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3 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

This chapter contains the comment letters received on the DEIR and responses to environmental issues raised in 
those comments. Each letter has been given a designation and each individual comment within a letter has been 
given a number designation for cross-referencing. Responses are numbered so that they correspond to the 
appropriate comment. Each letter is followed by the responses to the comments in that letter. 

As noted previously, a public hearing on the DEIR was held on August 23, 2007, and public comments were 
received at that meeting. A summary of the oral comments received at the hearing, and the corresponding 
responses is included following the comment letters and responses. The comments presented during the public 
hearing are paraphrased. 

Table 3-1 lists all parties who submitted comments on the DEIR during the public review period. 

Table 3-1 
Commenter Letters and Oral Comments Received 

Commenter Date of Letter Letter 
Designation 

Organizations 
Law Offices of J. William Yeates on behalf of Friends of the North Fork September 21, 2007 Yeates 
Protect American River Canyons September 23, 2007 PARC 
Ashley Memorial Dog Park Foundation September 7, 2007 Ashley 
North Fork American River Alliance September 22, 2007 NFARA 
Friends of the North Fork September 24, 2007 Friends 1 
Friends of the North Fork September 24, 2007 Friends 2 
International Mountain Bicycling Association September 24, 2007 IMBA 

Individuals 
Sherry G. Turner September 11, 2007 Turner 
Bert Pierroz August 14, 2007 Pierroz 
Craig Wilson August 15, 2007 Wilson 
Randy Martin August 15, 2007 Martin 
Bill Haley August 20, 2007 Haley 
Bruce Sayre August 24, 2007 Sayre 
Richard Goodwin August 23, 2007 Goodwin 
Cheryl and Richard Herms August 23, 2007 Herms 
Helen Crawford August 26, 2007 Crawford 
George Palma August 28, 2007 Palma 
Steve Trythall August 27, 2007 Trythall 
Michael E. Reese August 23, 2007 Reese 
Kurt Sorensen September 6, 2007 Sorensen 
William M. Wauters September 13, 2007 Wauters 1 
William M. Wauters September 20, 2007 Wauters 2 
Jay Shuttleworth September 21, 2007 Shuttleworth 
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Table 3-1 
Commenter Letters and Oral Comments Received 

Commenter Date of Letter Letter 
Designation 

Arianne R. Danforth September 21, 2007 Danforth 
Kathy Dombrowski September 21, 2007 Dombrowski 
Donna Furlow September 21, 2007 Furlow 
Janet and Larry Glenn September 21, 2007 Glenn 
Debbie Murphy September 21, 2007 Murphy 
P. Will September 21, 2007 Will 
Stephanie Williams September 21, 2007 S. Williams 
James Yee September 21, 2007 Yee 
Pat Miller September 22, 2007 Miller 
Catherine M. O’Riley September 22, 2007 O’Riley 
Susan Parry September 22, 2007 Parry 
Alice Tenscher Dunbar September 24, 2007 Dunbar 
Barbara Heyward September 23, 2007 Heyward 
Roberta Raymond September 23, 2007 Raymond 
Jeanne Bonner September 24, 2007 Bonner 
Patricia Gibbs September 24, 2007 Gibbs 
Randy Hackbarth September 24, 2007 Hackbarth 
Julie Hahn September 24, 2007 Hahn 
Patricia Keller September 24, 2007 Keller 
Sarah Konst September 24, 2007 Konst 
William A. Newsom September 24, 2007 Newsom 
Sharon Talley September 24, 2007 Talley 
Linda Silva September 24, 2007 Silva 
Laurie Sweeney September 24, 2007 Sweeney 
Donna Williams September 24, 2007 D. Williams 
Jo Ann Kita September 16, 2007 Kita 

Public Hearing 
Randy Martin August 23, 2007 Martin 2 
William Wauters August 23, 2007 Wauters 3 
Andrew Gerhard August 23, 2007 Gerhard 
Ruth Sorensen August 23, 2007 Sorensen 2 
Richard Goodwin August 23, 2007 Goodwin 2 
Franki Terrazos August 23, 2007 Terrazos 
Michael Garabedian August 23, 2007 Garabedian  
Janet Peterson August 23, 2007 Peterson 
Eric Peach August 23, 2007 Peach 2 
Toby Covich August 23, 2007 Covich 
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Letter 

YEATES 
Response 

 Law Office of J. William Yeates 
On Behalf of Friends of the North Fork 
Jason Flanders 
September 21, 2007 

 

Yeates-1 As described on page 5 of Appendix B to the DEIR, prior to trail construction, all 
surficial vegetation and debris should be stripped and removed to approximately 2 feet 
beyond the limits of grading. The estimated depth of this vegetation removal is 
approximately 2-4 inches below ground surface. These materials should not be used 
within fills along the trail, but may be used as topsoil over finished slopes, if debris is 
removed. The cut material would be distributed uniformly onto the subadjacent slope and 
would “adjust” to the slope and settle over time. 

 As described on page 6 of Appendix B to the DEIR, to mitigate potential erosion and 
subsequent surficial slumping, topical areas of high erosion potential (e.g., ephemeral 
crossings, grade dips, etc.) would be vegetated as soon as possible, and surface drainage 
would be directed away from the top slopes. The uppermost 2 feet of new cuts would be 
“rounded”. Measures would also be provided to reduce concentration of runoff where the 
trail gradient exceeds 5%. These measures may include grade dips, grade reversals, and 
energy dissipaters at discharge points. The amount of soil and rock material that would be 
disturbed during construction would be minimized. The exact amounts of soil and rock 
material would not be known until the final design phase of the project. Based on the 
project description, the trail construction involves cuts and fills less than 5 feet in height. 
It is the opinion of Blackburn Consulting, based on the study and recommendations 
contained in the Geotechnical Input Report, included in Appendix B of the DEIR, that the 
resulting earthwork volume would be minor, and the project would not result in 
significant disruption, displacements, compaction, overcrowding of the soil if it is 
constructed in accordance with the Project Description and recommendations included in 
the Geotechnical Input Report. Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be consistent 
with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for 
Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activity (General Permit) Water 
Quality Order 99-08-DWQ and the Section 401 Water Quality Certification. 

Yeates-2 As described on page 1 of Appendix B to the DEIR, most of the slopes along the trail 
alignment average about 70% gradient (35°, about 1.4H:1V), or flatter. Some segments, 
however, traverse slopes approaching 100% gradient (45°, 1H:1V). Section A of 
Appendix B to the DEIR also shows a typical cross section that illustrates the steepness 
of the canyon slopes. See response Yeates-1.  

Yeates-3 As described on page 11-15 of the DEIR, the County shall comply with the terms and 
conditions set forth in the Section 401 water quality certification obtained from the 
Central Valley RWQCB. Because of alignment changes and new drainages affected since 
the issuance of the Section 401 certification, this permit will be resubmitted and any new 
conditions attached to that permit will be incorporated into the project. The County shall 
notify the Central Valley RWQCB in writing of the start of any in-water activities. The 
following is a list of terms and conditions of the Section 401 certification:  

< Except for activities permitted by USACE under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, 
soil, silt, or other organic materials shall not be placed where such materials could 
pass into surface water or surface water drainage courses. 
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< The discharge of petroleum products or other excavated materials to surface waters is 
prohibited. 

< Activities shall not cause turbidity increases in surface waters to exceed: 

− where natural turbidity is between 0 and 5 Nephelometric Turbidity Units 
(NTUs), increases shall not exceed 1 NTU; 

− where natural turbidity is between 5 and 50 NTUs, increases shall not exceed 20 
percent; 

− where natural turbidity is between 50 and 100 NTUs, increases shall not exceed 
10 percent; 

− where natural turbidity is greater than 100 NTUs, increases shall not exceed 10 
percent. 

 Except that these limits will be eased during in-water working periods to allow a turbidity 
increase of 15 NTU over background turbidity a measured in surface waters 300 feet 
downstream from the working area. In determining compliance with the above limits, 
appropriate averaging periods may be applied provided that beneficial uses will be fully 
protected. 

< Activities shall not cause settleable matter to exceed 0.1 milliliters/liter in surface 
waters as measured in surface waters 300 feet downstream from the project. 

< Activities shall not cause visible oil, grease, or foam in the work area or downstream. 

< All areas disturbed by project activities shall be protected from washout or erosion. 

< In the event that project activities result in the deposition of soil materials or creation 
of a visible plume in surface waters, monitoring shall be conducted immediately 
upstream and 300 feet downstream of the work site and the results reported to the 
Board within two weeks. 

< Placer County Department of Facility Services shall notify the Board immediately if 
the above criteria for turbidity, settleable matter, oil/grease, or foam are exceeded. 

< Placer County Department of Facility Services shall notify the Board immediately of 
any spill of petroleum products or other organic or earthen materials. 

Yeates-4 The width and steepness of the defined streambanks were used to determine which 
stream crossings would require bridges. Bridges would be required at crossings that were 
determined to have banks that were too steep or too wide to allow for safe crossing 
without a bridge. Bridges were proposed to allow for safe crossing and not as a means of 
avoiding significant stream impacts. Impacts to streams are discussed in Impacts 5-4 and 
12-1 and 12-2 of the DEIR. 

Yeates-5 Please see Master Response 1. 

Yeates-6 There would be no clear-cutting along the trail for safe lines of sight. Status oaks, as 
defined by the Placer County Tree Ordinance, would not be removed when clearing for 
safe lines of sight. As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, vegetation clearing along the 
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trail corridor before construction would be performed by hand. Clearing would be 
maintained by the County as necessary. As described on page 5-3 of the DEIR, a 
preliminary delineation of waters of the United States, including wetlands, was conducted 
by EDAW wetland ecologists in February 2004. Special-status plant surveys were 
conducted in the project area in May and June 2004 by EDAW botanists. Because there 
have been minor adjustments to the proposed trail alignment since 2004, additional 
surveys were conducted in 2006 and 2007. Prior to construction, an additional 2.3 mile 
segment of the trail will be surveyed for Brandegee’s clarkia. 

Yeates-7 Pursuant to the Placer County Tree Ordinance, the County would purchase oak woodland 
mitigation credits for all oak trees greater than 6 inches dbh that are removed as a result 
of the project. 

Yeates-8 CEQA establishes a duty for public agencies to avoid or minimize environmental damage 
where feasible. The mitigation measures to protect foothill yellow-legged frog are 
established to minimize impacts to foothill yellow-legged frogs during construction, if 
they are present in the construction area. Impacts to foothill yellow-legged frog 
populations from foot, horse, and bicycle traffic once the trail is operational are expected 
to be minimal, because the proposed trail does not cross any perennial streams; the 
ephemeral and intermittent streams are not likely to provide consistently suitable aquatic 
habitat for the duration of the breeding and metamorphosis period. In addition, the 
gradient of most of these streams is not suitable to support foothill yellow-legged frogs. If 
foothill yellow-legged frogs were to be present at one or more of the stream crossings, 
potential trampling of egg masses, tadpoles, or adults is not likely to eliminate the 
regional population or reduce the population below self-sustaining levels. As described 
on page 5-15 of the DEIR, the County and its primary construction contractor shall 
implement the following measures to reduce impacts on foothill yellow-legged frogs: 

► Construction of the trail across drainages and streams shall occur when the drainages are 
dry, to the extent feasible. 

► Guidelines shall be implemented to protect water quality and prevent erosion, as outlined 
in the BMPs in Chapter 3.0, “Project Description,” and Mitigation Measure 11-2, “Obtain 
Authorization for Construction Activities with the Central Valley RWQCB and 
Implement Erosion and Sediment Control Measures as Required.” 

► If water is present during construction, disturbance to pools and slow runs with cobble-
sized substrate shall be minimized. In particular, rocks shall not be collected from in-
water environments from late March to early September to avoid disturbing foothill 
yellow-legged frog egg masses and tadpoles. 

 Implementation of this mitigation would reduce impacts to yellow-legged frogs to a less-
than significant level. 

Yeates-9 CEQA establishes a duty for public agencies to avoid or minimize environmental damage 
where feasible. Mitigation Measure 5-2 includes measures to avoid loss of active raptor 
nests and to minimize impacts to migratory bird nests through limiting removal of 
vegetation during the nesting season that could be used as nesting substrate. 

Yeates-10 As described on page 6-15 of the DEIR, appropriate measures may include no action, 
avoidance of the resource through trail realignment, subsurface testing, and potentially 
data recovery. The "no action" scenario is only applicable if the archaeologist determines 
the find is not significant according to CEQA and Section 106 criteria. The County will 



EDAW  North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR 
Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 3-12 Placer County 

conduct training for all construction crews for all sensitive resources including cultural 
and biological resources.  

Yeates-11 The proposed project is a recreational trail that would follow the contours of the North 
Fork American River canyon and is not considered a structure.  

Yeates-12 The County has coordinated closely with U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) 
throughout the environmental review process and Reclamation has reviewed and 
provided comments on the EIR.  
 
After review of the DEIR and FEIR, Reclamation has prepared a revised FONSI for the 
proposed project (see Appendix A).  
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Letter 

PARC 
Response 

 Protect American River Canyons 
Eric Peach 
September 23, 2007 

 

PARC-1 Comment noted. No further response required. 

PARC-2 The 6-foot trail for the proposed project would be constructed in similar geometric 
manner to the Seven Pools Trail in Hidden Falls Regional Park including the shoulder 
slope. The design criteria, construction methods, and equipment used for the proposed 
project would be similar to those used for the Seven Pools Trail and the Connector Trail.  

PARC-3 There are no plans to expand the upper Clementine staging area as part of the proposed 
project. The upper Clementine staging area would provide parking in its current state. 
The use of Long Point Fuel Break Trail is not endorsed as part of this project, nor is the 
use of the Driver’s Flat Road. See Master Response 2. 

PARC-4 See Master Response 3. 

PARC-5 As described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, a deterrent to motorized vehicles is required. This 
would be addressed by the installation of walk-throughs or turnstiles, at trail entrances 
and intersections with roads. Stepovers or other measures approved by U.S. Department 
of Parks and Recreation (State Parks) may also be used. In addition, State Parks patrols 
the Auburn State Recreation Area (ASRA) with a full time ranger program 

PARC-6 The proposed project would not substantially diminish habitat for wildlife species, or 
cause any populations to drop below self-sustaining levels. The proposed project would 
become part of the ASRA trail system managed by State Parks. Wildlife will continue to 
be managed in accordance with the policies of the ASRA. Both impacts to wildlife as a 
result of the proposed project and public safety related to wildlife attacks are addressed in 
the DEIR (see Chapters 5.0 and 14.0 of the DEIR) 

PARC-7  As described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, the proposed trail would include an interpretive 
program. As part of this program, self-guided informational signage would be provided to 
inform area visitors of natural, cultural, and physical features encountered along the 
proposed trail alignment. An informational kiosk would be installed at the Foresthill 
Bridge and Ponderosa Bridge Staging Termini to provide information about the trail, 
such as trail etiquette, safety, and educational information. The County welcomes 
additional input on the comprehensive interpretive program. 

PARC-8 Comment noted. No further response required. 
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Letter 

ASHLEY 
Response 

 Ashley Memorial Dog Park Foundation 
Laura Pinnick, Director 
September 7, 2007 

 

Ashley-1 It is not consistent with the goals and objectives of the proposed project to provide off-
leash dog use. 

Ashley-2 No off leash committee currently exists. Commenter will be added to the mailing list for 
the proposed project. 
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Letter 

NFARA 
Response 

 North Fork American River Alliance 
Catherine M. O’Riley, Secretary 
September 22, 2007 

 

NFARA-1 See Master Response 1. 

NFARA-2 See Master Response 3. As described on pages 14-8 and 14-9 of the DEIR, because user 
conflicts do not constitute an effect on the physical environment, this is not a significant 
impact under CEQA. 

NFARA-3 As described on page 8-6 of the DEIR, because the staging termini would be designed to 
include measures for safe ingress and egress of trucks and trailers, the project would have 
a less-than-significant impact on hazards to safety from design features. In addition, as 
described on page 8-6 of the DEIR, because existing parking and additional parking 
spaces created by the proposed project are expected to be adequate for trail users, this 
impact is considered less than significant. Both the Placer County CEQA Checklist and 
Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines (Appendix G) were used to determine the 
significance of project-related impacts. The Placer County CEQA Checklist is used by 
the County to determine if an EIR should be prepared for a project, whereas thresholds in 
Appendix G are used to determine the significance of a project’s impacts once the 
decision to prepare and EIR has already been made. Therefore, in some cases the 
County’s Checklist has lower thresholds of significance than Appendix G. The DEIR text 
has been changed to reflect the Appendix G threshold that was used to determine the 
significance of traffic-related impacts. See Chapter 4, “Revisions to the Draft EIR,” of 
this document for a revision of this text. 

NFARA-4 See Master Response 2. 

NFARA-5 The area surrounding the Ponderosa Staging Terminus would be revegetated following 
construction. See response Yeates-4. 

NFARA-6 This topic is outside the scope of the proposed project and DEIR. 

NFARA-7 See response Yeates-8. 

NFARA-8 Potential loss of active raptor nests will be avoided by Mitigation Measure 5-2 as 
described on pages 5-15 and 5-16 of the DEIR, including avoiding removal of potential 
nest trees if feasible, pre-construction surveys prior to tree removal or other construction 
activities, and establishment of protective buffers around any active nests. With 
implementation of these measures, loss of eggs, young, or adult raptors is not expected to 
occur. Disruption of birds during the construction period will be minimized by limiting 
the amount of woody vegetation to be removed during the nesting season in areas near 
raptor nests. Implementation of the proposed project is not expected to substantially 
diminish habitat for wildlife species, or cause any populations to drop below self-
sustaining levels.  

NFARA-9 The construction-generated noise could range from 80-93 dBA at 50 feet. For 
comparison, automobile noise can range up to 90 dBA at 50 feet (EPA 1978). While 
noise levels within this range may elicit a noticeable response in wildlife (Larkin et al. 
1996), the construction-generated noise associated with the proposed project is not 
expected to substantially diminish habitat for wildlife species, or cause any populations to 
drop below self-sustaining levels. 
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NFARA-10 As described in Appendix C to the DEIR, Brandegee’s clarkia (Clarkia biloba spp. 
brandegeeae) was encountered along the original trail alignment during the 2004 surveys. 
No occurrences of Brandegee’s clarkia were encountered along the proposed trail 
alignment during the 2007 survey; however, this survey was conducted during the non-
blooming season and additional surveys of this alignment would need to be conducted 
during the blooming season. As described on page 5-13 of the DEIR, if Brandegee’s 
clarkia is encountered during pre-construction surveys, implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 5-3 would reduce impacts to special-status plants to a less-than-significant level. 

NFARA-11 Both impacts to wildlife as a result of the proposed project and public safety related to 
wildlife attacks are addressed in the DEIR (see Chapters 5.0 and 14.0 of the DEIR). 

NFARA-12 The County is committed to implementing Mitigation Measure 5-6 as described in the 
DEIR and Chapter 5 of this FEIR, to reduce impacts related to invasive weeds.  

 As described on page 15-9 of the DEIR, before the commencement of trail construction, 
the County shall implement the following measures. 

► An accidental-spill prevention and response plan shall be prepared and implemented 
for storage and use of hazardous materials during trail construction and maintenance. 
This plan shall identify measures to prevent accidental spills from leaving the site and 
methods for responding to and cleaning up spills before neighboring properties are 
exposed to hazardous materials. 

► The County shall ensure that any employee handling hazardous materials are trained 
in the safe handling and storage of hazardous materials and trained to follow all 
applicable regulations with regard to such hazardous materials. 

► The primary construction contractor shall identify a staging area where hazardous 
materials will be stored during construction in accordance with applicable state and 
federal regulations. 

 As described on page 3-9 of the DEIR, the County would be responsible for long-term 
maintenance of the proposed trail and staging termini. Herbicide application in 
conjunction with County projects and facilities is performed by staff that are certified in 
herbicide/pesticide application. 

NFARA-13 Current use at the Ponderosa Bridge is primarily related to water oriented recreation and 
is not the subject of this project, nor can a behavioral corollary be assumed between trail 
users and water users. The Foresthill Staging Terminus would be locked at night to deter 
unauthorized uses. As described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, a deterrent to motorized 
vehicles would be used. This would be addressed by the installation of walk-throughs or 
turnstiles, at trail entrances and intersections with roads. In addition, stepovers or other 
measures approved by State Parks would be used. State Parks is under contract to manage 
and patrol the trail, and CalFire is contracted to provide fire risk management and 
suppression.  

NFARA-14 The goal of the proposed project is to discourage informal trails, which is accomplished 
by the distance of the trail from the river, steep topography, and dense intervening 
vegetation. However, it is not feasible to completely eliminate the possibility of informal 
connections to the river. Because of the measures incorporated into the project, the 
potential for informal trails to form would be minimal and would not cause significant 
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disturbance to vegetation or wildlife. Therefore, despite the risk that some informal trails 
could be formed, this would not have a significant impact on the environment. 

NFARA-15 The use of signage, turnstiles, and stepovers has been shown as an effective deterrent to 
motorized use and would be used to deter motorized use of the proposed trail. Ongoing 
unauthorized OHV use within the ASRA is not within the scope of the proposed project 
or DEIR and is not within the County’s jurisdiction.  

NFARA-16 As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, the tread width of the proposed trail alignment 
(i.e., the actual surface on which trail users actively place feet, hooves, wheels, etc.) 
would generally be 6 feet, but may vary as needed based on geologic and safety 
considerations. Vegetation removal would be minimized within the trail corridor to the 
extent possible; however, up to 15 feet may be cleared where needed to promote safe 
lines of sight. Although clearing of vegetation could be up to 15 feet, this would not be 
the width of the trail tread. As described on page 7-13 of the DEIR, the proposed trail 
alignment would be more visible immediately following construction until the 
surrounding vegetation is able to grow back. Exhibits 7-8 through 7-17 show existing 
conditions compared to the worst-case scenario of what the trail and staging termini 
would look like immediately following construction. These exhibits show what the 
proposed trail would look like with a 15-foot-wide vegetation removal corridor in which 
all vegetation has been removed. 

NFARA-17 The proposed project would be included in the updated ASRA General Plan. As 
described on page 108 of the ASRA Interim Resources Management Plan (IRMP), trails 
within the ASRA are not necessarily limited to those proposed on the trails map (Plate 4). 
New trails may be permitted with the approval of the administrative agency. The County 
has coordinated closely with State Parks and Reclamation to ensure the proposed project 
would be consistent with the existing IRMP. 

NFARA-18 See response NFARA-17. 

NFARA-19 The County has coordinated closely with Reclamation throughout the environmental 
review process, and Reclamation has reviewed and given input on the EIR. After review 
of the DEIR and FEIR, Reclamation is expected to adopt a revised FONSI for the 
proposed project (Appendix A). 

NFARA-20 Other types of recreational opportunities already exist in the ASRA. See response 
NFARA-17 above. The proposed trail would be consistent with State Parks’ mission for 
managing the ASRA and would be consistent with the IRMP for the ASRA. The 
proposed trail would not preclude other recreational uses in the ASRA. See response 
NFARA-16 above for discussion of trail width. 

NFARA-21 The proposed project has followed the public involvement process according to CEQA 
and NEPA. See response NFARA-17 above. The upper North Fork has never been 
designated as a wilderness area and though it has many wilderness qualities there is 
nothing in Wilderness Designation that precludes development of trails or multi-use trails 
in wilderness areas. Many Wilderness areas within the United States allow non motorized 
multiple-use on trails. Additionally, the trail would be far above the river throughout 
most of its course which would help retain the wilderness like qualities of the North Fork 
corridor. 

NFARA-22 See response NFARA-17. 
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NFARA-23 As described on page 4-6 of the DEIR, implementation of the proposed project would be 
consistent with relevant policies in the adopted planning documents pertinent to the 
project area. 

NFARA-24 The County is responsible for implementation of all mitigation measures included in the 
DEIR. Please refer to Chapter 5, “Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program,” of this 
FEIR. 

NFARA-25 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

NFARA-26 As described on pages 6-15 and 6-16 of the DEIR, Mitigation Measures 6-1, 6-2, and 6-3 
would reduce impacts to known and yet-to-be-discovered cultural resources to a less-
than-significant level. 

NFARA-27 As described on pages 11-15 and 11-16 of the DEIR, Mitigation Measures 11-1 and 11-2 
would be implemented to reduce impact to soils, geology, and seismicity to a less-than-
significant level. In addition, all measures recommended in Appendix B to the DEIR, 
would be implemented. See response Yeates-1. 

NFARA-28 See response Yeates-1. As described on page 15-9 of the DEIR, Mitigation Measure 15-1 
would reduce impacts from hazards and hazardous materials to a less-than-significant 
level. 

NFARA-29 Chapter 7.0 of the DEIR provides an analysis of the impacts of the proposed project on 
visual resources. Visual simulations on pages 7-19 and 7-20 of the DEIR simulate how 
the actively maintained trail would look 1 year following construction under the proposed 
project. The discussion of significant and irreversible effects on page 16-14 of the DEIR 
describes the conditions that could occur in the future if the County and State Parks chose 
to discontinue use of the trail and return the project area to its natural condition. The 
project area could be returned to its natural state through passive and/or active restoration 
and bridge removal if desired by the County and State Parks. Returning the project area 
to its natural condition is not being proposed as part of the project. 

NFARA-30 If at some point in the future, the County and State Parks decided to discontinue use of 
the trail, the project area could be restored to its natural condition and bridges could be 
removed. 

NFARA-31 As described on pages 16-16 and 16-17 of the DEIR, the Cap-to-Cap Trail remains a 
concept and not a reasonably foreseeable, probable future project. The County agreed to 
design the trail section from the confluence to the Ponderosa Bridge to function as a 
stand-alone trail with its own independent utility, adequate staging area parking, and 
logical termini that would connect to existing trails. 

NFARA-32 The County, Reclamation, and State Parks have found no information to substantiate the 
comment that access to the new river access at the dam site has been restricted.  

NFARA-33 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

NFARA-34 None of these recommendations reflected consensus of the Trail Advisory Group (TAG). 

NFARA-35 Comment noted. No further response required. 
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Letter 

FRIENDS 1 
Response 

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

 

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

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

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

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

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

Friends 1-4 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 



EDAW  North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR 
Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 3-82 Placer County 

Friends 1-5 Several multiple-use and single-use trails currently exist in the project area; therefore, the 
project area is currently being used for similar types of recreation. The proposed trail is 
consistent with State Parks’ mission and management plan for the project area as a state 
recreation area. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Friends 1-17 See response Friends 1-15. 

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

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

Friends 1-21 Suction dredging is an on-going activity that would not change with implementation of 
the project. As described on pages 6-15 and 6-16 of the DEIR, Mitigation Measures 6-1, 
6-2, and 6-3, would reduce impacts to known and yet-to-be-discovered cultural resources 
to a less-than-significant level. 

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

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

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

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

Friends 1-26 See response Friends 1-24. 

Friends 1-27 See response Friends 1-24. 

Friends 1-28 Chapter 4.0 of the DEIR evaluates the plans, policies, and land use and zoning 
designations that apply to the project area. Impact 4-1 on page 4-6 of the DEIR evaluates 
consistency of the proposed project with these plans, policies, and land use and zoning 
designations. 
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Friends 1-29 As described on pages 16-16 and 16-17 of the DEIR, the Cap-to-Cap Trail remains a 
concept and not a reasonably foreseeable, probable future project. The County agreed to 
design the trail section from the confluence to the Ponderosa Bridge to function as a 
stand-alone trail with independent utility, adequate staging area parking, and logical 
termini that would connect to existing trails. 

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

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

Friends 1-32 See response Friends 1-30. 

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

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

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

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

Friends 1-37 Section 15130 of the State CEQA Guidelines requires that an EIR discuss cumulative 
impacts of a project when the project’s incremental effect is “cumulatively considerable.” 



North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR  EDAW 
Placer County 3-85 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

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

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

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

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

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

Friends 1-42 See response NFARA-9. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

FRIENDS 2 
Response 

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

 

Friends 2-1 See response Friends 1-30. 

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

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

IMBA 
Response 

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

 

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

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

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

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

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

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

IMBA-7 The design criteria, construction methods, and equipment used for the proposed project 
would be similar to those used for the Connector Trail. See Master Response 3. 
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Letter 

TURNER 
Response 

  
Sherry G. Turner 
September 11, 2007 

 

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

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

PIERROZ 
Response 

  
Bert Pierroz 
August 14, 2007 

 

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

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

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

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

WILSON 
Response 

  
Craig Wilson 
August 15, 2007 

 

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

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

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



Sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

MartinA1
Text Box
North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR                                                                                                                                          EDAWPlacer County                                                                                   3-107                                       Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR



Sacramento
Line

MartinA1
Text Box
EDAW                                                                                                                                           North Fork American River Trail Project FEIRResponses to Comments on the Draft EIR                                      3-108                                                                                     Placer County



North Fork American River Trail Project FEIR  EDAW 
Placer County 3-109 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR 

Letter 

MARTIN 
Response 

  
Randy Martin 
August 15, 2007 

 

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

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

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

Martin-4 As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, vegetation removal would be minimized within 
the trail corridor to the extent possible; however, up to 15 feet may be cleared where 
needed to promote safe lines of sight. Clearing of up to 15 feet is expected to be adequate 
to provide safe lines of sight. 

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

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

HALEY 
Response 

  
Bill Haley 
August 20, 2007 

 

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

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

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

SAYRE 
Response 

  
Bruce Sayre 
August 24, 2007 

 

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

Sayre-2 As described on page 3-3 of the DEIR, to the extent possible, the proposed trail 
alignment would follow the contours of the canyon to minimize grades, discourage 
erosion from water velocity on steep profiles, and protect natural resources. During initial 
field surveys, the trail was staked along an alignment that avoids profile grades greater 
than 10%, large rock outcrops, trees larger than 6 inches in dbh, and potential cultural 
resource sites. The proposed trail would be approximately 6 feet wide, and the County 
standard for roadways is 20 feet minimum. See response Friends 1-3. 

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

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

Sayre-5 See Master Response 3. 

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

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

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

GOODWIN 
Response 

  
Richard Goodwin 
August 23, 2007 

 

Goodwin-1 See Master Response 2. 

Goodwin-2 See Master Response 2. 
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Letter 

HERMS 
Response 

  
Cheryl and Richard Herms 
August 23, 2007 

 

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

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

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

CRAWFORD 
Response 

  
Helen Crawford 
August 26, 2007 

 

Crawford-1 As described on page 11-15 of the DEIR, the County will obtain authorization for 
construction and operation activities with the Central Valley RWQCB and implement 
sediment control measures as required. Implementation of these measures would reduce 
erosion impacts to a less-than-significant level. 

Crawford-2 As described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, the trail is designed to be barrier free, but a 
deterrent to motorized vehicles is required. This would be addressed by the installation of 
walk-throughs or stiles at trail entrances and intersections with roads and the use of 
stepovers or other methods approved by the State Parks. 

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

PALMA 
Response 

  
George Palma 
August 28, 2007 

 

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

TRYTHALL 
Response 

  
Steve Trythall 
August 27, 2007 

 

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

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

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

REESE 
Response 

  
Michael E. Reese 
August 23, 2007 

 

Reese-1 As described on page 3-10 of the DEIR, maintenance activities including brushing, 
vegetation control, and removal of slough would be performed by County staff or 
volunteers. Localized, hand-sprayed herbicide or mechanical or manual vegetation 
removal may be required along the trail tread for the first years to prevent vegetation 
from overgrowing the tread. Herbicide application would only be performed by staff that 
are certified in the application of herbicides. The County would also continue 
maintenance of vegetation for the life of the project. 

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

Reese-3 See response Reese-1. 

Reese-4 As described on page 3-3 of the DEIR, to the extent possible, the proposed trail 
alignment would follow the contours of the canyon to minimize grades, discourage 
erosion from water velocity on steep profiles, and protect natural resources. Also, see 
response Friends 1-3. 
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Letter 

SORENSEN 
Response 

  
Kurt Sorensen 
September 6, 2007 

 

Sorensen-1 See Master Response 3. 

Sorensen-2 The proposed trail would be designed to avoid sharp turns. Deepening or widening of 
streams is not proposed as part of the project.  

Sorensen-3 As described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, State Park Trail Standards require either a gravel 
or dirt surface for equestrian facilities. Staging termini that are planned to accommodate 
horse trailers would be designed and engineered to accommodate horse trailer size and 
turning radius including consideration of side loading trailers.  

Sorensen-4 As described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, the trail is designed to be barrier free, but a 
deterrent to motorized vehicles is required. This would be addressed by the installation of 
walk-throughs or stiles at trail entrances and intersections with roads and the use of 
stepovers or other methods approved by State Parks. 
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Letter 

WAUTERS 1 
Response 

  
William M. Wauters 
September 13, 2007 

 

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

Wauters 1-2 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

Wauters 1-3 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

Wauters 1-4 See Master Response 2. 

Wauters 1-5 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

Wauters 1-6 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

Wauters 1-7 The comment expressed support for the proposed project and does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is required. 

Wauters 1-8 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

Wauters 1-9 The comment expressed support for the proposed project and does not pertain to the 
adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is required. 

Wauters 1-10 See Master Response 2. 

Wauters 1-11 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

Wauters 1-12 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 
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Letter 

WAUTERS 2 
Response 

  
William M. Wauters 
September 20, 2007 

 

Wauters 2-1 See Master Response 2. 

Wauters 2-2 See Master Response 2. 
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Letter 

SHUTTLEWORTH 
Response 

  
Jay Shuttleworth 
September 21, 2007 

 

Shuttleworth-1 As described on page 7-22 of the DEIR, the stretch of the North Fork American River 
between Clementine Dam and the intake of the Auburn Dam diversion tunnel was 
deemed eligible for designation as a recreational river under the Wild and Scenic River 
Act. The trail would be consistent with the proposed recreational designation. The project 
would minimize impacts on ORVs along this stretch of river.  

Shuttleworth-2 As shown by the visual simulations on pages 7-19 and 7-20 of the DEIR, the proposed 
trail would not have a significant visual effect on the viewshed of the project area.  

Shuttleworth-3 As described on page 3-3 of the DEIR, to the extent possible, the proposed trail 
alignment would follow the contours of the canyon to minimize grades, discourage 
erosion from water velocity on steep profiles, and protect natural resources.  

Shuttleworth-4 The cut material, distributed uniformly onto the subadjacent slop, would “adjust” to the 
slope and settle over time. 

Shuttleworth-5  Reference to a 10% trail profile slope refers to a guideline used by trail designers of this 
project while laying out the trail corridor. According to the 10% guideline, designers 
sought to locate a trail corridor in the field that does not exceed 10% in profile slope. In 
most locations of the project, grades of less than 10% were achievable. In a few discreet 
cases, a 10% grade was exceeded for a short distance in order to avoid rock outcroppings 
and such. Tread grades exceeding 10% are not uncommon in trail construction of this 
type and are not considered excessive provided proper grade reversals are incorporated to 
limit erosion potential. Within the planned trail corridor that has been designed and 
flagged in the field, refinements would be incorporated to the tread alignment prior to 
construction to provide for grade reversals (see response Friends 1-3). The interval 
between grade reversals would generally decrease as tread slopes increase. 

Shuttleworth-6 As described on pages 14-8 and 14-9 of the DEIR, the potential exists for conflicts 
between trail users; however, this does not constitute an effect on the physical 
environment and is not covered by CEQA. 

Shuttleworth-7 See Master Response 3. 

Shuttleworth-8 See Master Response 2. 

Shuttleworth-9 As described on pages 3-3 and 3-5 of the DEIR, both hand and mechanical construction 
techniques would be used to build the proposed trail. To the extent possible, the proposed 
trail alignment would follow the contours of the canyon to minimize grades, discourage 
erosion from water velocity on steep profiles, and protect natural resources. 

Shuttleworth-10 As described on page 3-6 of the DEIR, drain dips and grade reversals would be used 
throughout the alignment to reduce water volume traversing the trail tread when the 
volume of surface water runoff exceeds the amount of runoff that a normal outslope 
design can accommodate. When feasible, drain dips would be located where natural 
swales or drainages bisect the trail. The impacts associated with construction of the 
proposed trail using a Sweco are evaluated in Chapters 4.0 through 15.0. 
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Letter 

DANFORTH 
Response 

  
Arianne R. Danforth 
September 21, 2007 

 

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

DOMBROWSKI 
Response 

  
Kathy Dombrowski 
September 21, 2007 

 

Dombrowski-1 Commenter will be added to the project mailing list. 
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Letter 

FURLOW 
Response 

  
Donna Furlow 
September 21, 2007 

 

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

GLENN 
Response 

  
Janet and Larry Glenn 
September 21, 2007 

 

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

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

MURPHY 
Response 

  
Debbie Murphy 
September 21, 2007 

 

Murphy-1 See Master Response 3. 

Murphy-2 See Master Response 3. As described on page 3-5 of the DEIR, up to 15 feet may be 
cleared where needed to promote safe lines of sight. The trail corridor would be cleared 
of vegetation to a height of 10 feet to accommodate equestrian use. In addition, as 
described on page 14-8 of the DEIR, the proposed trail would incorporate several 
measures to reduce user conflicts, including a 6-foot trail width and informational 
signage to remind trail users of trail courtesy. Signage with trail etiquette would be 
posted at trail entrances. 

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

Murphy-4 The comment does not pertain to the adequacy of the DEIR. No further response is 
required. 

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

WILL 
Response 

  
P. Will 
September 21, 2007 

 

Will-1 Comment noted. No further response is required. 
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Letter 

S. WILLIAMS 
Response 

  
Stephanie Williams 
September 21, 2007 

 

S. Williams-1 See Master Response 3. 
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Letter 

YEE 
Response 

  
James Yee 
September 21, 2007 

 

Yee-1 See Master Response 3. 
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Letter 

MILLER 
Response 

  
Pat Miller 
September 22 2007 

 

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

O’RILEY 
Response 

  
Catherine M. O’Riley 
September 22, 2007 

 

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

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

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

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

O’Riley-5 See Master Response 1. 

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

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

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

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

PARRY 
Response 

  
Susan Parry 
September 22, 2007 

 

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

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

Parry-3 See Master Response 3.  
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Letter 

DUNBAR 
Response 

  
Alice Tenscher Dunbar 
September 24, 2007 

 

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

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

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

Dunbar-3 See Master Response 3.  

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

HEYWARD 
Response 

  
Barbara Heyward 
September 23, 2007 

 

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

Heyward-2 See Master Response 3.  

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

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

RAYMOND 
Response 

  
Roberta Raymond 
September 23, 2007 

 

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

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

BONNER 
Response 

  
Jeanne Bonner 
September 24, 2007 

 

Bonner-1 See Master Response 3. 
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Letter 

GIBBS 
Response 

  
Patricia Gibbs 
September 24, 2007 

 

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

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

Gibbs-3 See Master Response 3. 

Gibbs-4 See Master Response 3. 
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Letter 

HACKBARTH 
Response 

  
Randy Hackbarth 
September 24, 2007 

 

Hackbarth-1 See Master Response 3. 

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

HAHN 
Response 

  
Julie Hahn 
September 24, 2007 

 

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

KELLER 
Response 

  
Patricia Keller 
September 24, 2007 

 

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

KONST 
Response 

  
Sarah Konst 
September 24, 2007 

 

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

NEWSOM 
Response 

  
William A. Newsom 
September 24, 2007 

 

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

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

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

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

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

TALLEY 
Response 

  
Sharon Talley 
September 24, 2007 

 

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

SILVA 
Response 

  
Linda Silva 
September 24, 2007 

 

Silva-1 See Master Response 3. 

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

SWEENEY 
Response 

  
Laurie Sweeney 
September 24, 2007 

 

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

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

D. WILLIAMS 
Response 

  
Donna Williams 
September 24, 2007 

 

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

D. Williams-2 See Master Response 3. 

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

KITA 
Response 

  
Jo Ann Kita 
September 16, 2007 

 

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

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

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

SUMMARY MEETING NOTES 

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

STAFF AND CONSULTANTS ATTENDING: 

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

MEETING PURPOSE: 

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

SUMMARY MEETING NOTES: 

Comment 
Designation:  Summary of Key Points: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Garabedian-16  Is staking off different from flagging? 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

 Public Hearing 
Randy Martin 
August 23, 2007 

 

Martin 2-1 Pursuant to the Placer County Tree Ordinance, the County would purchase oak woodland 
mitigation credits for all oak trees greater than 6 inches dbh that are removed as a result 
of the project. 

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

 Public Hearing 
Helen Crawford 
August 23, 2007 

 

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

 Public Hearing 
Andrew Gerhard 
August 23, 2007 

 

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

 Public Hearing 
Ruth Sorensen 
August 23, 2007 

 

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

 Public Hearing 
Richard Goodwin 
August 23, 2007 

 

Goodwin 2-1 See Master Response 2. 
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TERRAZOS 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Franki Terrazos 
August 23, 2007 

 

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

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

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

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

 Public Hearing 
Michael Garabedian 
August 23, 2007 

 

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

Garabedian-2 The proposed project would be included in the updated ASRA General Plan. As 
described on page 108 of the ASRA Interim Resources Management Plan (IRMP), trails 
within the ASRA are not necessarily limited to those proposed on the trails map (Plate 4). 
New trails may be permitted with the approval of the administrative agency. The County 
has coordinated closely with State Parks and Reclamation to ensure the proposed project 
would be consistent with the existing IRMP. 

Garabedian-3 See response Friends 1-5. 

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

Garabedian-5 See response Friends 1-31. 

Garabedian-6 See response Friends 1-3. 

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

Garabedian-8 See response Friends 1-2. 

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

Garabedian-10 See response Yeates-13. 

Garabedian-11 See response Friends 1-39. 

Garabedian-12 See response Friends 1-45. 

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

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

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

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

Garabedian-17 Comment noted. No further response required. 

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

Garabedian-19 See response Friends 1-47. 

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

 Public Hearing 
Janet Peterson 
August 23, 2007 

 

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

Peterson-2 See Master Response 3. 
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PEACH 2 
Response 

 Public Hearing 
Eric Peach 
August 23, 2007 

 

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

 Public Hearing 
Toby Covich 
August 23, 2007 

 

Covich-1 See Master Response 1. 
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