National Marine Fisheries Service that may have occurred for the project. Include any 
comments below: 

3. National Historic Preservation Act, Section 106: 
Identify the area of potential effects (APE), including construction, staging areas, and depth 
of any excavation. (Note: the APE is three dimensional and includes all areas that may 'be 
affected by the project, including the surface area and extending below ground to the depth 
of any project excavations). 

• Required documents: Cultural Resources Assessment prepared by a prepared by a qualified 
researcher that meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualifications Standards 
(www.cr.nps.gov/local-law/archstnds9.htm). Current records search with maps showing all 
sites and surveys drawn in relation to the project area, and records of Native American 
consultation. Include any comments below: 
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4. Federal Clean Air Act: 
Identify Air Basin Name:----c-----:c_=---:-_-:-________________ _ 
Name of the Local Air District for Project Area: 

Is the project subject to a State Implementation Plan (SIP) conformity determination? 

o No. The project is in an attainment or unclassified area for all federal criteria pollutants. 

o Yes. The project is in a nonattainment area or attainment area subject to maintenance plans for a 
federal criteria pollutant.. Include information to indicate the nonattainment designation (e.g. 
moderate, serious, severe, or extreme), if applicable. If estimated emissions (below) are above the 
federal de minimis levels, but the project is sized to meet only the needs of current population 
projections that are used in the approved SIP for air quality, then quantitatively indicate how the 
proposed capacity increase was calculated using population projections. 

• If you checked "Yes" above, provide the estimated project construction and operational air 
emissions (in tons per year) in the chart below, and attach supporting calculations. 

• Also, attach any air quality studies that may have been done for the project. 

PollutRnt Federal StRtus NonaUainment Threshold of Construction Operation 
(Attainment, Rates Significance for Emissions Emissions 

Nonattainment, (i.e., moderate, Project Air Basin (Ton slY ear) (Tons/Yeor) 
Maintenance; or serious. severe, (if applicable) 

Unclassified) or extreme) 
Ozone (0,) 
Carbon Monoxide (CO) 
Oxides of Nitrogen 
(NO,) 
Reactive Organ ie 
Gases (ROG) 
Volatile Organic 
ComDounds (YOC) 
Lead (Pb) 
Particulate Matter less 
than 2.5 microns in 
di'ameter (PM,,) 
Particulate Matter less 
than 10 microns in 
diameter (PM,,) 
Sulfur Dioxide (SO,) 

S. Coastal Zone Management Act: 
Is any portion of the project site locah~d within the coastal zone? 

o No. The project is not within the coastal zone. 

o Yes. Describe the project location with respect to coastal areas and the status of the coastal 
zone permit, and provide a copy of the coastal zone permit or coastal exemption: 
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6. Coastal Barriers Resources Act: 
Will the project impact or be located within or near the Coastal Barrier Resources System 
or its adjacent wetlands, marshes, estuaries, inlets, and near-shore' waters? Note that since 
there is currently no Coastal Barrier Resources System in California, projects located in 
California are not expected to impact the Coastal Barrier Resources System in other states. 
If there is a special circumstance in which the project may impact a Coastal Barrier 
Resource System, indicate your reasoning below. 

o No. The project will not impact or be located within or near the Coastal Barrier Resources 
System or its adjacent wetlands, marshes, estuaries, inlets, and near-shore waters. 

o Yes. Describe the project location with respect to the Coastal Barrier Resources System, and 
the status of any consultation with the appropriate Coastal Zone management agency and the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service: 

7. Farmland Protection Policy Act: 
ls any portion of the project located on important farmland? 

D No. The project will not impact farmland. 

DYes. Include information on the acreage that would be converted from important farmland to 
other uses. Indicate if any portion of the project boundaries is under a Williamson Act Contract 
and specify the amount of acreage affected: 

8. Flood Plain Management: 
Is any portion of the project located within a lOO-year floodplain as depicted on a 
floodplain map or otherwise designated by the Federal Emergency Management Agency? 

• Required documents: Attach a floodplain map. 

o No. Provide a description of the project location with respect to streams and potential 
floodplains: 

o Yes. Describe the floodplain, and include a floodplains/wetlands assessment. Describe any 
measures and/or project design modiflcations that would be implemented to minimize or avoid 
project impacts: 

612612012 



Attachment 2 

9. Migratory Bird Treaty Act: 
Will the project affect protected migratory birds that are known, or have a potential, to 
occur on-site, in the surrounding area, or in the service area? 

DNo. Provide an explanation below. 

DYes. Discuss the impacts (such as noise and vibration impacts, modification of habitat) to 
migratory birds that may be directly or indirectly affected by the project and mitigation measures 
to reduce or eliminate these impacts. Include a list of all migratory birds that could occur where 
the project is located: 

10. Protection of Wetlands: 
Does any portion of the project boundaries contain areas that should be evaluated for 
wetland delineation or require a permit from the United States Army Corps of Engineers? 

D No. Provide the basis for such a determination: 

DYes. Describe the impacts to wetlands, potential wetland areas, and other surface waters, and 
the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures to reduce such impacts. Provide the status 
of the permit and information on permit requirements: 

11. Wild and Scenic Rivers Act: 
Identify watershed where the project is located: 

Is any portion of the project located within a wild and scenic river? 

D No. The project is not located near a wild and scenic river. 

DYes. Identify the wild and scenic river watershed and project location relative to the affected 
wild and scenic river: 
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Allachment 2 

12. Safe Drinking Water Act, Sole Source Aquifer Protection: 
Is the project located in an area designated by the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region 9, as a Sole Source Aquifer? 

D No. The project is not within the boundaries of a sole source aquifer. 

D Yes. Contact US EPA, Region 9 staff to consult, and identify the sole source aquifer (e.g., 
Santa Margarita Aquifer, Scott's Valley, the Fresno County Aquifer, the Campo/Cottonwood 
Creek Aquifer or the Ocotillo-Coyote Wells Aquifer) that will be impacted: 

13. Environmental Justice: 
Does the project involve an activity that is likely to be of particular interest to or have 
particular impact upon minority, low-income, or indigenous populations, or tribes? 

DNo. Selecting "No" means that this action is not likely to be of any particular interest to or 
have an impact on these populations or tribes. Explain. 

DYes. If you answer yes, please check at least one of the boxes' and provide a brief explanation 
below: 

612612012 

D The project is likely to impact the health of these populations. 

D The project is likely to impact the environmental conditions of these populations. 

D The project is likely to present an opportunity to address an existing disproportionate 
impact of these populations. 

D The project is likely to result in the collection of information or data that could be 
used to assess potential impacts on the health or environmental conditions of these 
populations. 

D The project is likely to affect the availability of information to these populations. 

D Other reasons, describe: ---------;---------------



BASIC CRITERIA FOR CULTURAL RESOURCES REPORTS 

FOR SECTION 106 CONSULTATION WITH THE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
OFFICER (SHPO)UNDER THE NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT (NHPA) 

CUL rURAL RESOURCES REPORTS 

The Section 106 compliance efforts and reports must be prepared by a qualified 
researcher that meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualifications Standards 
(www.cr.nps.gov/local-iaw/arch_stnds...:9.htm). 

REPORT TERMINOLOGY 

• A cultural resources report used for Section '106 consultation should use terminology 
consistent with the NHPA. 

• This doesn't mean that the report needs to "filled" with passages and interpretations of 
the regulations, the SHPO reviewer already knows the law, 

• If "findings" are madelheymust be orie of the fou("!indings" listed in Sectiori106, 
These include: 

"No historic'properties affected"· (no properties are within the APE, 
including the below ground APE), . 

"No effect to historic properties" (properties may be near the APE but the 
project will not impact them), . 

"No adverse effect to historic properties" (the project may affect .historic 
properties but the impacts will not be adverse) 

~'AdVerse effect to historic propertie15", Note: the SHPQ mUlltbe consulted 
at this point. If your consultant proceeds on his own, his efforts may be 
wasted .. 

CURRENT RECORDS SEARCH INFORMATION 

• A current (less than a year old) records search from the appropriate Information 
Center is necessary, The records search should include maps that show all recorded 
sites and surveys in relation to the area of potential effects (APE) for the project. 

'. TheP-PEis three-dimensional and inclUdes all areasthatmay be affected by the 
project. It includes the surface area and extends below ground to the depth of any 
project excavations. 

• The records search request should be made for an area larger than the APE. The 
appropriate area varies for different projects but should be drawn large enough to 
provide information on what types of sites may exist in the vicinity, 

June 2012 
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NATIVE AMERICAN AND INTERESTED PARTY CONSULTATION 

• Native American and interested party consultation should be initiated at the beginning 
of anypultural resourc.e investigations. The purpose is to gather information from 
people with local knowledge that maybe used to gUideresearc;h. 

• A project description and map should be sent to the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) requesting a check of theirSacreGiLandsFiles. The Sacred 
Lands Files include religious and cultural places that are not recorded at the 
informatidricente rs. 

• The NAHC will include a list of Native American groups and individuals with their 
response. A project description and maps should be sent to everyone on the list 
asking for info(mation on the project area. 

• Similar letters should be sent to local historical organizations, 

• Follow-up contact should be made by phone if possible and a phone log should be 
included in the report. 

WARNING PHRASES IN AL.READY,pREPARED CEQA REPORTS 

• A finding oL"noknown resources", this dOesn't mean anything. The consultant's job 
is to find 0Lit if there are resources within theAPEor.to expLain why they are not 
present. 

• "The area is sensitive for buried archaeological resources",followed by a 
statement that "monitoring is recommended as mitigation". Monitoring is not an 
a·ccept~blemitigation. A reasonable effort should be mgdeto find out if buried 
resources are present in theAPE .. 

• "The area is already disturbed by previous constructioT1", this may be true, but 
docu'm efftati on is still needed to shOW\thatthe new project will not affect cultural 
resources. As an example, an existing road can be protecting a buried archaeological 
site. Or, previous construction may have impacted an archaeological site that was 
never documented. 

• No mention of "Section 106", a report that gives adequate information for CEQA may 
notbesufficient to comply with Section 106. 

S:IFunding ProgramslEnvironmental Review UnitlOutreachlBASIC CRITERIA FOR SECTION 106 revised 
June 1:32012 by md.doc ' , . . 

" 
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Comment Letter 10 
Sunset - Whitney Veterinary Hospital 

Tamsen Taylor, D.V.M. 
5405 Pacific Slreel 
Rocklin. CA 95677 

• i: EI'; 
tTy SLRVIC ' 

(916)624-3322 PH 2 59 
www.sunselwhitneyvethospllal.com 2012 AUG -3' ; 

August 1, 2012 

Regarding: New force main sewer line through Hidden Valley Community Association 
Sewer Maintenance District 3 Regional Sewer Project 

To whom it may concern: 
.I 

I 

I have lived in Hidden Valley Commun .tYjin Granite Balfo~.2 3 years/ although It been in 
existence for over 60 years. As you RrQ ably know itjis a·veryunique development made 
up of 162 lots of an acre each surroun g about 160" Ires· of "common property" including 
a section of Miners Ravine and several qnds and lakes('The,area inclydes many trees, 
seasonal ponds, and large oak, pine and cottonwood trees. These are Induded on the 
migratory bird "Fly way" and are the home of many migratory birds as well as permanent 
wild life. In addition the "Commo LlJrI property" CO ta ins permanent pastures for about 
20 horses, as well as daily used trails for. r iding, wal ng, biking for the residents. 

I I 
I am very concerned about the District 3 Regional SeWer Project alternate A and Phase 1 of 
Alternate C for this project because it runs the,propos'ed se).Vel) ine directly through 
Hidden Valley. This would result in·extreme h rClshiP our comlfi\mity, potential damage 
to wild life, trees, pr.otected sensiti\(ity of Miners a ine' (ap otcntial re- established habitat 
for Salmon in a US'waterwi yL ':-;;-1); ~ . '<,' ,-' , 
As a veterinaria l),' ndh stapd t!le need or protecting willite..a~~ irr ~Ia:ceable habitats 
and I also unde ~d the e~ Ifc u .I!~.ding health issues s\1c1i ~~ pzoper sewage 
trea tment III phe ace 0 growl ~ p'opul nons. I was present at Hl'dde Valley Board 
meeting when representatjl 'rf; ofb (strict 3 RegiQnal Sewer DiStri~t initially presented the 
proposed route for the ne(y ~rl:eain sewer line through Hidden Valley common area and 
a few private parcels. At he time it was presented as a simple qUick project that would be 
done in a few weeks, not disturb anything, and the land look completely untouched when 
finished. No mention was made of loss of trees, wlld life habitats, heavy eqUipment staging 
areas, possible stream, river bank, trail damage, many months of blocked access to our 
common area with construction chain link fencing and open ditches or future liabilities and 
disturbances if leaks, repairs, maintenance issues or flooding oc(urs. 
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Although taking the route through Hidden Valley common area may save District 3 
Regional Sewer district money, it would be an extremely unfair burden to place on the 
families of 162 homeowners and a risk to pl"otected wild life and nature areas. 10-1 

I urge you to select the alternative which uses only Auburn- Folsom road, although it too 
would be a burden to Hidden Valley residents and others who drive on Auburn-Folsom 
Road. 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Tamsen Taylor 

8005 Morningside Dr. Granite Bay. CA 95746 916791-1606 tamsentaylor@sbcglobal.net 

Cent. 



Comment Letter 11 

~SOLURI 
~MESERVE lel,916.455.7300 · "'"' 916.244.7300 

i 010 F SUeE l.Sulle 100 · 5acramento.CA 95814 
.1 1 .. 1 \'Ior , " 11 r po r II I i (l n 

.i\ugu~ L 1, 2012 

VL4 U. S. MAlL AND EMAIL: cdraccs@Rlaccl".ca.oov 

Maywan Kratch 
Envirolllll~nt'11 Coordinat ion S~rvice.s 

Placer COWlty 
CUllUlluuily D"" dUJ.!IU"1I 1. R"suw,",e .J\gt'U(;y 
3091 COLUlly CenLer Dr., Suile 190 
Auburn .. CA 95603 

RE; CEQA . aLice Reque~ 1 - Placer Count\' 8M)) 3 Regiona l Sew"r Projecl. 

Dear Maywan Kratch: 

n,i.~ finn re pre senls the B idden Valley Cumm unity Association with re.~pect to the Placer 
C ounty SMD 3 Regional Sewer Project ("Projecf'). r am writ.ing to request mailed and/or 
entailed notice of any and all hearings a.ndlor actions relat.ed to the proposed Project. These 
requests are made pw":;unnl Lo PubJic Resources Code sec tion 21 92.2 and Oov emment Code 
section 65092, which require local agcncieg to mail Sllch notices to any person who has filed a 
written request for them w ith the clerk of the agency 's goveming body. T his reques t includes 
notice of the availability of any env ironmental rev iew document prepared pursuant to the. 
Caliromia Envircmnenttil Qualilv Act. 

Please send the above re.quested items to; 
Osha MescTW 
Salmi },Ilcservc" A Law Corporation 
101 0 F Street, Suite 100, Sacramento, CA 958] 4 
Email address: osl~somlawycrs . col1l 

Please call me at (916) 455-7300 if you have any questions_ Thank you for your 
a ss istance with tln.s m atter. 

cc: Hidden Valley CommWlity Association 

VelY lruly yours, 

SOLURI MESERVE 
A Law "orpurHtion 

By: Osha R. Mese-rve 
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James Durfee 

Placer County Facility Services 

11476 C Avenue 

Auburn, CA 95603 

Mr. Durfee, 

Comment Letter 12 

August 1, 201.2 
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I am strongly opposed to Alter~ate A and Phase: of Alternate C for the project that] 12-1 

runs the proposed sewer lIne directly through HIdden Valley. 

Respectfully, 

~~~ 
Eleanor R. Grenfell 

7102 West Lane 

Granite Bay. CA 95746 



Placer County Community Development Resource Agency 
Environmental Coordination Services 
Attn: Maywan Krach 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Dear M aywan, 

Comment Letter 13 

02 August 2012 

7415 Willow Lane 

Granite Bay, CA 

95746 

I am writing this letter to address my grave concerns with the County's proposed placement of 
a high pressure sewer line through Hidden Valley Community Association's private property in 
Granite Bay, CA. 

I reside on Willow Lane in Hidden Valley. My family, including five children, will be severely 
impacted by the construction of the sewer line down Willow Lane for what appears could take 

up to a year to construct. I have twin four year olds and am very concerned for their well­
being and safety during this construction phase. The noise pollution alone will be greatly 
disruptive to their sleep patterns and they will not be able to play in our front yard, nor ride 
their bikes on Willow Lane for quite some time during this incredibly disruptive construction. 

My wife and I have invested quite a bit of money and labor into landscaping our front yard. The 
County's proposed construction will destroy much of our hard work and forfeit our significant 
investment. Additionally, many of the beautiful Oak Trees that line the street side on our front 13-1 

yard may be destroyed. Access to our driveway is also extremely concerning. With five 
children, and four drivers in the family, we are in and out of our driveway many times 
throughout the day. The proposed construction would limit our access significantly. 

Most concerning to me and my family, is the absolute destruction of the beautiful natural 
habitat we are so fortunate to enjoy in Hidden Valley. The undisturbed community property 
East/North East of Willow Lane is a gold mine in our minds. It is the reason we, and I am 
confident, most of the Hidden Valley residents chose to live in this unique community. It is a 
refuge we and our children enjoy daily and is a sanctuary for wildlife and plants in what has 
become a densely populated Granite Bay. The destruction of wildlife habitat, the removal of 
Oak, Alder, and Pine trees that are hundreds of years in the making, and the irreparable 
damage to Miner's Ravine are unacceptable simply to save money by taking a short cut through 
this unique natural habitat. 



Living on Miners Ravine, we are located in a 100 year flood zone. Our home has flooded twice 
in the last 26 years. This proposed construction will certainly and detrimentally impact the 
water shed of Miners Ravine upstream of our home and most likely contribute to the threat of 
future flooding. I know my neighbors living on the North side of Willow Lane, backing up to 
Miners Ravine, are incredibly concemed about this flood potential. We live with the concern 
each winter and spring, and this project gives US cause for alarm. 

In conclusion, I implore you and the County to pursue the appropriate course of action and 
construct this high pressure sewer line where it should be, along the major roadway of Auburn­
Folsom Road. This is where utilities are normally constructed, and for good reason. The 
monetary cost savings of blasting through Hidden Valley's natural preserve is not nearly worth 
the permanent destruction that will be caused to this unique habitat. 

Thank you for your concern and consideration in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Console 

13·1 
Cent. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Maywan Krach 
Ma an Krach ' 
FW: Regional Sewer Project (con"t) 
Friday, August 03, 20128:48:09 AM 

From: Mark Bowers [mailto :mkbow2@surewest.net] 
Sent: Thursday, August 02, 2012 9:20 AM 
To: Kevin Bell; Heather Knutson 
Subject: Regional Sewer Project 

Good morning Kevin and Heather: 

Comment Letter 14 

Thank you for your update at last night's MAC meeting which we view as very 
favorable toward the residents of Hidden Valley. As you noticed there were a good 
number of members attending the meeting which certainly supported your 
comments that you welcome public input. We are very appreciative. 

As I mentioned following the meeting we would like to know exac1ly where manhole 
G16-43 is because we have one in our front yard which may be the one in question 
and we are wondering what that might mean for our landscaping when the project 
begins. Another concem of ours and our neighbors is the potential staging area at 
the comer of Auburn Folsom and Twin Rocks roads. Should this be the case It is 14-1 

going to present serious traffic hazards at an intersection which has seen its share 
of accidents. The open area behind the firehouse adjacent to the Catholic Church 
would seem to make more sense from a safety standpoint 

We would be happy to show you or others the area we are referring to at your 
convenience and I believe you will understand our concerns. Just give me a call at 
any time. 

Thank you again and we look forward to a continued positive working relationship. 

Mark K. Bowers 
791-1257 
834-0246 



Comment Letter 15 

August 3, 2012 

Mr. Maywan Krack, Environmental Coordination Services 
Community Development Resource Agency 
3091 County Cenlsr Drive. Suite 190 
Auburn, CA 95603 

RE; Proposed Sewer Maintenance District 3 Retlional Sewer Project 

Richard 5.lmbucett! 
7555 Auburn Fol50m Road 

Granlt~ 8ay. CA 95746 

EIR & Alternates A & Ph •• e ~ Alternate C -Impacts on Hidden Valley Residents 

De~r Mr. Krack, 

This letter will voice my opposition to any routing of the proposed fo"", main sewer line through Hidden 
Vallev. I am a ~Idden Valley resident and believe either route throush ou r communIty wllI,mpose 
Immediate and lonG term Impacts on Hidden Valley residents dISproportionately for a project that will 
benefit the reHion at-large. 

Whether the route follows the existing sp,wer easement through our common property or runs along 
Morningside Drive, Hidden Valley residents will bear the brunt of construction Impacts during this 
phase, partlcularlv with acc:£5S issues to residents if the Mornlng51de route Is chosen. As a resident who 
WlIlk, In Hidden Valley dally however, my primary concern Is with the Alternative C, Ph.se I which routes 
the new force sewer main through lila HIdden Valley common property along the existing sewer 
e.,ement. Whlle th~ EIR con,lders prote<:ted tree removal In this alternate to b~ "a potentially 
Significant impact", I believe the impacts are very much understated In the EIR. 

The proposed route for Alternate C, Phase 1, fol lows a primary path through the common property thaL 
" used dally by resident pedestrians as well as horseback riders and bicycll,ts. Our common Ire8 Is. 
source of history and great pride lor Valley reSidents with Its natural beauty and relative Isolation. It Is a 
unique amenity In its pri.tlne stl\te. The EIR sUBlleS! approximately 30 protected trees IUve & Blue 
Oaksl greater than six Inches diameter will be removed In thiS area - from Twin Rocks Road to the end 
of Willow Lane, approximately three-quarters 01 a mile What the EIR doesn't state hOwavBr, is that 
many 01 these trecs arc specimen qualltv Irees up to 30' on dIameter Furthermore, when one con~lders 
the smaller oak. al1d oLher nalive trees that will be "'ken out, the number or trees 10 be removed jumps 
to over 100 by my estimation. This will leave a barren swath through the heart of our common property 
that replanting and resloratlon wolll.ke years to mitigate 

Even if Hidden Valley wa~ the sole beneficiary of thIS sewer upgrade, these Impacts to our community 
would be hIghly debated and might be tolerable with creative routing .nd extensive r.storatlon .. fforts. 
Such effort as would be demanded by Valley residents would be a challenge tor any public agency. The 
faCllhat we are only a segment of those who will benefit from thl> prOject makes these Impacts 
un3cceptable. especially whe.n there are oth.r alLernatives for the force main route. 

15·1 



Mr. Mavwan Krack 
Proposed Sewer Maintenance District 3 Regional Sewer Project 
August 3, 2012 

Page 2 

Please consider the Auburn Folsom route around Hidden Valley a. the only viable option as It fairly 
spreads the ImmedIate burden of construction on the ,eclon and avoids long term Impacts to Hidden 
Valley reSidents that others will never feol. Thank you for your conSideration. 

cco Supervisor Kirk Uhler, District 4 
Ms. Linda Brown, Field Representative, District 4 
Honorable Members of the Placer County Planning Commission 
Col. William Leady. US Army Corps of Engineers 
Mr. Paul Schmidt, Hidden Valley Communltv Assn. 

15·1 
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Comment Letter 16 

From: 
To: 
cc: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Sonja White 

Sonja White 
Placer Coun Environmental Coordination Services; 
Unda Brown; Placer County Planning: spk-pao@usace.army.mllj Jim Durfee j 
Rob Unholz; sha 
BrentHVCA ahoo.com; 

7082 West Lane 
Granite Bay, Ca 95746 

Hidden Valley Resident; Lot #29 

Mayan Kroch 
Placer County Community Development Resource Agency 
Environmental Coordination Services 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 
Auburn ca. 95603 

To Mayan Kroch and Other Concerned Members of the Project; 

Thank you for choosing the final EIR preferred alignment to be the 
"Auburn Folsom Road Right of Way Alignment". 

My home backs Into Auburn-Folsom across from the fire station on 
Cavitt-Stallman and Auburn-Folsom. Alternatives A, Band C were going 
to affect my household. Traffic is a temporary challenge (Alternate 
B) unlike the permanent changes that would have been made In our 
common property with Alternate A. 

At this point, I am concerned about the work hours of 6 am to 8 pm 
with particular concel11 for the "Staging and spoils stockpiling that 
shall take place within the approved work areas" (Section 01030.3.08) 
on the COl11er of Auburn-Folsom road and cavitt- Stallman. This 
staging area was extremely disruptive to my household during the 
Douglas road improvement. The danging of the heavy truck bed doors; 
loading of rocks or materials; the running of equipment; and the 
lights shining across the street over our wall were disruptive to our 
household. I had to move to out of my bedroom to another portion of 
the home. A natural screen (Four scrub oak trees shielded the 
property from this corner.) has been removed since the Douglas road 
improvement. The household is now even mOre exposed to this staging 
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area. 

I choose to live In Hidden Valley because of the common area: the 
trails, creeks, wildlife and pastures. If this area were damaged or 
destroyed It would bring down the value of our homes within our 
community. Below are my expressed concerns fOf the record against 
Alternative "An Hidden Valley Force Main Alignment". Please see the 
attached map for documentation. Thank you again for changing you 
preferred alignment. 

1. By definition "Altemative An is running of sewage line in Miner's 
Ravine Creek bed. (The dictionary defines creek bed as a channel 
occupied or formerly occupied by a stream). The proposed line in 
Altemate A Is being run though the ordinary high water mark were 
winter flows ream. Then It continues to run through creek setbaCks 
at several points, As a resident since November 1993, I have witness 
all the highlighted areas become a part of Miners Ravine during high 
water fiows in 1995 and 1997. 

2. The pink highlighted areas represent areas along Altemate A tllat 
represent "category 4/1 as defined within 20 feet of the creek bank. 
The digging would be too close to the creek. 

3. Fish and Game Code (Section 1602) "The notification requirement 
applies to any work undertaken in or near a river, stream, or lake 
that flows at least intermittently through a bed or channel, This 
includes ephemeral streams, desert washes, and watercourses with a 
subsurface fiow. It may also apply to work undertaken within the fiooc 
plain of a bocy of water." Section 1602 addresses deposit or dispose 
of debriS, removal of vegetation along with other stream regulations. 
It is my unprofessional opinion that "Alternate A" would be in 
disagreement of a Lake or Sb-eam bed Alteration Agreement and 
therefore would not comply with the califomia Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA)? (http:Uwww.dfg.ca.gov/habcon/16001) 

4. Creeks need the proteCtlon of permanent vegetation. Alternate A 
disturbs the permanent vegetation around the creek. The creek will 
never be the same. It is impossible to replace the heritage oak and 
other vegetation along the route of Alternate A. The repladng a 
root system will take years to protect the soil. 

5. Our household traces heritage roots back to Native American 
Indians. Although not to the native Maidu of Hidden valley, we value 
and respect the historical artifacts of tile native Maidu Indians 

16-1 
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living along the creek down the center of our common property. We do 
not want these historical artifcats disturbed. 

We enjoy living in Placer County. We hope that Placer County will 
value our unique Hidden Valley Common Property as do the residents of 
Hidden Valley. Thank you for the opportunity to express our concerns .. 

Sincerely, 

Sonja White 
Hidden Valley Resident 
7082 West Lane 
Granite Bay, CA 95746 

16-1 
Cent. 



I 16-1 = Ii' I I Cent. - Pfr '= 
'= I , 
I:IO! • I 
~ H 

f 

~ ... 
~ 

~ 

S ~ I:IO! 

-e ;lI::Q 
:zz. 
!i~ 
~~ 
U\» tB ,.. 
~ 

'" f"'l 



Comment Letter 17 

Pliul Scbmidt 
8080 Morn ingside, Dri" t 
Granite Bay, Ca. 95746 

August 5,2012 

Maywnn Krach 
Community Development Resource Agency 
3091 CounlY Center Drive. Suite 190 
Auburn, Califomia 95603 
( in Email) 

ubject: Proposed ewer Maintenance Distric t 3 Rcgiol1lll Sewer Projec t 
E1R Alternatives A and Phase I Il cmate C ·lmpacts on Hidden Val ley Residents. 

Dear Ms Krach. 

As a Homeowncr, I am expressing my opposition 10 your proposed hemales and Phase I of 
Alternate C (which I unden>land may have Deen re-designated Alternale B Phase 1: outside of the 
ElR by OUnlY Stn.ff). 

The construction of a new forced main sewer through Hidden Valley, serving the adjacent 
district ond destroying trees and impacting wildlife would be delrimenlw to the sensiti nalural 
environment of Miner.; Ravine. (Alternate A). 

The redesignalion of ounry s18.fT's prelerred llitemnti e from A 10 llemate B (the route along 
Auburn olsom Road, a route utilized in the <\reas outside Hidden Val ley for this project), as 
mentioned at the GBMAC meeling last week is a positiv ' step. Yel, [ am still concemed about 
the Ilematc Phase I wltich appears 10 be no\ re-designated AllCtllJ).tc B; Phnse I by County 

taff'. 

While I appreciate th" ounly's effort to minimize disruption of the environment on (lJ\ interim 
basis by using the existing SMD-2 sewer line through Hidden Volley, we need as uronce of its 
capacity and condition to solve the SMD-3 problem, We have asked fordocumenlalion regarding 
the exi ting line, a~ well as its engineered capacity and are st ill conemed about its close 
proximity LO the sensitive riparian environment of Miners Ravine and the pOlential for 8 

sewcmge spill of large ClIpacity. Par thai reason, I believe Alternate B. constructing lhe new lines 
ulong Auburn Folsom Ro3d, within the next IWO ears. is lIle only responsible Solulion. 

~1'~ 
);;lui ~~idl 

Cc, upervisor Kirk Ubler. District 4 
Ms. Linda Brown. Field Rep. Dislrict 4 
HVCA Board of Dim:tors 
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Comment Letter 18 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Maywan 
Kroch 
August 5,2012 

Barabara PepPer 

Placer County Environmental Coordination Services; 
EA/ElR Placer County SMD 3 Reginal Sewer Project. 
Monday, August 06, 2012 10:53:36 AM 

Placer County Community Development Resource Agency 
Environmental Coordination Services 
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 
Auburn, CA 95603 

u.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
1325 J Street 
Sacramento CA 95814 
Attn: Colonel William J. Leady 

Re: Placer County SMD 3 Regional Sewer Project, Draft Environmental 
Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (EAlEIR) issued for public review 
6/22112 

I am a homeowner in Hidden Valley Community Association (HVCA) since 
1971, writing to express my opposition to Alternates A and C which are 
proposed to travel through HVCA open space, as described in the 6/22112 
Draft EIR. 

The proposed District 3 force main sewer line does not benefit HVCA, which 
has a District 2 gravity sewer line. 

My concerns are not adequately addressed in the EAIEIR, there is 
insufficient study, and no reasonable mitigation is offered, on these issues: 

The authors of the Placer County SMD Regional Sewer Project have 
assumed that the common area ("open space") owned by members of the 
Hidden Valley Community Association is unused and vacant land. This is 
absolutely incorrect. The 180 acres of Hidden Valley's community property 
have been in continuous high use as a recreation area and nature reserve 
from the time when the Hidden Valley project began In 1949. 

Although since 1949 many residential developments have been built in 
southern Placer County, you will be hard put to find a community like 
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Hidden Valley that has devoted its private open space for the benefit of 
wildlife, oak woodland regeneration, and nature orientated recreation, At 
one time Placer County declared proudly that the largest open space in the 
County was Hidden Valley's community property, 

Hidden Valley Community Association has promulgated and enforced the 
following documents (not a complete list) 

• 1976: Long Range Plan for the common area, 113 lot owners 
partiCipated, 89,9% members stated they used trails on common 
property, 
• 1999: Board adopted the HVCA Common Area Management Plan 
which is comprised of three sections: 

Woodland Management Plan, 
Pasture Management Plan, and 
Gates, Trails, Roads and Bridges Management Plan, 
(See Attachment #A, Common Area Management Plan) 

• Membership Groups formed to explore and preserve common 
property: (Attachment #B) 

o Nature walks led by naturalists and histOrians (Attachment 
#C) 
o Progressive Beaver Program that allows beaver families to 
live in self-supporting area of HV which provide suitable forage 
and safe areas for dens, Hundreds of softwood trees have been 
wrapped with wire to prevent beaver damage 
o Lake Maintenance Program, control algae and enhance fish 
population 
o Fire Safety Program: eliminate ladder fuel on common 
property and improve access to fire fighting equipment for fire 
su ppression 

In 2005 the Placer County Natural Resources Conservation Service (See 
Attachment #0) 
prepared the Hidden Valley Restoration/ Management Plan, funded by 
Wildlife Habitat Incentive Program (WHIP) and HVCA, The purpose was to 
plan a project which creates, restores, and enhances wildlife habitat within 
HVCA's common property, 

This project funded the addition of a pasture fence along Railroad Pasture 
that has kept HV horses out of Miners' Ravine Creek, planted native plants 
to strengthen the banks of the creek from winter storm erosion, and 
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realigned horse pastures to encourage grazing of intrusive shrubs, among 
other aspects of the plan. 

Miners' Ravine Creek is inhabited by, but not limited to beavers, otters, 
weasels, and hundreds of invertebrates, snakes, lizards, turtles, frogs, Great 
Blue Heron, large and small cranes, kingfishers, Canada geese, and 
wintering ducks, as well as being used by other mammals such as red tail 
hawks, screech and other owls, raccoons, possums, skunks, coyotes, deer, 
and the occasional roaming mountain lion and bear. Nesting boxes for 
owls, ducks and small birds have been set out in the oak woodland. Tree 
"snags" have been left standing for cavity nest builders. Boy Scouts 
constructed a bridge over Miners' Ravine Creek at Beek's Field, an Eagle 
S co ut project. 

The water and riparian habitat that lie alongside the creeks provide a 
sanctuary for wildlife. Hidden Valley is also adjacent to Folsom Lake and 
the Folsom Lake Recreation Area which stretches for many miles into the 
foothills and ultimately connects to the Sierra Nevada. Both the Dry Creek 
watershed, of which Hidden Valley is a part, and the Sierra Nevada contain 
wildlife movement corridors that provide a link between various habitat types 
necessary for food, shelter and reproduction. The Hidden Valley common 
area is an important part of the wildlife movement corridor in Placer County. 

(See the Placer County General Plan) 
6.C.4: The County shall encourage private landowners to adopt 
sound wildlife habitat management practices, as recommended 
by CA Dept of Fish & Game officials, the U.S. Fish & 
Wildlife ... ...... . 
Goal6E3:The County shall support the maintenance of open space 
and natural areas that are interconnected and of sufficient size to 
protect biodiversity, accommodate wildlife movement, and sustain 
ecosystems. 
Goal 6.C.1 The County shall identify and protect significant ecological 
resource areas and other unique wildlife habitats critical to protecting 
and sustaining wildlife populations. Significant ecological resource 
areas include the following: 

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, 
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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. 

(See the Granite Bay Community Plan) 
6. Encourage public and private stewardship and partnerships 

directed to restoring enhanCing, and maintaining the natural environment. 

HVCA Policy #4 states "Activities related to the preservation and 
maintenance of the community property of the HVCA shall, whenever 
possible, respect, accommodate, and preserve the wildlife that inhabit the 
area." More than words, Hidden Valley's actions over the years have 
produced a large area for wildlife and riparian vegetation to create a rich 
and varied wildlife nature reserve which links up to movement corridors that 
benefit the entire County. 

HVCA has faithfully and willingly abided by the regulations of Placer 
County's open space laws. I expect Placer County to honor the validity of 
our open space, and our considerable investment, by not violating the 
quality of our nature reserve and recreation area with a forced sewage 
pipeline. 

1. Section 3.1 - Aesthetics 

ENEIR: "A small portion of Alternative A alignment would be located 
underground within undeveloped private property designated as ·open 
space", adjacent to the eXisting SMO 2 force main and within an existing 
Placer County easement." 

ENEIR: The construction and operation of the new pump station on the 
VVWTP and the underground force main would not degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of the project site or surrounding area. 

Comment: Construction of the underground force main would degrade the 
existing visual character and quality of the project site and surrounding 
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area. Heritage sized blue and valley oaks and other large trees would be 
cut down in a 20 foot swath on residents' private yards, as well as across 
the nature reserve of the Hidden Valley common area. Since tts 
incorporation, Hidden Valley has surveyed, studied, set goals and taken 
action to preserve the oak woodla nds and the wildlife in our privately-owned 
and legally designated open space. 

The Placer County Tree Ordinance applies to any project with the potential 
to affect protected trees. Protected trees are defined as any native tree 
species with a diameter at breast height (DBH) of six inches or greater or a 
combined multiple trunk DBH of at least ten inches .... 
This ordinance prohibits the removal of landmark trees, including stands or 
groves of native trees, native tree corridors, and other significant native tree 
habrtats. 

Mitigation: After "and the underground force main" add "indicating a route 
through Hidden Valley, would degrade the existing visual character and 
quality of the pro ject" , and adding 
"but" would not degrade the existing visual character or quality of the project 
site or surrounding area "using Alternative A or C." 

ENEIR: CEQA states: 'Criteria for determining the significance of impacts 
to visual resources have been developed based on Appendix G of the 
California Environmental Qualtty Act and relevant agency thresholds. 
Impacts associated with aesthetics would be considered significant if the 
Proposed Project would: 

.. Result in the substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista; 
• Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 
state scenic highway;' 

EAJEir: Alternative A Hidden Valley Force Main Alignment "The views 
of the force main alignment (during construction only) would be 
experienced by viewers traveling along Auburn-Folsom Road, Willow Lane, 
Twin Rocks Road, and Joe Rodger's Road. The underground conveyance 
system proposed under Alternative A would only be visible above ground 
only where clean-outs are located along the pipeline. • 
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Comment: The above EAfEIR statement is only partially correct Views of 
the force main alignment would be experienced by every resident of Hidden 
Valley as they traversed the common property by foot, bicycle or horse. 
The Hidden Valley common area of 180 acres, surrounded by 161 
residences, is populated by the families of the 161 residences. Hidden 
Valley families traverse the 180 common area acres for purposes of jogging, 
bicycling, equestrian trail use, horse and animal shows, birding, fishing, 
swimming, picnicking, and clubhouse activities. Annually Hidden Valley 
celebrates major holidays at Oak Lake and holds a Berry Fest in which 
residents pick berries (blackberries, elderberries, thimble berries) on the 
common area and prepare desserts for a social event at the clubhouse and 
a campout at our park and recreational facility, Beek's Field. 

Section 3.2 - Air Quality 

EAfEIR "Odor is subjective and in most cases not quantifiable. " 
Mitigatiion: Odors are not "subjective" when the ARV is outside your 
bedroom window. I don't know if the "clean-outs" will cause noxious 
odors, but if they do, nearby residents and passersby will be affected. 
Change text under ·Odor' to read: "Choosing Alternative A or C will 

cause significant noxious odors to outstanding areas of native 
vegetation and landmark trees, wildlife habitats and corridors, riparian 
corridors and residences. This significant harm cannot be mitigated" 

Eliminate Alternatives A and C in order to avoid impacts to Hidden Valley 
open space. 

EAlEIR: Alternative C Hidden Valley Pipe Upsizing The total duration of 
construction activities under Alternative C would be approximately 24 
months during Phase I and 8 months during Phase II, which is two months 
longer than Alternatives A and B. 

24 months is a long time for all of the construction impacts of trenching and 
fencing to be inflicted on Hidden Valley residents. Recommend eliminate 
Alternatives A and C 

Section 3.3 - Biological Resources 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
Comment: Impacts to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act from this project are 
unclear because the EIR is not clear as to when construction will take place 

18-1 
Cent. 



in specific places. Mating season is March to September. The season for 
stream flooding is also not defined. Perhaps there would be no time when 
this project can go forward. This needs to be clarified. 

Salmon have been seen in Miners' Ravine Creek, but they are certainly 
rare. Therefore they need special protection. Bird nests are built all over 
the Cottonwood Lake area, many are ground birds. There are many herons 
and cranes as well as winter birds in the lake areas. A detailed inspection 
in the right season would have to be made. 

When this project steps into Hidden Valley's common property, the County 
is subjected to all kinds of significant impacts to wildlife and riparian areas. 
Much wildlife would be affected. It would be best to have a consultation 
with CA Fish & Game before going forward with this version of the project. 

Section 3.4 - Cultural Resources 

Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979, 16 U.S.C. 470, et 
seq. 
Full Compliance. This act prohibits the removal, sale, receipt, and interstate 
transportation of archaeological resources obtained illegally (without 
permits) from public lands. The Proposed Project would not involve any 
such archaeological resources 

Comment: The County cannot state that there are no archaeological 
resources. That is an unknown. An archaeological survey would have to be 
conducted along the entire pipeline to determine any archaeological sites. 
There are "official' archaeological sites in Miners' Ravine Nature Reserve. 
Why would Native American artifacts stop there? This whole area was 
populated by the southern Maidu. 

Auburn Folsom Road was excavated when the road was constructed, and 
apparently no archaeological resources were found. Therefore Auburn 
Folsom Road may be the best route for the County to build a forced sewage 
pipeline without running into any archaeological resources. 

What was the route of the historic Auburn Folsom Road? Hidden Valley's 
ancient water well was on that road and is now located in HV's Cottonwood 
Pasture. When Native Americans populated this area, there were no 
"roads." Undoubtedly the historic road wandered over the countryside and 
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thus archaeological resources may be found anywhere in the vicinity of the 
modern road. 

Change in EAtEIR: State "the proposed project mayor may not involve any 
archaeological resourses." 

Section 3.5 Geology. Soils 

Placer County General Plan: The County shall discourage grading activities 
during the rainy season, unless adequately mitigated, to avoid 
sedimentation of creeks and damage to riparian habitat. 

Comment: The dirt road that runs parallel to Miners' Ravine Creek along 
Railroad Pastures is a raised road, Miners' Ravine Creek having cut its path 
into the surface of the land. In winter when there is a flood warning, the 
water level in the past has risen to include the Railroad road. This is where 
the forced sewage line would be buitt. This flooding would cause erosion 
from the road during construction and transfer sediment from the road into 
the creek. 

Mrtigatiion: During a winter flood, the raging waters of Miners' Ravine Creek 
go over Auburn Folsom Road at the bridge near Cottonwood Lake, and 
continue through Hidden Valley at such depth that a kayaker can put in at 
Auburn Folsom Road and kayak down the creek to the bridge as it leaves 
Willow Lane. State the rea lity of "erosion into Miners' Ravine Creek in 
winter flooding." state this would be a "Significant environmental impact that 
could not be mitigated unless the dirt roadway could be capped wrth 3" of 
concrete asphalt or other adequate material that would be waterproof." 

Section 3.8 - Land Use 

ENEIR Primary impacts and, particularly, secondary impacts (such as 
highway improvement which provides access to a previously inaccessible 
area) generally commrt future generations to similar uses. 
Comment: If Placer County were to be successful in forcing HVCA to open 
its private open space for the construction of a forced sewage pipeline, such 
a declaration could cause an opportunity for the general public who might 
conclude that there is a public easement in HV that they cou Id use. There is 
no public easement in HV's open space. 
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ENEIR: Generally, the environmentally superior/preferred alternative is the 
alternative that would cause the least impact to the biological and physical 
environment 

Comment: Building a forced sewage pipeline through privately held, legally 
designated open space land owned by the members of HVCA would result 
in significant impacts. HVCA has purposefully nurtured a natural common 
area. You will not see a golf course, fancy swimming pool, tennis courts, or 
other man made recreation items. 

The result of constructing a pipeline across HV's common property would 
cause disruption of the migratory pattern for purposes of forage and 
reproduction to wildlife in this part of Placer County HVCA Open Space is 
clearly a large part of the wildlife movement corridor from south Placer 
County, to the American River, and up through the foothills to the Sierras. 

Hidden Valley has sheltered deer, coyotes, as well as the occasional bear 
and mountain lion on its common property. Otters, beavers, weasels, 
salmon and steelhead live, eat, and reproduce in Miners' Ravine Creek. 

Hidden Valley open space is the site of Maidu grinding holes, and is the 
likely location of Maidu relics which are known to exist in Miners' Ravine 
Nature Reserve which is just across Auburn Folsom Road from Hidden 
Valley. 

The EAlEIR needs to state that "HVCA's common property is zoned for 
open space and is protected by the privileges and restrictions of such 
zoning. ChoOSing Alternative A and/or C for the pipeline construction would 
violate Placer County zoning laws and cause harm to wildlife. Another 
altemative will be chosen for the forced sewage pipeline. " 

3. 10 Recreation 

Sensitive Receptors 
... Sensitive receptors include facilities that house or attract children, the 
elderly, people with illnesses, or others who are especially sensitive to the 
effects of air pollutants. Hospitals, schools, convalescent homes, parks and 
recreational facilities, and residential areas are examples of sensitive 
receptors. 
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Comment: The EAIEIR comments regarding the SMD3 plant site, and 
describes the area of SMD3, as if it was the only area impacted by this 
project. When one considers the many miles of the forced sewage pipeline 
from SMD3 to Joe Rodgers Road, other sensitive receptors should be 
included. 

In Alternative A and/or C, construction passes through Hidden Valley 
backyards at Cottonwood Lake and all along Willow Lane with houses on 
both sides of the lane. Hidden Va Iley's common area includes a park 
(Beek's Field - Just across Miners' Ravine Creek from Railroad Pasture) 
with baseball backstop, horseshoe pits, volleyball court, dog's beach, and 
swimming lake, and the recreational facilities of the Hidden Valley 
Clubhouse Area: playground equipment, diving platform and slide, picniC 
tables, BBQ equipment and outside restrooms. This park is used 
extensively throughout the year by the HV membership. 

Mitigation: Change to "Because pipeline construction would damage wildlife 
and wildlife movement corridors, and ~av§l a significant impact on the use of 
HV's recreationfacilities. other less damaging pipeline alternatives will be 
constructed." 

In summary, please consider Alternative 8 as the only viable alternative 
offered. The District 3 force main sewer line proposed belongs only in the 
public easements on the public highway Auburn Folsom Road. _ 

Sincerely, 

Barbara A. Pepper 
8020 Morningside Drive 
Granite Bay CA 95746 
ba pepper@aristata .net 

Attachments: A. B, C, and D 

Prior community service: 
HV Long Range Plan, 1975 
HV Common Area Management Plan, 1999 
Bullfrog Society 

Progressive Beaver Committee 
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HIDDEN VALLEY COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION 
COMMON AREA MANAGEMENT PLANS 

DRAI'T 

WOODLAND MANAGEMENT PLAN 
PASTURE MANAGMENT PLAN 

GATES, TRAILS, ROADS, AND BRIDGES 
MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Prepared By 

COMMON AREA SITE COMMII lEE 

FEBRUARY 8, 1999 
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HIDDEN VALLEY COMMUNITY ASSOCL-\TlON 
COMMON AREA MANAGEl\IlENT PLAt'\'S 

1999 

INTRODUCTION 

. In 1949 Joseph A. Beek began the community of Hidden Valley with 370 acres of orchard and 
grazing land purchased from Martin Ludwig and Joseph Mooney. Today the community consists 
of one hundred sixty two residential lots (1 S9 single family residences) around the outside borders 
surrounding 180 acres of natural common area .. 

Hidden Valley lies in the foothills of western Placer County and is a part of the one hundred 
square mile Dry Creek Watershed. Starting near Newcastle, seven tributaries (Cloverdale Creek, 
Antelope Creek, Secret Ravine Creek, Miner's Ravine Creek, Cirby Creek, Strap Ravine Creek 
and Linda Creek) descend through the foothills into Dry Creek through Roseville and Rio Linda, 
and finally enter the American River in Sacramento County. Approximately 150,000 people 
currently live in the watershed, and in the next twenty years the watershed popUlation is expected 
to double. 

The area described, from the western County line to above Auburn, includes valley grasslands, 
riparian woodlands, and heritage oak groves. Hundreds of species of native plants, fish, and 
wildlife caJlthe area home. The water and riparian habitat that lie along the creeks provide a 
sanctuary for wildlife and a place for watershed residents to recreate and enjoy the outdoors. 
Hidden Valley's immediate neighbor to the southwest is a Placer County park, Miner's Ravine 
Nature Reserve, that contains twenty-six acres of natural area and historical artifacts along the 
ri pari an corridor. 

Hidden Valley is also adjacent to Folsom Lake and the Folsom Lake Recreation Area which 
stretches for many miles into the foothills and ultimately connects to the Sierra Nevada. Both the 
Dry Creek watershed and the Sierra Nevada contain wildlife corridors that provide a link between 
various Ilabitat types necessary for food, shelter and reproduction. Tilese corridors also serve 
birdwatchers, hikers, bicyclists, equestrians, naturalists, children and anyone who wants to be in a 
natural setting away from the city 

All of these factors, together with the vision ofthe munder Joseph A. Beek, has created in Hidden 
Valley a unique "pasture land, wildlife and recreation area" for families to "enjoy the charm and 
quiet of primitive surroundings, without abandoning the conveniences of civilization ... " Beek's 
vision has been continued in its governiog documents and by community agreement and the 
attached management plans funher that vision. 

Draft 



GENERAL ADMfNISTR>\ TIVE PROCEDURES 

The Common Area Site Committee recommends that the folJo\\~ng General Administrative 
Procedums be followed for the Common Area Management Plans below: 

• WOODLAND MANAGEMENT PLAN 
• PASTURE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
• GATES, TRAILS, ROADS, AND BRIDGES MANAGEMEl'.'T PLAN 

GENERAL ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES; 

A. The Management Plans will be a Board Agenda item and will be discussed, as appropriate, 
at the monthly Board meetings. 

B. All improvements and repairs to the Hidden Valley infrastructure will meet the 
construction standards in the Management Plans. 

C The Architecture Committee will be chartered to assist the Maintenance Chair to ensure 
that the construction standards are enforced and will maintain the construction standards. 

D. The Board of Directors will review the Common Area Management Plans annually and a 
Board-appointed Common Area Site Committee will conduct a comprehensive review of 
the Management Plans every three (3) years. 

Draft 2 Fobruary 8. 1999 



DRAFT - 1999 COMMON AREA WOODLAND MANAGEMENT PLAN 

ABSTRACT 

The Woodland Management Plan deseribes management actions regarding the use and 
maintenance of the common area of oak woodlands and riparian conidor, as well as with the flora 
and fauna that inhabit the propeny. 

GOALS & OBJECTIVES: 

I. Maintain and regenerate the woodland oak forest; remove fuel to prevent major forest 
fires 

2. Preserve the integrity of the riparian conidors 
3 Preserve and enhance the wildlife habitat 
4. Enhance the natural areas for multiple use and enjoyment by members 
5. Remove invasive exotic plants; replant with native grasses., wildflowers, and shrub.<; 

ACTION PLAN: 

The Woodland Management Plan includes action plans to: 

• Preserve and regenerate woodland; remove fuel to prevent major forest fires; 
• Preserve the integrity of the riparian conidors; 
• Preserve and enhance wildlife habitat; 
• Enhance natural areas for multiple use and enjoyment by members; and 
• Remove invasive exotic plants; replace with native grasses, wildflowers, and shrubs. 

Some of the key recommendations ofthe Plan include: 

• Control of ladder fuel, especially in the Arena Common Area 
• Riparian conidor enhancement and floodplain protection and erosion control measures 
• A bank stabilization project on tvfiners Ravine Creek using deep-rooted native perennial 

grasses and native shrubs 
• Creation of an Arena Common .'\rea Natural Area 
• Control of exotics (e.g. star thistle, broom, and Himalayan blackberry) 

APPENDICES: 

Appendix A. Planting Procedures and Standards 
Appendix B. Recommended Plant List 
Appendix C Recommended Pasture and Erosion Control Seed List 
Appendix D. Bradley Method of Eliminating Exotic Plants from Natural Reserves 
Appendix E. YeHow Star Thistle Control 
Map: See Gates, Trails, Roads and Bridges Management Plan 
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DRAFT - 1999 COMMON AREA PASTURE MANAGEMENT .PLAN 

ABSTRACT 

The COimnon Area Pasture Management Plan describes use and maintenance of the community 
pastures on common property. 

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES: 

I. Improve the health of the grasslands and oak woodlands on COUlmon property for pa~ture and 
habitat enhancement. 

2. Provide fire control by grazing of annual and perennial grasses and noxious shrubs wherever 
possible. 

3. Provide fenced and gated pasture areas that are safe and secure. 
4. Provide uncontaminated reliable non-creek water sources for horses. 
5. Allow for horse feeding stations in the pastures to maximize healthy feeding and minimize pasture 

damage. 

ACTION PLAN; 

The Pasture Management Plan lists: 

• requirements for horse owners using the common area pastures and 
• management standards for all pastures. 

The Plan recommends: 

• Re-seeding, mowing for star thistle, and irrigation of certain pastures 
• Repair / replacement orall pasture fences over time and introduction oftemporM)' holding corrals 
• Provision of piped in drinking water for horses for Railroad and Cottonwood Pastures to r,educe 

pressure on Miner's Ravine Creek riparian area 
• Feeding stations in all pastures to prevent sand ingestion by horses and to improve impacted 

feeding areas 
• Establishment of an Arena Pasture for fire control 
• Pasture irrigation and summer monitoring to increase the quantity of grass and the appearance of 

late summer pastures. 

APPENDICES: 
Appendix A. Planting Procedures and Standards 
Appendix B. Recommended Plant List 
Appendix C. Recommended Pasture and Erosion Control Seed List 
Appendix D. Bradley Method of Eliminating Exotic Plants from Natural Reserves 
Appendix E. Yellow Star Thistle Control 
Pasture Map 1. Location of piped-in wat,er, temporary holding corrals, & new Arena Pasture 
Pasture Map 2. Location of numbered pasture repairs 
Pasture Fencing Material List 
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DRAFT - 1999 COMMON AREA GATES, TRAILS, ROADS AND BRIDGES 
MANAGEMEo,\,T PLAN 

ABSTRACT 

The Vdtes, Trails, Roads and Bridges Management Plan describes management actions regarding 
tbe use and maintenance of vehicle access, horse, and pedestrian gates; roads and trails; and 
hridges within the Common Area, 

C.oALS & OBJECTIVES: 

L Maintain and preserve Common Area infrastructure (e.g., gates, roads, and bridges). 
2. Provide for and maintain adequate access to the Common Area for control of potential 

fires. 
3. Provide for and maintain adequate access to the Common Area for maintenance of tbe 

Common Area and Common Area facilities. 
4. Prevent unauthorized access to the Common Area. 
5. Maintain roadways and levees so as to minimize erosion. 

ACTION PLAN: 

The Gates, Trails, Roads, and Bridges Management Plan includes the following: 

• Map showing location of all existing and proposed gates, proposed roads, and erosion 
control areas. 

• Table which includes an inventory of all gates and recommended actions. 
• Gates Action Plan 
• Trails and Roads Action Plan 
• Bridges Action Plan 

Some of the key recommendations of the Plan include: 

• Upgrading oftbe Oak Glen Lane maintenance road to provide fire access through the 
Arena Comm{ln Area to the maintenance road west of Laurel Lake. 

• Creation of a fully accessible fire access and maintenance road to the west of Oak Lake 
Pasture by moving the pasture fence 10' to the east 

• Identification of 8 priority gate actions and 22 erosion control repair actions and 
specifications for repair. 

EXHIBITS: 

Map: 
Table I: 
Exhibit I: 
Exhibit 2-1 1 : 

Locations of all Gates and Erosion Control repair sites 
Hidden Valley Common Area Gate Inventory and Action Items 
Specifications for Vehicle and Horse Gates 
Fire District Road Specifications; Erosion Control and Bridge Specifications 
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iN 

HIDDEN VI ALLEY (OMMUNIYlf 

CiRANIYE BAY, (A. 

PHILOSOPHY AND PURPOSE: 

The natural environment of Hidden Valley offers residents a unique 

opportunity to enjoy and learn about nature. The quality of life in Hidden 

Valley is emiched by the natural beauty of the common propelty and by the 

wildlife that inhabit it. 

The Bullfrog Society encourages the appreciation of Hidden Valley as a 

nature reserve through the study and the enjoyment of its flora and fauna. 

We believe that all aspects of nature are connected: the people, the plants, 

and the animals. Therefore, we wish to foster compassion and respect for all 

the beings that inhabit Hidden Valley and we support living in harmony with 

the wildlife here and elsewhere on our planet. 

ACTIVITIES: 
, , 

I 

1. The Society will have quarterly general meetings, open to all Hidden 
Valley residents, to disseminate information about a variety of nature 
topics, indigenous as well as world wide. 

2. The Society will offer nature activities for the youth of Hidden Valley. 
3. The Society will sponsor nature outings in Hidden Valley and in other 

locations which may be of interest to Society participants. 
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HIDDEN VALLEY 
RESTORATIONIMANAGEMENT PLAN 

Prepared For: 
Hidden Valley Community Association 

Folsom, CA 

Prepare By: Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Auburn, CA 

I ~NRcs l 

Hidden Vall{i!)l Re.HorationIA.Jmragemellt Plan 



INTRODUCTION 

The Hidden Valley restoration project is located within the Hidden Valley Commnnity 
Association Common Area near Folsom Lake immediately east of Aubnm-Folsom Rd in 
Placer County. This project will b e fWlded by the Wildlife Habitat Incentive Program 
(WHIP) and the Hidden Valley CommWlity Association. The Wildlife Habitat Incentive 
Program is a NRCS cost share program that funds projects which create, restore, and 
enhance wildlife habitat. 

The 75 acre project site ranges in elevation from 370 feet to 470 feet and lies at the base 
of the Sierra Nevada foothills. The existing habitats include oak woodlands interspersed 
with riparian corridors (Miner's Ravine and other seasonal creeks), lakes, and perennial 
ponds. The riparian corridors are fOWld along seasonal creeks and a larger intermittent 
stream "Miner's Ravine" that flow throughout the landscape. These habitats are in stable 
condition. However, they have been impacted by Himalayan blackberry (Rubis discolor) 
and in one area, red sesbania (Sesbania punicea). They are invasive shrubs that have 
spread through portions of the seasonal creeks, and the Wlderstory of the oak woodlands 
and the majority of the riparian habitat. The invasive shrubs compete with native 
understory and regenerating overstory riparian and oak woodland vegetation. As a result 
habitat for native species has become degraded. Surrounding land includes similar 
habitats, but also includes Folsom Lake to the east. Land use primarily includes wildlife 
areas, recreational, esthetic, and some grazing. Housing development is aroWld the 
perimeter of the project si teo 

This plan is not intended to address all resource needs in the 75 acre common area. It 
does provide an initial group of restoration practices which includes removing the 
invasive shrubs with a masticator, followed b y long term p ractlces to keep the shrubs 
under control. Long-term control measures include live stock g razing and/or herbicide 
application. Once it is determined that invasive shrubs are Wlder control, the understory 
of-the habitats will be planted with native plant species. Ideally, once the native species 
are established they will be strong enough to compete with the invasive shrubs. 

Benefits from these practices include an increase in plant and animal diversity and a 
reduction in fire hazards. The habitats will be planted with a variety of native plants. In 
addition to the plantings, a variety of native plants are also expected to naturally establish 
on site. The wildlife species associated with these plants are also expected to increase. 
The project should have a positive effect on various species of mammals, amphibians, 
reptiles, and birds. The most positive effect should be on avian use of the enhanced 
habitat. Special status species that will most likely benefit from the project include valley 
elderberry long-hom beetle (Desmocerus californicus), western pond turtle (Clemmys 
marmorata), Lawrence's goldfinch (Carduelis lawrencei), yellow warbler (De:ndroica 
petechia); and various species of special status raptoIs. 

Hidden Valley ResfomfionIMarw9,e.menl Plan ,(11 '/'If)f)<: 
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VIA U.s. MAIL ANDE.MAU, (cdraecSiulplacer.ca.gov) 

Ms. Maywall Krach 
Em ironmenlal Coordinfltion Services 
Placer County 
CommlDlily De.vel.opment Resnurce Agency 
3091 County Center Dr , Suite 190 
Aubwu, CA 95603 

Re: Hidden Valley Community Association Comments on Draft EIRIEA for 
8 M!):> Regional Sewer Project 

Dear Ms . Krach: 

Tlus fmIl reprosents the Hidden Valley Commwuty Association ("HVCA" ) with 
re~pecl. 1.<) Ole Placer COLm!y Sewer Maintenance DistricL Regiona l Sewer Project 
(Project"), These comments on the Draft Envirornnentallmpact ReportlEm1irornnental 
Assessment ("DEIR") are submitted for the pw-poses of ensw-lug that aU impact.s of the 
Project on Hidden Valley, its residents and the SurrOW1C!ing env irolllllent arc minimized 
1:0 Ule extent feasibl e a~ required by the Caliromia EnviTolimemal Quality Act (pub. 
Resources ode, §§ _1000 et seq. ("CEQA" , and also in compliance with similar 
requiremcnts mticulated in tlle National Env irOlunental Policy Act ,~2 . S.C. §§ '1331 , or 
"eq. ("NEPA") . 

L HveA SUPPORTS THE Al"l'TlCJP A TED C'H.4NGE m THE 'FlNAL ElR 
TO PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE B 

At the August 1 _01 2 Gnmite Bay Mlulicipal Advisory Committee ("MAC" 
mceting. County staff provided all update with fI.'spect to the prefelTed Project analyzed 

19-1 

in the DETR. AccQrding to ~lart: the Final ELR will pres.enL a varialion of Altem~llive B, 19-2 

rather than A Ite.mativ - A, as the preferred project alternative for purPOSt~ of CEQk 
Under Alternative B, Ille ex:i~titJg Sewer Ma.i ntenance District (" S!vfD" gravity ~ewer 
line through Hidden Valley would continue to be relied upon for the next 15-25 years 
unl'il addi tional capacity i. needed_ Al.lh~1. li me, the I O- inch expancled line would he 
built along Aubwl1-' 'olsOn! Road, rather than through H idden Valley. According to 
County staft: there is ufficient capacity for the existing SMD 2 Sewer line to convey 



Ms. Mavwan Krach .' 
August 6.2012 
Page 2 of 17 

wastewater from the ncar tenn, inclnding the addition of approximately 200 additional 
sewer conncctions to accommodate future growth. I 

HVCA full y supports the $hift in emphasis from Alternative A to Alternative B, 
which is consistent with the mandate of CEQA to adopt alternatives and luitigation 
measures to substantially lessen the significant effects of projects. (Pub. Resources Code, 
§ 21002.) Some of the benefits ofAltclllative B as compared to other alternatives 
identified in the DET R include: 

• Fewer impacts to sensitive biological resources, including habitat for chinook 

salmon and steel head; 

• Reduced disturbance to Hidden Valley residents during construction; and 

• Dela. or some ratepayer investments until those demands call be funded by 
new ratepayers, 

Prior to receiving the update at the ret:ent MAC meeting, HVCA had already 
begun compiling information (including consulting with experts), as to how the DEIR 
inadequately analyzed the impacts to the environment associated with Altematives A and 
C. [n particular, the DETR failed to recognize the existence and the gravity of impacts of 
constrnct and operation of an expanded sewer main \.vithin the Miners Ravine sensitive 
stream environment in Hidden Valle. ', With the emphasis now on Alternative B, 
however, HVCA does not find it necessary to provide a detailed analysis as to all the 
ways in waich the DEIR fails to adequately aual)cze the environmental impacts of 
Alternatives A and C. These comments on the DE[R therefo re focus on issues that must 
bc addrcsscd ill the Final ETR to support approval of Altcmutivc B. Trthe preferred 
project altcmative changes to include an expansion of the SMD 2 sew'er line through 
Hidden Valley in any fornl, HVCA would submit additional comments regarding the 
inadequacies of the OEm. with respect to analysis of those alternatives . 

In this !'egard, consistent with the rep.l'esentations ohtsfr, the Final EIR must 
be clear that any consideration of eX[lansion of the SMD 2 sewer line "'ithin Hidden 
Valley (to which HVCA. strenuously ()hi~ts) would require ~ comple!"I" new D"aft 
EIR, which would need to be recirculated for public re'l-iew. 

Tn this regard, the poasing of Alternative B described in the DEIR is slightly 
different, as implementation of the SMD 2 FM expansion ill the vicinity of Hidden 
Valley (along Aubum-Folsolll Road) would occur in Phase I, by 2014. (See DEIR, p. 2-
17, Table 2-3.) HVCA anticipates that thc revised description of Altemativc B will 
ineludc the correct phasing. 

J 19·2 
Cent 

19·3 
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While I-IVCA is generally supportive of Altemative B as described at the recent 
MAC meeting, clalificalion is still needed on: 

• Exact contlguratioll and location of project components. including location of 
all arcas whcrc construction activities will occur: 

• 

o Specifically, bow the new expanded line will connect with Forcemain 

("FM") 043 and what cOllslnlclion act; vities will be necessary for that to 

occur: 

Which staging areas arc nccessary and how they will bc utilized in a manner 

tbat minimizes disturbance to the enviroument and Hidden Valley residents 

and HVCA facilities (including water pl.ant and pipelines); 

19·4 

] 19·5 

• Wh~tbe.: .there will be allY crossings of Miners Ravine, and jf so, what types of ] 19.6 

crossmgs WIll be uttill,ed (see DEIR, p, 2-18), 

• 

• 

• 
• 

What specific measurcs will be utilized during construction to prevent water ] 
quality impacts spe.cificaJly to Miners Ravine, and generally to minimize 19·7 

impacts to sensitive biological resources in the Project area; and 

The adequacy (capacity and co.nditiOIl) of existing FM sewer lines through HV ] 
to convey cun'ent SMD 3 Wastewater Treatment Plant ("WWTP") discharges, 19·8 

along with effluent from up to 200 new hool.:ups in the fhture. 

The need for any odor relief valves within Hidden Valley, :=J 19·9 

Exactly when Phase 11 of Altemative 13 would oc.cur: and how HVCA will be ] 19.10 

consulted to ensure constmction activities in A -1' Road rcsult in minimal 

disl1Hballces to Hidden Valley residents, 

The Final EIR must present a thorough description of the Project that includes 
these details, HVCA would like to meet with Connty engineering and environmental 
review staff in the coming weeks to c1atify ollr understanding of these issues atld assist 19·11 

staff in ellsuring thaI the Project design minimizes impacts on the environment to the 
extent fea sible, as required by CEQA 

II. COM.MENTS ON DEIR 

A. Overview of CEQA Requirements 

1. Project DescIiption 

"An accurate, stable and finite project description is the sine qua /Ion of an 
informative and legally sufficient FIR." (Sa/l Joaquin Raptorl WildliJe Resclle Center v, 
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COllnty oj Stal1islalls (1994) 27 Cal,App.4th 713, 730. quoting County oj Inyo v, City oj 
Los Al1geles (1977) 71 Cal.App.3d 185, 193,) As a result, cOUl1s have found that even if 
an environmental document is adequate in all other respects, the use of a "truncated 
project concept" violates CE()A and mandates the conclusion that the lead agency did not 
pl'cx;eed in a manner required by law, (San Joaquin Rap/or/Wildlife Rescue Cel1ter, 
supra, 27 Cal.App.4th at 730,) Furthermore, "[aJn accurate project descriptiou is 
necessary for an intelligent evaluation of the potential environmental effects of a 
proposed activity," (Ibid) Thus, thc inaccuratc and incomplete project dcscription 
rendcrs the analysis of potentially signifiC<1nt cnviron ll1ental impacts inhcrently 
unreliable. 

The OEIR prepared for the Project lacks sufficient detail to meaningfully 
comment. In particular. alignment and location of Project and specific areas that would 
be impacted during construction are not specifically disclosed, The fJgures provided in 
the OUR are patently inadequate to apprise the public ,,[what activities are being 
proposed in which gcological area, This lack of basic infolllJation makes it ditlicult to 
comment 011 the adequacy of the analysis and to propose feasible mitigation to reduce the 
significant impacts of the Project. 

2. Project Setting and Impacts 

Properly describing the setting for the Project is essentialundcr CEQA. (See 
CEQA Guidelines, § 15125.) Mor~'Over, an EIR cannot rely on unacceptable baseline 
conditions to diminish a pro.ieet's environmental impact. (Kings County Fann Bureau v, 
City oj Hanjord (1990) 221 Cal.App.3d 692. 718 (F IR inadequate as an informational 
document that concluded ozone emissions are less than signifiC<1nt because the project's 
emissions are small in comparison to existing unacceptable conditions in the air basin); 

19·12 
Cent. 

see also Communltiesjor a Beller Em1r0l1l/1en/1', Califomia Resources Agen'J' (2002) 19.13 

103 Cal.App.4th 98, 121 (striking dO\\-ll CEQA Guidelines provisions determined to be 
inconsistent with "controlling CEQA law because, thcy measure a proposed project's de 
minimis incremental impact relative to the existing cumulative impact, rather than focus 
on the combined effccts of these impacts"),) Hcre, the OEIR fails to establish what thc 
baseline conditions are, The HVCA's comments are aimed at helping the County 
identify and correct the defJciencies in describing the Project's ba':>eline environmental 
setting, 

C '~QA encou rages lead agencies to develop and publish thresholds of significance, 
(CEQA Guidelines. § 15064,7,) Evcn if a Icad agency docs not formally adopt thresholds 
of significance, it must develop thrcsholds that assist it in evaluating thc environmental 19·14 

impacts of a given project. (See, e,g,. Oakland Heri/age, lIIiance v, City ajOakland 
(2011) 195 CaLApp.4th 884, 899) 
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Appendix G "is only an illustrative checklist and does not sct forth an exhaustive 
list of potentially significant cnvironmcntal impacts undcr CEQA or standards of 
signillcan<.:e Cor those impads," (City of San Diego v, Board ofTmstees of Cal ifomi a 
State I ;/liversify (20 11) 20 I Cal.A pp.4th 1134, 11 89-1192 (8ml Diego), citing Protect the 
Historic Amador Waterways v . Iff/ador Water .,jgency (2004) ! 16 Cal,AppAth 1099, 
1110-1111,) The DEIR, howevcr. refers primarily to the sample questions contained ill 
Appendix G of the Guidelines without regard to the types of impa<.:ts most likely to occlir 
as a result of implementation of thc Proje<.:1. Of particular concern here, the DEI R docs 
not adequately address the potclltiallor impacts as a rcsult of dccreascd flows to Miners 
Ravine, onlv addressing the issue in Appendix I of the DElR. 

While perfection is not required in an EIR, the EIR is required to set forth a good 
faith disclosure and analysis of environmental impacts, (Laurel Heigills Improvemen! 
ASS'IIl', Regents of the Uni", of ·al. (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376, 399,) The EIR must provide 
sufficient infornlatioll to allow decision-makers and the puhlic to understand the 
environmental consequences of the pr~iect. (In re Woodward Park Homeowners Assn., 
Inc, v, Cify of Fresno (2007) 150 CaLAppAth 683, 706,) A draft EIR must clearly 
identify and describe "ldJirect 31ld indirect significantllffects" to the environment that 
include "physica l ch311ges, alterations to ecolog ical systems, ' , . health and safety 
problems caused by Ihe physica.! changes," (See CEQA Guidelines. §§ 15126,2, ~ubd, 
(a); 15358. subd, (3)(2) (defining "effects" to include "[iJndirect or secondu.!), etl'ccts").) 
An EIR must also describe any significant environmental effects that cannot be avoided if 
the project is implemented, (Pub, Resources Code, § 21100, subd, (b)(2),) Under the 
CEQA Guidelines, significant effects that cannot be mitigated must be described as well 
as effects that can be mitigated but not reduced to a level of insignificance. (CEQA 
Guidelines, § 15126,2, subd, (b),) 

Under NEPA, di scussion of impacts should include those that are ecological, 
aesthetic, historic, culnlfal, economic, social, or health-related, whether direct, indirect, or 
cumulative, (40 C,F.R., § 1508.8,) Under N EPA, an EIS must address environmental 
consequences of impacts, including unavoidable adverse environmental effects that 
would result from the project, the effect that short-tenn usc of the environment could 
have on " the maintenance and enhancement of long-term productivity ," and "any 
irreve rsible or irretrievable commitments of resources which would be required to earry 
out the Project. 

3. Mitigation Measures and Alternatives 

19-14 
Cent. 

19-15 

identilied, mitigation of identified environmental impaets is a key requirement for a 1916 

Once a Projcct is adequatcly dcselibed, and the potentially significant impacts l 
sufficient EIR. CEQA Guidelines, section l5126.4 requires thaI significant impacts be -
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mitigated to the c).1:ent feasible, Mitigation measures must be full y enforceable through 
permit conditions. agreements . or other legall y binding i.nstruments. (CEQA Gu idc1incs. 
§ 15126.4, subd, (0)(2),) \Vhile formulat.ion or mitigation m",usures should not be 
deferred until some future time, measure~ "Illay specity perfOn1l1UH;", standards which 
would mitigate the significllnt effecl oftlJe project and whicb may be accomplhhed in 
more than one specilied way ." (CEQA Guidelines, § 15126,4. subd, (a)( IXB).) 

A.fter a project is properl described and its impacts have been identified. CEQA 
requires the adoption of mitigation measures and/or altemativcs to reduce tbe identified 
impacts o f the P roj eel. pub, Resources Code §21002,) Once an ElRh:lsbeen prepared, 
a publ ic agency cannot approve or carry out a project with One Of more signitJcant el1e cts 
011 the en vironment llnlcss tbat agency call makc the following tindings with respect to 
each signi fic;mt effect: 

19·16 
• Changes or aiterati<ms hnve been required in , or incorporated into. the projec.l. Cont. 

which mitigate or avoid the siguifieant e fI ects on the envirOnl11enL 
• 'rhose changes or alterations a re wi thin the responsibility and jurisdiction of 

another public agen cy and ha ve been. or can and should be. adopted by that 
other agenev: or 

• Specific econom ic, legal. social. technological , or other consideratjons. make 
infeasible th<ll11itigation me,lsurcs or al ternatives identiGed in the EIR. 

With re·specl to signilkanl eJfects that mnst be overridden. the public agency mu st fInd 
that specific ovcrlidillg cconomic. legal. social. technological. or othcr benefits of the 
pr~i cct outwei gh the signilicant effects on the environment (Pub. RcsollJces Code, § 
21081.) Thus, CEQA requires that public agcncies adopt mitigation measures and 
altematives wherever feasible. As described belD" , the DEIR inadequately desclibes 
several potentially siglliiicant irl1pal'ts and additional feasible mitigation measures and 
alternatives are ava.ilable to reduce the significant impact' of lhe Pr~iecL 

B. Spl'cific Comml'nts on DEIR Analysis 

1. Biological Rl'sourel'S (DEIR sl'etion 3.3) 

Additional biological setting infornwlion is needed to properl y filial . ze tbe 
potentiall y significant impacis oCthe Project on biological resources, The DEIR fails to 
reference or rely on tbe Miller' s Ravine Habitat A ssessment. prepared by the, Department 
of Water Resources in 2002 .1 This report includes important information about babitat 

A ailablc at: Imp:! ~'Ww . watcr.ca , gov , (js h passag 'doc miners,pdt: 

19·17 
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values for fish and other wildlife within Miners Ra vine. inciuding a li st of special status 
species occurring in the area, 

The DEIR fuil s 10 identi C: a number of Ii 'ted 8Jld special status species that are 
already documented 10 occur within the Project area, In particular, tlle S wain son 's hawk 
and burrowing owl were 1I0t discussed i,n the OEm., and, 'et have the potential to occur in 
the Project area, Protocol level surveys are rt:quired for these two species to determine 
whetlwr they occur, ~md it' so. \,'hat nctions arc nece sary to avoid take of these species, 
Biological resourccs slnff should be 3Wtll'e that these surveys arc 1I0t "prceollstmction 
surveys" as were i,nciuded in the Mjtigation Monitoring and ReportiDg Plan r 'MMRP") 
(DEIR, Appcmdix A ): r'l ther, the required surveys are full-YC<lf investigations 3 

Moroover. witb respect to bal s, an acoustic study is nccessm-y because tield surveys are 
diffi cult to execute and OftCIl inaccurate. 

The DEIR recognizes Essential Fi sh Habilllt (" EFH· ') for Chinook almoll lUld 
critical habitat for Sh::elhead occurS in tho Project area, (DElR .. p, 3,3· 16.) The DElR. 
bowever. only con siders potentiul restrietiollS 011 mig.ration for sleel1lcnd, il.od concludes 
based on the Hydrologic Study in Appendix F, tbat there is not even a potenlial impact to 
consider. The January 25. 20 12 technical assistan ce leller provided as a scoping 
comm ent from NOAA Fishe ries Service, howe ver, explieitl . states tlmt both lish species 
need to be considered in li ght of (low reductions 10 Min ers Ravine thaI would occur as a 
result of decomm issioning the SMD 3 WWTP, Moreover. NOAA recommended thai 
three distinct flow regimes would be assessed (not two), NOAA also recommended eight 
addi tional studies to assess impacts: 110ne of tbesc studies weI'" included or rcfcrcnc,ed in 
th" DEIR, (NOAA Sooping Letter. pp, 3-4,) The DEIR does not explain why these 
studies were nOl undertakcn, NOAA also identified 14 constmctioll I3 MPs in an 
enclosure to its leller. only one of whieb appe:ars 10 be: included in the DE1R 
(developmenl of a ~pill respon se plan), 

Considering tbe area ' s st~tu s of EFJ-IJcritica I habitat and the scope of this 
extensi \'e construction project:, the Final EIR must bu corrected to address the issues 
rai sed and recommendations of the NOAA tecitllieal llssistaI1ee letter. Moreover. tbe 
DErKs claim s Ihat the Project will re~ult in an " increase" in W:l ler quali t' as a result of 
cessation of SMD .3 WWT P di scharges into Miners Ravine is questionable gi\'cn !low 
reducti on, (DEIR, p, 3,7-17, ) Given the lack of detail in the Hydrologic Study, th is 
conclusion is not adcquatel ., supported and should be clarified ill the DEJR. 

See Of 0 Website for further information regarding protocol level surveys: 
http://www.d[£.e3.£ov/\\1 Idlife/nongame/sul.\·emonilor.html. 

J 19-17 
Cent. 
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19-19 
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I-IVCA 's biological mld hydrologic experts' review of the Hydrologic Snldy in 
Appcndix I concludcd tilat it docs not adcquately analyzc the potential o[tilc Project to 
result in now reductions in Miners Ravine, SpeciJically, the study is not sullie·ient to 
accurately or adequately make conclusions regarding direct and indirect impacts to 
aquatic and riparian resources in Miners Ravine associated witll tbe proposed Project. 
HCVA's experts identified the foJlowing deficiencies in the Hydrologic Analysis of ilow 
in Appendix l: 

I, For a dry to a vcry dry wintcr, thc rclativc flow contribution frolll the 
discharge facility \\~ 1l be much greater thSD that modeled. This is because 
the discharge flow would oceur regardless of hydrologi.c conditions. since 
discharges are based on a consistent population, 
2, Flow-temperanue relationships and their potential effects on the 
aquatic resource from the changing of discharge volumes are not described, 
3, The How contribution effect on fish diet is not described, The 
aquatic, and to a lesser degree ripalian, organisms that the fish are reliant on 
lor lood are also more reliant on those predictable flows in dl)' winters, 
Thus, while the might possibly be fish passage without the discharge 110w, 
the effects on the fish diet are unanalyzed and are likely to be significantly 
affected by the loss of that water in dl)l years. 
4, There are too few cross-sections, Specifically, (here needs to be an 
upstream cross- section above discharge point, and several more along the 
creek un til the backwater. The analysis focuses on three cross-sections, 
Ilone of which are clearly located Oil a scaled figure or shown in sectional 
Vle\v. 

5, Flow is an important variable. but the study nccds tables also 
showing the stage heights, None are provided , What is the stage discharge 
relationship not llsing the false correlation (see last bullet point below)? 
This cannot be independently detennined since the cross-sections were also 
not provided, Even if it was appropriate, it would only be useful for the 
cross-section , and then only for the two observed 110w's, 
6, A HEC m\3lysis would be much morc aecurate because of the non­
linear changes in stage dilTerence between different flows. due to variation 
in roughness and local channel shape, 
7, Tbe influence of shallo\v groulldwater flow from ponds confounds 
the presented results and is identified in the anal ysis as a potential problem, 
This is likely to have resulted in a masking of the contribution to stage from 
the discharge. which is nlrthcr exacerbated by short discharge period 
(created locally extreme Il\Jraulic head difference(s)), 
8, Statistics provided for the T-test are un-replicabl.e, unsubstantiated 
assumptions ofnolTIlality, and incolTectly described as having a high RA 2, 

19·20 
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19·24 

19·25 

] 19·26 
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The DEIR also includes inadequate study of habitat impacts from potential 
sedimcn t relcas.:s during construction, Sediment im pacts could occur from: (I) frackout 
from any creek undercrossings (jac,king and boring); (2) sediment releases from staging 
and eXC3yation; and (3) the potential for sediment and sewage releases from overerossing 
piping failures. Tbese and other direct and indirect impacts oftbe Project must be 
analyzed in a detailed ecologic study. 

The DEIR also mistakenly concludes that there arc not more significant biological 
impacts associated witb Altcrnativcs A and C, which involve extensive construction 
activities adjacent to and within Miners Ravine. This is indicat,ive of the DElR's 
inadequacy with respect to an al}'7,ing biological impacts, (See, e.g., DEtR, Tahle ES-I, 
Biological 1m pacts.) Pursuan t to tbe CEQA, a lea,d agency must make a mandatory 
finding of signific>Ulce whenever a "project has thc potential to ... reduce the nllmher or 
restriel the rUllge of all elldallgered, rare or threaiell,ed species[.]" (CEQA Guidelines. 
§ 15065, subd. (a) (emphasis added).) The Final FIR should disclose that any 
altematives that include major construction work within Hidden Valley (Altemativcs A - . 
and C) would result in a mandatory finding of significance with respect to impacts on 
chinook salmon and steel head, at a minimum, Such collstruction work would alS() be 
inconsistent with the Grani te Bay Community Plan Biological Resource Policy II, 
among other related goals and policies. (DEIR. pp. 33.8.) 

Suggested Mitigatiou for Flow Impacts to Miners Ravine 

To mitigate for aquatic habitat impacts as a result of cessatiou of discharges into Miners 
Ravine from the SMD 3 WWTP and potential increases in sediment from construction 
activities. the following mitigation measurcs should be considered: 

• Providing replacement water discharges into Miner's Ravine from another 

source': >uuVor 

• Implementing high priority aquatic habitat improvement projects in the 

watershed, 10 be identilied and planned in consultation with NOAA Fisheries 

Service and the California Department of Fish and Game. 

2. Project Construction Impacts 

According to the DEIR. there will be approximately 14 months of construction to 
completc thc project. (DEIR. p. 3.11-7.) Much of this construction will occur near 
(within 50 fcct or closcr) scnsitivc rcsidcntial rcccptors. As a rcsult, it is impcmtivc that 
the DEIR I"ully analv.e aud mitigate constmction impacts. 

19-29 

19-30 

19-31 

19-32 
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a. Noise and Villl'ation WEIR. section 3.9) 

The DEIR fails to provide sufllcient detail in its analysis ofnoise requirements, 
impilcts , ilnd mitigation, The DEIR states that "typical eonstruction ac tivities (equipment 
use factor 0[25% or 1110re) could result in noise levels up to 88 dBA ," referencing a chart 
listing various pieces of equipment that generate estimated noise levels ranging fron) 80-
88 dBA (rock crusher, back hoe, excavator, concrete mixer tnlck, COllcrete pUlllP truck, 
etc,), Ilowcver. during const!1lction. more than OtiC piecc of equipment will bc llsed at 
onc timc, for exam pic, a concrctc mixcr trllck and a concrctc pump truck arc likely to 
operate c()ncurrently, and they generate 85 dBA and 82 dBA, respecti vely. The DEIR 
completely fa.ils to analyze the additive effect of the use of Illultiple pieces of equipment 
and instead impenllissibly isolates each source for purposes of wlllparison to the 
threshold of significance. Stated plainly, wtlstruction sound levels are likely to be much 
higher than the DEIR asserts, Additionally, the DE1R fails to consider the additive effect 
of total construction noise combined with the already existing baseline noise levels. 

The DEIR notes that Placer ConIlty Ordinance 9.35,060 makes it "unlawthl" to to 
exceed the sound levels specified in the ordinance or to exceed the sound level by 5 dBA 
in the vicinity of sensitive receptors, The DEIR observes that those levels will bc 
exc-eeded, but then asserts immediately after that discllssion that "County Ordinance 
9.36.030 exempts construction noise" between houl'S specil1ed in the ordinance, (DEIR 
at p, 3.9-12 throngh 9-13,) The excmption in Ordinance 9.36.030. ho"vevcr, applies only 
"[i]fthe applicant can show, , ,tllat a diligent investigation of available sollnds 
suppression techniques would be impractical or unreasonable." The DEIR fails to state 
how the required showing of impracticality or unreasonableness has been made, The 
DEIR also fails to note that Ordinancc 9.36,030 requires that when the "exception is 
associated with a discretionary permit, the exception shall be processed concurrently," 
To the extent an exception to the County's noise requirements is necessar\,. the hnal EIR 
Illnst disclose why the exception applies and acmally apply for an exception. 

Policy 9.AS of the Placer County General Plan also requires "submission of an 
acoustical anal 'sis as part of tile environmcntal review' process so that noise mitigation 
may be included in the project design," The General Plan requires that the acoustical 
analysis "[rlccommcnd appropriatc mitigation to achicvc compliancc with thc polic.ics 
and standards of this scction" and that the analysis "lc ]stimate noise exposure after the 
prescribed mitigation measures have been il1lplemented.'" (Placer County General Plan, 

The General Plan also requires that the acoustical anal sis "Be prepared by a 
qualified person experienced in the fields of environmental noise assessment and 
architecnHal ac,()ustics" and it is unclcar frolll the DEIR whcther that rcquirclllCnt has 
been met. (DEIR 5-1, List of Preparers,) 
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Table 9-2 "Requirements for an Acoustical Analysis,") The DFlR's noise analysis and 
mitigation measllres do not appear to meet this requiremcnt because the measures do not 
estimate noise exposures after implementation of mitigation measures. The only 
language allempting to estimate exposures is va&,'ll1':. ,;tating lhat "Noise levels, , , would 
exceed the County's maximulllnoise level standard of70 dB, Lmax at sensitive receptors 
located within 750 feet of constnJction activities" and that mitigation measures "\\ould 
reduce noise-related construction impacts, , . to avoid adverse effects," (DEIR, p, 3.9-
13,) 

The OElR states that under Mitigation Measure 3,9-l, constnJction "should be 
limited to , , , 6 am to 8 pm Monday through Friday and 8 am to 8 pm Saturday and 
Sunday," (DEIR. p. 3,9-14,) However, as recognized in the DEIR, the Granite Bay 
Community Plan prohibits collstnJction after 6 p,m, on Saturdays, and forbids it 
altogether on Sundays. (DEIR at 3,9-910 3,9-10,) The DEIR lacks any explanation of 
wh, thc Mitigation Mcasure fails to align with thc requircments ofthc Granite Bay 
Community Plan, 

The DDR moreover did not assess existing noise levels within Hidden Valley. 
(DEIR, Figure 3,9-1.) Ooly four sites outside ohhe WWTF were monitored. and all of 
those four are located 50 feet or less from Aubum-Folsom Road, where the "'ambient 
noise environment." is dominated b traffic noise," (DEIR, p. 3,9-3, figure 3,9-1. 
Tablc 3,9-2,) The lack of monitoring within Hidden Valley or othcr potentially' affected 
neighborhoods furt.her otI Aubum-Foisom Road with lower ambient noi~e results in an 
artificially high baseline that does not adequately describe the noise impacts of 
construction 00 sensitive receptors, Any noise impacts of any \\fork within Hidden 
Valley (which should be minimal under Altemative B), must be measured in relation to 
noise levels within Hidden Valley. not noisc along Auburn-Folsom Road, 

Even where background levels are high, the DEIR also may 110t rely on high 
background/baseline noise levels to conclude that the Project's incremental contribution 
to cumulative noi se levels is less than significant. (See, e.g., Kings COlin,,), Farm Bureau 
v. City of Hanford (1990) 221 Cal App,3d 692, 718 (finding EIR inadequate tha t 
concluded. ozone emissions were less than significant becaus project emissions were 

19-35 
Cent. 

19-36 

19-37 
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COIIIIJ/unil;es Jor a Beller EnvironJllenl v, Caiijof71ia Resources Agency (2002) 103 
Cal.App.4th 98. l21 (striking dO\\~l CEQA Guidelines provisions detcollined to be 
inconsistent \\ 'th ;'controlling CEQA law because the' measure a proposed project's de 
minimis incremental impact relative to the existing cumulative impact. rather than focus 
on the combined effects of these impacts"),) 
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Suggested Mitigation for Noise Impacts 

Additional mitigation measures should be implemented to reduce noise impacts to 
the extent feasible, as required by CEQA. Such additional mitigation l1JeaSllre~ include: 

• Phasing of construction work during construction hours to limit the magnitude 

of const.ruction noise at anyone time, 

• Installing noise barriers/curtains thaI break the line-ot~sight between the noise 

source and the receptNS. and that is free of holes or gaps.5 

• Shroud or shicld all impact tools; muffle or shield all intakc and cxhaust ports 

on power constIUction equipment; use of other noise attenuating devices or 

materials such as covers on generators, walls, and othcr sound-producing or 

sound-reflecting sources . 

• Limiting constIUction to weekdays 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

• Using rubberized asphalt to reduce the noise levels produced, andior vegetative 

plantings or 3n carth berm to lessen noisc impacts at sensitive receptors. 

Mitigation Measure 3.9-1 must be corrected to include all feasible mitigation for 

19-39 

the noise impacts of the Project. Moreover, to the eXtent the County is relying on 19-40 

construelion contract provisions to reduce noise impacts, those measures must be 
included in the Final EIR and MMRP. 

b. Air Quality Impacts (DEIR, section 3.2) 

The Project EIR observes that constmction of thc Proposed Project will result in 
emissions, including particulate malter, and suggests emissions and dust reduction 
through Mitigation Measure 3.2-1 , and for asbestos, 3.2-3a, 3.2-3b. (DEIR, p. 3.2-20 
through 3.2-25) However, additional mitigation measures are avai.lable to reduce 
construction particulate emissions. 

Suggcsted Construction Mitigation Measures 

• Water exposed ealth surfaces as necessary to eliminate visible dust emissions 
(at least one water truck wi II be available for every three pieces of earthmoving 
equ i p III en t); 

The fourth bullet in Mitigation Measure 3.9-1 appears to only require lise of 
"cxisting" barrier features. Thcre is no reason this measure should be limited in this way, 
as use of temporary barriers to rcduce noise levels at sensitive receptors is feasible. 

19-41 
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• Pave. lise gravel cover or spray a dust control agent on all haul roads; 
• Wash dO\\"l all earthmoving construction equipment daily, and wash down all 

haul trucks leaving the site; 
• CO\ cr all trucks ddi\cnng or exporting soil, sand, and other loose materials to 

ensure that all trucks hauling such materials maintain at least two feet of 
freeboard; 

• Institute measure, to reduce wind erosion when site preparation is corlJpleted; 
• Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff onto 

public roadways; 
• Provide graveled, paved or grass-covered areas for construction employee 

vehicle parking; and 
• Retaining a CARB certified individual to routinely perform Vi sible Emissions 

Evaluations (VEE) to ensure compliance with Rule 228, Fugitive Dust. 
Fugitive dust shall not exceed 40%, opa.eity and shall not go beyond propeny 
boundaries at any time, These restrictions apply to holiday and wcekend 
periods when work may not be in progress, 

3. Publk Sel'vices (OEIR, section 3.12) 

Planning is underway to upgrade (he HVCA privately owned and operated water 
supply system, which is functional but aging, With [IYCA moving forward on water 
supply systcm upgrades, there is also a need to coordinate placement of future utilities, 
This is particularly important given the intent to constnrct Phase Il of Alternative B at 
some point in the future wlwn the additional capaci ty is needed. 

INCA is also concerned that the proposed staging area at Cavitt Stallman Road 
and Aubnrn-Folsom Road is directly on top of HVCA water system pipelines, (DETR, 
f igure 2-3; see also Exhibit B, Proposed Staging Areas, photos I and 2,) IlVCA is 
concerned that use of this staging area by hea\'y equipment and for material storagc may 
damage HVCA water infrastructure beneath the surface, The D IR's section Oil Utilities 
and Service Systcms does not address the potential for the Project to interferc with 
HVCA water supplies, 

Moreovcr, the loeation of the Twin Rocks Road staging arca is too close to 
sensitive habitat in the vicinity of Miners Ravine, leading to potential habitat degradatioll 
and watcr quality issues. (See also Exhibit 13, Proposed Staging Areas, photo 3.) It 
would also be im possible to comply with applicable Biological Resource protection 
policies in the Granite Bay Communi ty Plan ifthc Twin Rocks Road staging area is llsed, 
(See DEIR, p, 3.3-7 to 3.3-8,) 
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The County should also be on notice that HVCJ\ does not concede that the COUllty 
currently maintains thc necessary property interests to utilize either the proposed T,\~ n 
Rocks Road or Cavill Road staging areas during construction as described in the DElR. 
(See (In/e. Section Ill, r,)1' additional information,) Mon;over, under Altemative 8, the 
Phase [J 10" FM would be delayed until the additional capacity is needed, Thus, it is not 
clear that staging areas at Tw'in Rocks Road or at Cavitt Stallman Road would be 
appropriate central staging areas that could support Project construction activities to the 
north, Both areas also arc too close to sensitive rcsidential uses and suffer from visibility 
issues for purposes of construction vehicles entering and exiting onto Aubulll-Foisom 
Road. 

4. rrnvironmental Hazards and Fire Risk (DEIR, section 3.6) 

The DEIR fails to identiC), or analyze potential increased fire risk that could arise 
due to reduced stream now in Miners Ravine. The Hidden Valley does not have fire 
hydrants in the 180-acre common area. and hydrants on I·rvCA plivate roads can be 
subject to pressurization issues, This area is therefore reliant on the lakes fed by Miners 
Ravine for fire protection.6 Local fire trucks are equipped to pump water directly from 
the lakes within Hidden Valley when fires OCClir. 

While the DE IR considers fire risk during construction (Impact 3.6-4), it fails t" 
address the potential for reduced water supplies for iighting fires as " result of 
elimination of WWTP discbarges to Miners Ravine, At a minimum, this isslie should be 
addressed ill tbe FEIR under Cumulative Impact 3,6-7. If the Project increases the risk of 
fire by interfering with HVCl\' s firefighting capabilities, mitigation must be adopted as 
part of the Proj ect, 

ilL PROPERTY RIGHTS CONCERNS WITH PRO.mCT 

A. Easement for Sewer Main Restdets County Activity in Hidden Valley 

Certain casements were granted to the COllnty in order to build the existing 
combination gravi ty/pressure sewer line through common areas and individual parcels in 
1973. According to that easement, the right or entry temlinated upon complet.ion of the 
\\INk, though the easement also referenced an intent on the part of the County to maintain 
the sewer line, (See, e,g .. Exhib it C. Sewer Easement.) The 1953 Articles of 
Incorporarion provide additional limitations on tbe ability ofHVCA to grant easements 

6 HVCA water right licenses expressly include "fire protection uses," (Licenses for 
Diversion and Use of Water, ' 5430 an d # 5431.) 
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for utilities through Hidden Valley. They also specifically provide that "no person shall 
dcstroy. remove or plant any tree, shrub or othcr vcgetation upon thc Common Arca 
\\~thout the express approval of the A ssociation." (Article VI, Section 3.) 

Staff discussion atlhe August 1, 2012 MAC meeting provided some 
acknowledgnlent that existing easements do not grant the County adequate access to 
construct an expanded sewer line through Hidden Valley, as contemplated in Altemativcs 
A and C. While Altcmative B appears to include significantly less construction activities 
within Hiddcn Valley. and particularly the 180-acre eOlllmon area, than AllcmativcsA 
and C . it appears ~me activities w ithin Hidden Valley may be necessary . For instance, 
the necessary conn ection to the G 16-43 FM appears to be within Hidden Valley. II is 
also possible that additional investigations andlor improvements to the existing sewer line 
in Hidden Vallcy may bc necessary to implcment Alternative n. County staff should be 
on notice that the s~O{)pe of Sewer Easement granted in 1973 does not necessarily 
autholize these types of acti vilies. 

I-IVCA requires a detailed diagram of all proposed conslJuctioll activities within 
and near I-Iidden Valley ("0 detemline whether additional easements andlor lie-ens.:s will 
bc necessary to undertake the Project. While HVCA will cooperate with the County to 
the extent possible, HVCA will zealou81y guard the property rights of its residents as well 
as the common propert interests in the commonly held open space in Miners Ravine and 
at HVCA's water trcatmcnt plant. No easements or licenses will be grantcd to undertakc 
activities tbat conflict with the intent of the INCA Articles of Incorporation, cause 
impacts to the environmeot. or othe[\\~se undermine the quality of life for Hidden Valley 
residents. We look forward to working with sraff to clari!'," the extent to which additional 
access within Hidden Valley is necessa[\" and will afterwards makc a detennination as to 
whether I-IVCA andlor Hidden VaHey Lando\~11erS can accommodate the requested 
access. 

B. Potential Impacts to Hidden Valley Wate .. Rights 

Mincrs Ravine traverses the Ccnter of Hidden Valley, providing opcn spacc, 
wildlife habitat and also filling a series of lakes. Totbis end. HVCA holds water 
lie<->rls,:s. tirst issued in 1956, [0 use water fmlll Miners Ravine for irrigation, domestic. 
recreation, stocbvater, and fire protection llses. (Licenses for Diversion and Use of 
Water, /I 5430 and /I 5431.) Individual parcels aud commonly owned land within Hidden 
Valley also are ripariml to Miners Ravine and scverallakes fed by it. 
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The Slate Water Resources Board CSWRCB") must approve a change in point of l 
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Water Code section 1700. Those provisions state that a change may not be granted if it J 
". rill cause" injlliy of any legalll~ er of the water ill\, oj ved," and the a])pl ican r must 
demotlSt.ratc that no injury to any legal user will OCC\.D·. See Wat Codo, §§ I 02, 1701.2, 
~ubd . Cd), 17Ql.3, subd. (b)( J J.) 

Tlms, any change- in discharge as a result ofllle Project illay no injUl'e the 
licen",d HVC use" . Reduced "'ream now, gTe·ally concern Ih" HVCA b"cause of the 

~, . 
possibility M.incrs Rav inc could be changed from a perelJnial waterC01.U'Sc to an 
ephemeral stream in the summer month~ . The ponds within Hidden Valley prov ide stock 
w:;!fenng for hon;e8, wildlire habitat, needed waler ~upplie~ for li re suppres8ion, and 
recreat ional opportlu1i tics to tll' commluuty. Any changes to the ponds as a result of 
reduced int10ws from Miners Ravine would reduce residents ' enjoyment of their property 
and as well as tJleir property val~,. 

CONCLUSION 

The DElR needs ,ignilicant reworking in order LO cc>n.~ider, anal)'?!;: and properly 
mitigate all of the potentially sigrllficanl impacts of tbe Project as required under CEQA 
and NEPA. By clan fying t})~ descnp60n of Alt.emaLive B , expanding Ihe ana]ys,,' or 
impacts on key re$ources and developin a more rolu,Uvt:lv1RP, ille Final Em. can be 
both legally adequate and describe a ~ewer expansion Project that the community can 
SUPJJOlt. HVCA we1com~s the opportwlity to work with 1.h~ County 0 enSlU'e wastew;)ter 
rr",atmomt needs can be met wIllie preserving the. cllvirOllf'llont and prot.ecting the local 
cOmmw:llly from unCiUIJ disturbance. 

Enclosurcs: 

Very !July YOUl'S, 

SOI ,URI MESERVE 
A Law Corporation 

Osha R. lvkserv () 

Exhibit A, AlItlmaLi \(e Alignment Slide [rom MA Me~ting 

E xhibit B, Pholos of Proposed Staging Area, 
Exhibit C, Sewer Easement (Example) 
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cc: Supervisor Kirk Uhler, District 4 Field Representative Linda Brown, 
Ibrown@placer.ca.gov 
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HVCA Board of Directors, HVCA President Paul Schmidt, psaia@rcsis .com 
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EXHIBITB 
PROPOSED STAGING AREAS 

~ 
1. HVCA Water Plant Adjacent to Proposed 

Cavitt Stalbnan Road Staging Area 

2. Proposed Cavitt Stallman Road Staging Area 
with HVCA Water Pipes Running Beneath 

3. Proposed Twin Rocks Road Staging Area 
Within of 50 feet of Miners Ravine 
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