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1991 EIR
Environmental
Topic

Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

Discussion: Mitigation for the impact changed based
upon the 2005 BRA and 2010 Update to the
BRA/Focused Special-Status Species Survey reports
that were carried out. With implementation of the
mitigation measures N-BIO-1 thru N-BIO-10 required
herein impacts would be less than significant.
Biology
Table 3-1

Diminished
habitat for
plants and
wildlife.

Significant

Prepare and
implement a detailed
biological mitigation
plan.

Less than
significant

Change

Impact: Reduced potential habitat for plants and
wildlife.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Mitigation: O-BIO-1: Prepare and implement a detailed
biological mitigation plan consistent with the
mitigation measures N-BIO-1 thru N-BIO-10.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Table 3-1

Elimination
or
disturbance
of the annual
grasslands in
the project
area.

Impact: Elimination or disturbance of the annual
grasslands in the impact area.
Less than
significant

No mitigation is
required

Less than
significant

No
change

Level of Significance before Mitigation: LTS
Mitigation: None required.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: N/A
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1991 EIR
Environmental
Topic

Biology (cont)
Table 3-1

Impact

Loss of
annual
grassland
habitat,
thereby
displacing or
eliminating
wildlife
species.

Level of
Significance

Less than
significant

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is
required

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Less than
significant

Impact

No
change

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

Discussion: Non-native annual grassland habitat is
common throughout the Central Valley and foothill
regions and is not a protected habitat. Any specialstatus species with the potential to occur on the project
site or in the vicinity that utilize non-native annual
grassland habitats are discussed later in this table.
Further, no wildlife corridors are known to occur in the
impact area.
Impact: Loss of the annual grassland habitat in the
impact area.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: LTS
Mitigation: None required.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: N/A

Table 3-1

Elimination
of blue oaks
(Ridge
Design
would
eliminate 59
blue oaks
[51 with dbh
exceeding
12 inches

Significant

Design the project to
save as many oak
trees as possible.
Protect oak trees from
construction and
landscaping impacts.
Replant with native
oaks.

Less than
significant

Change

Discussion: Current County policies in the Oak
Woodland Management Plan require assessment and
mitigation of the cumulative canopy area of all native
species of oak trees, not on a species-specific per tree
basis. (Pub. Resources Code, § 21083.4)
Impact: Under the revised project design, the project
would remove up to 12.34 acres of oak woodland
canopy, including construction of a new utility corridor.
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1991 EIR
Environmental
Topic

Impact

and 8 with
dbh range of
6-12 inches].

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Mitigation: Consistent with the County’s Oak
Woodland Management Plan (OWMP) and Chapter
17.73 of the County Zoning Code, and prior to
disturbance of any oak woodlands, one or more of the
following mitigation measures shall be completed, or
combination thereof: (i) preparation of a replacement
planting plan by a qualified professional as defined in
the OWMP which requires mitigating the first 10% of
oak canopy removed at a 1:1 ratio and any additional
canopy acreage to be removed at a 2:1 ratio. The Plan,
if prepared, shall require maintaining plantings and
replacing dead or diseased trees for not less than seven
years to ensure “no net loss”; (ii) preserving “like kind”
oak woodland habitat in perpetuity through acquisition
of conservation easements or fee simple at the 1:1 and
2:1 ratio set forth in the OWMP; (iii) contributing funds
to the Oak Woodlands Conservation Fund, consistent
with the OWMP, for the purpose of purchasing oak
woodlands conservation easements. (See associated
2010 Update to 2005 BRA & Focused Special-Status
Species report for details of mitigation acreage)
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS
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Impact

Level of
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Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

Discussion: Current County General Plan policies and
the Oak Woodland Management Plan, require
assessment and mitigation of the cumulative canopy
area of all native species of oak trees affected by a
project, not mitigation on a species-specific per tree
basis.
Impact: Loss or displacement of general wildlife
species and potentially nesting raptors that use the blue
oak woodland/ oak woodlands.

Table 3-1

Loss or
displacement
of wildlife
species of
the blue oak
woodland.

Significant

Implement the blue
oak woodland
vegetation mitigation
measures.

Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Less than
significant

Change

Mitigation: Consistent with the County’s Oak
Woodland Management Plan (OWMP) and Chapter
17.73 of the County Zoning Code, and prior to
disturbance of any oak woodlands, one or more of the
following mitigation measures shall be completed, or
combination thereof: (i) preparation of a replacement
planting plan by a qualified professional as defined in
the OWMP which requires mitigating the first 10% of
oak canopy removed at a 1:1 ratio and any additional
canopy acreage to be removed at a 2:1 ratio. The Plan,
if prepared, shall require maintaining plantings and
replacing dead or diseased trees for not less than seven
years to ensure “no net loss”; (ii) preserving “like kind”
oak woodland habitat in perpetuity through acquisition
of conservation easements or fee simple at the 1:1 and
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Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

2:1 ratio set forth in the OWMP; (iii) contributing funds
to the Oak Woodlands Conservation Fund, consistent
with the OWMP, for the purpose of purchasing oak
woodlands conservation easements. (See associated
2010 Update to 2005 BRA & Focused Special-Status
Species report for details of mitigation acreage)
Including Mitigation Measures for the Swainson’s
hawks.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Table 3-1

Elimination
of interior
live oak
trees and
riparian
shrubs.

Significant

Protect riparian
woodland from
construction impacts.
Replant riparian areas
with woody
vegetation.

Less than
significant

Discussion: Current County General Plan policies and
the Oak Woodland Management Plan, require
assessment and mitigation of the cumulative canopy
area of all native species of oak trees affected by a
project, not mitigation on a species-specific per tree
basis. Additionally, California Fish and Game Code
Section 1600 regulates riparian areas.
Change

Impact: Elimination of interior live oaks and riparian
shrubs (up to 12.34 acres of blue oak, interior live oak,
and valley oak canopy).
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Mitigation: Consistent with the County’s Oak
Woodland Management Plan (OWMP) and Chapter
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Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

17.73 of the County Zoning Code, and prior to
disturbance of any oak woodlands, one or more of the
following mitigation measures shall be completed, or
combination thereof: (i) preparation of a replacement
planting plan by a qualified professional as defined in
the OWMP which requires mitigating the first 10% of
oak canopy removed at a 1:1 ratio and any additional
canopy acreage to be removed at a 2:1 ratio. The Plan,
if prepared, shall require maintaining plantings and
replacing dead or diseased trees for not less than seven
years to ensure “no net loss”; (ii) preserving “like kind”
oak woodland habitat in perpetuity through acquisition
of conservation easements or fee simple at the 1:1 and
2:1 ratio set forth in the OWMP; (iii) contributing funds
to the Oak Woodlands Conservation Fund, consistent
with the OWMP, for the purpose of purchasing oak
woodlands conservation easements. See associated
2010 Update to 2005 BRA & Focused Special-Status
Species report for details of mitigation acreage.
Additionally, comply with any measures required by
the Section 404 Permit and California Fish and Game
Code Section 1600 permit to offset impacts to riparian
shrubs. This is expected to require protection of
riparian areas from construction impacts to the extent
possible. At a minimum, this will include replacement
or restoration of disturbed habitat sufficient to achieve
no-net loss of function.
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Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Impact: Potential for creek impacts from construction
debris/spoils.

Table 3-1

Possible
constructionrelated
impacts to
both creeks
if debris or
soil are
sidecast into
the channel
from
adjacent
areas.

Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant

Potentially
significant

Protect riparian
woodland from
construction impacts.

Less than
significant

No
change

Mitigation: Protect riparian habitat and associated
wetlands from construction areas according to the
standards established in California Fish and Game
Code 1600 and Sections 402 and 404 of the Clean
Water Act. Comply with wetland/waters of the U.S.
mitigation required by Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act and Section 1600 of California Fish and Game
Code. At a minimum, this will include replacement or
restoration of disturbed habitat sufficient to achieve nonet loss of function.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Table 3-1

Loss of
interior live
oak
woodland
habitat and

Significant

Implement the live
oak riparian
woodland vegetation
mitigation measures.

Less than
significant

Change

Discussion: Current County General Plan policies and
the Oak Woodland Management Plan, require
assessment and mitigation of the cumulative canopy
area of all native species of oak trees effected by a
project, not mitigation on a species-specific per tree
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Impact

subsequent
elimination
or
displacement
of wildlife
species
associated
with this
habitat.

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

basis.
Impact: Elimination of interior live oak woodland
habitat (up to 12.34 acres of blue oak, interior live oak,
and valley oak canopy).
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Mitigation: Consistent with the County’s Oak
Woodland Management Plan (OWMP) and Chapter
17.73 of the County Zoning Code, and prior to
disturbance of any oak woodlands, one or more of the
following mitigation measures shall be completed, or
combination thereof: (i) preparation of a replacement
planting plan by a qualified professional as defined in
the OWMP which requires mitigating the first 10% of
oak canopy removed at a 1:1 ratio and any additional
canopy acreage to be removed at a 2:1 ratio. The Plan,
if prepared, shall require maintaining plantings and
replacing dead or diseased trees for not less than seven
years to ensure “no net loss”; (ii) preserving “like kind”
oak woodland habitat in perpetuity through acquisition
of conservation easements or fee simple at the 1:1 and
2:1 ratio set forth in the OWMP; (iii) contributing funds
to the Oak Woodlands Conservation Fund, consistent
with the OWMP, for the purpose of purchasing oak
woodlands conservation easements. (See associated
2010 Update to 2005 BRA & Focused Special-Status
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Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

Species report for details of mitigation acreage).
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Biology (cont)
Table 3-1

Elimination
of wetlands
including
freshwater
marsh
habitat
dominated
by dense
sedge (Ridge
Design
would
eliminate 1.6
acres
including
1.1 acres of
freshwater
marsh and
0.5 acres of
habitat
dominated
by dense
sedge).

Discussion: The preferred alternative (Ridge Design)
avoids/minimizes impacts to wetlands and creek
channels. In addition to design configurations that
avoid or minimize wetland impacts, the current project
now includes spanning the creeks, rather than installing
culverts and other types of discharges of fill material.

Significant

Protect the marshes
from construction
impacts. Establish a
wetland of equal
acreage and value or
enhance an existing
degraded wetland.
Design culvert
outfalls that allow
new ponds to form.

Impact: Elimination of up to 0.45 acres of wetlands.

Less than
significant

Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Change

Mitigation: The County shall require avoidance of
wetlands to the extent practicable. Prior to any
construction activities that could directly or indirectly
impact jurisdictional wetlands within the project area,
the contractor and/or County shall obtain a Section 404
permit from the Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), as
needed, and mitigate for the effects at a minimum 1:1
ratio to ensure “no-net-loss” through either wetland
creation and/or restoration as agreed upon with the
Corps.
The County shall be provided with evidence of
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Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

fulfillment of this measure, including but not limited to
proof of purchase of credits in a mitigation bank, or
with a Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan for
creation of wetlands coupled with proof that the
mitigation site will be preserved in perpetuity
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Table 3-1

Loss of
marsh
habitat,
thereby
eliminating
sources of
water for
wildlife.

Discussion: The preferred alternative (Ridge Design)
avoids/minimizes impacts to wetlands and creek
channels. In addition to design configurations that
avoid or minimize wetland impacts, the current project
now includes spanning the creeks, rather than installing
culverts and other types of discharges of fill material.

Significant

Implement the
freshwater marshes
and seeps vegetation
mitigation measures.

Impact: Elimination of up to 0.45 acres of wetlands.
Less than
significant

Change

Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Mitigation: The County shall require avoidance of
wetlands to the extent practicable. Prior to any
construction activities that could directly or indirectly
impact jurisdictional wetlands within the project area,
the contractor and/or County shall obtain a Section 404
permit from the Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), as
needed, and mitigate for the effects at a minimum 1:1
ratio to ensure “no-net-loss” through either wetland
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Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

creation and/or restoration as agreed upon with the
Corps.
The County shall be provided with evidence of
fulfillment of this measure, including but not limited to
proof of purchase of credits in a mitigation bank, or
with a Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan for
creation of wetlands coupled with proof that the
mitigation site will be preserved in perpetuity.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Biology (cont)
Table 3-1

Elimination
of purple
needlegrass
grassland
(Ridge
design 0.15
acres).

Significant

Protect the purple
needlegrass from
construction impacts.
Replant an area with
purple needlegrass.

Less than
significant

Change

Discussion: Purple needlegrass grassland is listed as a
sensitive plant community of the CDFG Natural
Communities List and is required to be considered in
CEQA documents. While the amount of purple
needlegrass grassland on the site has increased in size
since the 1991 EIR, the expected impact (0.09-acres) of
purple needlegrass grassland is less than the 0.15-acre
impact associated with the Ridge Design in the 1991
EIR. Therefore the impact to the species is less than
significant and no mitigation is required by CDFG.
The total acreage of purple needlegrass in the study
area is 1.67 acres; however, only 0.09-acre of purple
needlegrass grassland will be impacted by the project.
Impact: Elimination of approximately 0.09-acre of
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Environmental
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Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

purple needlegrass grassland.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: LTS
Mitigation: None required.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Table 3-1

Elimination
of habitat for
wildlife
species
associated
with the
purple
needlegrass
grassland.

Significant

Implement the purple
needlegrass grassland
vegetation mitigation
measures.

Less than
significant

Change

Discussion: Purple needlegrass grassland is listed as a
sensitive plant community of the CDFG Natural
Communities List and is required to be considered in
CEQA documents. While the amount of purple
needlegrass grassland on the site has increased in size
since the 1991 EIR, the expected impact (0.09-acre) of
purple needlegrass grassland is less than the 0.15-acre
impact associated with the Ridge Design in the 1991
EIR. Therefore the impact to the species is less than
significant and no mitigation is required by CDFG.
The total acreage of purple needlegrass in the study
area is 1.67 acres; however, only 0.09-acre of purple
needlegrass grassland will be impacted by the project.
Impact: Elimination of habitat for wildlife species
associated with the purple needlegrass grassland.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: LTS
Mitigation: None required.
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Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Table 3-1

No impacts
to any other
special
status plant
species.

Impact: None
_

No mitigation is
required.

_

No
change

Level of Significance before Mitigation: N/A
Mitigation: None required.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: N/A

Foraging Habitat:

Table 3-1

Loss of
possible
foraging
habitat for
Swainson's
hawks.

Less than
significant

No mitigation is
required.

Less than
significant

Change

Discussion: The disturbed annual grassland onsite
provides suitable foraging habitat for Swainson'shawk
although no hawks have been observed onsite. The loss
of possible foraging habitat forSwainson's hawks from
approval of the modified project design is considered
less than significant as there will be no substantial
increase in any additional foraging habitat loss from
that previously approved for the project.
Nests:
Potential impacts to active Swainson's hawk nests
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Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

would be potentially significant.
Impact: Potential effects to Swainson's hawk nests.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Mitigation: The County/contractor shall retain a
Qualified Biologist to conduct a preconstruction survey
in accordance with current CDFG guidelines. The
survey shall be conducted before grading activities and
no more than 30 days before the beginning of
construction. If no nests are found, no further
mitigation is required.
If active nests are found within 0.25 miles of the
construction area, consult with CDFG to establish
measures to allow work within that zone. No
construction activities shall take place within 0.25 mile
of the nest until the young have fledged or consultation
with CDFG has been completed. Weekly monitoring
reports summarizing nest activities shall be submitted
to the County and CDFG until the young have fledged
and the nest is determined to be inactive. Trees found to
contain active nests that must be removed as a result of
project implementation shall be removed during the
non-breeding season (late Sept. to late February).
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Updated 1/16/2011

15 of 26

1991 EIR
Environmental
Topic

Table 3-1

Impact

Loss of
possible
foraging
habitat for
burrowing
owls.

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

Discussion: The disturbed annual grassland onsite
provides suitable foraging and nesting habitat for
western burrowing owl. The loss of and additional
possible foraging habitat for western burrowing owl
under the revised project design is less than significant
because burrowing ols are not known to occur in the
project area, and in the event that burrowing owls do
utilize the site considerable annual grassland habitat
will remain undisturbed within the project area.
Potential impacts to active western burrowing owl nests
would be significant.
Less than
significant

No mitigation is
required.

Less than
significant

Change

Impact Potential effects to nesting western burrowing
owls.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Mitigation: Prior to grading the County/ applicant shall
retain a Qualified Biologist to conduct preconstruction
surveys (in accordance with current CDFG guidelines)
of the project area and in a 250-foot wide buffer zone
around the project site (excluding paved areas) to locate
active burrowing owl burrows. If no burrowing owls
are detected, a letter report documenting survey
methods and findings will be submitted to the County
and no further mitigation is required. If active
burrowing owl burrows are detected, the County shall
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Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

require the following mitigation:
•

Occupied burrows will not be disturbed during the
nesting season (2/1 – 8/31). This shall be
accomplished by establishing a 250-foot buffer
around the occupied burrows. The size of the buffer
may be reduced if a Qualified Biologist and CDFG
determine that the reduction of the buffer would not
have an adverse effect on the owls.

•

If destruction of an occupied burrow is unavoidable
during the nonbreeding season (9/1 – 1/31), passive
relocation techniques approved by CDFG, such as
installing one-way doors at the burrow entrance,
will be used instead of trapping the owls. At least 1
week will be necessary to accomplish the passive
relocation and allow the owls to acclimate to
alternative burrows. After the owls have been
confirmed to be absent from the burrows, the
burrow entrances should be collapsed to prevent
owls from re-entering the burrows.

Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Table 3-1

Loss of
possible
habitat for

_

No mitigation is
required.

Less than
significant

Change

Discussion: Portions of the marsh habitat provide
suitable nesting substrate for tricolored blackbird.
The loss of possible foraging and nesting habitat for
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Impact

the
tricolored
blackbird

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

tricolored blackbird is less than significant, the tricolor
blackbird is a common species throughout the Central
Valley and is not listed as rare, threatened or
endangered, but rather as a Species of Special Concern.
The tricolor blackbird is listed under the MBTA,
however. (50 CFR 10.13.) As such pre-construction
surveys will be required. The modified project is not
anticipated to have a measurable effect on the
tricolored blackbird in part because the site provides
marginally suitable nesting habitat.
Impact: Potential effects to active tricolored blackbird
nests.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Mitigation: Conduct a preconstruction nesting bird
survey for MBTA-regulated species 30 days prior to
construction activities would be necessary. If an active
nest is found, subsequent surveys will be necessary to
determine when the nest is no longer active. If no
active nests are found, no further mitigation is expected
to be required.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS
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Discussion: The biological assessments prepared for
the project support the SEIR’s conclusion that
California red-legged frogs are unlikely to occur onsite
because of the existing topography and climate, the
potential habitat is marginal, and because no records
exist of CRLF occurring within 5 miles of the project
site. To the extent any potential upland habitat could
exist (e.g., above the existing pond), that area would
largely be avoided (e.g., the pond) the potential direct
and indirect effects to CRLF is LTS..

Biology (cont)
Table 3-1

Loss of
possible
habitat for
red-legged
frog.

Impact: Potential effects to California red-legged frog
on the project site – upland of the existing pond.
Less than
significant

No mitigation is
required.

_

Change

Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Mitigation: Retain a Qualified Biologist to conduct a
preconstruction survey prior to any disturbance of the
upland areas above the pond per USFWS protocols in
areas with potentially suitable habitat, if any, will be
affected.
Should no suitable CRLF habitat occur on the site
following the habitat assessment, then no further
mitigation shall be required. If CRLF habitat is
determined to be present, then a presence/absence
survey shall be conducted. If CRLF are not observed
during the survey, then no further mitigation is
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expected to be necessary. If CRLF are observed, the
following shall be required: obtain a no jeopardy
biological opinion from the USFWS in conjunction
with the Clean Water Act Permit. All the terms and
conditions of the BO from the USFWS shall be
implemented. While at the discretion of the USFWS,
the terms and conditions of the Biological will include
measures to avoid and/or minimize incidental take of
the species and conservation measures to ensure habitat
protection..
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Table 3-1

No loss of
elderberry
shrubs and,
therefore, no
impacts to
valley
elderberry
longhorn
beetle
(VELB)

_

No mitigation is
required.

Less than
significant

Change.

Discussion: VELB is federally listed as threatened,
although in October 2006 its “delisting” was proposed.
It is not known whether the species occurs on the
project site, but because the site is within the range of
the species and suitable habitat is present (e.g.,
elderberry shrubs), it is assumed that the species could
be present.
Five elderberry shrubs were identified in the study area
and an additional six shrubs were identified just outside
the study area. No VELB or exit holes were observed;
however, all elderberry shrubs with a stem diameter of
greater than one inch at ground level are considered to
be habitat for VELB by the USFWS.
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Impact: Loss of elderberry shrubs, which provide
potential habitat for valley elderberry longhorn beetle.
Four shrubs within the study area are expected to be
impacted by the proposed project.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Mitigation: Implement elderberry mitigation per
USFWS guidelines. Specifically, to minimize impacts
on VELB habitat, the following measures shall be
implemented consistent with USFWS’s Compensation
Guidelines for verified VELB habitat and prior to
commencement of construction.
•

A qualified biologist will identify and mark all
elderberry shrubs in the study area containing
stems 1.0 inch or greater. Orange construction
barrier fencing will be installed at least 20 feet
from the dripline of all elderberry shrubs or per
USFWS,that will be avoided to identify and protect
the shrubs. No construction activities will be
allowed within the fenced area without consent of
the USFWS.

•

Signs will be posted on the environmentally
sensitive area fencing and maintained for the
duration of construction. The signs will state,
“This area is habitat of the valley elderberry
longhorn beetle, a threatened species, and must not
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be disturbed. This species is protected by the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended.”
•

Obtain a biological opinion from the USFWS
under Section 7 and in conjunction with the Clean
Water Act Permit.

•

The County/ applicant will coordinate with the
USFWS through preparation of the BO and VELB
mitigation plan to determine that one or more of the
following measures will be implemented to fully
mitigate for impacts to VELB:

•

A. Transplant elderberry shrubs to a conservation
area in accordance with USFWS’ current
Conservation Guidelines for Valley Elderberry
Longhorn Beetle;

•

B. Replace shrubs at a ratio from 1:1 through 8:1,
depending on the diameter of the stem at ground
level, whether the shrub is located in riparian or
upland habitat, and if the shrub has evidence of exit
holes;

•

C. Plant elderberry shrubs, and five seedlings and
five associated native plants, in an area of at least
1,800 square feet per transplant;

•

D. Perform maintenance, implement remedial
measures, and submit reports, following the
requirements in the USFWS guidelines (1999); or
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•

E. To compensate for loss of habitat for VELB, the
County/applicant may either acquire and manage in
perpetuity a local mitigation site that is approved
by USFWS for the sole purpose of compensating
project impacts on VELB; or participate in a local
USFWS-approved mitigation bank.

The VELB mitigation plan shall be completed and
submitted to the County and USFWS prior to grading
or ground-disturbing activity within 100 feet of VELB
habitat or potential habitat.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Table 3-1

Elimination
of foraging
habitat for
several
special
status
raptors.

Less than
significant

No mitigation is
required.

Less than
significant

Change

Discussion: The loss of foraging habitat for several
species of special-status raptors is not regulated;
therefore, any impacts to special-status raptor species
foraging habitat will be less than significant. However,
impacts to nests of special-status raptor species would
be significant.
Impact: Potential effects to active special-status raptor
nests.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Mitigation: To avoid removal of active nests,
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vegetation removal and trimming should be conducted
during the non-breeding season (August 16–January
31). If this is not possible, the following measure will
be implemented:
If construction activities are anticipated to occur mainly
during the nesting season for migratory birds and
raptors (generally February through August), the
County/applicant will retain a qualified biologist to
conduct preconstruction surveys for nesting birds for all
construction activities that occur within or near suitable
breeding habitat. The surveys will be conducted no
more than 30 days prior to the start of construction
activities and will cover all affected areas, including
construction areas and staging areas where ground
disturbance or vegetation clearing is required. If no
active nests are detected, no additional mitigation
measures are required.
If surveys indicate that migratory bird or raptor nests
occur in areas where construction activities will take
place, a no-disturbance buffer will be established
around the nest site to avoid disturbance or destruction
of the nest site until after the breeding season or until a
wildlife biologist determines that the young have
fledged. Generally, the buffer zones are 50–100 feet
for nesting passerine birds and 300 feet for nesting
raptors other than Swainson’s hawks. However, the
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extent of these buffers will be determined through
coordination with CDFG and will depend on the level
of noise or construction disturbance, line of sight
between the nest and the disturbance, ambient levels of
noise and other disturbances, and other topographical
or artificial barriers. These factors will be analyzed to
make an appropriate decision on buffer distances.
Active nests occurring in or near the study area will be
monitored during construction by the onsite monitor. If
the onsite monitor determines that birds on the nest of a
protected species are stressed (e.g., a bird constantly
leaving an active nest or a bird not returning to the nest
regularly to feed chicks), construction will be halted
and the County/ DFG contacted to determine a further
course of action.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Table 3-2

Bypassing
and
eliminating
creek
channel
habitat for
culvert
extension
and new

Discussion: The number of crossings will increase, but
overall impacts to wetlands/waters of the U.S. will
decrease.
Less than
significant

No mitigation is
required

Less than
significant

Change

Impact: Creek disturbance associated with installation
of crossings.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant

Updated 1/16/2011

25 of 26

1991 EIR
Environmental
Topic

Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation Measures

Current Project/Ridge Design
Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Impact

culverts.

2010 Evaluation (Limits of Disturbance)

Mitigation: Implement wetland/waters of the U.S.
mitigation as determined by Section 404 permit and
agreed upon by the Corps.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS

Discussion: Marsh and riparian habitats, particularly
slower portions of Carson Creek, provide suitable
habitat for western pond turtle. There have also been
three known occurrences within 5 miles of the site.
Impact: Potential impacts to western pond turtle.
Level of Significance before Mitigation: Potentially
Significant
Impacts to
western pond
turtle

Not
considered

Not considered

Not considered

Not
considered

Change
(new
impact)

Mitigation: Retain a Qualified Biologist to conduct, not
more than 15 days prior to construction, a
preconstruction survey for adult western pond turtle(s),
hatchlings and eggs, focusing on perennial marsh and
riparian habitat areas and uplands within 300 feet of
such potential habitat or to the boundary of the APE. If
adult pond turtles are located in the construction area,
the biologist will consult with CDFG about relocating
the turtle to a suitable aquatic site outside the
construction area. If an active pond turtle nest
containing either pond turtle hatchlings or eggs is
found, a no-disturbance buffer of 300 feet around the
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nest site will be established until the hatchlings have
moved to a nearby aquatic site or have been relocated.
Level of Significance after Mitigation: LTS
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HABITAT IMPACTS ACREAGES
HABITAT TYPE

IMPACTS IN
PROJECT
SITE

Annual Grassland

34.31

90.95

125.26

Blue Oak Woodland

5.58

11.84

17.42

Perennial Wetland

0.17

3.35

3.52

0.02

0.02

0.09

1.58

1.67

27.33

25.17

52.50

Seasonal Wetland

0.20

0.87

1.07

Valley Foothill Riparian

0.70

11.17

11.87

68.38

144.95

IMPACTS
AVOIDED

Pond
Purple Needlegrass Grassland
Roadway/ Development

TOTAL

OTHER HABITAT IMPACTS
FEATURE

IMPACTS

Elderberry

D
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4

1

TOTAL

213.33

OTHER FEATURES
TOTAL

D

Limit of Disturbance

5
Limit of Study

D

DD

UTILITY CORRIDOR
ADDITIONAL HABITAT
IMPACT ACREAGES
See Figure 5 for Utility Corridors
HABITAT TYPE
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Annual Grassland
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0.01
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TOTAL
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