DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

FILE: P21-0004

PROJECT NAME: Jomescbo Tentative Parcel Map

NAME OF APPLICANT: Thomas Van Noord

ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NO.: 105-190-042SECTION: 25 T: 11N R: 9E

LOCATION: On the south side of Thompson Hill Road, approximately 200-feet east of the intersection with
Lotus Road, in the Gold Hill area.
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TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP [X]
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OTHER:

REASONS THE PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT:
[] NO SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS WERE IDENTIFIED DURING THE INITIAL STUDY.

X MITIGATION HAS BEEN IDENTIFIED WHICH WOULD REDUCE POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT
IMPACTS.

[ 1] OTHER:

In accordance with the authority and criteria contained in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), State
Guidelines, and El Dorado County Guidelines for the Implementation of CEQA, the County Environmental Agent analyzed
the project and determined that the project will not have a significant impact on the environment. Based on this finding,
the Planning Department hereby prepares this Mitigated Negative Declaration. A period of twenty (20) days from the
date of filing this mitigated negative declaration will be provided to enable public review of the project specifications and
this document prior to action on the project by COUNTY OF EL DORADO. A copy of the project specifications is on file at
the County of El Dorado Planning Services, 2850 Fairlane Court, Placerville, CA 95667.

This Mitigated Negative Declaration was adopted by the on

Executive Secretary
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COUNTY OF EL DORADO
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
INITIAL STUDY
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Project Title: P21-0004/Jomescbo Tentative Parcel Map

Lead Agency Name and Address: El Dorado County, 2850 Fairlane Court, Placerville, CA 95667

Contact Person: Matthew Asclage, Assistant Planner Phone Number: (530) 621-5977

Owner’s Name and Address: Jomescbo Family Trust ¢/o Thomas R. Van Noord, 3350 Country Club Dr., #202,
Cameron Park, CA 95682

Applicant’s Name and Address: Thomas R. Van Noord, 3350 Country Club Dr., #202, Cameron Park, CA 95682

Project Location: The project is located on the south side of Thompson Hill Road, 200-feet east of the intersection
with Lotus Road in the Gold Hill area.

Assessor’s Parcel Number: 105-190-042 Acres: 55-acres

Sections: S:25 T: 1IN R:9E

General Plan Designation: Rural Residential (RR)

Zoning: Rural Lands — 10-Acre (RL-10)

Description of Project: A request for a Tentative Parcel Map to subdivide an approximately 55-acre parcel into four
parcels as follows: 10.06-acres (Parcel One), 10.55-acres (Parcel Two), 14.02-acres (Parcel Three), 20.29-acres (Parcel
Four) (Attachment A). The property is currently undeveloped. Access to each of the proposed parcels will be from
future driveway encroachments onto Thompson Hill Road (a county-maintained roadway). Electricity/utilities services
are provided by Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E). The project proposes well water and septic systems on each proposed
parcel for water and sanitation service. However, EID water may be pursued in the future- this will require consultation
with EID to determine up-to-date requirements for infrastructure developments at that time. Additionally, future EID
developments may require a new CEQA analysis. Further, the project will include annexation into the El Dorado
County Fire Protection District for structural fire protection and emergency medical services. No new on-site
improvements or residential developments are proposed at this time. Any future development would be reviewed at
time of building permit issuance. No trees are proposed for removal at this time. The vegetation communities on the
project site are classified as Interior Live Oak Woodland, Foothill Pine Woodland, Mixed Serpentine Chaparral,
Interior Live Oak Woodland, Blue Oak Woodland, and California Annual Grassland.

Environmental Setting: The project site is an approximately 55-acre developed parcel located in the western slope of
the Sierra Nevada Mountains at an elevation of approximately 1,330-feet to 1,560-feet above mean sea level. The
topography consists of three northerly-sloping ridges separated by two unnamed intermittent creeks. The slope
gradients on the ridges are as follows: westernmost ridge, 15-percent; central ridge, 14-percent; and easternmost ridge,
11-percent. Soils on the project site include Auburn very rocky silt loam (AXE), Serpentine rock land (SaF), Auburn
very rocky silt loam, Boomer very rocky loam (BkD and BkE). Auburn soils comprise approximately 30-percent of the
parcel; Boomer soils, 40-percent; and serpentine soils, 30-percent. The vegetation community on the project site
includes Interior Live Oak Woodland, Foothill Pine Woodland, Mixed Serpentine Chaparral, Interior Live Oak
Woodland, Blue Oak Woodland, and California Annual Grassland. Interior live oak woodland covers approximately
nine-acres in two areas of the property: five-acres at the western corner of the project site, and four-acres in the center
of the parcel. Foothill Pine Woodland covers approximately four and one-half-acres of the project site. Mixed
serpentine chaparral vegetation, covering approximately nine-acres, is the dominant vegetation community on the
Serpentine soils between the two intermittent creeks in the project site. Blue oak woodland covers about thirty-two-
acres on the ridge in the eastern portion of the property. California annual grassland covers about seven-acres, found in
two locations: about one-half-acre west of the intermittent creek on Parcel One and about 6.5-acres on Parcels Two and
Three. Blue oak woodland covers about 25-acres of the project site, and interior live oak woodland covers about nine-
acres. The project site has two intermittent creeks, designated Channels One and Two that flow from south to north
across the property, and one ephemeral drainage, Channel Three, that carries water northwesterly from the ridge in the
eastern portion of the site. Channel One, located on Parcel One, has its origins south of the project site and carries
water northerly through small wetlands near Thompson Hill Road. Water collects at a culvert beneath a dirt road, then
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leaves the property within a second culvert beneath Thompson Hill Road. Channel Two carries water from a swale on
proposed Parcel Three to a seasonal pond near Thompson Hill Road on Parcel Two, then continues to the property
boundary, where it enters a culvert beneath the road. The ephemeral drainage carries storm water northwesterly on
proposed Parcel Four to a broad flood plain south of Thompson Hill Road, then collects at a culvert that transports it
off the property and beneath the road. Wetlands are found within and adjacent to Channel One and surrounding the
pond on Channel Two. The seasonal pond held water until late May in 2017- which was an exceptionally wet winter-
but was dry on the same date in 2020. Likewise, water was flowing into the wetlands on Channel One in early June of
2017, but the channel was dry by mid-May in 2020. A Biological Resources Report was completed in August of 2017
and updated in December of 2020 by Ruth A Wilson of Site Consulting, Inc. Biological Services (Attachment B). No
oak trees are proposed for removal. No species listed by either the state or federal Endangered Species Acts were found
on the project site. Potential habitat was found for one state and federal-listed species: Layne’s butterweed.
Additionally, two species of special concern were found: Oak titmouse and Wrentit. Further, potential habitat was
found for fifty-one other species of concern including two insects, one reptile, sixteen birds, six mammals, and thirty-
two plants. However, none of these fifty-one species were observed on site. Each proposed parcel would be allowed to
develop up to one primary residence, one secondary residence, accessory residential structures, and/or agricultural
structure(s). Each proposed parcel is current undeveloped. Further, no residential development is proposed at this time.
The property is located in the Important Biological Corridor; however, there were no recorded occurrences of special-
status plants or wildlife species within the project area. The adjacent-neighboring parcels to the east are zoned as
Agriculture — 40-acres (AG-40); to the south and north are zoned as Rural Lands — 10-acres (RL-10); and to the west
are Residential Estate — Five-Acres (RE-5) and RL-10 properties. These surrounding properties are primarily
developed for residential uses, but also include undeveloped parcels and agricultural uses. The Biological Resources
Report determined that enhanced 60-foot setbacks from waters and wetlands, pre-construction bird surveys, and pre-
construction plant surveys would be the only required mitigations to finalize this Parcel Map.

Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement):
1. El Dorado County Surveyor
El Dorado County Building Services
El Dorado County Environmental Management Department
El Dorado County Department of Transportation
El Dorado County Fire Protection District
El Dorado LAFCO

Sk wh

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area requested
consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, has consultation begun?

At the time of the application request, seven Tribes: Colfax-Todds Valley Consolidated Tribe, lone Band of Miwok
Indians, Nashville Enterprise Miwok-Maidu-Nishinam Tribe, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians, T’si-Akim
Maidu, United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria, Washoe Tribe of California and Nevada, had
requested to be notified of proposed projects for consultation in the project area. Consultation notices were sent on
May 2, 2021. Staff had not received a response within a 30-day period from the date of staff’s consultation initiation
response. As such, AB52 consultation has been closed. Pursuant to the records search conducted at the North Central
Information Center on January 7, 2020, the proposed project area contains zero prehistoric-period resources and zero
historic-period cultural resources. Additionally, zero cultural resources study reports covering any portion of the site
are on file. Outside of the project area, but within the % mile radius of the geographic area, a broader search area
contains zero prehistoric-period resources and two historic-period cultural resources. Additionally, two cultural
resource study reports are on file which covers a portion of the broader search area. There is low potential for locating
prehistoric-period cultural resources in the immediate vicinity. There is low potential for locating historic-period
cultural resources in the immediate vicinity. The project site is not known to contain neither Tribal Cultural Resources
(TCRs) nor historic-period resources.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact
that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics Agriculture and Forestry Resources Air Quality
X | Biological Resources Cultural Resources Geology / Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Hazards & Hazardous Materials Hydrology / Water Quality
Land Use / Planning Mineral Resources Noise
Population / Housing Public Services Recreation
Transportation/Traffic Tribal Cultural Resources Utilities / Service Systems
DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

|

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be
a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. .

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact” or "potentially significant unless
mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect: 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards; and 2) has been addressed by Mitigation Measures based on
the earlier analysis as described in attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all
potentially significant effects: a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION, pursuant to applicable standards; and b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or Mitigation Measures that are imposed
upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Printed Name Matthew Aselage, Assistant Planner For: El Dorado County

Signature: M W/‘q,,(_. Date: }/‘)/ ’Z} Q'Ual |

==l

Printed Name Rommel Pabalinas, Current Planning For: El Dorado County

Signature:

Manage

e Iy 1yf2]
Vg IVI “h
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Introduction

This Initial Study has been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to
evaluate the potential environmental impacts resulting from the proposed project. The proposed project would allow
for the subdivision of an undeveloped approximately 55-acre parcel into four parcels as follows: 10.06-acres (Parcel
One), 10.55-acres (Parcel Two), 14.02-acres (Parcel Three), 20.29-acres (Parcel Four)

Throughout this Initial Study, please reference the following Attachments:
Attachment A: Tentative Parcel Map
Attachment B: Biological Resources Report

Attachment C: Wetland Delineation Report

Project Description:

A request for a Tentative Parcel Map to subdivide an approximately 55-acre parcel into four parcels as follows:
10.06-acres (Parcel One), 10.55-acres (Parcel Two), 14.02-acres (Parcel Three), 20.29-acres (Parcel Four)
(Attachment A). The property is currently undeveloped. Access to each of the proposed parcels will be from future
driveway encroachments onto Thompson Hill Road (a county-maintained roadway). Electricity/utilities services are
provided by Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E). The project proposes well water and septic systems on each proposed
parcel for water and sanitation service. However, EID water may be pursued in the future- this will require
consultation with EID to determine up-to-date requirements for infrastructure developments at that time.
Additionally, future EID developments may require a new CEQA analysis. No new on-site improvements or
residential developments are proposed at this time. Any future development would be reviewed at time of building
permit issuance. No trees are proposed for removal at this time. The vegetation communities on the project site are
classified as Interior Live Oak Woodland, Foothill Pine Woodland, Mixed Serpentine Chaparral, Interior Live Oak
Woodland, Blue Oak Woodland, and California Annual Grassland.

Site Description:

The project site is an approximately 55-acre developed parcel located in the western slope of the Sierra Nevada
Mountains at an elevation of approximately 1,330-feet to 1,560-feet above mean sea level. The topography consists
of three northerly-sloping ridges separated by two unnamed intermittent creeks. The slope gradients on the ridges
are as follows: westernmost ridge, 15-percent; central ridge, 14-percent; and easternmost ridge, 11-percent. Soils on
the project site include Auburn very rocky silt loam (AXE), Serpentine rock land (SaF), Auburn very rocky silt loam,
Boomer very rocky loam (BkD and BKE). Auburn soils comprise approximately 30-percent of the parcel; Boomer
soils, 40-percent; and serpentine soils, 30-percent. The vegetation community on the project site includes Interior
Live Oak Woodland, Foothill Pine Woodland, Mixed Serpentine Chaparral, Interior Live Oak Woodland, Blue Oak
Woodland, and California Annual Grassland. Interior live oak woodland covers approximately nine-acres in two
areas of the property: five-acres at the western corner of the project site, and four-acres in the center of the parcel.
Foothill Pine Woodland covers approximately four and one-half-acres of the project site. Mixed serpentine chaparral
vegetation, covering approximately nine-acres, is the dominant vegetation community on the Serpentine soils
between the two intermittent creeks in the project site. Blue oak woodland covers about thirty-two-acres on the ridge
in the eastern portion of the property. California annual grassland covers about seven-acres, found in two locations:
about one-half-acre west of the intermittent creek on Parcel One and about 6.5-acres on Parcels Two and Three.
Blue oak woodland covers about 25-acres of the project site, and interior live oak woodland covers about nine-acres.
The project site has two intermittent creeks, designated Channels One and Two, that flow from south to north across
the property, and one ephemeral drainage, Channel Three, that carries water northwesterly from the ridge in the
eastern portion of the site. Channel One, located on Parcel One, has its origins south of the project site and carries
water northerly through small wetlands near Thompson Hill Road. Water collects at a culvert beneath a dirt road,
then leaves the property within a second culvert beneath Thompson Hill Road. Channel Two carries water from a
swale on proposed Parcel Three to a seasonal pond near Thompson Hill Road on Parcel Two, then continues to the
property boundary, where it enters a culvert beneath the road. The ephemeral drainage carries storm water
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northwesterly on proposed Parcel Four to a broad flood plain south of Thompson Hill Road, then collects at a
culvert that transports it off the property and beneath the road. Wetlands are found within and adjacent to Channel
One and surrounding the pond on Channel Two. The seasonal pond held water until late May in 2017- which was an
exceptionally wet winter- but was dry on the same date in 2020. Likewise, water was flowing into the wetlands on
Channel One in early June of 2017, but the channel was dry by mid-May in 2020. A Biological Resources Report
was completed in August of 2017 and updated in December of 2020 by Ruth A Wilson of Site Consulting, Inc.
Biological Services (Attachment B). No oak trees are proposed for removal. No species listed by either the state or
federal Endangered Species Acts were found on the project site. Potential habitat was found for one state and
federal-listed species: Layne’s butterweed. Additionally, two species of special concern were found: Oak titmouse
and Wrentit. Further, potential habitat was found for fifty-one other species of concern including two insects, one
reptile, sixteen birds, six mammals, and thirty-two plants. However, none of these fifty-one species were observed
on site. Each proposed parcel would be allowed to develop up to one primary residence, one secondary residence,
accessory residential structures, and/or agricultural structure(s). Each proposed parcel is current undeveloped.
Further, no residential development is proposed at this time. The property is located in the Important Biological
Corridor; however, there were no recorded occurrences of special-status plants or wildlife species within the project
area. The adjacent-neighboring parcels to the east are zoned as Agriculture — 40-acres (AG-40); to the south and
north are zoned as Rural Lands — 10-acres (RL-10); and to the west are Residential Estate — Five-Acres (RE-5) and
RL-10 properties. These surrounding properties are primarily developed for residential uses, but also include
undeveloped parcels and agricultural uses. The Biological Resources Report determined that enhanced 60-foot
setbacks from waters and wetlands, pre-construction bird surveys, and pre-construction plant surveys would be the
only required mitigations to finalize this Parcel Map.

Project Location and Surrounding Land Uses

The project site is located on the south side of Thompson Hill Road, approximately 200-feet west of the intersection
with Lotus Road in the Gold Hill area. The adjacent-neighboring parcels to the east are zoned as Agriculture — 40-
acres (AG-40); to the south and north are zoned as Rural Lands — 10-acres (RL-10); and to the west are Residential
Estate — Five-Acres (RE-5) and RL-10 properties. These surrounding properties are primarily developed for
residential uses, but also include undeveloped parcels and agricultural uses.

Project Characteristics

1. Transportation/Circulation/Parking

The project was reviewed by the El Dorado County Transportation Division and it was verified that all resultant
parcels will have frontage on Thompson Hill Road. There are currently no driveways on site.. As such, no additional
comments or conditions have been submitted by the Transportation Division. El Dorado County Fire Protection
District reviewed the project and provided no additional comments.

2. Utilities and Infrastructure

The El Dorado County Environmental Management Department (EMD) reviewed the project. The site has adequate
well water access. Each parcel is proposed to develop private septic systems. Prior to issuance of building permits,
septic percolation tests will be required for each parcel. Upon EMD approval of septic percolation tests, building
permits may be issued. For electricity the parcels would have to connect to service provided by Pacific Gas &
Electric (PG&E).

3. Construction Considerations

No construction is proposed as a part of the project. The proposed parcels would maintain the current Rural
Residential Ten-Acre (RR-10) zoning designation, which allows for single-family residential development. Any
future construction activities, such as single-family dwelling units and accessory structures, would be completed in
conformance with applicable agency requirements, and subject to a building permit from the El Dorado County
Building Services.
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Project Schedule and Approvals

This Initial Study is being circulated for public and agency review for a minimum 20-day period. Written comments
on the Initial Study should be submitted to the project planner indicated in the Summary section, above. Following
the close of the written comment period, the Initial Study will be considered by the Lead Agency in a public meeting
and will be certified if it is determined to be in compliance with California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The
Lead Agency will also determine whether to approve the project.
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported
by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact"
answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not
apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact”
answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g.,
the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts.

If the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, the checklist answers must
indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than
significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is a fair argument that an effect may be
significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is
made, an EIR is required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the
incorporation of Mitigation Measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a
"Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the Mitigation Measures, and briefly
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level.

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect
has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration (Section 15063(c)(3)(D)). In this
case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the
scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards,
and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier
analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated,"
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document
and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside
document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is
substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used, or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies
should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental
effects in whatever format is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a. the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b. the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
I. AESTHETICS. Would the project:
Potentially Ifess. than Less Than
.. Significant . No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Tmpact
P Mitigation p
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic X
vista?
b. Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock X
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?
c. Substantially degrade the existing visual
character quality of the site and its X
surroundings?
d. Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or X
nighttime views in the area?

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies
No federal regulations are applicable to aesthetics in relation to the proposed project.
State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

In 1963, the California State Legislature established the California Scenic Highway Program, a provision of the
Streets and Highways Code, to preserve and enhance the natural beauty of California (Caltrans, 2015). The state
highway system includes designated scenic highways and those that are eligible for designation as scenic highways.

There are no officially designated state scenic corridors in the vicinity of the project site.
Local Laws, Regulations, and Policies

The County has several standards and ordinances that address issues relating to visual resources. Many of these can
be found in the County Zoning Ordinance (Title 130 of the County Code). The Zoning Ordinance consists of
descriptions of the zoning districts, including identification of uses allowed by right or requiring a special-use permit
and specific development standards that apply in particular districts based on parcel size and land use density. These
development standards often involve limits on the allowable size of structures, required setbacks, and design
guidelines. Included are requirements for setbacks and allowable exceptions, the location of public utility
distribution and transmission lines, architectural supervision of structures facing a state highway, height limitations
on structures and fences, outdoor lighting, and wireless communication facilities.

Visual resources are classified as 1) scenic resources or 2) scenic views. Scenic resources include specific features
of a viewing area (or viewshed) such as trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings. They are specific features
that act as the focal point of a viewshed and are usually foreground elements. Scenic views are elements of the
broader viewshed such as mountain ranges, valleys, and ridgelines. They are usually middle ground or background
elements of a viewshed that can be seen from a range of viewpoints, often along a roadway or other corridor.
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A list of the county’s scenic views and resources is presented in Table 5.3-1 of the El Dorado County General Plan
EIR (p. 5.3-3). This list includes areas along highways where viewers can see large water bodies (e.g., Lake Tahoe
and Folsom Reservoir), river canyons, rolling hills, forests, or historic structures or districts that are reminiscent of
El Dorado County’s heritage.

Several highways in El Dorado County have been designated by the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) as scenic highways or are eligible for such designation. These include U.S. 50 from the eastern limits of
the Government Center interchange (Placerville Drive/Forni Road) in Placerville to South Lake Tahoe, all of SR 89
within the county, and those portions of SR 88 along the southern border of the county.

Rivers in El Dorado County include the American, Cosumnes, Rubicon, and Upper Truckee rivers. A large portion
of El Dorado County is under the jurisdiction of the USFS, which under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act may
designate rivers or river sections to be Wild and Scenic Rivers. To date, no river sections in El Dorado County have
been nominated for or granted Wild and Scenic River status.

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect to Visual Resources would result in the introduction of physical features
that are not characteristic of the surrounding development, substantially change the natural landscape, or obstruct an
identified public scenic vista.

a. Scenic Vista or Resource: The project site is located in a rural area surrounded by large lot single-family
residences and other large undeveloped rural lots. No scenic vistas, as designated by the county General
Plan, are located in the vicinity of the site (El Dorado County, 2003, p. 5.3-3 through 5.3-5). The project
site is not adjacent to or visible from a State Scenic Highway. Each parcel would be allowed to develop up
to one primary residence, one secondary residence, accessory residential structures and/or agricultural
structure(s). These potential developments are allowed on all lots zoned for single-family
residential/agricultural uses. Any new structures would require permits for construction and would comply
with the General Plan and Zoning code. There would be no impact.

b. Scenic Resources: The project site is not visible from an officially designated State Scenic Highway or
county-designated scenic highway, or any roadway that is part of a corridor protection program (Caltrans,
2013). There are no views of the site from public parks or scenic vistas. Though there are trees on site and
within the project vicinity, there are no trees or historic buildings that have been identified by the County as
contributing to exceptional aesthetic value at the project site, and no trees are proposed for removal. There
would be no impact.

c. Visual Character: Each proposed lot would have the capability for single-family residential development,
such as a primary dwelling, secondary dwelling, accessory residential structures, and/or agricultural
structure(s). The site is surrounded by other single-family homes on large rural lots and other large
undeveloped rural lots. The proposed project would not affect the visual character of the surrounding area.
Impacts would be less than significant.

d. Light and Glare: The proposed project does not include any substantial new light sources, however, the
project would allow for new dwelling units, such as a primary or secondary dwelling, to be developed in
the future, which could produce minimal new light and glare. The property is currently undeveloped.
However, future development would be required to comply with the County lighting ordinance
requirements, including the shielding of lights to avoid potential glare, during the building permit process,
and therefore any impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: With adherence to El Dorado County Code of Ordinances (County Code), for this Aesthetics category,
impacts would be anticipated to be less than significant.
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II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an
optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest
resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information
compiled by California Department of forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land,
including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would
the project:

Less than

Pgteptlally Significant L.ess. o No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Tmpact
P Mitigation P

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
Farmland of Statewide Importance, or
Locally Important Farmland (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the X
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
of the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act Contract?

c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources X
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?

d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use?

e. Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of X
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies
No federal regulations are applicable to agricultural and forestry resources in relation to the proposed project.
State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program

The Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP), administered by the California Department of
Conservation (CDC), produces maps and statistical data for use in analyzing impacts on California’s agricultural
resources (CDC 2008). FMMP rates and classifies agricultural land according to soil quality, irrigation status, and
other criteria. Important Farmland categories are as follows (CDC 2013a):
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Prime Farmland: Farmland with the best combination of physical and chemical features able to sustain long-
term agricultural production. These lands have the soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply needed to
produce sustained high yields. Prime Farmland must have been used for irrigated agricultural production at
some time during the four-years before the FMMP’s mapping date.

Farmland of Statewide Importance: Farmland similar to Prime Farmland, but with minor shortcomings, such
as greater slopes or less ability to store soil moisture. Farmland of Statewide Importance must have been used
for irrigated agricultural production at some time during the four-years before the FMMP’s mapping date.

Unique Farmland: Farmland of lesser quality soils used for the production of the state’s leading agricultural
crops. These lands are usually irrigated but might include non-irrigated orchards or vineyards, as found in some
climatic zones. Unique Farmland must have been cropped at some time during the four-years before the
FMMP’s mapping date.

Farmland of Local Importance: Land of importance to the local agricultural economy as determined by each
county’s board of supervisors and a local advisory committee.

California Land Conservation Act of 1965 (Williamson Act)

The California Land Conservation Act of 1965 (commonly referred to as the Williamson Act) allows local
governments to enter into contracts with private landowners for the purpose of preventing conversion of agricultural
land to non-agricultural uses (CDC 2013b). In exchange for restricting their property to agricultural or related open
space use, landowners who enroll in Williamson Act contracts receive property tax assessments that are
substantially lower than the market rate.

Z’berg-Nejedly Forest Practice Act

Logging on private and corporate land in California is regulated by the 1973 Z’berg-Nejedly Forest Practice Act.
This Act established the Forest Practice Rules (FPRs) and a politically-appointed Board of Forestry to oversee their
implementation. The California Department of Forestry (CALFIRE) works under the direction of the Board of
Forestry and is the lead government agency responsible for approving logging plans and for enforcing the FPRs.

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect to Agricultural Resources would occur if:

° There is a conversion of choice agricultural land to nonagricultural use, or impairment of the
agricultural productivity of agricultural land,

e The amount of agricultural land in the County is substantially reduced; or

e Agricultural uses are subjected to impacts from adjacent incompatible land uses.

a. Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program: The site is zoned as Rural Lands — 10-acres, which
allows for agricultural uses. However, the project site is located adjacent, but not within an Agricultural
District. The site is not designated as farm land of local importance. There would be no impact.

b. Agricultural Uses: The Agriculture Department reviewed this proposal and found that the property is not
located within a Williamson Act Contract; however proposed parcels three and four are adjacent to Ag
Preserves #331 and #329 to the east. Both Agricultural Preserve parcels are zoned Agricultural — 40-acres
(AG-40) and in the Gold Hill Agricultural District. Both parcels three and four are proposed to be larger
than 10-acres and therefore meet the requirements of General Plan Policy 8.1.3.1 which requires
agriculturally zoned lands including Williamson Act Contract properties to be buffered from increase in
density on adjacent lands by requiring a minimum of 10-acres for any parcel created adjacent to such lands.
Any non-agricultural uses will be subject to the standard 200-foot agricultural setback standard. Given the
lot size proposals, the project will result in less than significant impacts.
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c-d. Loss of Forest land or Conversion of Forest land: The site is not designated as Timberland Preserve
Zone (TPZ) or other forestland according to the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. No trees are proposed
for removal as part of the project. There would be no impact.

e. Conversion of Prime Farmland or Forest Land: The project is not within an agricultural  district or
located on forest land and would not convert farmland or forest land to non-agriculture use. There would be
no impact.

FINDING: For this Agriculture category, the thresholds of significance have not been exceeded and no impacts
would be anticipated as a result of the project.

II. AIR QUALITY. Would the project:

Potentially Les; than Less Than
o Significant No
Significant

Significant
Tmpact Impact

with Impact

Mitigation

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of

the applicable air quality plan? 2

b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air X
quality violation?

c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality X
standard (including releasing emissions
which exceed quantitative thresholds for
0zone precursors)?

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

e. Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies

The Clean Air Act is implemented by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and sets ambient air
limits, the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), for six criteria pollutants: particulate matter of
aerodynamic radius of ten-micrometers or less (PM10), particulate matter of acrodynamic radius of 2.5-micrometers
or less (PM2.5), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), ground-level ozone, and lead. Of these criteria
pollutants, particulate matter and ground-level ozone pose the greatest threats to human health.

State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) sets standards for criteria pollutants in California that are more
stringent than the U.S. National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and include the following additional
contaminants: visibility-reducing particles, hydrogen sulfide, sulfates, and vinyl chloride. The proposed project is
located within the Mountain Counties Air Basin, which is comprised of seven air districts: the Northern Sierra Air
Quality Management District (AQMD), Placer County Air Pollution Control District (APCD), Amador County
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APCD, Calaveras County APCD, the Tuolumne County APCD, the Mariposa County APCD, and a portion of the El
Dorado County AQMD, which consists of the western portion of El Dorado County. The El Dorado County Air
Quality Management District (AQMD) manages air quality for attainment and permitting purposes within the west
slope portion of El Dorado County.

USEPA and CARB regulate various stationary sources, area sources, and mobile sources. USEPA has regulations
involving performance standards for specific sources that may release toxic air contaminants (TACs), known as
hazardous air pollutants (HAPs) at the federal level. In addition, USEPA has regulations involving emission criteria
for off-road sources such as emergency generators, construction equipment, and vehicles. CARB is responsible for
setting emission standards for vehicles sold in California and for other emission sources, such as consumer products
and certain off-road equipment. CARB also establishes passenger vehicle fuel specifications.

Air quality in the project area is regulated by the El Dorado County Air Quality Management District. California Air
Resources Board and local air districts are responsible for overseeing stationary source emissions, approving
permits, maintaining emissions inventories, maintaining air quality stations, overseeing agricultural burning permits,
and reviewing air quality-related sections of environmental documents required to comply with CEQA. The AQMD
regulates air quality through the federal and state Clean Air Acts, district rules, and its permit authority. National and
state ambient air quality standards (AAQS) have been adopted by the Environmental Protection Agency and State of
California, respectively, for each criteria pollutant: ozone, particulate matter, carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide,
and sulfur dioxide.

The Environmental Protection Agency and State also designate regions as “attainment” (within standards) or
“nonattainment” (exceeds standards) based on the ambient air quality. The County is in nonattainment status for
both federal and state ozone standards and for the state PM10 standard, and is in attainment or unclassified status for
other pollutants (California Air Resources Board 2013). County thresholds are included in the chart below.

Criteria Pollutant El Dorado County Threshold

Reactive Organic Gasses (ROG) 82-Ibs/day

Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) 82-Ibs/day

Carbon Monoxide (CO) Eight-hour average: Six parts per | One-hour average: 20-
million (ppm) ppm

Particulate Matter (PM10): Annual geometric mean: 30- | 24-hour  average: 50-
pg/m3 pg/m3

Particulate Matter (PM2.5): Annual arithmetic mean: 15- | 24-hour  average: 65-
pg/m3 pg/m3

Ozone Eight-hour average: 0.12-ppm One-hour average: .09

The guide includes a Table (Table 5.2) listing project types with potentially significant emissions. ROG and NOx
Emissions may be assumed to not be significant if:

*  The project encompasses 12-acres or less of ground that is being worked at one time during construction;

* At least one of the recommended mitigation measures related to such pollutants is incorporated into the
construction of the project;

*  The project proponent commits to pay mitigation fees in accordance with the provisions of an established
mitigation fee program in the district (or such program in another air pollution control district that is
acceptable to District); or

* Daily average fuel use is less than 337-gallons per day for equipment from 1995 or earlier, or 402-gallons
per day for equipment from 1996 or later

If the project meets one of the conditions above, AQMD assumed that exhaust emissions of other air pollutants from
the operation of equipment and vehicles are also not significant.

For Fugitive dust (PM10), if dust suppression measures will prevent visible emissions beyond the boundaries of the
project, further calculations to determine PM emissions are not necessary. For the other criteria pollutants, including
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CO, PM10, SO2, NO2, sulfates, lead, and H2S, a project is considered to have a significant impact on air quality if it
will cause or contribute significantly to a violation of the applicable national or state ambient air quality standard(s).

Naturally occurring asbestos (NOA) is also a concern in El Dorado County because it is known to be present in
certain soils and can pose a health risk if released into the air. The AQMD has adopted an El Dorado County
Naturally Occurring Asbestos Review Area Map that identifies those areas more likely to contain NOA (EI Dorado
County 2005).

Discussion: The El Dorado County Air Quality Management District (AQMD) has developed a Guide to Air
Quality Assessment (2002) to evaluate project specific impacts and help determine if air quality mitigation measures
are needed, or if potentially significant impacts could result. A substantial adverse effect on air quality would occur
if:

° Emissions of ROG and Noy will result in construction or operation emissions greater than 82-lbs/day
(Table 3.2);
° Emissions of PM;o, CO, SO, and Noy, as a result of construction or operation emissions, will result in

ambient pollutant concentrations in excess of the applicable National or State Ambient Air Quality
Standard (AAQS). Special standards for ozone, CO, and visibility apply in the Lake Tahoe Air Basin
portion of the County; or

° Emissions of toxic air contaminants cause cancer risk greater than one in one million (ten in one
million if best available control technology for toxics is used) or a non-cancer Hazard Index greater
than one. In addition, the project must demonstrate compliance with all applicable District, State and
U.S. EPA regulations governing toxic and hazardous emissions.

a. Air Quality Plan: El Dorado County has adopted the Rules and Regulations of the El Dorado County Air
Quality Management District (2000) establishing rules and standards for the reduction of stationary source
air pollutants (ROG/VOC, NOx, and O3). The EDC/State Clean Air Act Plan has set a schedule for
implementing and funding transportation contract measures to limit mobile source emissions. The project
would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of either plan. Any activities associated with future
plans for grading and construction would require a Fugitive Dust Mitigation Plan (FDMP) for grading and
construction activities. Such a plan would address grading measures and operation of equipment to
minimize and reduce the level of defined particulate matter exposure and/or emissions to a less than
significant level. The potential impacts of the project would be less than significant.

b-c. Air Quality Standards and Cumulative Impacts: No construction is proposed as part of the project.
There is the potential for future development on the lots for construction of additional residential structures
as well as accessory structures. Although this would contribute air pollutants due to construction and
possible additional vehicle trips to and from the site, these impacts would be minimal. Existing regulations
implemented at issuance of building and grading permits would ensure that any construction related PM10
dust emissions would be reduced to acceptable levels. The El Dorado County Air Quality Management
District (AQMD) reviewed the project and determined that the project is not expected to cause a significant
air quality impact. As such, AQMD waived the requirement of an Air Quality Impact Analysis. With full
review for consistency with General Plan Policies, any impacts would be less than significant.

d. Sensitive Receptors: The CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR 15000) identify sensitive receptors as facilities that
house or attract children, the elderly, people with illnesses, or others that are especially sensitive to the
effects of air pollutants. Hospitals, schools, and convalescent hospitals are examples of sensitive receptors.
No sources of substantial pollutant concentrations would be emitted by any future single family residences,
during construction or following construction. The impact would be less than significant.

e. Objectionable Odors: Table 3-1 of the Guide to Air Quality Assessment (AQMD, 2002) does not list the
proposed use of the parcels for residential uses as a use known to create objectionable odors. The request to
subdivide a 55-acre parcel into four parcels would not be a source of objectionable odors. There would be
no impact.
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FINDING: The proposed project would not affect the implementation of regional air quality regulations or
management plans. The proposed project would not be anticipated to cause substantial adverse effects to air quality,
nor exceed established significance thresholds for air quality impacts.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Potentially Ifess. than Less Than
.. Significant L No
Significant . Significant
with Impact
Impact

s I t
Mitigation mpac

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or X
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal X
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

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

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

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies

P21-0004 Exhibit H: Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study



P21-0004/Jomescbo Parcel Map
Initial Study/Environmental Checklist Form
Page 16

Endangered Species Act

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) (16 U.S. Code [USC] Section 1531 et seq.; 50 Code of Federal Regulations
[CFR] Parts 17 and 222) provides for conservation of species that are endangered or threatened throughout all or a
substantial portion of their range, as well as protection of the habitats on which they depend. The U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) share responsibility for
implementing the ESA. In general, USFWS manages terrestrial and freshwater species, whereas NMFS manages
marine and anadromous species.

Section 9 of the ESA and its implementing regulations prohibit the “take” of any fish or wildlife species listed under
the ESA as endangered or threatened, unless otherwise authorized by federal regulations. The ESA defines the term
“take” to mean “harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or to attempt to engage in
any such conduct” (16 USC Section 1532). Section 7 of the ESA (16 USC Section 1531 et seq.) outlines the
procedures for federal interagency cooperation to conserve federally listed species and designated critical habitats.
Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the ESA provides a process by which nonfederal entities may obtain an incidental take permit
from USFWS or NMFS for otherwise lawful activities that incidentally may result in “take” of endangered or
threatened species, subject to specific conditions. A habitat conservation plan (HCP) must accompany an application
for an incidental take permit.

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) (16 USC, Chapter 7, Subchapter II) protects migratory birds. Most actions
that result in take, or the permanent or temporary possession of, a migratory bird constitute violations of the MBTA.
The MBTA also prohibits destruction of occupied nests. USFWS is responsible for overseeing compliance with the
MBTA.

Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act

The federal Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668-668c¢), first enacted in 1940, prohibits "taking"
bald eagles, including their parts, nests, or eggs. The Act provides criminal penalties for persons who "take, possess,
sell, purchase, barter, offer to sell, purchase or barter, transport, export or import, at any time or any manner, any
bald eagle ... [or any golden eagle], alive or dead, or any part, nest, or egg thereof." The Act defines "take" as
"pursue, shoot, shoot at, poison, wound, kill, capture, trap, collect, molest or disturb." The definition for "Disturb"
includes injury to an eagle, a decrease in its productivity, or nest abandonment, by substantially interfering with
normal breeding, feeding, or sheltering behavior. In addition to immediate impacts, this definition also covers
impacts that result from human-induced alterations initiated around a previously used nest site during a time when
eagles are not present.

Clean Water Act

Clean Water Act (CWA) section 404 regulates the discharge of dredged and fill materials into waters of the U.S.,
which include all navigable waters, their tributaries, and some isolated waters, as well as some wetlands adjacent to
the aforementioned waters (33 CFR Section 328.3). Areas typically not considered to be jurisdictional waters
include non-tidal drainage and irrigation ditches excavated on dry land, artificially irrigated areas, artificial lakes or
ponds used for irrigation or stock watering, small artificial waterbodies such as swimming pools, vernal pools, and
water-filled depressions (33 CFR Part 328). Areas meeting the regulatory definition of waters of the U.S. are subject
to the jurisdiction of U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) under the provisions of CWA Section 404.
Construction activities involving placement of fill into jurisdictional waters of the U.S. are regulated by USACE
through permit requirements. No USACE permit is effective in the absence of state water quality certification
pursuant to Section 401 of CWA.

Section 401 of the CWA requires an evaluation of water quality when a proposed activity requiring a federal license
or permit could result in a discharge to waters of the U.S. In California, the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) and its nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBSs) issue water quality certifications. Each
RWQCSB is responsible for implementing Section 401 in compliance with the CWA and its water quality control

P21-0004 Exhibit H: Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study



P21-0004/Jomescbo Parcel Map
Initial Study/Environmental Checklist Form
Page 17

plan (also known as a Basin Plan). Applicants for a federal license or permit to conduct activities that may result in
the discharge to waters of the U.S. (including wetlands or vernal pools) must also obtain a Section 401 water quality
certification to ensure that any such discharge will comply with the applicable provisions of the CWA.

State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

California Fish and Game Code

The California Fish and Game Code includes various statutes that protect biological resources, including the Native
Plant Protection Act of 1977 (NPPA) and the California Endangered Species Act (CESA). The NPPA (California
Fish and Game Code Section 1900-1913) authorizes the Fish and Game Commission to designate plants as
endangered or rare and prohibits take of any such plants, except as authorized in limited circumstances.

CESA (California Fish and Game Code Section 2050—2098) prohibits state agencies from approving a project that
would jeopardize the continued existence of a species listed under CESA as endangered or threatened. Section 2080
of the California Fish and Game Code prohibits the take of any species that is state listed as endangered or
threatened, or designated as a candidate for such listing. California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) may
issue an incidental take permit authorizing the take of listed and candidate species if that take is incidental to an
otherwise lawful activity, subject to specified conditions.

California Fish and Game Code Section 3503, 3513, and 3800 protect native and migratory birds, including their
active or inactive nests and eggs, from all forms of take. In addition, Section 3511, 4700, 5050, and 5515 identify
species that are fully protected from all forms of take. Section 3511 lists fully protected birds, Section 5515 lists
fully protected fish, Section 4700 lists fully protected mammals, and Section 5050 lists fully protected amphibians.

Streambed Alteration Agreement

Sections 1601 to 1606 of the California Fish and Game Code require that a Streambed Alteration Application be
submitted to CDFW for any activity that may substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow or substantially change
the bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream, or lake. As a general rule, this requirement applies to any work
undertaken within the 100-year floodplain of a stream or river containing fish or wildlife resources.

California Native Plant Protection Act

The California Native Plant Protection Act (California Fish and Game Code Section 1900—1913) prohibits the
taking, possessing, or sale of any plants with a state designation of rare, threatened, or endangered (as defined by
CDFW). The California Native Plant Society (CNPS) maintains a list of plant species native to California that has
low population numbers, limited distribution, or are otherwise threatened with extinction. This information is
published in the Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California (CNPS 2001). Potential impacts to
populations of CNPS-listed plants receive consideration under CEQA review.

Forest Practice Act

Logging on private and corporate land in California is regulated by the Z’berg-Nejedly Forest Practices Act (FPA),
which took effect January 1, 1974. The act established the Forest Practice Rules (FPRs) and a politically-appointed
Board of Forestry to oversee their implementation. CALFIRE works under the direction of the Board of Forestry
and is the lead government agency responsible for approving logging plans and for enforcing the FPRs. A Timber
Harvest Plan (THP) must be prepared by a Registered Professional Forester (RPF) for timber harvest on virtually all
non-federal land. The FPA also established the requirement that all non-federal forests cut in the State be
regenerated with at least three hundred stems per acre on high site lands, and one hundred fifty trees per acre on low
site lands.

Local Laws, Regulations, and Policies
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The County General Plan also include policies that contain specific, enforceable requirements and/or restrictions and
corresponding performance standards that address potential impacts on special-status plant species or create
opportunities for habitat improvement. The El Dorado County General Plan designates the Important Biological
Corridor (IBC) (Exhibits 5.12-14, 5.12-5 and 5.12-7, El Dorado County, 2003). Lands located within the overlay
district are subject to the following provisions, given that they do not interfere with agricultural practices:

Increased minimum parcel size;

Higher canopy-retention standards and/or different mitigation standards/thresholds for oak woodlands;
Lower thresholds for grading permits;

Higher wetlands/riparian retention standards and/or more stringent mitigation requirements for
wetland/riparian habitat loss;

Increased riparian corridor and wetland setbacks;

Greater protection for rare plants (e.g., no disturbance at all or disturbance only as recommended by U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service/California Department of Fish and Wildlife);

Standards for retention of contiguous areas/large expanses of other (non-oak or non-sensitive) plant
communities;

Building permits discretionary or some other type of “site review” to ensure that canopy is retained;

More stringent standards for lot coverage, floor area ratio (FAR), and building height; and

No hindrances to wildlife movement (e.g., no fences that would restrict wildlife movement).

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Biological Resources would occur if the implementation of the project

would:

Substantially reduce or diminish habitat for native fish, wildlife or plants;

Cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels;

Threaten to eliminate a native plant or animal community;

Reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal;

Substantially affect a rare or endangered species of animal or plant or the habitat of the species; or
Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species.

Special Status Species: The project site is located within the County of El Dorado Important Biological
Corridor and Rare Plant Mitigation Area One, but no other sensitive natural community of the County, state
or federal agency, including but not limited to an Ecological Preserve, or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) Recovery Plan boundaries. A biological resources report was prepared in August of 2017 and
updated in December of 2020, by Ruth A. Willson of Site Consulting, Inc. Fauna (animal life): The
Biological Resources Report states that no species listed under either the United States or California
Environmental Protection Acts were found on the project site. However, potential habitat was found for one
state and federal-listed species: Layne’s butterwood. Two species of concern were found: Oak titmouse and
Wrentit. The Biological Resources Report also details potential habitat for fifty-one other species of
concern including two insects, one reptile, sixteen birds, six mammals, and thirty-two plants. Species of
special concern are species that are at risk. The proposed project is for a Tentative Parcel Map to subdivide
an approximately 55-acre parcel into four parcels as follows: 10.06-acres (Parcel One), 10.55-acres (Parcel
Two), 14.02-acres (Parcel Three), and 20.29-acres (Parcel Four). The biological resources report suggests
the inclusion of pre-construction surveys for nesting birds on all resultant parcels as well as preconstruction
plant surveys on resultant Parcels One and Two. These measures have been incorporated into the project a
mitigation measures. Flora (plant life): The vegetation communities on the project site are classified as
Interior Live Oak Woodland, Foothill Pine Woodland, Mixed Serpentine Chaparral, Blue Oak Woodland,
and California Annual Grassland. Interior Live Oak Woodland covers approximately nine-acres in two
areas of the property: five-acres at the western corner of the project site, and four-acres in the center of the
parcel. Foothill Pine Woodland covers approximately four and one-half-acres of the project site. Mixed
serpentine chaparral vegetation, covering approximately nine-acres, is the dominant vegetation community
on the Serpentine soils between the two intermittent creeks in the project site. Blue oak woodland covers
about thirty-two-acres on the ridge in the eastern portion of the property. California annual grassland covers
about seven-acres, found in two locations: about one-half-acre west of the intermittent creek on proposed
Parcel One and about 6.5-acres on Parcels Two and Three. The forest overstory includes a mixture of oaks
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b, c.

and pines. The shrub layer contains no protected species. The ground layer is mostly absent where the
forest is dense, but in openings, it consists of various non-protected grasses and forbs. No removal of fauna
and/or flora is proposed as a result of the Tentative Parcel Map project. Although future development could
occur on each of the proposed parcels, future property owners would be required to comply with all
applicable County requirements at time of building permit issuance for a new residential dwelling unit.
Planning Services would review future building permits to ensure consistency with this requirement. With
adherence to the mitigation measures MM BIO-1through MM BIO-2 as well as standard county
development requirements and policies, potential impacts to biological resources from future development
would be de minimis.

MM BIO-1 Pre-Construction Breeding Bird Surveys:

To comply with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the California Fish and Game Code, and to
avoid and reduce direct and indirect on-site and off-site development impacts on migratory, non-game
breeding birds and their nests, young, and eggs to less than significant levels, the following measures would
be implemented:

a) If construction is scheduled during the normal nesting season (February 1 — August 31), then
pre-construction surveys for nesting birds, including raptors, must be conducted no more than
30-days prior to these construction activities.

b) A 30-foot setback from trees with active nests is recommended for most species. However, if
raptor nests are found on or immediately adjacent to the site, then consultation with the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) must be initiated to determine
appropriate avoidance measures.

¢) No mitigation will be required if tree removal and grading activities are not scheduled during
the normal nesting season.

Monitoring Requirement: Planning Services shall verify completion of the requirement prior to issuance of
grading and building permits in coordination with the applicant.

Monitoring Responsibility: El Dorado County Planning and Building Department, Planning Services.

MM BIO-2 Rare Plant Protection:

Although no state or federal-listed plant species were found on the project site, pre-construction plant
surveys on Parcels One and Two are required at the grading permit phase to protect any potential species
which may have grown on the serpentine soils present on those two parcels.

Monitoring Requirement: Planning Services shall verify completion of the requirement prior to issuance of
grading permits.

Monitoring Responsibility: El Dorado County Planning and Building Department, Planning Services.

Riparian Habitat and Wetlands: Based on review of the Wetland Delineation Report prepared for the
project by Site Consulting, Inc. in June of 2020, which was based on field reviews conducted between
March 20, 2020 and May 15, 2020, indicates that the project site consists of three northerly-sloping ridges
separated by two unnamed intermittent creeks (described as Channel One and Channel Two). In addition,
the easternmost ridge is cut by an ephemeral drainage (described as Channel Three). Further, five small
wetlands and one small pond were found on the project site. The total area of waters on the project site is
approximately 5776-square-feet. The total area of wetlands on the project site is approximately 3295-
square-feet. No special-status plants or threatened/endangered wildlife species were identified in the project
vicinity during the biological field reviews. With adherence to increased setbacks from riparian features and
wetlands as stated in MM BIO-3, potential impacts from residential uses allowed on each parcel will have a
de minimis impact.

P21-0004 Exhibit H: Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study



P21-0004/Jomescbo Parcel Map
Initial Study/Environmental Checklist Form

Page 20

MM BIO-3 Riparian Habitat and Wetland Protection:

Per the recommendations as listed within Attachment C, a 60-foot setback from the ephemeral channels,
intermittent channels, wetland areas, and ponds shall be shown prior to recordation of the final map.

Monitoring Requirement: Planning Services shall verify completion of the requirement prior to recordation
of the Final Parcel Map.

Monitoring Responsibility: El Dorado County Planning and Building Department, Planning Services.

Migration Corridors: Review of the Department of Fish and Wildlife Migratory Deer Herd Maps and
General Plan DEIR Exhibit 5.12-7 indicate that the Outside deer herd migration corridor does not extend
over the project site. The El Dorado County General Plan does identify the project site as an Important
Biological Corridor (IBC). The Biological Resources Report prepared by Ruth Wilson, states that mammals
found on the project site during the site surveys includes Coyote, Black-tailed deer, Gray fox, Striped
skunk, and Western gray squirrel. Species not observed on site, but with suitable habitat on-site includes
California ground squirrel, North American deer mouse, California vole, Broad-footed mole, Raccoon,
Ringtail, Virginia opossum, Long-tailed weasel, Dusky-footed woodrat, Big-eared woodrat, Cottontail
rabbit, Black bear, and Mountian lion, among others not mentioned. With adherence to Important
Biological Corridor mitigation requirements, the project would not substantially interfere with the
movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with any established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of wildlife nursery sites. The impacts would be
less than significant.

Local Policies: Local protection of biological resources includes the Important Biological Corridor (IBC)
overlay with the goal to preserve and protect sensitive natural resources within the County. Review of the
Biological Survey Area (BSA) shows that the property is located within the El Dorado County Important
Biological Corridors (IBC) overlay area. Oak woodlands, individual native oak trees, or heritage trees, as
defined in Section 130.39.030, have not been nor will be impacted or removed as a result of the proposed
project. Any future tree removal as a result of potential future residential development would be required to
be in compliance with the Oak Resources Conservation Ordinance of Section 130.39.070.C (Oak Tree and
Oak Woodland Removal Permits), which would be reviewed at time of future building permit issuance.
Future development would be required to comply with all applicable County ordinances and policies
regarding oak woodland conservation and conditioned to require a pre-construction survey to detect and
protect if any nests exist on site. Therefore, any potential impacts would be less than significant.

Adopted Plans: No significant impacts to protected species, habitat, wetlands or oak trees were identified
for the proposed project. The project will not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. The impacts would
be less than significant.

Finding: As discussed within the biological resources report drafted by Ruth Wilson of Site Consulting, Inc.,
potential impacts to biological resources from any future residential development would be de minimis with
adherence to standard county development standards and proposed mitigation measures. Future residential
development is required to comply with applicable County codes and policies which would be reviewed at time of
submittal of the grading and building permits. Therefore, potential impacts to Biological Resources as mitigated
would be less than significant.

P21-0004 Exhibit H: Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study



P21-0004/Jomescbo Parcel Map
Initial Study/Environmental Checklist Form
Page 21

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Potentially Ifess. than Less Than
.. Significant L No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Tmpact
P Mitigation P

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in X
Section 15064.5?

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of archaeological resource pursuant X
to Section 15064.5?

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique X
geologic feature?

d. Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies

The National Register of Historic Places

The National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) is the nation’s master inventory of known historic resources. The
NRHP is administered by the National Park Service and includes listings of buildings, structures, sites, objects, and
districts that possess historic, architectural, engineering, archaeological, or cultural significance at the national, state,
or local level. The criteria for listing in the NRHP include resources that:

A. Are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of history
(events);

B. Are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past (persons);

C. Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or that represent the
work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable
entity whose components may lack individual distinction (architecture); or

D. Have yielded or may likely yield information important in prehistory or history (information potential).

State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

California Register of Historical Resources

Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 establishes the CRHR. The register lists all California properties considered
to be significant historical resources. The CRHR includes all properties listed as or determined to be eligible for
listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), including properties evaluated under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. The criteria for listing are similar to those of the NRHP. Criteria for listing in the
CRHR include resources that:

1. Are associated with the events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage;

2. Are associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

3. Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or represent the
work of an important creative individual, or possess high artistic values; or
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4. Have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

The regulations set forth the criteria for eligibility as well as guidelines for assessing historical integrity and
resources that have special considerations.

The California Register of Historic Places

The California Register of Historic Places (CRHP) program encourages public recognition and protection of
resources of architectural, historical, archeological and cultural significance, identifies historical resources for state
and local planning purposes, determines eligibility for state historic preservation grant funding and affords certain
protections under the California Environmental Quality Act. The criteria for listing in the CRHP include resources
that:

A. Are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local or
regional history or the cultural heritage of California or the United States.

B. Are associated with the lives of persons important to local, California or national history.

C. Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or method of construction or represents the
work of a master or possesses high artistic values.

D. Have yielded, or have the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or history of the local
area, California or the nation.

The State Office of Historic Preservation sponsors the California Historical Resources Information System
(CHRIS), a statewide system for managing information on the full range of historical resources identified in
California. CHRIS provides an integrated database of site-specific archacological and historical resources
information. The State Office of Historic Preservation also maintains the California Register of Historical Resources
(CRHR), which identifies the State’s architectural, historical, archeological and cultural resources. The CRHR
includes properties listed in or formally determined eligible for the National Register and lists selected California
Registered Historical Landmarks.

Public Resources Code (Section 5024.1[B]) states that any agency proposing a project that could potentially impact
a resource listed on the CRHR must first notify the State Historic Preservation Officer, and must work with the
officer to ensure that the project incorporates “prudent and feasible measures that will eliminate or mitigate the
adverse effects.”

California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that, in the event of discovery or recognition of any
human remains in any location other than a dedicated cemetery, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance
of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent remains until the coroner of the county in
which the human remains are discovered has determined that the remains are not subject to the provisions of Section
27491 of the Government Code or any other related provisions of law concerning investigation of the circumstances,
manner and cause of any death. If the coroner determines that the remains are not subject to his or her authority and
if the coroner recognizes the human remains to be those of a Native American, or has reason to believe that they are
those of a Native American, he or she shall contact, by telephone within 24-hours, the Native American Heritage
Commission.

Section 5097.98 of the California Public Resources Code stipulates that whenever the commission receives
notification of a discovery of Native American human remains from a county coroner pursuant to subdivision (c) of
Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code, it shall immediately notify those persons it believes to be most likely
descended from the deceased Native American. The decedents may, with the permission of the owner of the land, or
his or her authorized representative, inspect the site of the discovery of the Native American remains and may
recommend to the owner or the person responsible for the excavation work means for treating or disposing, with
appropriate dignity, the human remains and any associated grave goods. The descendants shall complete their
inspection and make their recommendation within 24-hours of their notification by the Native American Heritage
Commission. The recommendation may include the scientific removal and nondestructive analysis of human
remains and items associated with Native American burials.
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CEQA and CEQA Guidelines

Section 21083.2 of CEQA requires that the lead agency determine whether a project may have a significant effect on
unique archaeological resources. A unique archaeological resource is defined in CEQA as an archaeological artifact,
object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that there is a high probability that it:

e Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions, and there is demonstrable
public interest in that information;

e Has a special or particular quality, such as being the oldest of its type or the best available example of its
type; or

e s directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or person.

e Although not specifically inclusive of paleontological resources, these criteria may also help to define “a
unique paleontological resource or site.”

Measures to avoid, conserve, preserve, or mitigate significant effects on these resources are also provided under
CEQA Section 21083.2.

Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines notes that “a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the
environment.” Substantial adverse changes include physical changes to the historic resource or to its immediate
surroundings, such that the significance of the historic resource would be materially impaired. Lead agencies are
expected to identify potentially feasible measures to mitigate significant adverse changes in the significance of a
historic resource before they approve such projects. Historic resources are those that are:

e listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR)
(Public Resources Code Section 5024.1[k]);

e included in a local register of historic resources (Public Resources Code Section 5020.1) or identified as
significant in an historic resource survey meeting the requirements of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1(g); or

e determined by a lead agency to be historically significant.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 also prescribes the processes and procedures found under Health and Safety
Code Section 7050.5 and Public Resources Code Section 5097.95 for addressing the existence of, or probable
likelihood of, Native American human remains, as well as the unexpected discovery of any human remains within
the project site. This includes consultation with the appropriate Native American tribes.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4 provides further guidance about minimizing effects to historical resources
through the application of mitigation measures. Mitigation measures must be legally binding and fully enforceable.

The lead agency having jurisdiction over a project is also responsible to ensure that paleontological resources are
protected in compliance with CEQA and other applicable statutes. Paleontological and historical resource
management is also addressed in Public Resources Code Section 5097.5, “Archaeological, Paleontological, and
Historical Sites.” This statute defines as a misdemeanor any unauthorized disturbance or removal of a fossil site or
remains on public land and specifies that state agencies may undertake surveys, excavations, or other operations as
necessary on state lands to preserve or record paleontological resources. This statute would apply to any
construction or other related project impacts that would occur on state-owned or state-managed lands. The County
General Plan contains policies describing specific, enforceable measures to protect cultural resources and the
treatment of resources when found.

Discussion: In general, significant impacts are those that diminish the integrity, research potential, or other

characteristics that make a historical or cultural resource significant or important. A substantial adverse effect on
Cultural Resources would occur if the implementation of the project would:
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Disrupt, alter, or adversely affect a prehistoric or historic archaeological site or property that is
historically or culturally significant to a community or ethnic or social group; or a paleontological site
except as a part of a scientific study;

Affect a landmark of cultural/historical importance;

Conflict with established recreational, educational, religious or scientific uses of the area; or

Conflict with adopted environmental plans and goals of the community where it is located.

Historic or Archeological Resources. Cultural resource analysis includes low potential for discovery and
disturbance of paleontological resources. A Records Search was conducted through the North Central
Information Center (NCIC) dated January 7, 2020. According to the NCIC, the proposed project site
contains no pre-historic period cultural resource sites, features, or artifacts, nor were there any historic
buildings, structures, or objects discovered. Therefore, no significant cultural resources were identified and
the project will have no effect to historic properties. Impacts would be less than significant.

Human Remains. A records search was conducted at the North Central Information Center on January 7,
2020. There were no Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs) identified in the project footprint and the project
site is not known to contain any TCRs. In the event of human remains discovery during any future
construction if additional structures are built, standard conditions of approval to address accidental
discovery of human remains would apply during any grading activities. In accordance with the laws of AB
52, the County notified seven Tribes: Colfax-Todds Valley Consolidated Tribe, Ione Band of Miwok
Indians, Nashville Enterprise Miwok-Maidu-Nishinam Tribe, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians,
T’si-Akim Maidu, United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria, Washoe Tribe of California
and Nevada, had requested to be notified of proposed projects for consultation in the project area.
Consultation notices were sent on May 2, 2021. Staff had not received a response within a 30-day period
from the date of staff’s consultation initiation response. As such, AB52 consultation has been closed.
Impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: Standard conditions of approval would apply in the event of discovery of any Tribal Cultural Resources
(TCRs) during any future construction, that construction would stop immediately and the Tribes would be notified.
Therefore, the proposed project as conditioned would have a less than significant impact on Cultural Resources.

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

Potentially Lesg than Less Than
o Significant L No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Impact
P Mitigation P
a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or X
death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on other X
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? X
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including X
liquefaction?
iv) Landslides? X
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Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? X

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable,
or that would become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site X
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
or collapse?

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-
1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994) creating X
substantial risks to life or property?

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use
of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal
systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste water?

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Requlations, and Policies

National Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act

The National Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act of 1977 (Public Law 95-124) and creation of the National
Earthquake Hazards Reduction Program (NEHRP) established a long-term earthquake risk-reduction program to
better understand, predict, and mitigate risks associated with seismic events. The following four federal agencies are
responsible for coordinating activities under NEHRP: USGS, National Science Foundation (NSF), Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), and National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST). Since its
inception, NEHRP has shifted its focus from earthquake prediction to hazard reduction. The current program
objectives (NEHRP 2009) are to:

1. Develop effective measures to reduce earthquake hazards;

2. Promote the adoption of earthquake hazard reduction activities by federal, state, and local governments;
national building standards and model building code organizations; engineers; architects; building owners;
and others who play a role in planning and constructing buildings, bridges, structures, and critical
infrastructure or “lifelines”;

3. Improve the basic understanding of earthquakes and their effects on people and infrastructure through
interdisciplinary research involving engineering; natural sciences; and social, economic, and decision
sciences; and

4. Develop and maintain the USGS seismic monitoring system (Advanced National Seismic System); the
NSF-funded project aimed at improving materials, designs, and construction techniques (George E. Brown
Jr. Network for Earthquake Engineering Simulation); and the global earthquake monitoring network
(Global Seismic Network).

Implementation of NEHRP objectives is accomplished primarily through original research, publications, and
recommendations and guidelines for state, regional, and local agencies in the development of plans and policies to

promote safety and emergency planning.

State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Alquist—Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act

The Alquist—Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act (Public Resources Code Section 2621 et seq.) was passed to reduce
the risk to life and property from surface faulting in California. The Alquist—Priolo Act prohibits construction of
most types of structures intended for human occupancy on the surface traces of active faults and strictly regulates
construction in the corridors along active faults (earthquake fault zones). It also defines criteria for identifying active
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faults, giving legal weight to terms such as “active,” and establishes a process for reviewing building proposals in
and adjacent to earthquake fault zones. Under the Alquist-Priolo Act, faults are zoned and construction along or
across them is strictly regulated if they are “sufficiently active” and “well defined.” Before a project can be
permitted, cities and counties are required to have a geologic investigation conducted to demonstrate that the
proposed buildings would not be constructed across active faults.

Historical seismic activity and fault and seismic hazards mapping in the project vicinity indicate that the area has
relatively low potential for seismic activity (El Dorado County 2003). No active faults have been mapped in the

project area, and none of the known faults have been designated as an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone.

Seismic Hazards Mapping Act

The Seismic Hazards Mapping Act of 1990 (Public Resources Code Sections 2690-2699.6) establishes statewide
minimum public safety standards for mitigation of earthquake hazards. While the Alquist—Priolo Act addresses
surface fault rupture, the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act addresses other earthquake-related hazards, including strong
ground shaking, liquefaction, and seismically induced landslides. Its provisions are similar in concept to those of the
Alquist—Priolo Act. The state is charged with identifying and mapping areas at risk of strong ground shaking,
liquefaction, landslides, and other seismic hazards, and cities and counties are required to regulate development
within mapped seismic hazard zones. In addition, the act addresses not only seismically induced hazards but also
expansive soils, settlement, and slope stability.

Mapping and other information generated pursuant to the SHMA is to be made available to local governments for
planning and development purposes. The State requires: (1) local governments to incorporate site-specific
geotechnical hazard investigations and associated hazard mitigation, as part of the local construction permit approval
process; and (2) the agent for a property seller or the seller if acting without an agent, must disclose to any
prospective buyer if the property is located within a Seismic Hazard Zone. Under the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act,
cities and counties may withhold the development permits for a site within seismic hazard zones until appropriate
site-specific geologic and/or geotechnical investigations have been carried out and measures to reduce potential
damage have been incorporated into the development plans.

California Building Standards Code

Title 24 CCR, also known as the California Building Standards Code (CBC), specifies standards for geologic and
seismic hazards other than surface faulting. These codes are administered and updated by the California Building
Standards Commission. CBC specifies criteria for open excavation, seismic design, and load-bearing capacity
directly related to construction in California.

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Geologic Resources would occur if the implementation of the project
would:

° Allow substantial development of structures or features in areas susceptible to seismically induced
hazards such as groundshaking, liquefaction, seiche, and/or slope failure where the risk to people and
property resulting from earthquakes could not be reduced through engineering and construction
measures in accordance with regulations, codes, and professional standards;

° Allow substantial development in areas subject to landslides, slope failure, erosion, subsidence,
settlement, and/or expansive soils where the risk to people and property resulting from such geologic
hazards could not be reduced through engineering and construction measures in accordance with
regulations, codes, and professional standards; or

° Allow substantial grading and construction activities in areas of known soil instability, steep slopes, or
shallow depth to bedrock where such activities could result in accelerated erosion and sedimentation or
exposure of people, property, and/or wildlife to hazardous conditions (e.g., blasting) that could not be
mitigated through engineering and construction measures in accordance with regulations, codes, and
professional standards.
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Seismic Hazards:

i) According to the California Department of Conservation Division of Mines and Geology, there are no
Alquist-Priolo fault zones within the west slope of El Dorado County. However, a fault zone has been
located in the Tahoe Basin and Echo Lakes area. The West Tahoe Fault runs along the base of the range
front at the west side of the Tahoe Basin. The West Tahoe Fault has a mapped length of 45-km. South of
Emerald Bay, the West Tahoe Fault extends onshore as two parallel strands. In the lake, the fault has
clearly defined scarps that offset submarine fans, lake-bottom sediments, and the McKinney Bay slide
deposits (DOC, 2016). There is clear evidence that the discussed onshore portion of the West Tahoe Fault
is active with multiple events in the Holocene and poses a surface rupture hazard. However, because of the
distance between the project site and these faults, there would be no impact.

ii) The potential for seismic ground shaking in the project area would be considered remote for the reason
stated in Section i) above. Any potential impacts due to seismic impacts would be addressed through
compliance with the Uniform Building Code (UBC). All structures would be built to meet the construction
standards of the UBC for the appropriate seismic zone. There would be no impact.

iii) E1 Dorado County is considered an area with low potential for seismic activity. There are no landslide,
liquefaction, or fault zones (DOC, 2007). There would be no impact.

iv) All grading activities onsite would be required to comply with the El Dorado County Grading, Erosion
Control and Sediment Ordinance. There would be no impact.

Soil Erosion: The project site includes the following soil types (from southwest to northeast), Auburn very
rocky silt loam (AxE), Serpentine rock land (SaF), Auburn very rocky silt loam, Boomer very rocky loam
(BkD and BKE). Auburn soils comprise approximately 30-percent of the parcel; Boomer soils, 40-percent;
and serpentine soils, 30-percent. Auburn Series soils are well-drained soils underlain by hard metamorphic
rocks from 12 to 26-inches deep, and are found on undulating to very steep foothills (two to 70-percent
slopes). Soils on Serpentine Rock Land are derived from highly resistant serpentine and other ultrabasic
rock formations. Rock outcrops and stones make up between 50 to 90-percent of the surface, and there is
thin mantle of soil. The Boomer Series consists of well-drained soils underlain by basic shists at a depth of
24 to 52-inches. Slopes are from three to 70-percent. These soils are prominent in the foothills. There could
be the potential for erosion, changes in topography during future construction of any primary or accessory
structures however these concerns would be addressed during the grading permit process. Any
development activities would need to comply with the El Dorado County Grading, Erosion and Sediment
Control Ordinance, including the implementation of pre- and post-construction Best Management Practices
(BMPs). Implemented BMPs are required to be consistent with the County’s California Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) issued by the State Water Resources Control Board to eliminate run-
off and erosion and sediment controls. Any grading activities exceeding 250-cubic-yards of graded material
or grading completed for the purpose of supporting a structure must meet the provisions contained in the
County of El Dorado Grading, Erosion, and Sediment Control Ordinance. Any future construction would
require similar review for compliance with the County SWPPP. Impacts would be less than significant.
Potential degradation of water quality and soil erosion impacts. If construction will disturb one-acre or
more of soil, the project proponent must obtain a General Permit for discharges of storm water associated
with activity from SWRCB. As part of this permit, a SWPPP must be prepared and implemented. The
SWPPP must include erosion control measures and construction waste containment measures to ensure that
waters of the State are protected during and after project construction. The impacts would be less than
significant.

Geologic Hazards: Based on the Seismic Hazards Mapping Program administered by the California
Geological Survey, no portion of El Dorado County is located in a Seismic Hazard Zone or those areas
prone to liquefaction and earthquake-induced landslides (DOC, 2013). Therefore, El Dorado County is not
considered to be at risk from liquefaction hazards. Lateral spreading is typically associated with areas
experiencing liquefaction. Because liquefaction hazards are not present in El Dorado County, the county is
not at risk for lateral spreading. All grading activities would comply with the El Dorado County Grading,
Erosion Control and Sediment Ordinance. There would be no impact.
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d. Expansive Soils: Expansive soils are those that greatly increase in volume when they absorb water and
shrink when they dry out. When buildings are placed on expansive soils, foundations may rise each wet
season and fall each dry season. This movement may result in cracking foundations, distortion of
structures, and warping of doors and windows. The western portions of the county, including the Auburn
soil types, have a low expansiveness rating. Any development of the site would be required to comply with
the El Dorado County Grading, Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance and the development plans for
any homes or other structures would be required to implement the Seismic construction standards. There
would be no impact.

e. Septic Capability: The El Dorado County Environmental Management Department (EMD) reviewed the
project and determined that each proposed parcel meets the requirements for land divisions of parcels to be
served by an onsite wastewater treatment system. As verified by (EMD), each proposed parcel meets the
minimum parcel size for septic system eligibility. However, percolation tests for the site were not on file
with EMD. Percolation tests for each proposed parcel are required to be submitted to and approved by
EMD prior to final map recordation. Impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: A review of the soils and geologic conditions on the project site determined that the project would not
result in a substantial adverse effect. All grading activities would be required to comply with the E1 Dorado County
Grading, Erosion Control and Sediment Ordinance which would address potential impacts related to soil erosion,
landslides and other geologic impacts. Future development would be required to comply with the UBC which would
address potential seismic related impacts. Impacts would be less than significant.

VIIL GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:

Potentially Les; than Less Than
.. Significant . No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Tmpact
P Mitigation p

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a X
significant impact on the environment?

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of X
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Background/Science

Cumulative greenhouse gases (GHG) emissions are believed to contribute to an increased greenhouse effect and
global climate change, which may result in sea level rise, changes in precipitation, habitat, temperature, wildfires, air
pollution levels, and changes in the frequency and intensity of weather-related events. While criteria pollutants and
toxic air contaminants are pollutants of regional and local concern (see Section III. Air Quality above); GHG are
global pollutants. The primary land-use related GHG are carbon dioxide (CO;), methane (CH4) and nitrous oxides
(N20). The individual pollutant’s ability to retain infrared radiation represents its “global warming potential” and is
expressed in terms of CO; equivalents; therefore CO, is the benchmark having a global warming potential of one.
Methane has a global warming potential of 21 and thus has a 21 times greater global warming effect per metric ton
of CH4 than CO,. Nitrous Oxide has a global warming potential of 310. Emissions are expressed in annual metric
tons of CO; equivalent units of measure (i.e., MTCOze/yr). The three other main GHG are Hydrofluorocarbons,
Perfluorocarbons, and Sulfur Hexafluoride. While these compounds have significantly higher global warming
potentials (ranging in the thousands), all three typically are not a concern in land-use development projects and are
usually only used in specific industrial processes.
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GHG Sources

The primary man-made source of CO, is the burning of fossil fuels; the two largest sources being coal burning to
produce electricity and petroleum burning in combustion engines. The primary sources of man-made CHy4 are
natural gas systems losses (during production, processing, storage, transmission and distribution), enteric
fermentation (digestion from livestock) and landfill off-gassing. The primary source of man-made N>O is
agricultural soil management (fertilizers), with fossil fuel combustion a very distant second. In El Dorado County,
the primary source of GHG is fossil fuel combustion mainly in the transportation sector (estimated at 70% of
countywide GHG emissions). A distant second are residential sources (approximately 20%), and
commercial/industrial sources are third (approximately seven-percent). The remaining sources are waste/landfill
(approximately three-percent) and agricultural (less than one-percent).

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies

At the federal level, USEPA has developed regulations to reduce GHG emissions from motor vehicles and has
developed permitting requirements for large stationary emitters of GHGs. On April 1, 2010, USEPA and the
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) established a program to reduce GHG emissions and
improve fuel economy standards for new model year 2012-2016 cars and light trucks. On August 9, 2011, USEPA
and the NHTSA announced standards to reduce GHG emissions and improve fuel efficiency for heavy-duty trucks
and buses.

Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies

In September 2006, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the California Climate
Solutions Act of 2006 (Stats. 2006, ch. 488) (Health & Safety Code, Section 38500 et seq.). AB 32 requires a
statewide GHG emissions reduction to 1990 levels by the year 2020. AB 32 requires the California Air Resources
Board (CARB) to implement and enforce the statewide cap. When AB 32 was signed, California’s annual GHG
emissions were estimated at 600 million metric tons of CO, equivalent (MMTCO,e) while 1990 levels were
estimated at 427 MMTCOze. Setting 427 MMTCOe as the emissions target for 2020, current (2006) GHG
emissions levels must be reduced by 29%. CARB adopted the AB 32 Scoping Plan in December 2008 establishing
various actions the state would implement to achieve this reduction (CARB, 2008). The Scoping Plan recommends
a community-wide GHG reduction goal for local governments of 15%.

In June 2008, the California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research’s (OPR) issued a Technical Advisory
(OPR, 2008) providing interim guidance regarding a proposed project’s GHG emissions and contribution to global
climate change. In the absence of adopted local or statewide thresholds, OPR recommends the following approach
for analyzing GHG emissions: Identify and quantify the project’s GHG emissions, assess the significance of the
impact on climate change; and if the impact is found to be significant, identify alternatives and/or Mitigation
Measures that would reduce the impact to less than significant levels (CEC, 2006).

Discussion

CEQA does not provide clear direction on addressing climate change. It requires lead agencies identify project
GHG emissions impacts and their “significance,” but is not clear what constitutes a “significant” impact. As stated
above, GHG impacts are inherently cumulative, and since no single project could cause global climate change, the
CEQA test is if impacts are “cumulatively considerable.” Not all projects emitting GHG contribute significantly to
climate change. CEQA authorizes reliance on previously approved plans (i.e., a Climate Action Plan (CAP), etc.)
and mitigation programs adequately analyzing and mitigating GHG emissions to a less than significant level.
“Tiering” from such a programmatic-level document is the preferred method to address GHG emissions. El Dorado
County does not have an adopted CAP or similar program-level document; therefore, the project’s GHG emissions
must be addressed at the project-level.
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Unlike thresholds of significance established for criteria air pollutants in EDCAQMD’s Guide to Air Quality
Assessment (February 2002) (“CEQA Guide”), the District has not adopted GHG emissions thresholds for land use
development projects. In the absence of County adopted thresholds, EDCAQMD recommends using the adopted
thresholds of other lead agencies which are based on consistency with the goals of AB 32. Since climate change is a
global problem and the location of the individual source of GHG emissions is somewhat irrelevant, it’s appropriate
to use thresholds established by other jurisdictions as a basis for impact significance determinations. Projects
exceeding these thresholds would have a potentially significant impact and be required to mitigate those impacts to a
less than significant level. Until the County adopts a CAP consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5,
and/or establishes GHG thresholds, the County will follow an interim approach to evaluating GHG emissions
utilizing significance criteria adopted by the San Luis Obispo Air Pollution Control District (SLOAPCD) to
determine the significance of GHG emissions.

SLOAPCD developed a screening table using CalEEMod which allows quick assessment of projects to “screen out”
those below the thresholds as their impacts would be less than significant.

These thresholds are summarized below:

Significance Determination Thresholds
GHG Emission Source Category Operational Emissions
Non-stationary Sources 1,150 MTCOze/yr
OR
4.9 MT COoe/SP/yr
Stationary Sources 10,000 MTCO,e/yr

SP = service population, which is resident population plus employee population of the project

Projects below screening levels identified in Table 1-1 of SLOAPCD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook (pp. 1-3,
SLOAPCD, 2012) are estimated to emit less than the applicable threshold. For projects below the threshold, no
further GHG analysis is required.

a. The proposed project would create four new parcels from an approximately 55-acre parcel. The new parcel
sizes would be as follows: 10.06-acres (Parcel One), 10.55-acres (Parcel Two), 14.02-acres (Parcel Three),
20.29-acres (Parcel Four). Each parcel would be allowed to have a primary residence and secondary
dwelling by right, for a total of eight residences possible. The site is currently undeveloped. The potential
for future construction may involve a small increase in household GHG production. However, any future
construction would be required to incorporate modern construction and design features that reduce energy
consumption to the extent feasible. Implementation of these features would help reduce potential GHG
emissions resulting from the development. The proposed project would have a negligible contribution
towards statewide GHG inventories and would have a less than significant impact.

b. Because any future construction-related emissions would be temporary and below the minimum standard
for reporting requirements under AB 32, and because any ongoing GHG emissions would be a result of a
maximum potential of eight households (four primary residences/four secondary dwellings possible), the
proposed project’s GHG emissions would have a negligible cumulative contribution towards statewide and
global GHG emissions. The proposed project would not conflict with the objectives of AB 32 or any other
applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. According to the
SLOAPCD Screening Table, the GHG emissions from this project are estimated at less than 1,150-metric-
tons/year. Cumulative GHG emissions impacts are considered to be less than significant. Therefore, the
proposed project would have a less than significant impact.

FINDING: For the Greenhouse Gas Emissions category, there would be no significant adverse environmental effect
as a result of the project. Impacts would be less than significant.
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VIIIL. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impact

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions X
involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school?

d. Be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

e. For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

f.  For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

g. Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

h. Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands X
are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Regulatory Setting:

Hazardous materials and hazardous wastes are subject to extensive federal, state, and local regulations to protect
public health and the environment. These regulations provide definitions of hazardous materials; establish reporting
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requirements; set guidelines for handling, storage, transport, and disposal of hazardous wastes; and require health
and safety provisions for workers and the public. The major federal, state, and regional agencies enforcing these
regulations are USEPA and the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA); California Department of
Toxic Substances Control (DTSC); California Department of Industrial Relations, Division of Occupational Safety
and Health (Cal/OSHA); California Governor’s Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES); and EDCAPCD.

Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act

The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA, also called the
Superfund Act; 42 USC Section 9601 et seq.) is intended to protect the public and the environment from the effects
of past hazardous waste disposal activities and new hazardous material spills. Under CERCLA, USEPA has the
authority to seek the parties responsible for hazardous materials releases and to ensure their cooperation in site
remediation. CERCLA also provides federal funding (through the “Superfund”) for the remediation of hazardous
materials contamination. The Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-499)
amends some provisions of CERCLA and provides for a Community Right-to-Know program.

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA; 42 USC Section 6901 et seq.), as amended by the
Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984, is the primary federal law for the regulation of solid waste and
hazardous waste in the United States. These laws provide for the “cradle-to-grave” regulation of hazardous wastes,
including generation, transportation, treatment, storage, and disposal. Any business, institution, or other entity that
generates hazardous waste is required to identify and track its hazardous waste from the point of generation until it is
recycled, reused, or disposed of.

USEPA has primary responsibility for implementing RCRA, but individual states are encouraged to seek
authorization to implement some or all RCRA provisions. California received authority to implement the RCRA
program in August 1992. DTSC is responsible for implementing the RCRA program in addition to California’s own
hazardous waste laws, which are collectively known as the Hazardous Waste Control Law.

Energy Policy Act of 2005

Title XV, Subtitle B of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (the Underground Storage Tank Compliance Act of 2005)
contains amendments to Subtitle I of the Solid Waste Disposal Act, the original legislation that created the
Underground Storage Tank (UST) Program. As defined by law, a UST is "any one or combination of tanks,
including pipes connected thereto, that is used for the storage of hazardous substances and that is substantially or
totally beneath the surface of the ground." In cooperation with USEPA, SWRCB oversees the UST Program. The
intent is to protect public health and safety and the environment from releases of petroleum and other hazardous
substances from tanks. The four primary program elements include leak prevention (implemented by Certified
Unified Program Agencies [CUPAs], described in more detail below), cleanup of leaking tanks, enforcement of
UST requirements, and tank integrity testing.

Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure Rule

USEPA's Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure (SPCC) Rule (40 CFR, Part 112) apply to facilities with a
single above-ground storage tank (AST) with a storage capacity greater than 660-gallons, or multiple tanks with a
combined capacity greater than 1,320-gallons. The rule includes requirements for oil spill prevention, preparedness,
and response to prevent oil discharges to navigable waters and adjoining shorelines. The rule requires specific
facilities to prepare, amend, and implement SPCC Plans.

P21-0004 Exhibit H: Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study



P21-0004/Jomescbo Parcel Map
Initial Study/Environmental Checklist Form
Page 33

Occupational Safety and Health Administration

OSHA is responsible at the federal level for ensuring worker safety. OSHA sets federal standards for
implementation of workplace training, exposure limits, and safety procedures for the handling of hazardous
substances (as well as other hazards). OSHA also establishes criteria by which each state can implement its own
health and safety program.

Federal Communications Commission Requirements

There is no federally mandated radio frequency (RF) exposure standard, however, pursuant to the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 (47 USC Section 224), the Federal Communications Commission (FCC)
established guidelines for dealing with RF exposure, as presented below. The exposure limits are specified in 47
CFR Section 1.1310 in terms of frequency, field strength, power density, and averaging time. Facilities and
transmitters licensed and authorized by FCC must either comply with these limits or an applicant must file an
environmental assessment (EA) with FCC to evaluate whether the proposed facilities could result in a significant
environmental effect.

FCC has established two sets of RF radiation exposure limits—Occupational/Controlled and General
Population/Uncontrolled. The less-restrictive Occupational/Controlled limit applies only when a person (worker) is
exposed as a consequence of his or her employment and is “fully aware of the potential exposure and can exercise
control over his or her exposure,” otherwise the General Population limit applies (47 CFR Section 1.1310).

The FCC exposure limits generally apply to all FCC-licensed facilities (47 CFR Section 1.1307[b][1]). Unless
exemptions apply, as a condition of obtaining a license to transmit, applicants must certify that they comply with
FCC environmental rules, including those that are designed to prevent exposing persons to radiation above FCC RF
limits (47 CFR Sectionl.1307[b]). Licensees at co-located sites (e.g., towers supporting multiple antennas, including
antennas under separate ownerships) must take the necessary actions to bring the accessible areas that exceed the
FCC exposure limits into compliance. This is a shared responsibility of all licensees whose transmission power
density levels account for five or more percent of the applicable FCC exposure limits (47CFR 1.1307[b][3]).

Code of Federal Regulations (14 CFR) Part 77

14 CFR Part 77.9 is designed to promote air safety and the efficient use of navigable airspace. Implementation of the
code is administered by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). If an organization plans to sponsor any
construction or alterations that might affect navigable airspace, a Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration
(FAA Form 7460-1) must be filed. The code provides specific guidance regarding FAA notification requirements.

State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986 — Proposition 65

The Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986, more commonly known as Proposition 65, protects
the state’s drinking water sources from contamination with chemicals known to cause cancer, birth defects, or other
reproductive harm. Proposition 65 also requires businesses to inform the public of exposure to such chemicals in the
products they purchase, in their homes or workplaces, or that are released into the environment. In accordance with
Proposition 65, the California Governor’s Office publishes, at least annually, a list of such chemicals. OEHHA, an
agency under the California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA), is the lead agency for implementation of
the Proposition 65 program. Proposition 65 is enforced through the California Attorney General’s Office; however,
district and city attorneys and any individual acting in the public interest may also file a lawsuit against a business
alleged to be in violation of Proposition 65 regulations.

The Unified Program

The Unified Program consolidates, coordinates, and makes consistent the administrative requirements, permits,
inspections, and enforcement activities of six environmental and emergency response programs. CalEPA and other
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state agencies set the standards for their programs, while local governments (CUPAs) implement the standards. For
each county, the CUPA regulates/oversees the following:

Hazardous materials business plans;

California accidental release prevention plans or federal risk management plans;
The operation of USTs and ASTs;

Universal waste and hazardous waste generators and handlers;

On-site hazardous waste treatment;

Inspections, permitting, and enforcement;

Proposition 65 reporting; and

Emergency response.

Hazardous Materials Business Plans

Hazardous materials business plans are required for businesses that handle hazardous materials in quantities greater
than or equal to 55-gallons of a liquid, 500-pounds of a solid, or 200-cubic-feet (cf) of compressed gas, or extremely
hazardous substances above the threshold planning quantity (40 CFR, Part 355, Appendix A) (Cal OES, 2015).
Business plans are required to include an inventory of the hazardous materials used/stored by the business, a site
map, an emergency plan, and a training program for employees (Cal OES, 2015). In addition, business plan
information is provided electronically to a statewide information management system, verified by the applicable
CUPA, and transmitted to agencies responsible for the protection of public health and safety (i.e., local fire
department, hazardous material response team, and local environmental regulatory groups) (Cal OES, 2015).

California Occupational Safety and Health Administration

Cal/OSHA assumes primary responsibility for developing and enforcing workplace safety regulations in California.
Cal/OSHA regulations pertaining to the use of hazardous materials in the workplace (CCR Title 8) include
requirements for safety training, availability of safety equipment, accident and illness prevention programs,
warnings about exposure to hazardous substances, and preparation of emergency action and fire prevention plans.
Hazard communication program regulations that are enforced by Cal/OSHA require workplaces to maintain
procedures for identifying and labeling hazardous substances, inform workers about the hazards associated with
hazardous substances and their handling, and prepare health and safety plans to protect workers at hazardous waste
sites. Employers must also make material safety data sheets available to employees and document employee
information and training programs. In addition, Cal/lOSHA has established maximum permissible RF radiation
exposure limits for workers (Title 8 CCR Section 5085[b]), and requires warning signs where RF radiation might
exceed the specified limits (Title 8 CCR Section 5085 [c]).

California Accidental Release Prevention

The purpose of the California Accidental Release Prevention (CalARP) program is to prevent accidental releases of
substances that can cause serious harm to the public and the environment, to minimize the damage if releases do
occur, and to satisfy community right-to-know laws. In accordance with this program, businesses that handle more
than a threshold quantity of regulated substance are required to develop a risk management plan (RMP). This RMP
must provide a detailed analysis of potential risk factors and associated mitigation measures that can be
implemented to reduce accident potential. CUPAs implement the CalARP program through review of RMPs, facility
inspections, and public access to information that is not confidential or a trade secret.

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection Wildland Fire Management

The Office of the State Fire Marshal and the CALFIRE administer state policies regarding wildland fire safety.
Construction contractors must comply with the following requirements in the Public Resources Code during
construction activities at any sites with forest-, brush-, or grass-covered land:

e FEarthmoving and portable equipment with internal combustion engines must be equipped with a spark
arrestor to reduce the potential for igniting a wildland fire (Public Resources Code Section 4442).
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e Appropriate fire-suppression equipment must be maintained from April 1 to December 1, the highest-
danger period for fires (Public Resources Code Section 4428).

e On days when a burning permit is required, flammable materials must be removed to a distance of 10 feet
from any equipment that could produce a spark, fire, or flame, and the construction contractor must
maintain the appropriate fire suppression equipment (Public Resources Code Section 4427).

e On days when a burning permit is required, portable tools powered by gasoline fueled internal combustion
engines must not be used within 25-feet of any flammable materials (Public Resources Code Section 4431).

California Highway Patrol

CHP, along with Caltrans, enforce and monitor hazardous materials and waste transportation laws and regulations in
California. These agencies determine container types used and license hazardous waste haulers for hazardous waste
transportation on public roads. All motor carriers and drivers involved in transportation of hazardous materials must
apply for and obtain a hazardous materials transportation license from CHP.

Local Laws, Regulations, and Policies

A map of the fuel loading in the County (General Plan Figure HS-1) shows the fire hazard severity classifications of
the SRAs in El Dorado County, as established by CDF. The classification system provides three classes of fire
hazards: Moderate, High, and Very High. Fire Hazard Ordinance (Chapter 8.08) requires defensible space as
described by the State Public Resources Code, including the incorporation and maintenance of a 30-foot fire break
or vegetation fuel clearance around structures in fire hazard zones. The County’s requirements on emergency access,
signing and numbering, and emergency water are more stringent than those required by state law (Patton 2002). The
Fire Hazard Ordinance also establishes limits on campfires, fireworks, smoking, and incinerators for all
discretionary and ministerial developments.

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect due to Hazards or Hazardous Materials would occur if implementation of
the project would:

° Expose people and property to hazards associated with the use, storage, transport, and disposal of
hazardous materials where the risk of such exposure could not be reduced through implementation of
Federal, State, and local laws and regulations;

° Expose people and property to risks associated with wildland fires where such risks could not be
reduced through implementation of proper fuel management techniques, buffers and landscape
setbacks, structural design features, and emergency access; or

e Expose people to safety hazards as a result of former on-site mining operations.

a-c. Hazardous Materials: The Tentative Parcel Map project would not involve the routine transportation, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials such as construction materials, paints, fuels, landscaping materials, and
household cleaning supplies. The project site is located within a quarter mile of Sutter’s Mill School. Any
future construction may involve some hazardous materials temporarily but this is considered to be small
scale. Impacts would be less than significant.

d. Hazardous Sites: The project site is not included on a list of or near any hazardous materials sites pursuant
to Government Code section 65962.5 (DTSC, 2015). There would be no impact.

e-f. Aircraft Hazards, Private Airstrips: As shown on the El Dorado County Zoning Map, the project is not
located within an Airport Safety District combining zone or near a public airport or private airstrip. There
would be no impact.

g. Emergency Plan: The project was reviewed by the County Transportation Department for traffic and
circulation. The Traffic Impact Study (TIS) - Initial Determination were both waived and no further
transportation studies are required. All proposed lots have frontage on Thompson Hill Road, and no access
road is proposed. The proposed project would not impair implementation of any emergency response plan
or emergency evacuation plan. Impacts would be less than significant.
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h. Wildfire Hazards: The project site is in an area of high fire hazard for wildland fire pursuant to Figure
5.8-4 of the 2004 General Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The project site is not currently
within a Fire Protection District for structural fire protection and emergency medical services. The El
Dorado Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) has recommended that the project site be annexed
into the El Dorado County Fire Protection District as a condition of final project approval. Additionally, a
wildfire safe plan and any additional documentation — as required by EDCFPD — must be approved prior
recordation of the parcel map. With implementation of standard county fire safe requirements and any
additional requirements per EDCFPD’s review, impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: For the Hazards and Hazardous Materials category, with the incorporation of standard county
requirements, any potential impacts would be less than significant.

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

Potentially Lesg than Less Than
.. Significant No
Significant

Significant
Impact Impact

with Impact

Mitigation

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge

. X
requirements?

b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that
there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would
drop to a level which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits have been
granted)?

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, in a manner which would X
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or -off-
site?

d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase X
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

e. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater

drainage systems or provide substantial additional X
sources of polluted runoft?
f.  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? X
g. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood X

Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?
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Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures
which would impede or redirect flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including X
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? X

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Requlations, and Policies

Clean Water Act

The Clean Water Act (CWA) is the primary federal law that protects the quality of the nation’s surface waters,
including lakes, rivers, and coastal wetlands. The key sections pertaining to water quality regulation for the
Proposed Project are CWA Section 303 and Section 402.

Section 303(d) — Listing of Impaired Water Bodies

Under CWA Section 303(d), states are required to identify “impaired water bodies” (those not meeting established
water quality standards), identify the pollutants causing the impairment, establish priority rankings for waters on the
list, and develop a schedule for the development of control plans to improve water quality. USEPA then approves
the State’s recommended list of impaired waters or adds and/or removes waterbodies.

Section 402—NPDES Permits for Stormwater Discharge

CWA Section 402 regulates construction-related stormwater discharges to surface waters through the NPDES,
which is officially administered by USEPA. In California, USEPA has delegated its authority to the State Water
Resources Control Board (SWRCB), which, in turn, delegates implementation responsibility to the nine RWQCBs,
as discussed below in reference to the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act.

The NPDES program provides for both general (those that cover a number of similar or related activities) and
individual (activity- or project-specific) permits. General Permit for Construction Activities: Most construction
projects that disturb one or more acre of land are required to obtain coverage under SWRCB’s General Permit for
Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities (Order 2009-0009-DWQ as
amended by 2010-0014-DWQ and 2012-0006-DWQ). The general permit requires that the applicant file a public
notice of intent to discharge stormwater and prepare and implement a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP). SWPPP must include a site map and a description of the proposed construction activities, demonstrate
compliance with relevant local ordinances and regulations, and present a list of Best Management Practices (BMPs)
that will be implemented to prevent soil erosion and protect against discharge of sediment and other construction-
related pollutants to surface waters. Permittees are further required to monitor construction activities and report
compliance to ensure that BMPs are correctly implemented and are effective in controlling the discharge of
construction-related pollutants.

Municipal Stormwater Permitting Program

SWRCB regulates stormwater discharges from municipal separate storm sewer systems (MS4s) through its
Municipal Storm Water Permitting Program (SWRCB, 2013). Permits are issued under two phases depending on the
size of the urbanized area/municipality. Phase I MS4 permits are issued for medium (population between 100,000
and 250,000 people) and large (population of 250,000 or more people) municipalities, and are often issued to a
group of co-permittees within a metropolitan area. Phase I permits have been issued since 1990. Beginning in 2003,
SWRCB began issuing Phase II MS4 permits for smaller municipalities (population less than 100,000).
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El Dorado County is covered under two SWRCB Regional Boards. The West Slope Phase II Municipal Separate
Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) NPDES Permit is administered by the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) (Region Five). The Lake Tahoe Phase I MS4 NPDES Permit is administered by the Lahontan
RWQCB (Region Six). The current West Slope MS4 NPDES Permit was adopted by the SWRCB on February 5,
2013. The Permit became effective on July 1, 2013 for a term of five years and focuses on the enhancement of
surface water quality within high priority urbanized areas. The current Lake Tahoe MS4 NPDES Permit was
adopted and took effect on December 6, 2011 for a term of five years. The Permit incorporated the Lake Tahoe
Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) and the Lake Clarity Crediting Program (LCCP) to account for the reduction
of fine sediment particles and nutrients discharged to Lake Tahoe.

On May 19, 2015 the El Dorado County Board of Supervisors formally adopted revisions to the Storm Water
Quality Ordinance (Ordinance 4992). Previously applicable only to the Lake Tahoe Basin, the ordinance establishes
legal authority for the entire unincorporated portion of the County. The purpose of the ordinance is to 1) protect
health, safety, and general welfare, 2) enhance and protect the quality of Waters of the State by reducing pollutants
in storm water discharges to the maximum extent practicable and controlling non-storm water discharges to the
storm drain system, and 3) cause the use of Best Management Practices to reduce the adverse effects of polluted
runoff discharges on Waters of the State.

National Flood Insurance Program

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) administers the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) to
provide subsidized flood insurance to communities complying with FEMA regulations that limit development in
floodplains. The NFIP regulations permit development within special flood hazard zones provided that residential
structures are raised above the base flood elevation of a 100-year flood event. Non-residential structures are required
either to provide flood proofing construction techniques for that portion of structures below the 100-year flood
elevation or to elevate above the 100-year flood elevation. The regulations also apply to substantial improvements of
existing structures.

State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Porter—Cologne Water Quality Control Act

The Porter—Cologne Water Quality Control Act (known as the Porter—Cologne Act), passed in 1969, dovetails with
the CWA (see discussion of the CWA above). It established the SWRCB and divided the state into nine regions,
each overseen by an RWQCB. SWRCB is the primary State agency responsible for protecting the quality of the
state’s surface water and groundwater supplies; however, much of the SWRCB’s daily implementation authority is
delegated to the nine RWQCBs, which are responsible for implementing CWA Sections 401, 402, and 303[d]. In
general, SWRCB manages water rights and regulates statewide water quality, whereas RWQCBs focus on water
quality within their respective regions.

The Porter—Cologne Act requires RWQCBs to develop water quality control plans (also known as basin plans) that
designate beneficial uses of California’s major surface-water bodies and groundwater basins and establish specific
narrative and numerical water quality objectives for those waters. Beneficial uses represent the services and qualities
of a waterbody (i.e., the reasons that the waterbody is considered valuable). Water quality objectives reflect the
standards necessary to protect and support those beneficial uses. Basin plan standards are primarily implemented by
regulating waste discharges so that water quality objectives are met. Under the Porter—Cologne Act, basin plans
must be updated every three-years.

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Hydrology and Water Quality would occur if the implementation of the
project would:

° Expose residents to flood hazards by being located within the 100-year floodplain as defined by the
Federal Emergency Management Agency;
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c-f.

gj.

Cause substantial change in the rate and amount of surface runoff leaving the project site ultimately
causing a substantial change in the amount of water in a stream, river or other waterway;

Substantially interfere with groundwater recharge;
Cause degradation of water quality (temperature, dissolved oxygen, turbidity and/or other typical
stormwater pollutants) in the project area; or

Cause degradation of groundwater quality in the vicinity of the project site.

Water Quality Standards: No waste discharge will occur as part of the Tentative Parcel Map project.
Erosion control would be required as part of any future building or grading permit. Stormwater runoff from
potential development would contain water quality protection features in accordance with a potential
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater permit, as deemed applicable. The
project would not be anticipated to violate water quality standards. Impacts would be less than significant.

Groundwater Supplies: The geology of the Western Slope portion of El Dorado County is principally
hard, crystalline, igneous, or metamorphic rock overlain with a thin mantle of sediment or soil.
Groundwater in this region is found in fractures, joints, cracks, and fault zones within the bedrock mass.
These discrete fracture areas are typically vertical in orientation rather than horizontal as in sedimentary or
alluvial aquifers. Recharge is predominantly through rainfall infiltrating into the fractures. Movement of
this groundwater is very limited due to the lack of porosity in the bedrock. Wells are typically drilled to
depths ranging from 80 to 300-feet in depth. There is no evidence that the project will substantially reduce
or alter the quantity of groundwater in the vicinity, or materially interfere with groundwater recharge in the
area of the proposed project. For the final map, the applicant would need to prove that all parcels have a
safe and reliable water source that meets the minimum criteria of EDC policy 800-02. The project is not
anticipated to affect potential groundwater supplies above pre-project levels. Impacts would be less than
significant.

Drainage Patterns: A grading permit would be required to address grading, erosion and sediment control
for any future construction. Construction activities would be required to adhere to the El Dorado County
Grading, Erosion Control and Sediment Ordinance. This includes the use of Best Management Practices
(BMPs) to minimize degradation of water quality during construction. With the application of these
standard requirements, impacts would be less than significant.

Flood-related Hazards: The project site is not located within any mapped 100-year flood areas and would
not result in the construction of any structures that would impede or redirect flood flows (FEMA, 2008).
The risk of exposure to seiche, tsunami, or mudflows would be remote. Impacts would be less than
significant.

FINDING: The project would be required to address any potential changes to the drainage pattern on site during the
building permit review process for future construction of single-family residences, secondary dwellings, or
accessory structures. No significant hydrological impacts are expected as a result of such development, and impacts
would be less than significant.
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X. LAND USE PLANNING. Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impact

Physically divide an established community?

Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to, the general plan, specific plan,
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

Regulatory Setting:

California State law requires that each City and County adopt a general plan "for the physical development of the
City and any land outside its boundaries which bears relation to its planning." Typically, a general plan is designed
to address the issues facing the City or County for the next 15-20 years. The general plan expresses the community's
development goals and incorporates public policies relative to the distribution of future public and private land uses.
The El Dorado County General Plan was adopted in 2004. The 2013-2021 Housing Element was adopted in 2013.

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Land Use would occur if the implementation of the project would:

Result in the conversion of Prime Farmland as defined by the State Department of Conservation;
Result in conversion of land that either contains choice soils or which the County Agricultural
Commission has identified as suitable for sustained grazing, provided that such lands were not
assigned urban or other nonagricultural use in the Land Use Map;

Result in conversion of undeveloped open space to more intensive land uses;

Result in a use substantially incompatible with the existing surrounding land uses; or

Conflict with adopted environmental plans, policies, and goals of the community.

Established Community: The project is located near, but not within, the Gold Hill area. The project is
surrounded by similar large lots currently which are either developed for single family residential uses or
undeveloped. The Tentative Parcel Map project would not conflict with the existing land use pattern in the
area or physically divide an established community. Therefore, there will be no impacts.

Land Use Consistency: The parcel has a General Plan Land Use Designation of Rural Residential (RR)
and a zoning designation of Rural Lands — Ten-Acres (RL-10). The RR land use designation establishes
areas for single-family residential development in a rural setting. The maximum allowable density shall be
one dwelling unit per ten-acres. Parcel size will be as follows: 10.06-acres (Parcel One), 10.55-acres
(Parcel Two), 14.02-acres (Parcel Three), 20.29-acres (Parcel Four). The proposed project is compatible
with the General Plan land use designation and the zone district. There would be no impacts.

Habitat Conservation Plan: The project site is not within the boundaries of an adopted Natural

Community Conservation Plan or any other conservation plan. As such, the proposed project would not
conflict with an adopted conservation plan. Therefore, there will be no impacts.
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FINDING: The proposed use of the land would be consistent with the Zoning Ordinance and General Plan. There
would be no impact to land use goals or standards resulting from the project. Impacts would be less than significant.

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Less than

Pgtepﬁally Significant L~ess. Ui No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Impact
Mitigation

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to X
the region and the residents of the state?

b. Result in the loss of availability of a
locally-important mineral resource recovery
site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan or other land use plan?

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Requlations, and Policies

No federal laws, regulations, or policies apply to mineral resources and the Proposed Project.

State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Surface Mining and Reclamation Act

The Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975 (SMARA) requires that the State Mining and Geology Board
identify, map, and classify aggregate resources throughout California that contain regionally significant mineral
resources. Designations of land areas are assigned by CDC and California Geological Survey following analysis of
geologic reports and maps, field investigations, and using information about the locations of active sand and gravel
mining operations. Local jurisdictions are required to enact planning procedures to guide mineral conservation and
extraction at particular sites and to incorporate mineral resource management policies into their general plans.

The California Mineral Land Classification System represents the relationship between knowledge of mineral
deposits and their economic characteristics (grade and size). The nomenclature used with the California Mineral
Land Classification System is important in communicating mineral potential information in activities such as
mineral land classification, and usage of these terms are incorporated into the criteria developed for assigning
mineral resource zones. Lands classified MRZ-2 are areas that contain identified mineral resources. Areas classified
as MRZ-2a or MRZ-2b (referred to hereafter as MRZ-2) are considered important mineral resource areas.

Local Laws, Requlations, and Policies

El Dorado County in general is considered a mining region capable of producing a wide variety of mineral
resources. Metallic mineral deposits, including gold, are considered the most significant extractive mineral
resources. Exhibit 5.9-6 shows the MRZ-2 areas within the county based on designated Mineral Resource (-MR)
overlay areas. The -MR overlay areas are based on mineral resource mapping published in the mineral land
classification reports referenced above. The majority of the county’s important mineral resource deposits are
concentrated in the western third of the county.

According to General Plan Policy 2.2.2.7, before authorizing any land uses within the -MR overlay zone that will
threaten the potential to extract minerals in the affected area, the County shall prepare a statement specifying its
reasons for considering approval of the proposed land use and shall provide for public and agency notice of such a
statement consistent with the requirements of Public Resources Code section 2762. Furthermore, before finally
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approving any such proposed land use, the County shall balance the mineral values of the threatened mineral
resource area against the economic, social, or other values associated with the proposed alternative land uses. Where
the affected minerals are of regional significance, the County shall consider the importance of these minerals to their
market region as a whole and not just their importance to the County.

Where the affected minerals are of Statewide significance, the County shall consider the importance of these
minerals to the State and Nation as a whole. The County may approve the alternative land use if it determines that
the benefits of such uses outweigh the potential or certain loss of the affected mineral resources in the affected
regional, Statewide, or national market.

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Mineral Resources would occur if the implementation of the project
would:

° Result in obstruction of access to, and extraction of mineral resources classified MRZ-2x, or result in
land use compatibility conflicts with mineral extraction operations.

a-b. Mineral Resources. The project site has not been delineated in the El Dorado County General Plan as a
locally important mineral resource recovery site (2003, Exhibits 5.9-6 and 5.9-7). Review of the California
Department of Conservation Geologic Map data showed that the project site is not within a mineral
resource zone district. There would be no impact.

FINDING: No impacts to mineral resources are expected either directly or indirectly. For this mineral resources
category, there would be no impacts.

XII. NOISE. Would the project result in:

Potentially Lesg than Less Than
L. Significant . No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Tmpact
Mitigation

a. Exposure of persons to or generation of
noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or X
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?

b. Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive  groundborne  vibration or X
groundborne noise levels?

c. A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity X
above levels existing without the project?

d. A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?
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e. For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public X
airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise level?

f.  For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people X
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Regulatory Setting:

No federal or state laws, regulations, or policies for construction-related noise and vibration that apply to the
Proposed Project. However, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Guidelines for Construction Vibration in
Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment state that for evaluating daytime construction noise impacts in
outdoor areas, a noise threshold of 90 dBA Leq and 100 dBA Leq should be used for residential and
commercial/industrial areas, respectively (FTA 2006).

For construction vibration impacts, the FTA guidelines use an annoyance threshold of 80 VdB for infrequent events
(fewer than 30 vibration events per day) and a damage threshold of 0.12-inches per second (in/sec) PPV for
buildings susceptible to vibration damage (FTA 2006).

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect due to Noise would occur if the implementation of the project would:

° Result in short-term construction noise that creates noise exposures to surrounding noise sensitive land
uses in excess of 60 dBA CNEL;
° Result in long-term operational noise that creates noise exposures in excess of 60 dBA CNEL at the

adjoining property line of a noise sensitive land use and the background noise level is increased by 3
dBA, or more; or

° Results in noise levels inconsistent with the performance standards contained in Table 130.37.060.1
and Table 130.37.060.2 of the El Dorado County Zoning Ordinance.

TABLE 6-2
NOISE LEVEL PERFORMANCE PROTECTION STANDARDS
FOR NOISE SENSITIVE LAND USES
AFFECTED BY NON-TRANSPORTATION* SOURCES
Daytime Evening Night
7 am. - 7 p.m. 7 p.m. - 10 p.m. 10 p.m. - 7 a.m.
Noise Level Descriptor
Community/ Rural Community/ Rural Community/ Rural
Rural Centers | Regions | Rural Centers Regions Rural Centers Regions
Hourly Leg, dB 55 50 50 45 45 40
Maximum level, dB 70 60 60 55 55 50
a. Noise Exposures: The proposed project will not expose people to noise levels in excess of standards

established in the General Plan or Zoning Ordinance. Future construction may require the use of trucks
and other equipment, which may result in short-term noise impacts to surrounding neighbors. These
activities would require grading and building permits and would be restricted to construction hours
pursuant to the General Plan. There could be additional noise associated with potential future
residential development. However, the project is not expected to generate noise levels exceeding the
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performance standards contained within the Zoning Ordinance. The noise associated with the project
would be less than significant.

b. Groundborne Shaking: The site is currently undeveloped. Any future construction may generate
short-term ground borne vibration or shaking events during project construction. Impacts would be
considered less than significant.

c. Permanent Noise Increases: The project does not propose new development; however each parcel by
right would have the potential for future residential development (i.e. primary and secondary dwelling,
accessory structures). The long term noise associated with an additional home would not be expected
to exceed the noise standards contained in the General Plan. Impacts would be considered less than
significant.

d. Short Term Noise: The construction noise resulting from any future development may result in short-
term noise impacts. These activities would require grading and building permits and would be
restricted to construction hours. All construction and grading operations would be required to comply
with the noise performance standards contained in the General Plan. Impacts would be less than
significant.

e-f. Aircraft Noise: The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two-miles of a
public airport or public use airport. There would be no impact.

FINDING: As conditioned and with adherence to County Code, no significant direct or indirect impacts to noise
levels are expected. Impacts would be less than significant.

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:
Potentially LGSS. than Less Than
.. Significant . No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Tmpact
P Mitigation p
a. Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (i.e., by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (i.e., X
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b. Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of X
replacement housing elsewhere?

c. Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of replacement X
housing elsewhere?

Regulatory Setting:

No federal or state laws, regulations, or policies apply to population and housing and the proposed project.

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Population and Housing would occur if the implementation of the
project would:

e C(Create substantial growth or concentration in population;

e Create a more substantial imbalance in the County’s current jobs to housing ratio; or
e Conflict with adopted goals and policies set forth in applicable planning documents.
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a. Population Growth: The approximately 55-acre parcel is currently undeveloped. The proposed project
would result in the creation of four parcels, each of which would be allowed a primary residence and a
secondary dwelling by right. This potential additional housing and population would not be considered a
significant population growth. Impacts would be less than significant.

b. Housing Displacement: The 55-acre parcel is currently undeveloped. The proposed project would result in
the creation of four parcels. No existing housing would be displaced by the project. There would be no
impact.

c. Replacement Housing: The proposed project could provide up to a total of eight residences possible (four

primary dwellings/four secondary dwellings). No persons would be displaced by the proposed project
necessitating for the construction of housing elsewhere. There would be no impact.

FINDING: The project would not displace housing and there would be no potential for a significant impact due to
substantial growth, either directly or indirectly. The impacts would be less than significant.

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of
the public services:

Potentially Ifess. than Less Than
.. Significant . No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Tmpact
P Mitigation p

a. Fire protection? X

b. Police protection? X

c. Schools? X

d. Parks? X

e. Other government services? X

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies

California Fire Code

The California Fire Code (Title 24 CCR, Part 9) establishes minimum requirements to safeguard public health,
safety, and general welfare from the hazards of fire, explosion, or dangerous conditions in new and existing
buildings. Chapter 33 of CCR contains requirements for fire safety during construction and demolition.

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Public Services would occur if the implementation of the project would:

° Substantially increase or expand the demand for fire protection and emergency medical services
without increasing staffing and equipment to meet the Department’s/District’s goal of 1.5 firefighters
per 1,000 residents and two firefighters per 1,000 residents, respectively;

. Substantially increase or expand the demand for public law enforcement protection without increasing
staffing and equipment to maintain the Sheriff’s Department goal of one sworn officer per 1,000
residents;
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° Substantially increase the public school student population exceeding current school capacity without
also including provisions to adequately accommodate the increased demand in services;

e Place a demand for library services in excess of available resources;

° Substantially increase the local population without dedicating a minimum of five-acres of developed
parklands for every 1,000 residents; or

e Be inconsistent with County adopted goals, objectives or policies.

a. Fire Protection: The El Dorado County Fire Protection District (EDCFPD) provides fire protection to the
surrounding vicinity of the site. However, this site is not currently within the EDCFPD’s jurisdictional
boundaries. The project site is located within a High Fire Hazard zone, which does require a Wildland Fire
Safe Plan. Per the recommendation of the El Dorado Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO), the
project site will be required to be annexed into the EDCFPD prior to issuance of residential final occupancy
permits. The annexation of this site into the EDCFPD will result in additional properties under EDCFPD
protection. The addition of more properties could result in reduced response time; however this project
does not include a large number of parcels. As such, fire service impacts are expected to be de minimis. An
approved wildfire safe plan will be required prior to issuance of any future residential final occupancy
permits. The project must adhere to applicable requirements for emergency vehicle access including
roadway widths and turning radii, fire flow and sprinkler requirements, and vehicle ingress/egress.
Compliance with these requirements will assure adequate emergency access and evacuation routes. If any
additional dwelling units are proposed in the future, the Fire District would review the building permit
application and include any fire protection measures at that time. Impacts would be less than significant
with adherence to EDCFPD annexation and wildfire safe plan approval.

b. Police Protection: Police services would continue to be provided by the El Dorado County Sheriff’s
Department (EDSO). Any future residential construction would not significantly increase demand for law
enforcement protection. Impacts would be less than significant.

c. Schools: As a result of project approval, eight potential new dwelling units constructed in the future could
add a small number of additional students. The impact would be less than significant.

d. Parks. Any additional residents from future construction would not substantially increase the local
population and therefore not substantially increase the use of parks and recreational facilities. The
dedication of land, the payment of fees in lieu thereof or a combination of both for park and recreational
purposes would be required, pursuant to the provisions of Sections 120.12.090 through120.12.110, as a
condition of approval for any parcel map which creates parcels less than 20-acres in size. With the payment
of park in-lieu fees, impacts would be less than significant.

e. Government Services. There are no government services that would be significantly impacted as a result
of the project. Impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: The project would not result in a significant increase of public services to the project. Increased demand
to services would be addressed through the payment of established impact fees. For this Public Services category,
impacts would be less than significant.

XV.RECREATION.

Less than

Ppteptlally Significant L.ess. s No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Impact
P Mitigation P

a. Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other X
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would
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occur or be accelerated?

b. Does the project include recreational facilities
or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

Regulatory Setting:

National Trails System

The National Trails System Act of 1968 authorized The National Trails System (NTS) in order to provide additional
outdoor recreation opportunities and to promote the preservation of access to the outdoor areas and historic
resources of the nation. The Appalachian and Pacific Crest National Scenic Trails were the first two components,
and the System has grown to include 20 national trails.

The National Trails System includes four classes of trails:

1. National Scenic Trails (NST) provide outdoor recreation and the conservation and enjoyment of significant
scenic, historic, natural, or cultural qualities. The Pacific Coast Trail falls under this category. The PCT
passes through the Desolation Wilderness area along the western plan area boundary.

2. National Historic Trails (NHT) follow travel routes of national historic significance. The National Park
Service has designated two National Historic Trail (NHT) alignments that pass through El Dorado County,
the California National Historic Trail and the Pony Express National Historic Trail. The California Historic
Trail is a route of approximately 5,700-miles including multiple routes and cutoffs, extending from
Independence and Saint Joseph, Missouri, and Council Bluffs, lowa, to various points in California and
Oregon. The Pony Express NHT commemorates the route used to relay mail via horseback from Missouri
to California before the advent of the telegraph.

3. National Recreation Trails (NRT) are in, or reasonably accessible to, urban areas on federal, state, or
private lands. In El Dorado County there are five NRTs.

State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

The California Parklands Act

The California Parklands Act of 1980 (Public Resources Code Section 5096.141-5096.143) recognizes the public
interest for the state to acquire, develop, and restore areas for recreation and to aid local governments to do the same.
The California Parklands Act also identifies the necessity of local agencies to exercise vigilance to see that the
parks, recreation areas, and recreational facilities they now have are not lost to other uses.

The California state legislature approved the California Recreational Trail Act of 1974 (Public Resources Code
Section 2070-5077.8) requiring that the Department of Parks and Recreation prepare a comprehensive plan for
California trails. The California Recreational Trails Plan is produced for all California agencies and recreation
providers that manage trails. The Plan includes information on the benefits of trails, how to acquire funding,
effective stewardship, and how to encourage cooperation among different trail users.

The 1975 Quimby Act (California Government Code Section 66477) requires residential subdivision developers to
help mitigate the impacts of property improvements by requiring them to set aside land, donate conservation
easements, or pay fees for park improvements. The Quimby Act gave authority for passage of land dedication
ordinances to cities and counties for parkland dedication or in-lieu fees paid to the local jurisdiction. Quimby
exactions must be roughly proportional and closely tied (nexus) to a project’s impacts as identified through traffic
studies required by CEQA. The exactions only apply to the acquisition of new parkland; they do not apply to the
physical development of new park facilities or associated operations and maintenance costs.
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The County implements the Quimby Act through §16.12.090 of the County Code. The County Code sets standards
for the acquisition of land for parks and recreational purposes, or payments of fees in lieu thereof, on any land
subdivision. Other projects, such as ministerial residential or commercial development, could contribute to the
demand for park and recreation facilities without providing land or funding for such facilities.

Local Laws, Regulations, and Policies

The 2004 El Dorado County General Plan Parks and Recreation Element establishes goals and policies that address
needs for the provision and maintenance of parks and recreation facilities in the county, with a focus on providing
recreational opportunities and facilities on a regional scale, securing adequate funding sources, and increasing
tourism and recreation-based businesses. The Recreation Element describes the need for 1.5-acres of regional
parkland, 1.5-acres of community parkland, and two-acres of neighborhood parkland per 1,000 residents. Another
95-acres of park land are needed to meet the General Plan guidelines.

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Recreational Resources would occur if the implementation of the
project would:

° Substantially increase the local population without dedicating a minimum of five-acres of developed
parklands for every 1,000 residents; or
° Substantially increase the use of neighborhood or regional parks in the area such that substantial

physical deterioration of the facility would occur.

a. Parks. Any potential additional units from future construction would not increase the local population
substantially, and therefore would not substantially increase the use of parks and recreational facilities. The
dedication of land, the payment of fees in lieu thereof or a combination of both for park and recreational
purposes would be required, pursuant to the provisions of Sections 120.12.090 through120.12.110, as a
condition of approval for any parcel map which creates parcels less than 20-acres in size. With the payment
of park in-lieu fees, impacts would be less than significant.

b. Recreational Services. The project would not include additional recreation services or sites as part of the
project. Impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: No significant impacts to open space or park facilities would result as part of the project. Impacts would
be less than significant.

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:
Potentially Lesg than Less Than
. Significant . No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Tmpact
P Mitigation p
a. Conflict with an applicable program, plan,
ordinance or policy addressing the circulation X

system, including transit, roadway, bicycle
and pedestrian facilities?

b. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent
with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, X
subdivision (b) (Vehicle Miles Traveled)?

c. Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses
(e.g., farm equipment)?
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d. Result in inadequate emergency access? X

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies
No federal laws, regulations, or policies apply to transportation/traffic and the Proposed Project.
State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Caltrans manages the state highway system and ramp interchange intersections. This state agency is also responsible
for highway, bridge, and rail transportation planning, construction, and maintenance.

Local Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Starting on July 1, 2020, automobile delay and level of service (LOS) may no longer be used as the performance
measure to determine the transportation impacts of land development under CEQA. Instead, an alternative metric
that supports the goals of SB 743 legislation will be required. The use of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) has been
recommended by the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) and is cited in the CEQA Guidelines as the
most appropriate measure of transportation impacts (Section 15064.3(a)).

The intent of SB743 is to bring CEQA transportation analysis into closer alignment with other statewide policies
regarding greenhouse gases, complete streets, and smart growth. Using VMT as a performance measure, instead of
LOS, is intended to discourage suburban sprawl, reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and encourage the development
of smart growth, complete streets, and multimodal transportation networks.

El Dorado County Department of Transportation (DOT) adopted VMT screening thresholds through Resolution
141-2020 on October 6, 2020. The County significance threshold is 15%, as recommended by OPR’s Technical
Advisory, below baseline for residential projects. There is a presumption of less than significant impact for projects
that generate or attract less than 100 trips per day, consistent with OPR’s determination of projects that generate or
attract fewer than 110 trips per day, and further reduced to 100 to remain consistent with the existing thresholds in
General Plan Policy TC-Xe. Access to the project site would be provided by existing driveways for each resulting
parcel.

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Transportation would occur if the implementation of the project would:

° Conflict with an applicable program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities;

° Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b) (Vehicle Miles
Traveled); or

° Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous

intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment); or
e Result in inadequate emergency access.

a. Conflicts with a Transportation Plan, Policy or Ordinance: No substantial traffic increases would result
from the proposed project. Access to the new parcels would be from individual private driveways
encroaching onto Thompson Hill Road. The project area is in an area of similar rural large-lot parcels. The
El Dorado County Department of Transportation reviewed the project and determined that a Transportation
Impact Study (TIS) and On-Site Transportation Review were not required, and both the TIS and OSTR
were waived. Trip generation from the properties (four primary residences and four secondary residences)
using the ITE Trip Generation Manual, 10th Edition is less than 100 trips daily. This is presumed to have
less than significant transportation impacts, per El Dorado County Resolution 141-2020. The proposed
project site is not on a main roadway and there are very low traffic volumes. The project would not conflict
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with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway,
bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Impacts would be less than significant.

b. Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT): The proposed project would create four parcels for a total of four
primary single-family dwellings. Trip generation from the properties (four primary residences) using the
ITE Trip Generation Manual, 10th Edition is less than 100 trips daily. This is presumed to have less than
significant transportation impacts, per El Dorado County Resolution 141-2020. Impacts would be less than
significant.

c. Design Hazards: The design and location of the project is not anticipated to create any significant hazards.
The existing project site is undeveloped. Any future road or driveway improvements for access to the
newly created parcels would require a grading permit. The El Dorado County Department of Transportation
reviewed the project and provided no comments or concerns. The impact for design hazards would be less
than significant.

d. Emergency Access: The existing project site is undeveloped. LAFCO has reviewed the project and
recommends the project be annexed into the EDCFPD for fire protection and emergency medical services.
The EDCFPD must review and approve a wildfire safe plan prior to issuance of residential final occupancy
permits. Impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: The project would not conflict with applicable General Plan policies regarding effective operation of the
County circulation system. Further, the project would not conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.3(b) (Vehicle Miles Traveled). The project would not create any road hazards or affect road safety and would
not result in inadequate emergency access. For this Transportation category, the threshold of significance would not
be exceeded and impacts would be less than significant.

XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL
RESOURCES. Would the project: Cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a Less than
Tribal Cultural Resource as defined in Section Potentially L Less Than
21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural Significant Slgm.ﬁ cant Significant No
. . . with Impact
landscape that is geographically defined in terms Impact Mitication Impact
of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred &
place, or object with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe, and that is:
a. Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local X
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or
b. A resource determined by the lead agency, in
its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c¢) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying X
the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the
lead agency shall consider the significance of
the resource to a California Native American
tribe.

Regulatory Setting:

Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies
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No federal laws, regulations, or policies apply to Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs) and the Proposed Project.
State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Assembly Bill (AB) 52

AB 52, which was approved in September 2014 and effective on July 1, 2015, requires that CEQA lead agencies
consult with a California Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area
of a proposed project, if so requested by the tribe. The bill, chaptered in CEQA Section 21084.2, also specifies that a
project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a TCR is a project that may
have a significant effect on the environment.

Defined in Section 21074(a) of the Public Resources Code, TCRs are:
1. Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places and objects with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe that are either of the following:
a. Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical
Resources; or
b. Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in subdivision (k) of Section 5020.1.

2. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set
forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1 for the purposes of this paragraph, the lead agency shall consider
the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.

TCRs are further defined under Section 21074 as follows:
a. A cultural landscape that meets the criteria of subdivision (a) is a TCR to the extent that the landscape is
geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape; and
b. A historical resource described in Section 21084.1, a unique archaeological resource as defined in
subdivision (g) of Section 21083.2, or a “nonunique archaeological resource” as defined in subdivision (h)
of Section 21083.2 may also be a TCR if it conforms with the criteria of subdivision (a).

Mitigation measures for TCRs must be developed in consultation with the affected California Native American tribe
pursuant to newly chaptered Section 21080.3.2, or according to Section 21084.3. Section 21084.3 identifies
mitigation measures that include avoidance and preservation of TCRs and treating TRCs with culturally appropriate
dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values and meaning of the resource.

Discussion:

In general, significant impacts are those that diminish the integrity, research potential, or other characteristics that
make a TCR significant or important. To be considered a TCR, a resource must be either: (1) listed, or determined
to be eligible for listing, on the national, state, or local register of historic resources, or: (2) a resource that the lead
agency chooses, in its discretion, to treat as a TCR and meets the criteria for listing in the state register of historic
resources pursuant to the criteria set forth in Public Resources Code Section 5024.1(c). A substantial adverse change
to a TCR would occur if the implementation of the project would:

e Disrupt, alter, or adversely affect a TCR such that the significance of the resource would be materially
impaired

a-b. Tribal Cultural Resources. At the time of the application request, seven Tribes: Colfax-Todds Valley
Consolidated Tribe, Ione Band of Miwok Indians, Nashville Enterprise Miwok-Maidu-Nishinam Tribe,
Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians, T’si-Akim Maidu, United Auburn Indian Community of the
Auburn Rancheria, Washoe Tribe of California and Nevada, had requested to be notified of proposed
projects for consultation in the project area. Consultation notices were sent on May 2, 2021. Staff had not
received a response within a 30-day period from the date of staff’s consultation initiation response. As
such, AB52 consultation has been closed. Pursuant to the records search conducted at the North Central
Information Center on January 7, 2020, the proposed project area contains zero prehistoric-period resources
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and zero historic-period cultural resources. Additionally, zero cultural resources study reports covering any
portion of the site are on file. Outside of the project area, but within the % mile radius of the geographic
area, a broader search area contains zero prehistoric-period resources and two historic-period cultural
resources. Additionally, two cultural resource study reports are on file which covers a portion of the
broader search area. There is low potential for locating prehistoric-period cultural resources in the
immediate vicinity. There is low potential for locating historic-period cultural resources in the immediate
vicinity. The project site is not known to contain neither Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs) nor historic-
period resources. The impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: No Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs) are known to exist on the project site and conditions of approval
have been included to ensure protection of TCRs if discovered during future construction activities. As a result, the
proposed project would not cause a substantial adverse change to any known TCRs. The impacts would be less than
significant.

XVIII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

Less than

Ppteptlally Significant L.ess. Ul No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Impact
P Mitigation p

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality X
Control Board?

b. Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the X
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

¢. Require or result in the construction of new
stormwater drainage facilities or expansion

of existing facilities, the construction of X
which could cause significant environmental
effects?

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitlements

X
and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?
e. Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to X

serve the project's projected demand in
addition to the provider's existing
commitments?

f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the X
project's solid waste disposal needs?

g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?

Regulatory Setting:
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Federal Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Energy Policy Act 0of 2005

The Energy Policy Act of 2005, intended to reduce reliance on fossil fuels, provides loan guarantees or tax credits
for entities that develop or use fuel-efficient and/or energy efficient technologies (USEPA, 2014). The act also
increases the amount of biofuel that must be mixed with gasoline sold in the United States (USEPA, 2014).

State Laws, Regulations, and Policies

California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989

The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (Public Resources Code, Division 30) requires all
California cities and counties to implement programs to reduce, recycle, and compost wastes by at least 50-percent
by 2000 (Public Resources Code Section 41780). The state, acting through the California Integrated Waste
Management Board (CIWMB), determines compliance with this mandate. Per-capita disposal rates are used to
determine whether a jurisdiction’s efforts are meeting the intent of the act.

California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991

The California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991 (Public Resources Code Sections 42900-
42911) requires that all development projects applying for building permits include adequate, accessible areas for
collecting and loading recyclable materials.

California Integrated Energy Policy

Senate Bill 1389, passed in 2002, requires the California Energy Commission (CEC) to prepare an Integrated
Energy Policy Report for the governor and legislature every two-years (CEC 2015a). The report analyzes data and
provides policy recommendations on trends and issues concerning electricity and natural gas, transportation, energy
efficiency, renewable energy, and public interest energy research (CEC 2015a). The 2014 Draft Integrated Energy
Policy Report Update includes policy recommendations, such as increasing investments in electric vehicle charging
infrastructure at workplaces, multi-unit dwellings, and public sites (CEC 2015b).

Title 24-Building Energy Efficiency Standards

Title 24 Building Energy Efficiency Standards of the California Building Code are intended to ensure that building
construction, system design, and installation achieve energy efficiency and preserve outdoor and indoor
environmental quality (CEC 2012). The standards are updated on an approximately three-year cycle. The 2013
standards went into effect on July 1, 2014.

Urban Water Management Planning Act

California Water Code Sections 10610 ef seq. requires that all public water systems providing water for municipal
purposes to more than 3,000 customers, or supplying more than 3,000-acre-feet per year (AFY), prepare an urban
water management plan (UWMP).

Other Standards and Guidelines

Leadership in Energy & Environmental Design

Leadership in Energy & Environmental Design (LEED) is a green building certification program, operated by the
U.S. Green Building Council (USGBC) that recognizes energy efficient and/or environmentally friendly (green)
components of building design (USGBC, 2015). To receive LEED certification, a building project must satisfy
prerequisites and earn points related to different aspects of green building and environmental design (USGBC,
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2015). The four levels of LEED certification are related to the number of points a project earns: (1) certified (40—49
points), (2) silver (50-59 points), (3) gold (60—79 points), and (4) platinum (80+ points) (USGBC, 2015). Points or
credits may be obtained for various criteria, such as indoor and outdoor water use reduction, and construction and
demolition (C&D) waste management planning. Indoor water use reduction entails reducing consumption of
building fixtures and fittings by at least 20% from the calculated baseline and requires all newly installed toilets,
urinals, private lavatory faucets, and showerheads that are eligible for labeling to be WaterSense labeled (USGBC,
2014). Outdoor water use reduction may be achieved by showing that the landscape does not require a permanent
irrigation system beyond a maximum two-year establishment period, or by reducing the project’s landscape water
requirement by at least 30% from the calculated baseline for the site’s peak watering month (USGBC, 2014). C&D
waste management points may be obtained by diverting at least 50% of C&D material and three material streams, or
generating less than 2.5-pounds of construction waste per square foot of the building’s floor area (USGBC, 2014).

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Utilities and Service Systems would occur if the implementation of the
project would:

e Breach published national, state, or local standards relating to solid waste or litter control;

° Substantially increase the demand for potable water in excess of available supplies or distribution
capacity without also including provisions to adequately accommodate the increased demand, or is
unable to provide an adequate on-site water supply, including treatment, storage and distribution;

° Substantially increase the demand for the public collection, treatment, and disposal of wastewater
without also including provisions to adequately accommodate the increased demand, or is unable to
provide for adequate on-site wastewater system; or

° Result in demand for expansion of power or telecommunications service facilities without also
including provisions to adequately accommodate the increased or expanded demand.

a. Wastewater Requirements: The El Dorado County Environmental Management Department reviewed the
project and has required additional septic percolation tests be completed and reviewed by EMD. Prior to
installation of any septic system, the site must receive EMD approval of percolation tests. Once each parcel
has confirmed adequate soil depth, a soil percolation rate below 120 minutes per inch, and a dispersal area
identified, then the site will be eligible for septic system developments. Impacts would be less than
significant.

b. Construction of New Facilities: No development is proposed as a part of the Tentative Parcel Map project
and no construction of new facilities is required. Each parcel is required to provide its own wastewater
treatment system, connection to public water service or private well, and utilities/electricity services by
Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E). The impact would be less than significant.

c. New Stormwater Facilities: Any possible drainage facilities needed for any future construction would be
built in conformance with the County of El Dorado Drainage Manual, as determined by Development
Services standards, during the grading and building permit processes. The impacts would be less than
significant.

d. Sufficient Water Supply: Water for each parcel would be provided by connection to a private well. The El
Dorado County Environmental Management Department reviewed the project and concluded that each
parcel meets the requirements for private wells on site, including adequate water supply. The impact would
be less than significant.

e. Adequate Wastewater Capacity: The project would require each parcel to provide its own onsite
wastewater treatment system. As discussed in (a.), the Environmental Management Department will review
the project to ensure that the parcels can be served by onsite wastewater treatment systems. Once each
parcel has confirmed adequate soil depth, a soil percolation rate below 120 minutes per inch, and a
dispersal area identified, then the site will be eligible for septic system developments. Impacts would be
less than significant.
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f-g.

Solid Waste Disposal and Requirements: El Dorado Disposal distributes municipal solid waste to
Forward Landfill in Stockton and Kiefer Landfill in Sacramento. Pursuant to El Dorado County
Environmental Management Solid Waste Division staff, both facilities have sufficient capacity to serve the
County. Recyclable materials are distributed to a facility in Benicia and green wastes are sent to a
processing facility in Sacramento. County Ordinance No. 4319 requires that new development provide
areas for adequate, accessible, and convenient storing, collecting and loading of solid waste and
recyclables. This project does not propose to add any activities that would generate substantial additional
solid waste, as future additional housing units would generate minimal amounts of solid waste for disposal.
Project impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: No significant utility and service system impacts would be expected with the project, either directly or
indirectly. Impacts would be less than significant.

XIV. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. Does the project:

Potentially Lesg than Less Than
.. Significant . No
Significant . Significant
with Impact
Impact

Mitigation Impact

a. Have the potential to degrade the quality of the

environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or prehistory?

Have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively  considerable? ("Cumulatively
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

Have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

Discussion

No substantial evidence contained in the project record has been found that would indicate that this project
would have the potential to significantly degrade the quality of the environment. There are no project
impacts which will result in significant impacts. With adherence to County permit requirements and
mitigation measures as applied, this project would not have the potential to substantially reduce the habitat
of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten
to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of California history or pre-history. Any impacts from the
project would be less than significant due to the design of the project and required standards that would be
implemented prior to recording the final Parcel Map or with the building permit processes and/or any
required project specific improvements on the property.
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b. Cumulative impacts are defined in Section 15355 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines as two or more individual effects, which when considered together, would be considerable or
which would compound or increase other environmental impacts.

The project would not involve development or changes in land use that would result in an excessive
increase in population growth. Impacts due to increased demand for public services associated with the
project would be offset by the payment of fees as required by service providers to extend the necessary
infrastructure services. The project would not be anticipated to contribute substantially to increased traffic
in the area and the project would not require an increase in the wastewater treatment capacity of the
County. Due to the small size of the proposed project and types of activities proposed, which have been
disclosed in the Project Description and analyzed in Items I through XVIII, there would be no significant
impacts anticipated related to agriculture resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources,
geology/soils, hazards/hazardous materials, hydrology/water quality, land use/planning, mineral resources,
noise, population/housing, public services, recreation, traffic/transportation, or utilities/service systems that
would combine with similar effects such that the project’s contribution would be cumulatively
considerable. For these issue areas, either no impacts, or less than significant impacts would be anticipated.

As outlined and discussed in this document, as conditioned and with compliance to County Codes, this
project would be anticipated to have a less than significant project-related environmental effect which
would cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. Based on the analysis
in this study, it has been determined that the project would have less than significant cumulative impacts.

c. Based on the discussion contained in this document, no potentially significant impacts to human beings are
anticipated to occur with respect to potential project impacts. The project would not include any physical
changes to the site, and any future development or physical changes would require review and permitting
through the County. Adherence to these standard conditions would be expected to reduce potential impacts
to a less than significant level.

FINDINGS: It has been determined that the proposed project would not result in significant environmental impacts.

The project would not exceed applicable environmental standards, nor significantly contribute to cumulative
environmental impacts.
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CA: Site Consulting, Inc.

P21-0004 Exhibit H: Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study
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I. Report Summary

A. Special-Status Species

No species listed by either the state or federal Endangered Species Acts were found en the project
site. Potential habitat was found for one state- and federal-listed species: Layne’s butterweed (Packera
layneae) (Table 1).

Two species of concern were found: Oak titmouse (Baeolophus inornatus) and Wrentit (Chamaea
Jasciata). In addition, potential habitat was found for fifty-one other species of concern, including two
insects: Western bumble bee (Bombus occidentalis) and Cosumnes spring stonefly (Cosumnoperla
hypocrena); one reptile: Blainville’s homed lizard (Phrynosoma blainvilliiy, sixteen birds: Cooper’s hawk
(Accipiter cooperii), Rufous-crowned sparrow (Aimophila ruficeps), Grasshopper sparrow (Ammodramus
savannarum), Golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos), Long-eared owl (Asio otus), Merlin (Falco
columbarius), Loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), Fox sparrow (Passerella iliaca), Nuttall’s
woodpecker (Picoides nuttallii), Purple martin (Progne subis), Rufous hummingbird (Selasphours rufus),
Lawrence’s goldfinch (Spinus lawrencei), Black-chinned sparrow (Spizella atrogularis) Brewer’s sparrow
(Spizella breweri) Chipping sparrow (Spizella passerina) and California thrasher (Toxostoma redivivum);
six mammals: Pallid bat (Atrozous pallidus), Ringtail (Bassariscus astutus), Townsend’s big-eared bat
(Corynorhinus townsendii), Porcupine (Erethizon dorsatum), Silver-haired bat (Lasionycteris
noctivagans), and Yuma myotis bat (Myotis yumanensis); and thirty-two plants: Jepson’s onion (A/ium
Jjepsonii), Nissenan manzanita (Arctostaphylos nissenana), Big-scale balsamroot (Balsamorhiza
macrolepis var. macrolepis), Brassy bryum moss (Bryum chryseum), Chaparral sedge (Carex xerophyla),
Red Hills soaproot (Chlorogalum grandiflorum), Brandegee’s clarkia (Clarkia biloba ssp. brandegeeae),
Sierra clarkia (Clarkia virgata), Streambank spring beauty (Claytonia parviflora ssp. grandiflora),
Ewan’s latkspur (Delphinium hansenii ssp. ewanianum), Northern Sierra daisy (Erigeron petrophilus
var. sierrensis), Tripod buckwheat (Eriogonum tripodum), Small-flowered monkeyflower (Erythranthe
inconspicua), Stinkbells (Fritillaria agestis), Butte County fritillary (Fritillaria eastwoodiae), Serpentine
bluecup (Githopsis pulchella ssp. serpentinicola), Foothill jepsonia (Jepsonia heterandra), Red Bluff
dwarf rush (Juncus leiospermus), Santa Lucia dwarf rush (Juncus luciensis), Dubious pea (Lathyrus
sulphureus var. argillaceus), Humboldt’s lily (Lilium humboldtii ssp. humboldtii), Sylvan microseris
(Microseris sylvanica), Shield-bracted monkeyflower (Mimulus glaucescens), Sierra sweet bay (Myrica
hartwegii), Hoary navarretia (Navarretia eriocephala), Awl-leaved navarretia (Navarretia subuligera),
California adder’s-tongue (Ophioglossum californicum), Bacigalupi’s yampah (Perideridia bacigalupii),
Narrow-petaled rein orchid (Piperia leptopetala), Michael’s rein orchid (Piperia michaelii), Sanford’s
arrowhead (Sagittaria sanfordii), Prairie wedge grass (Sphenopholis obtusata), and Oval-leaved
viburnum (Viburnum ellipticum). See Table 2, pages 19-23, for more details.

Table 1. State/federal-listed species with potential habitat, and special-status species found on the project site.

Special-status Species Common Name Legal Status® Habitat

Federal/ State Quality

Species of Concern

Baeolophus inornatus Oak titmouse — - Yes Suitable

Chamaea fasciata Wrentit o ] Yes Suitable
'Legal Status: E = Endangered R=Rare T = Threatened

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson Biclogist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorade County, California Site Consulting Ine.
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B. Oak Woodlands

Two types of oak woodlands were found on the project site: blue oak woodland and interior live oak
woodland. Blue oak woodland covers about twenty-five acres of the project site, and interior live oak
woodland covers about nine acres (Figure 5).

C. Suggested Mitigation

No state- or federal-listed species were found on the project site, so no mitigation is required for them. No
mitigation should be required for species of concern not found on the project site.

Enhanced setbacks from waters and wetlands (60 feet from intermittent or ephemeral waters and wetlands)
would be sufficient to protect features and resources associated with them.

Pre-construction surveys for nesting birds, including raptors, conducted no more that 30 days prior to
construction activities, is recommended if construction is scheduled during the normal nesting season
{February 1-August 31). A 30-foot setback from trees with active nests is recommended for most species.
If raptor nests are found on or immediately adjacent to the site, however, consultation with the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) must be initiated to determine appropriate avoidance measures.
No mitigation should be required if tree removal and grading are not scheduled during the normal nesting
season.

Although no state- or federal-listed plant species were found on the project site, preconstruction plant
surveys on Parcels 1 and 2 should be required for any future grading permits to protect such species which
may have grown on the serpentine soils present on those two parcels. No construction would be required
to finalize the Parcel Map, and no listed plants were found on-site, so no plant mitigation should be
required as a condition of approval of the Parcel Map.

No oak trees are planned to be removed to finalize the parcel map. Oak removal for construction of
driveways and residences would be mitigated through the grading permit process.

APN 105-196-042-000 Ruth Willson,Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Ine. 2
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IL. Introduction

A. Purpose of Report

A biological resources study was conducted on Assessor’s Parcel Number 105-190-042-000 (Figure 1),
a 54.92 acre parcel, in order to determine the suitability of its habitat to support state- or federal-listed
special-status wildlife and plant species. The site was also searched for special-status wildlife and plant
species, and special habitats, which might occur there. The report is part of submittal information for
four-way subdivision of the parcel, with parcel size varying from 10.02 to 20.26 acres (Figure 2).

B. Property Location and Description

The project site 1s in the east half of Section 25, Township 11 North, Range 9 East, M.D.M. It lies
south of Thompson Hill Road in the Gold Hill/Lotus area of El Dorado County, CA. (Figure 2).

The property has a General Plan designation of Rural Residential (RR) with RL-10 zoning. An
Important Biological Corridor (IBC) overlay covers the parcel.

The parcel is bounded by properties varying in size from 5 to 112 acres.

C. Property Owner and Project Manager

Property Owner Project Manager
Jomescbo Family Trust Dina Brinkley

Thomas Van Noord, Trustee dinabrinklev@email com
3350 Country Club Drive

Cameron Park, CA 95682

D. Report Preparer

Ruth A. Willson, M.A., Biology, California State University, Fresno, has been preparing biological
reports in El Dorado County since 1992. Her educational and experiential background includes
proficiency in botany, entomology, ornithology, wildlife biology and ecology. She completed training
in wetland delineation with Wetland Training Institute March 31, 2006, and is an ISA Certified
Arborist, No. WE-8335A.

APN 103-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologést
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc. 3
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III. Evaluation Methods

A. Field Surveys

The project site was searched for special-status species during field surveys conducted April 18, 2016,
April 19, May 17 and June 7, 2017, and May 15, 2020 by Ruth Willson. Field searches were conducted
around the perimeter of the parcel, along north-south transects about 50 feet apart in open areas, and
along game and cattle trails through brush, wherever possible. 2017 field surveys of impenetrable
chaparral cover in the central area of the parcel were limited to the chaparral perimeter and to a path that
had been cleared through the dense brush along the south boundary. Those areas were searched in 2020,
after chaparral shrubs were removed in 2018.

Plants were identified in the field whenever possible. Samples of unknown plants were taken with
identification achieved in the office through the use of Hickman (1993) and Jepson Flora Project
(2013). Vegetation communities were identified in the field and mapped utilizing aerial photos.

B. Literature Search

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Official Species List, updated December 7, 2020, and a
USFWS IPaC Trust Resource Report, dated May 20, 2020, served as the main sources of data on
federal-listed species and migratory birds that could be affected by the project. A report of known
occurrences of special-status species in the Coloma and eight surrounding USGS Quads, dated
November 29, 2020, was obtained from the California Natural Diversity Database (Appendix B). Other
current lists reviewed include the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (DFW) publications State
and Federally Listed Endangered, Threatened and Rare Plants of California and Special Vascular
Plants, Bryophytes and Lichens, along with the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) list, Inventory
of Rare and Endangered Plants,online edition, dated December 7, 2020 (Appendix C).

C. Vegetation Community Classification

References on the classification of vegetation include Mayer & Laudenslayer (1988), Munz & Keck
(1959) and Sawyer et al. (2009). Vegetation communities are referenced to those listed in the El
Dorado County General Plan, adopted July 19, 2004 (El Dorado County, 2006).

IV. Regulatory Setting
A. Federal Regulations
1. Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA)

Section 9 of the ESA prohibits “take” of endangered or threatened species; take is defined “to harass,
harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect.” Section 10 of the ESA allows
incidental take for listed species for otherwise lawful projects. Section 10 Permits can be obtained
through the United States Fish and Wildlife Service.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc. 6
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2. Migratory Bird Treaty Act

The federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act prohibits the take, possession, or trade of migratory birds or their
parts. The Act specifically protects migratory bird nests from possession, sale, purchase, barter, transport,
import and export, and take (16 U.8.C., Sec. 703, Supp. 1, 1989). The definition of take is to pursue, hunt,
shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or attempt to hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect
(50 CFR 10.12). Exceptions from the MBTA prohibitions are prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior,
and include non-native, invasive species such as European starling, English sparrow, rock dove, and
Eurasian collared dove.

3. Raptors

Raptors and their nests are protected under both federal (MBTA) and state (Fish and Game Code
Section 3503.5) regulations. Section 3503.5 states that it is “unlawful to take, possess, or destroy any
birds in the order Falconiformes or Strigiformes (birds of prey) or to take, possess, or destroy the nest or
eggs of any such bird except as otherwise provided by this code or any regulation adopted pursuant
thereto.”

4. Wetlands and Waters

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) has jurisdiction over “Waters of the U.8.” (also called
“jurisdictional waters™) under provisions of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (1972). Such
“jurisdictional waters” include waters used, or potentially used, for interstate commerce, interstate
waters, lakes, rivers, streams, tributaries of streams, and wetlands adjacent to or tributary to the above.
Irrigation and drainage ditches excavated on dry land, artificially-irrigated areas, man-made lakes or
ponds used for irrigation or stock watering, small artificial water bodies such as swimming pools, and
water-filled depressions are usually exempted from USACE jurisdiction (33 CFR, Part 328).

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has jurisdiction over alterations to the beds of
rivers, streams, creeks, or lakes. The Fish and Game Code (Section 1602) requires an entity to notify
CDFW of any proposed activity that may substantially modify a river, stream, or lake. Alterations
include activities that would: substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow of any river, stream or
lake; substantially change or use any material from the bed, channel, or bank of, any river, stream, or
lake; or deposit or dispose of debris, waste, or other material containing crumbled, flaked, or ground
pavement where it may pass into any river, stream, or lake.

Disturbance of any potential jurisdictional features on this project could require one or more of the
following permits:

@ A Clean Water Act, Section 404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

® A Water Quality Certification, Section 401, permit from the Regional Water Quality Control
Board.

@ A 1601-1603 Streambed Alteration Agreement from the California Department of Fish and Game.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc. 7
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B. California Regulations
1. California Environmental Quality Act

According to Section 21002 of CEQA, “It is the policy of the State that public agencies should not approve
projects as proposed if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which
would substantially lessen the significant environmental effects of such projects. To clanfy that statement,
CEQA Guidelines, Section 15370, lists five mitigation concepts for listed species.

Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action.

. Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action.

Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating or restoring the impacted area.

. Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and maintenance operations during the .
life of the project.

e. Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or environments.

=N I )

2. California Endangered Species Act (CESA)

Section 2052 of CESA states, “The Legislature . . . finds and declares that it is the policy of the state to
conserve, protect, restore, and enhance any endangered species or any threatened species and its
habitat.” Protection for such special-status species is codified in Section 2080 of the Fish and Game
Code, which prohibits “take” of any endangered or threatened species. Take is defined in Section 86 of
the Fish and Game Code as “hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch,
capture or kill.”

CESA emphasizes early consultation to avoid potential impacts to rare, endangered, and threatened
species and to develop appropriate mitigation planning to offset losses caused by the project, but allows
for take incidental to otherwise lawful development projects. When take of a species cannot be
avoided, an Incidental Take Permit, authorized under Title 14, Section 783.2, may be obtained through
the CESA Section 2081(b) and (c) incidental take permit process.

3. California State Fish and Game Code
The State Fish and Game Code Section 3513 states that it is unlawful to take or possess any migratory

non-game bird as designated in the Migratory Bird Treaty Act or any part of such migratory non-game
bird, except as provided by the Secretary of the Interior under provisions of the Migratory Treaty Act.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado Couaty, California Site Consulting Inc. 8
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C. El Dorado County Regulations
1. El Dorado County Important Habitat Mitigation Program
Mitigation guidelines provided by El Dorado County include, but are not limited to, the following:

a. Avoidance;

b. Open space/conservation easements;

¢. Redesign;

d. Clustering;

€. Vegetated buffers;

f. Retaining animal dispersal corridors;

g. Planning construction activity to avoid critical time periods (nesting, breeding) for wildlife
species;

h. Careful siting to place new disturbances at previously disturbed locations;

i. Restoration or enhancement of woodland habitat;

j. Best Management Practices for reducing impacts from grading/development in
environmentally sensitive areas;

k. Additional oak tree canopy retention and oak woodland habitat preservation or replacement
on-site and/or off-site;

1. Retaining contiguous stands of oak woodland habitats by retaining corridors between stands.

2. El Dorado County Ordinance 17.71

Mitigation for projects in Rare Plant Mitigation Areas 1 and 2 are outlined Ordinance 17.71, with a
strong emphasis on use of an Ecological Preserve Fee or participation in the Off-site Mitigation
Program as the preferred mitigation options. Use of the Ecological Preserve Fee as mitigation can no
longer be done, due to the ruling of the California Appellate Court in California Native Plant Society v.
El Dorado County [170 Cal. App.4th 1026 (2009)}, and El Dorado County does not currently have an
Off-site Mitigation Program. The only remaining mitigation option, On-site Mitigation, is outlined in
Section 17.71.020:

1. Development within Mitigation Area 0 will continue to address mitigation for impacts
to rare plants on an individual basis. Within Mitigation Area 0, on-site mitigation is
strongly encouraged. Developments within Mitigation Area 0 shall mitigate impacts by
exercising one of the following three (3) options:

a. Set aside a part of the property and dedicate a perpetual conservation easement for
habitat protection; or

b. Cluster development in the least environmentally sensitive portion of the property
according to the implementation strategy adopted by the County in March 1993 and
receive in appropriate cases a density bonus in return for dedication of a perpetual
conservation easement over the remainder of the property; or

¢. Provide an independent mitigation plan that meets CEQA requirements, such as the
purpose of long-term protection of an amount of habitat in the same ecological preserve
and as close to the development site as feasible, equal to at least 1.5 times the acreage

developed.

APN 105-150-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc.
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3. El Dorade County General Plan Policy 7.4.2.9, Important Biological Corridor

The project site is within an Important Biological Corridor, as defined in El Dorado County General Plan
Policy 7.4.2.9. Guidelines in Policy 7.4.2.9 state, “Lands located within the overlay district shall be
subject to the following provisions:

a. Increased minimum parcel size;
b. Higher canopy-retention standards and/or different mitigation standards/thresholds for oak
woodlands;

¢. Lower thresholds for grading permits;

d. Higher wetlands/riparian retention standards and/or more stringent mitigation requirements for
wetland/riparian habitat loss;

e. Increased riparian corridor and wetland setbacks;

f. Greater protection for rare plants (e.g., no disturbance at all or disturbance only as

recommended by U.S.Fish and Wildlife Service/California Department of Fish and Game);

g. Standards for retention of contiguous areas/large expanses of other (non-oak or non-sensitive)
plant communities;

h. Building permits discretionary or some other type of “site review” to ensure that canopy is
refained;

i. More stringent standards for lot coverage, floor area ratio and building height;

j- No hindrances to wildlife movement (e.g., no fences that would restrict wildlife movement).”

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Bivlogist
Thompson Hill Road, El Domdo County, Califomia Site Consulting Inc.
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V. Topographic Features

A. Topography

The project site lies between 1330 and 1560 feet (405 and 475 meters) elevation. The topography
consists of three northerly-sloping ridges separated by two unnamed intermittent creeks (Figure 4). The
slope gradient on the ridges follows: westernmost ridge, 15 percent; central ridge, 14 percent; and
easternmost ridge, 11 percent.

Figure 3. Topographic map, generated by El Dorado County Got Net

o |  Topographic
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[I] Green:Band 2
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B. Soils

Soils on the project site (Figure 4) include (from southwest to northeast) Auburn very rocky silt loam
(AXE), Serpentine rock land (SaF), Auburn very rocky silt loam, Boomer very rocky loam (BkD and
BKE). Aubum soils comprise approximately 30 percent of the parcel; Boomer soils, 40 percent; and
serpentine soils, 30 percent (NRCS 2017). Auburn soils are derived from basic igneous or metamorphic
rock; Serpentine soils from ultrabasic metamorphic rock; and Boomer soils from schist (USDA 1974).

Figure 4. Soils map, generated by El Dorado County Got Net.

i “ Soils Map i

O] Red: Band_1 N .
- Green: Band_2
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AxE = Auburn very rocky silt loam

SaF = Serpentine rock land

BkD = Boomer very rocky loam 3 to 30 percent slopes
BKE = Boomer very rocky loam, 30 to 50 percent slopes

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
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VI. Biological Resources

A. Vegetation Communities

Vegetation communities on the project site include, from west to east: 71.080.00 Interior Live Oak
Woodland, 87.130.00 Foothill Pine Woodland, 37610 Mixed Serpentine Chaparral (Holland 1986),
Interior Live Oak Woodland, 71.020.00 Blue Oak Woodland and 42.040.00 California Annual Grassland.
California Annual Grassland is also found along the north property boundary west of an intermittent creek

(Figure 6).
1. Interior Live Oak Woodland

Interior live oak woodland covers approximately nine acres in two areas of the property: five acres at the
western corner of the project site, and four acres in the center of the parcel. The tree canopy is dominated
by interior live oak (Quercus wislizeni), but also includes blue oak (Q. douglasiana), California buckeye
(Aesculus californica) and foothill pine (Pinus sabiniana) as minor components. The shrub layer includes
western poison-oak (Toxicodendron diversiloba), whiteleaf manzanita (Arctostaphylos viscida), toyon
(Heteromeles arbutifolia), coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis), chaparral clematis (Clematis lasiantha) and
buck brush (Ceanothus cuneatus). The ground layer, limited fo openings in the woodland, includes
various bromes (Bromus sp.), sanicle (Sanicula sp.), dogtail grass (Cynosurus echinatus), silver hair grass
(Aira caryophyllea ), goose grass (Galium aparine) and Italian plumeless thistle (Carduus pycnocephalus)
among other grasses and forbs. A complete list of plant species found on the property is presented in
Appendix E. .

2. Foothill Pine Woodland
Foothill Pine Woodland covers approximately four and one-half acres of the project site. The tree canopy
is primarily foothill pine, but also includes scattered interior live oaks. The dense brushy understory
consists of toyon (Heteromeles arbutifolia), deer brush (Ceanothus integerrimus), coffeeberry (Frangula
californica), chamise (Adenostoma fasciculatum) and western poison-oak. The ground layer consists of
various grasses and forbs, as in the interior live oak woodland.

3. Mixed Serpentine Chaparral

Mixed serpentine chaparral vegetation, covering approximately nine acres, is the dominant vegetation
community on the Serpentine soils between the two intermittent creeks in the project site. This vegetation
community has been described as the Quercus durata Association (Leather Oak Association) (Klein et.al,
2007). Trees are limited to scattered foothill pines, and the shrub layer, dominated by leather oak,
includes chamise, whiteleaf manzanita (Arctostaphylos viscida), poison-oak, and toyon. Before being
cleared in 2018 (Figure 8), the ground layer was mostly absent, due to the dense shade and probable
allelopathy of the shrub layer. In 2020, the shrub layer is recovering from removal, with shrubs varying in
height from two to six feet. The ground layer consists of annual grasses, primarily perennial ryegrass
(Festuca perennis), Rat's-tail fescue (F. myuros) and various bromes.

T '“E'..‘ AN Figure 5. Photo at left, 5
i along the south property 5&

boundary of proposed m

Parcel 2, contrasts dense

. chaparral on the

neighboring parcel (typical

with the cleared area on
+% the project site in 2020.

L,gﬁ Photo at right shows the
- regrowth of chamise and
| manzanita in the cleared
“ area.
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4. Blue Oak Woodland

Blue oak woodland (photo at right) covers about thirty-two acres on the ridge in the eastern portion of the
property. The most common oak species is blue oak, although interior live oaks can be found in drainage
swales and near Thompson Hill Road. The oak woodland ) : 4
includes foothill pines and a single ponderosa pine (Pirnus
ponderosa) along the East property line. The blue oak
woodland understory primarily consists of savannah, but
western poison oak is found at the base of many oaks and
covering some rock outcroppings. Other shrubs include bush
beardtongue (Keckiella breviflora var. breviflora) and lupines
(Lupinus sp.). The ground layer in the blue oak woodland is
dominated by annual grasses, including various bromes,
fescues (Festuca sp.), Medusa head (Elymus caput-medusae),
and nit grass (Gastridium phleoides), among others. Common
forbs include sanicle, wild carrot (Daucus carata), yellow star-
thistle (Centaurea solstitialis), cat’s-ear (Hypochaeris sp.), rose clover (Trifolium hirtum) and Ithuriel’s
spear (Triteleia laxa).

5. California Annual Grassland

California annual grassland (photo at right) covers about seven
acres, found in two locations: about one-half acre west of the
intermittent creek on Parcel 1 and about 6.5 acres on Parcels 2
and 3 (Figure 5). The vegetation mix in the westernmost
grassland includes ryegrass (Festuca perennis), various bromes,
sanicle, dogtail grass, silver hair grass, and bluegrass (Poa sp.).
The easternmost grassland has scattered blue oak trees with an
herb-layer species mix similar to the vegetation found in the
blue oak woodland, described in subsection 4, above.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc. 14
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Figure 7. Google Earth photo 2012, before chaparral was removed (above), and from 2018, after
shrub removal (below).

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
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B. Waters and Wetlands

The project site has two intermittent creeks, designated Channels 1 and 2, that flow from south to north
across the property, and one ephemeral drainage, Channel 3, that carries water northwesterly from the
ridge in the eastern portion of the site. Channel 1, located on Parcel 1, (Figure 9) has its origins south of
the project site and carries water northerly through small wetlands near Thompson Hill Road (Figure 7).
Water collects at a culvert beneath a dirt road, then leaves the property within a second culvert beneath
Thompson Hill Road. Channel 2 carries water from a swale on proposed Parcel 3 to a seasonal pond near
Thompson Hill Road on Parcel 2 (Figure 7), then continues to the property boundary, where it enters a
culvert beneath the road . The ephemeral drainage carries storm water northwesterly on proposed Parcel 4
to a broad flood plain south of Thompson Hill Road, then collects at a culvert that transports it off the
property and beneath the road.

, Figure 8. Photos of two unnamed
 intermittent creeks found on the project
" site: Channel 1 (left); Channel 2 (right).

Wetlands are found within and adjacent to Channel 1 (Figure 9, left) and surrounding the pond on Channel
2 (Figure 9, right). The seasonal pond held water until late May in 2017, an exceptionally wet winter
(approximately 170 percent of average rainfall), but was dry the same date in 2020. Likewise, water was
flowing into the wetlands on Channel 1 in early June, 2017, but the channel was dry by mid-May in 2020.
Plants in the wetlands include seep monkeyflower (Mimulus guttatus), toad rush (Juncus bufonius),
ryegrass (Festuca perennis), Italian plantain (Plantago lanceolata), and annual beardgrass (Polypogon
monspeliensis).

Figure 9. Photo of
wetlands within and
{ adjacent to Channel 1
(left), evident by the
" yellow flowers of the =
;5; obligate wetland plant,
Seep monkeyflower
* (left); and the pond
with surrounding

APN 103-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
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C. Wildlife

Two reptile species were observed on the project site: California alligator lizard (Flgaria coerulea) and
Western fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis). The site has suitable habitat for additional reptiles not
observed during field surveys, including, but not limited to, Common king snake (Lampropeltis getula),
Gopher snake (Pituophis catenifer), Ringneck snake (Diadophis punctatus), Sharp-tail snake (Contia
tenuis), Racer (Coluber constrictor), Terrestrial gartersnake (Thamnophis elegans) and Western
rattlesnake (Crotalus viridis).

One amphibian was observed: Pacific tree frog (Pseudacris egilla),. The site has suitable habitat for other
amphibians, including, but not limited to, California slender salamander (Batrachoseps attenuatus),
Western toad (Anaxyrus boreas), and Ensatina (Ensatina eschscholizii).

Evidence of mammals found on the project site include Coyote (Canis latrans), Black-tailed deer
(Odocoileus hemionus), Gray fox (Urocyon cinereoargenteus), Striped skunk (Mephitis mephitis), and
Western gray squirrel (Sciurus griseus). Not observed, but having suitable habitat on-site, are the
following mammals: California ground squirrel (Spermophilus beecheyi), North American deer mouse
(Peromyscus mephitis), California vole (Microtus californicus), Broad-footed mole (Scapanus latimanus),
Raccoon (Procyon lotor), Ringtail (Bassariscus astutus), Virginia opossum (Didelphis virginiana), Long-
tailed weasel (Mustela frenata), Dusky-footed woodrat (Neotoma fuscipes), California ground squirrel
(Spermophilus beecheyi) Big-eared woodrat (Neotoma macrotis), Cottontail rabbit (Sylvilagus bachmani),
Black bear (Ursus americanus) and Mountain lion (Panthera concolor), among others not mentioned.

Several bird species were found on or near the project site, including Wrentit (Chamaea fasciata), Scrub
jay (Aphelocoma coerulescens), Stellar’s jay (Cyanocitta stelleri), Spotted towhee (Pipilio maculatus),
Califormia towhee (Pipilo crissalis), Turkey vulture (Cathartes aura), Red-tailed Hawk (Buteo
Jjamaicensis), Califomnia quail (Callipepla californica), Mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), American
robin (Turdus migratorius), Anna’s hummingbird (Calypte anna), White-breasted nuthatch (Sirta
carolinensis), Oak titmouse (Baeolophus inornatus), Northern mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos), House
finch (Carpodacus mexicanus), Lesser goldfinch (Spinus psaltria), Acorn woodpecker (Melanerpes
formicivorus), Ash-throated flycatcher (Contopus cooperi), Hermit Thrush (Catharus guttatus), Kinglet
(Regulus sp.), Warbling vireo (Vireo gilvus), Orange-crowned warbler (Vermivora celata), Yellow-
rumped warbler (Dendroica coronata), Bullock’s oriole (Icterus bullockii), Tree swallow (Tachycineta
bicolor), and Bushtit (Psaltriparus minimus).

The site has suitable habitat for several bird species not observed during field surveys, including, but not
limited to, the following: Dark-eyed junco (Junco hyemalis), Golden-crowned and White-crowned
sparrow (Zowotrichia atricapilla and Z. leucophrys), Yellow warbler (Dendroica petechia), California
thrasher (Toxostoma redivivum), Rufous-crowned sparrow (dimophila ruficeps), Blue-gray gnatcatcher
(Polioptila caerulea), Black-throated gray warbler (Dendroica nigrescens), Great horned owl (Bubo
virginianus), Hutton’s vireo (Vireo huttoni), Rock wren (Salpinctes obsoletus) and House wren
(Troglodytes aedon).

D. Special-Status Species

1. Special-Status Species Without Habitat on the Project site

An evaluation of special-status species which may be found in the Coloma and surrounding USGS Quads is
shown in Appendix D. Species lacking suitable habitat on the project site are not discussed further in this
report.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willsan, Biolagist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc. 1 8
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The property was searched for special-status species during field surveys conducted April 18, 2016, April
19, May 17 and June 7, 2017, and May 15, 2020. Potential habitat was found for one state- and federal-
listed species: Layne’s butterwort (Packera layneae). Two species of concern were found on-site: Qak
titmouse (Baeolophus inornatus) and Wrentit (Chamaea fasciata). In addition, potential habitat for fifty-
two additional species of concern was found (Table 3). The suitability of the site to support each species
is evaluated in Subsection 3, below.

Table 2. Special-status species with potential habitat on the

project site.

Common Name

Listing Status!
Federal/ State
(Other)

Habitat
Quality

Species Found
On Site?

State- or Federal-Listed Species

| Margina

Species of Concern

Invertehrates
Bombus occidentalis Western bumble bee — {CB Suitable No
Cosumnoperla hypocrena Cosumnes spring stonefly — /- Suitable No
Reptiles
Phrynosoma blainvillii Blainville’s horned lizard -/ - Marginal No
(880)
Birds
Aceipiter cooperii (nesting) Cooper’s hawk — ] - Suitable No
(UCN: LO)
Aimophila ruficeps Rufous-crowned sparrow — - Suitable No
(UCN: LC)
Ammodramus savannarum (nesting) Grasshopper spamrow — ] — Suitable No
(88C)
Aguila chrysaetos (nesting) Golden eagle e Suitable No
(FP)
Asio otus (nesting) Long-cared owl — - Marginal No
(85C)
Baeolophus inornatus (pesting) Oagk titmouse — — Suitable Yes
(BCC)

Continued on next page

'E= Endangered; C=Candidate; R = Rare; T = Threatened; SSC=Ca. Dept. Fish & Wildlife Species of Special
Concern; TUCN= World Conservation Union; LC = World Conservation Union list of species of least concem;
BCC=U.5. Fish & Wildlife Service Birds of Conservation Concern; FP=Fully protected species

APN 105-190-042-000
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Table 2: Birds (continued)
Special-status Species Common Name Legal Status’ Habitat Species Found
Federal/ State Quality On Site?
(Other)
Chamaea fasciata Wrentit e [ - G5 SNR Yes
@JUCN: LC)
Faleo columbarius (wintering) Merlin — - Suitable No
(JUCN: LC)
Lanius ledovicianus (nesting) Loggerhead shrike — - Marginal No
{88C)
Passerella iliaca (nesting) Fox sparrow ] Suitable No
(BCC)
Picoides nuttallii (nesting) Nuttall’s woodpecker —_ - Marginal No
(BCO)
Progne subis (nesting) Purple martin e [ Suitable No
(SSC)
Selasphorus rufus Rufous hurnmingbird A Suitable No
BCO)
Spinus lawrencei (nesting) Lawrence’s goldfinch —f — Suitable No
(BCC)
Spizella atrogularis (nesting) Black-chinned sparrow _— — Suitable No
BCO)
Spizella breweri (nesting) Brewer’s sparrow e Marginal No
(BCC)
Spizella passerina Chipping sparrow e e Marginal No
®CO)
Toxostoma redivivum California thrasher e ] Suitable No
{(IUCN: LC)
Continued on next page
2

CT=Candidate as Threatened under the California Endangered Species Act, CNPS= California Native Plant Socicty; CNPS:1B= CNPS list of rare,
threatened or endangered plants in California and efsewhere; CNPS:2= CNPS list of rare, threatened or endangered plunts in Californin, but more common
elsewhere; CNPS:3 = CNPS list of plants with problematic taxonotmy, CNPS:4= CNPS watch list of plants with limited distribution; CNPS Threat Ranks:
0.1= Seriously threatened in California {over 80% of occurrences theeatened), (.2= Modemtely threatened in Califomia(20-80% of accurrences threatened),

0.3= Not very threatened in California (<20% of occurrences threatened)
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Mammals
Special-status Species Common Name Legal Status® Habitat Species Found
Federal/ State Quality On Site?
(Other)
Atrozous pallidus Pallid bat - Marginal No
(58C)
Bassariscus astutus Ringtail —_f Suitable No
(FP)
Corynorhinus fownsendii Townsend’s big-eared bat — ICT Marginal No
(S5¢)
Erethizon dorsatum Porcupine -] — Marginal No
(UCN: LCY
Lasionycteris noctivagans Silver-haired bat e Suitable No
(IUCN: LC)
Myotis yumanernsis Yuma myotis bat —f - Marginal No
AUCN: LC)
Plants
CNFPS Group 18 Plants®
Allium jepsonit Jepson’s onion — ] — Marginal No
(CNPS:1B.2)
Arctostaphylos nissenana Nissenan manzanita [ Marginal No
(CNPS:1B.2)
Balsamorhiza macrolepis var. Big-scale balsamroot — — Suitable No
macrolepis (CNPS:1B.2)
Carex xerophyla Chaparral sedge i Marginal No
(CNPS:1B.2)
Chlorogalum grandiflorum Red Hills soaproot L Marginal No
(CNPS:1B.2)
Juncus leiospermus Red Bluff dwarf rush Rl A Suitable No
(CNPS:1B.1)
Juncus luciensis Santa Lucia dwarf rush e Suitable No
(CNPS:1B.2)
Continued on next page

3
CNPS= California Native Plant Society; CNPS:1B= CNPS list of rare, threatened or endangered plants in Californiz and elsewhers, CNPS Threat

s

Ranks: 0,1= Seriously threatened in California (over 80% of occurrences threatened); 0.2= Moderately threatened in California(20-80% of occurrences
threatened); 0.3= Not very threatened in California (<20% of occurrences threatened)

APN 105-190-042-000
Thompson Hifl Road, El Dorade County, California

Ruth Willson, Biologist
Site Consulting Inc. 2 1
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CNPS Group 2 Plants®
Special-status Species Common Name Legal Status® Habitat Species Found
Federal/ State Quality On Site?
(Other)
Saggitaria sanfordii Sanford’s arrowhead ] - Suitable No
(CNPS: 2B.2)
Sphenopholis obtusata Prairie wedge grass — ] Suifable No
(CNPS:2B.2)
Viburawm ellipticum Oval-leaved viburnum —f Suitable Ne
(CNPS:2.3)
CNPS Group 3 Plants’
Fritillaria eastwoodiae Butte County fritillary e Suitable No
(CNP8:3.2)
Jepsonia heterandra Foothill jepsonia — - Suitable No
(CNPS:3.3)
Lathyrus sulphureus var. argillaceus Dubious pea — ] — Suitable No
(CNPS: 3)
CNPS Group 4 Plants’
Bryum chryseum Brassy bryum moss ] — Suitable No
(CNPS:4.3)
Clarkia biloba ssp. brandegeeae Brandegee’s clarkia — ] — Suitable No
(CNPS:4.2)
Clarkia virgata Sierra clarkia ] — Marginal No
(CNPS:4.3)
Claytonia parviflora ssp. grandiflora Streambank spring beauty — ] Suitable No
(CNPS:4.2)
Delphinivm hansenii ssp. ewanianum Ewan’s larkspur — ] - Suitable No
(CNPS:4.2)
Erigeron petrophitus var. sierrensis Northemn Sierra daisy — ] — Suitable No
(CNP5:4.3)
Eriogonum tripodum Triped buckwheat — - Suitable No
(CNPS:4.2)
Erythranthe inconspicua Small-flowered monkeyflower — ] - Suitable No
(CNPS:4.3)

Continued on next page

4 o . .
CNPS:2= CNPS list of rare, threatened or endangered plants in California, but more common clsewhere; CNPS:3 = CNPS list of plants with
problematic taxonomy; CNPS:4= CNPS watch list of plants with limited distribution; CNPS Threat Ranks: 0.1+ Seriously threatened in California (over 80%
of occurrences threatened), 8.2= Moderately threatened in California(20-80% of occurrences threatened); 0.3= Not very threatened in California (<20% of

occurences threatened)

APN 105-190-042-000

Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, Califomia

Ruth Willson, Biologist

Site Consulting Inc.
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Table 2: CNPS Group 4 Plants (continued)
Special-status Species Commen Name Eegal Statas Habitat Species Found
Federal/ State Quality On Site?
(Other)

Fritillaria agrestis Stinkbells el Marginal No
(CNPS:4.2)

Githopsis pulchella ssp. serpentinicola Serpentine bluecup — ] - Suitable No
(CNP5:4.3)

Lilium humbaoldtii ssp. humboldtii Humboldt’s lily — Marginal No
(CNPS:4.2)

Microseris sylvatica Sylvan microseris e Suitable No
(CNPS:4.2)

Mimulus glancescens Shield-bracted monkeyflower — — Suitable No
(CNPS:4.3)

Muyrica hartwegii Sierra sweet bay -/ — Suitable No
(CNPS:4.3)

Navarretia eriocephala Hoary navarzetia e Marginal No
(CNPS:4.3)

Navarretia subuligera Awl-leaved navarretia —f - Marginal No
(CNPS:4.3)

Ophicglossum californicum California adder’s-tongue -} — Suitable No
p (CNPS:4.3)

Perideridia bacigalupii Bacigalupi’s yampah —f — Marginal No
(CNPS:4.2)

Piperia leptopetala Narrow-petaled rein orchid —f — Suitable No
{CNPS:4.3}

Piperia michaelii Michael’s tein orchid o ] Suitable No
(CNPS:4.2y

3. Evaluation of Special-Status Species
a. Federal- or State-listed Species

Layne’s butterwort (Packera layneae)

Range: Foothills of Butte, El Dorado, Placer, Yuba and Tuolumne counties. (CNPS 2020}

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Approximately 0.5 miles south of the project site along Gold Hill Road
(estimated location from herbarium specimen collected in 1962). (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Open rocky areas in chaparral on gabbro or serpentine soils (USFWS 2007), 200-
1085 m elevation (CNDDB 2020).

Habitat on project site: Marginal on Serpentine soils on the westemn portion of the project site. The
chaparral vegetation is very dense on the serpentine soils area. Clearing or burning the vegetation would
provide openings suitable for the species.

i APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc. 23
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b. Species of Concern

i. Invertebrates

Western bumble bee (Bombus occidentalis)
Range: Historic range (prior to 1998) included northern California, Oregon, Washington, Alaska, Idaho,

Montana, western Nebraska, western North Dakota, western South Dakota, Wyoming, Utah, Colorado,
northern Arizona, and New Mexico. Recently, the population has undergone marked reductions. (Xerces
Society 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Approximately six miles NW of the project site. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Bumble bees require flowers on which to forage, nest sites and overwintering
sites. Bumble bees forage on a diverse group of plants (eg. Phacelia, Ceanothus, Eschscholtzia, Lupinus,
Rosa, Asclepias, Agastache, Monardella, Helianthus and Solidago sp.), and need an abundance of
flowers to sustain the colony. Nests are often in underground abandoned rodent burrows, or at ground
level in grass tufts, or in bird nests, tree cavities or under rocks. Only mated queens overwinter in self-dug
cavities in soft earth; the rest of the colony dies. (Xerces Society 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable. The project site has flowering plants suitable for foraging by the
species and plenty of nesting habitat.

Cosumnes spring stonefly (Cosumnoperla hypocrena)

Range: Known only from the Cosumnes River and American River drainages in El Dorado County.
(CNDDB 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Approximately six miles WSW of the project site. (BIOS 2020)
Habitat requirements: Intermittent streams on western slope of foothills in American and Cosumnes
River basins. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable within intermittent streams on the project site.

ii. Reptiles

Blainville’s horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii)

Range: Found in Sierra Nevada foothills from Butte Co. to Kern Co. up to 1200 m elevation, throughout
the central and southern California coast, and in the mountains of southern California, up to 1800 m
elevation. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Approximately six miles southwest of the project site, near Rescue. (BIOS
2020)

Habitat requirements: Found in open couniry with sandy areas such as washes, flood plains and wind-
blown deposits, in habitats including valley foothill hardwood, conifer, riparian, pine-cypress, juniper and
annual grassland. Feeds in open areas between shrubs, often near ant nests; consumes insects, especially
ants. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Marginal. The project site has very limited areas with sandy substrates.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Wiltson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc. 24
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iil. Birds

Cooper’s hawk {Accipiter cooperii) nesting

Range: Breeding resident in most wooded portions of California between sea level and 2700 m elevation,
(CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Approximately 18 miles southwest of the project site, near Lake Natoma.
(BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Dense live oak, nipanian deciduous or patchy woodland habitats near water. Feeds on
small birds, mammals, reptiles and amphibians. Nests in deciduous trees or conifers, usually near streams.
(CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in interior live oak woodlands.

Rufous-crowned sparrow (Aimophila ruficeps)

Range: Resident of sparse, mixed chaparral and coastal scrub habitats (especially coastal sage) from
Mendocine and Tehama counties south to the Mexican border. Uncommon on lower slopes of westemn Sierra
Nevada, and on Santa Cruz Island. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Los Angeles County. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Frequents relatively steep, often rocky hillsides with grass and forb patches; also
grassy slopes without shrubs, if rock outcrops are present. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in chaparral on Parcels 1 and 2.

Grasshopper sparrow (Ammodramus savannarum) nesting

Range: Summer resident and breeder in foothills and lowlands west of the Cascade-Sierra Nevada crest from
Mendocino and Trinity counties south to San Diego county. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: About 19 miles southwest of the project site near Rancho Murieta. (BIOS
2020)

Habitat requirements: Dry or well-drained grassland, especially native grassland with a mix of grasses and
forbs for foraging and nesting, Uses scattered shrubs for singing perches. Nests on the ground in a slight
depression at the base of overhanging grasses or forbs. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in blue oak savannah in the eastern portion of the project site.

Golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos) nesting

Range: Uncommon permanent resident and migrant throughout California except the center of the Central
Valley, from sea level to 3833 m elevation. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Approximately 12 miles southwest of the project site, near El Dorado
Hills. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Rolling foothills and mountain terrain, wide arid plateaus deeply cut by

streams and canyons, open mountain slopes, cliffs and rock outcrops. Needs open terrain for hunting:
grasslands, deserts, savannahs, and early successional stages of forest and shrub habitats. Nests on cliffs
or large trees in open areas. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in blue oak woodland in the eastern portion of the project site.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Read, El Dorade County, California Site Consulting Inc. 25
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Long-eared owl (4sio ofus) nesting

Range: Resident throughout California except Central Valley and Southern CA deserts, where it is an
uncommon winter visitor. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Upper Truckee River at Meyers. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Riparian bottomlands grown to tall willows and cottonwoods; also, belts of live
oak paralleling stream courses.. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat on project sitet Marginal. Project site lacks suitable riparian trees, the preferred habitat, but has
live oaks near intermittent streams.

Oak titmouse (Baeolophus inornatus) nesting

Range: Resident in oak habitats ranging from the Mexican border to Humboldt Co. Range encircles San
Joaguin Valley, extending east from the coast through Kemn Co. to the western slope of the Sierra Nevada
north to Shasta Co. Scattered and local populations north of Humboldt Co. near the coast, and locally in
Siskiyou County. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Tuolumne County. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Closely associated with oaks. Occurs in montane hardwood-conifer, montane
hardwood, blue, valley, and coastal oak woodlands, and montane and valley foothill riparian habitats in
cismontane California. Prefers open woodlands of oak, and pine and oak. Nests in cavities or tree snags.
Ventures into residential areas, (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable within oak woodlands throughout the project site. The species was
seen in on-site blue oak woodlands.

Wrentit (Chamaea fasciata)

Range: Resident of California chaparral habitat. Also frequents shrub understory of coniferous habitats from
the coast to lower regions of mountains throughout cismontane California. Absent east of the Cascade-Sierra
Nevada crest in Great Basin and southeastern deserts, except extends east in small numbers into
southwestern Modoc Co. and into eastern Plumas Co. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence; None. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Dense chaparral and other shrub habitats. Feeds on insects, spiders, berries and
small fruits. (CWHR 2020) Nests in dense stand of shrubs.

Habitat on project site: Suitable in on-site chaparral and oak woodlands having dense brushy
understory. The species was heard singing on-site.

Merlin (Falco columbarius) wintering
Range: Winter migrant in most of the western half of California below 1500 m elevation. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: About 17 miles southwest of the project site, at Lake Natoma. (BIOS
2020)

Habitat requirements: Utilizes coastlines, open grasslands, woodlands, lakes, wetlands, edges and early
successional stages, ranging from annual grasslands to Ponderosa pine and montane hardwood-conifer
habitats. Frequents open habitats at low elevations near water and tree stands, especially near coastlines,
lakeshores and wetlands. Does not nest in California. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable habitat in blue oak woodland on the eastern portion of the project site.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompsan Hill Road, E1 Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc. 26
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Loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus) nesting

Range: Resident and winter visitor in lowlands and foothills throughout California (CWHR 2020).
Nearest CNNDB occurrence: San Juaguin and Butte counties. {BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Open habitats with scattered shrubs, trees, posts, fences, utility lines, or other
perches. Often found in open cropland; sometimes uses edges of denser habitats. (CWHR 2020)
Habitat quality on proeject site: Marginal in blue oak woodlands on the eastern portion of the project
site.

Fox sparrow (Passerella iliaca) nesting

Range: Summer ranges in the mountains of California; winters in brushy habitats in foothills and lowlands
(CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Breeds in dense montane chaparral and brushy understory of other wooded,

montane habitats, (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in mixed serpentine chaparral and brushy understory of interior live oak
and foothill pine woodlands on the project site.

Nuttall’s woodpecker (Picoides nuttalli) nesting

Range: Central Valley, Transverse and Peninsular Ranges, Coast Range north to Scnoma County, lower
portions of Cascade Range and Sierra Nevada. Average home range is 0.8 mile from a riparian strip (CWHR
2020).

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Resident of low-elevation riparian deciduous and oak habitats. Feeds on oak and
riparian deciduous trees for sap, adult and larval insects; also eats seeds, nuts and fruits. Nests in riparian
habitat, usually in a dead willow, sycamore, cottonwood or alder, rarely in oaks, (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Marginal. Project site lacks preferred nesting vegetation, but may nest in the
plentiful on-site oak trees.

Purple martin (Progne subis} nesting

Range: Local summer resident in a variety of wooded, low-elevation habitats throughout the state.
(CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Roseville area, Placer county. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Uses valley foothill and montane hardwood, valley foothill and montane
hardwood-conifer, and riparian habitats. Also occurs in coniferous habitats, including closed-cone
pine-cypress, ponderosa pine, Douglas-fir, and redwood. Frequents old-growth, multi-layered, open forest
and woodland with snags in breeding season. Forages over riparian areas, forest, and woodland.

(CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in woodlands throughout the site.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
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Rufous hummingbird (Selasphorus rufus)

Range: Spring migrant northerly through lowlands and foothills, and post-breeders southerly through the
Cascade Range and Sierra Nevada in summer. Breeds in Washington and Oregon, and 1in Transition life
zone of northwest coastal area from Oregon border to southern Sonoma County. (CWHR 2020, CNDDB
2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Migrants use riparian areas, open woodlands, chaparral, mountain meadows, and
other habitats rich in nectar-producing flowers, including gardens and orchards.. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable spring migration habitat throughout the project site.

Lawrence’s goldfinch (Spinus lawrencei} nesting

Range: Rather common along western edge of southem deserts, common but erratic in Santa Clara County
and on the coastal slope from Monterey County south, Uncommon in foothills surrounding the Central
Valley. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Sutter Buttes. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Utilizes valley foothill hardwood, valley foothill hardwood-conifer, and, in southemn
California, desert riparian, palm oasis, pinyon-juniper and lower montane habitats. Requires open woodland
or shrubland with a nearby source of water, and forb and shrub seeds. Nests in dense foliage of a tree or
shrub, especially within oaks, cypresses or riparian thickets. Most often nests near water in open, arid
woodland, but also uses chaparral. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable nesting habitat in blue oak woodland in the eastern portion of the project
site.

Black-chinned sparrow (Spizella atrogularis) nesting

Range: A summer resident that breeds locally and uncommonly in foothills bordering Central Valley,
and commonly on arid mountain slopes of southern California, (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Occurs mostly on sloping ground in mixed chaparral, chamise-redshank
chaparral, sagebrush, and similar brushy habitats, including those in understory of sparse pinyon-juniper,
Jjuniper, and other conifer habitats. Frequents shrub stands of mixed species. Breeds and forages in open
to moderately dense chaparral and similar brushy habitats; often on arid, south-facing slopes with
ceanothus, manzanita, sagebrush, chamise. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in on-site mixed serpentine chaparral.

Brewer’s sparrow (Spizella breweri) nesting

Range: A common summer resident and breeder east of the Cascade-Sierra Nevada crest, in mountains
and higher valleys of Mojave Desert, and in those bounding southern end of the San Joaquin Valley.
Breeds locally above pinyon-juniper belt and apparently on western slope of Sierra Nevada (Verner and
Boss 1980). (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Approximately 110 miles southeast, south of Mono Lake. (BIOS 2020)
Habitat requirements: Found in extensive stands of sagebrush with moderate canopy unbroken by trees.
Similar shrub habitats, such as bitterbrush, are used to a lesser extent, Breeds in extensive shrub stands
with moderate canopy, especially sagebrush. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site; Marginal. The species’ preferred nesting habitat is desert shrubs, none of which
are present on the project site. The potential to occur on-site is considered here because the species was
reported as breeding on the western slope in 1980; however, recent reports of the nesting range of the
species do not include habitats found on the project site.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biclogist
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Chipping sparrow (Spizella passerina

Range: A common migrant and summer visitor throughout most of Califomnia, excluding Central
Valley, southern deserts, and alpine areas. Less common in breeding season in southern and

mterior foothills than in montane habitats, northern coastal ranges, and Great Basin. (CWHR 2020).
Nearest CNNDB occurrence: None. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements; Prefers open wooded habitats with a sparse or low herbaceous layer and few
shrubs, if any. Although apparently requires trees for resting and singing, and prefers trees for nesting,
often forages in nearby herbaceous and open shrub habitats, including dry margins of wet meadows.
(CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Marginal in on-site blue oak woodlands, which have dense rather than sparse
herbaceous layer preferred by the species.

California Thrasher (Toxostoma redivivum)
Range: Resident of foothills and lowlands in cismontane California. (CWHR 2020).

Nearest CNNDB occurrence: None. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Occupies moderate to dense chaparral habitats and, less commonly, extensive
thickets in young or open valley foothill riparian habitat. Feeds on terrestrial invertebrates, fruits, acoms
and seeds. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in chaparral and oak woodlands having dense brushy understory.

iv. Mammals

Pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus)

Range: Occupies grasslands, shrublands, woodlands, and forests from sea level up through mixed conifer
forests (CWHR 2019).

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Approximately 22 miles northerly, at Coloma. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Most common in open, dry habitats with rocky areas for roosting. Roosts must
protect bats from high temperatures. Very sensitive to disturbance of roosting sites (CNDDB 2020). Day
roosts are in caves, crevices, mines, and occasionally in hollow trees and buildings. Night roosts may be in
more open sites, such as porches and open buildings (CWHR 2020).

Habitat quality on project site: Marginal. Project site has no caves, mines or buildings, but does have
some rock outcroppings which may offer roosting habitat.

Ringtail (Bassariscus astutus)

Range: Permanent resident in various riparian habitats, and in brush stands of most forest and shrub
habitats, at low to middle elevations. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Suitable habitat consists of a mixture of forest and shrubland in close association
with rocky areas or riparian habitats. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable throughout the project site.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
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Townsend’s big-eared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii}

Range: Throughout California in a wide variety of habitats. Most common in mesic sites. (CNDDB 2020).
Nearest CNNDB occurrence: Wentworth Springs area, El Dorado County. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Requires caves, mines, tunnels, buildings, or other human-made structures for
roosting. Prefers mesic habitats. Gleans insects from brush or trees or feeds along habitat edges. (CWHR
2020). Roosts in the open, hanging from walls and ceilings. Roosting sites limiting. Extremely sensitive
to human disturbance (CNDDB 2020).

Habitat quality on project site: Marginal in a small, rocky, mined depression near Thompson Hill Road.

North American Porcupine (Erethizon dorsatum)

Range: Found throughout the Sierra Nevada and Cascades from Kern Co. north to the Oregon border,
south in the Coast Ranges to Sonoma Co., and from San Mateo Co. south to Los Angeles Co. (CWHR
2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Approximately five miles ESE, near Garden Valley. Last sighted 1983.
(BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Most common in montane conifer, Douglas-fir, alpine dwarf-shrub, and wet
meadow habitats. Less common in hardwood, hardwood-conifer, montane and valley-foothill riparian,
aspen, pinyon-juniper, low sage, sagebrush, and bitterbrush habitats. Requires forest with a good
understory of herbs, grasses, and shrubs. Prefers open stands of conifers. In spring and summer, uses
meadows, brushy and riparian habitats for feeding. In winter, restricted to forests. In relatively arid
regions, somewhat restricted to riparian habitats. Dens in caves, crevices in rocks, cliffs, hollow logs,
snags, burrows of other animals; will use dense foliage in trees if other sites are unavailable (CWHR
2020).

Habitat quality on project site: Marginal in the oak woodlands in the northern portion of the project site.
The site has relatively arid habitats, lacking riparian vegetation, caves and rock outcrops. Species could
use hollow logs or dense foliage of on-site trees for dens, and oaks and other vegetation for food.

Silver-haired bat (Lasionycteris noctivagans)

Range: Coastal and montane forests from the Oregon border south along the coast to San Francisco Bay,
and along the Sierra Nevada and Great Basin region to Inyo County. Also recorded in Sacramento,
Stanislaus, Monterey and Yolo counties. Known as a migrant throughout California. The species likely
winters in Mexico. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: About seven miles east of the project site, at Chili Bar. (BIOS 2020)
Habitat requirements: Summer habitats include coastal and montane coniferous forest, valley foothill
woodlands, pinyon-juniper woodlands and valley foothill and montane riparian habitats below 2750 m
elevation. Feeds over forest streams, ponds and open brushy areas. Requires drinking water. Roosts in
hollow trees, snags, buildings, rock crevices, caves and under bark. Nurseries are located in dense foliage
or hollow trees. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable roosting habitat in woodlands, and suitable forage areas over chaparral.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
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Yuma myvotis bat (Myotis yumanensis)

Range: Widespread in California from sea level to 11,000 feet elevation. Uncommon in desert regions,
except the mountain ranges bordering the Colorado River Valley. (CWHR 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: About seven miles east of the project site, at Chili Bar. (BIOS 2020)
Habitat requirements: Open forests and woodlands with bodies of water. Feeds on insects taken over
ponds, streams and stock tanks. Requires drinking water. Roosts in buildings, mines, caves, crevices,
abandoned swallow nests and under bridges. Maternity colonies are found in warm, dark buildings, cave
mines and under bridges. (CWHR 2020)

Habitat on project site: Marginal. No habitat suitable fore maternity colonies was found on the project
site, and foraging habitat is limited to springtime, before intermittent water sources dry.

v. Plants
(1) CNPS List 1B Plants®

Jepson’s onion {Allium jepsonii)

Range: Butte, El Dorado, Placer and Tuolumne counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: About four miles south of the project site, near the Lotus/Green Valley
Road intersection. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Chaparral, cismontane woodiand or lower montane coniferous forest on
serpentine or volcanic soils between 300 and 1320 meters elevation. (CNPS 2020) On slopes and flats;
usually in an open area. 355-1130 m. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat on project site: Marginal on serpentine soils found on-site; unsuitable on the remainder of the
project site.

Nissenan manzanita (Arctostaphylos nissenana)

Range: Fl Dorado, Placer and Tuolumne counties. (Jepson 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: About 6 miles northeast of the project site, between Garden Valley and
Kelsey. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Open, rocky shale ridges, chaparral, woodland, between 450 and 1650 meters
elevation. (Jepson 2020) Closed-cone coniferous forest, chaparral; usually on metamorphic soils,
associated with other chaparral species. 465-1610 m. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat on project site: Marginal. Project site has few vegetation openings and is near the lower
elevation range of the species.

Big-scale balsamroot (Balsamorhiza macrolepis var. macrolepis,

Range: Alameda, Amador, Butte, Colusa, El Dorado, Lake, Mariposa, Napa, Placer, Santa Clara, Shasta,
Solano, Sonoma, Tehama and Tuolumne counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Approximately 9 miles WNW of the project site, near the North Fork
American River. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Found in chaparral, cismontane woodland, and valley and foothill grassland,
sometimes on serpentine soils, between 90 and 1555 meters elevation. (CNPS 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in blue oak savannah on the eastern portion of the project site.

®CNPS List 1B= California Native Plant Soctety list of Rare, Threatened or Endangered Plants in California and
Elsewhere
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Chaparral sedge (Carex xerophila)

Range: Butte, El Dorado, Nevada and Yuba counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNNDB occurrence: Shingle Springs. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Serpentine or gabbroic soils in openings within chaparral, cismontane woodland
or lower montane coniferous forest; 440-770 m. elevation. (CNPS 2020)

Habitat quality on project site: Suitable on serpentine soils in the western parts of the project site.

Red Hills soapreot (Chlorogalum grandiflorum)

Range: Amador, Butte, Calaveras, El Dorado, Placer and Tuolumne counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Approximate area mapped includes the SW portion of Parcel 1; other
occurrence is about two miles southeast of the project site, Springvale Road, Lotus. (BIOS 2020)
Habitat requirements: Open chaparral on gabbro or serpentine soils. (Hunter and Horenstein 1991)
Habitat on site: Marginal on serpentine soils in the westen parts of the project site. Having been cleared
in 2018, the serpentine soils area supports a grassy ground layer, where the species is not known to occur.

Red Bluff dwarf rush (Juncus leiospermus)
Range: Butte, Placer, Shasta and Tehama counties. (CNPS 2020).

Nearest CNNDB occurrence: North of Roseville. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Chaparral, valley and foothill grassland, cismontane woodland, vernal pools,
meadows and seeps, 30-1025 m. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat quality on project site: Suitable in and near the pond in Water Channel 2.

Santa Lucia dwarf rush (Juncus Iuciensis)
Range: Lassen, Monterey, Modoc, Napa, Nevada, Placer, Plumas, Riverside, Santa Barbara, San Benito,

San Diego, Shasta, and San Luis Obispo counties. (CNPS 2020).

Nearest CNNDB occurrence: Near Donner Lake. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Vemal pools, ephemeral drainages, wet meadow habitats and streamsides within
lower montane coniferous forest, chaparral, Great Basin scrub; 300-2040 m. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat quality on project site: Suitable in the two intermittent water channels on the project site.

(2) CNPS List 2B Plants’

Sanford’s arrowhead (Sagittaria sanfordii)
Range: Butte, Del Norte, El Dorado, Fresno, Merced, Mariposa, Marin, Napa, Orange, Placer,

Sacramento, San Bernardino, Shasta, San Joaquin, Solano, Tehama, Tulare, Ventura, and Yuba
counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Alder Creek, Sacramento County. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Standing or slow-moving freshwater ponds, marshes, and ditches. (CNDDB
2020)

Habitat quality on project site: Suitable within the pond on Water Channel 2.

"California Native Plant Society list of rare, threatened or endangered plants in California, but more common elsewhere.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc. 32



Biological Resources Report
Van Noord Parcel, August 2017
Updated December 2020

Prairie wedge grass (Sphenopholis obtusata)

Range: Amador, Fresno, Inyo, Mono, Riverside, San Bemardino, San Diego, Stanislaus, and Tulare
counties. (CNPS 2020).

Nearest CNNDB occurrence: Amador County. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Open moist sites, along rivers and springs, alkaline desert seeps; cismontane
woodlands, meadows and seeps; 300-2000 m. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat quality on project site: Suitable along Water Channel 2. Species’ occurrence descriptions
(CNDDB 2020) do not indicate it grows on serpentine soils, found on the western portion of the project
site.

Oval-leaved viburnum (Viburnum ellipticum)
Range: Alameda, Contra Costa, El Dorado, Fresno, Glenn, Humboldt, Lake, Mendocino, Mariposa,

Napa, Placer, Shasta, Solano, Sonoma, and Tehama counties. (CNPS 2020)
Nearest CNDDB occurrence: South of Lake Clementine, Placer County. (BIOS 2020)
Habitat requirements: Found in chaparral, cismontane woodland or lower montane coniferous forest

between 215 and 1400 m elevation (CNPS 2020). Generally found on north-facing slopes (Jepson 2020).

Habitat on site: Suitable in brushy, non-serpentine soils on the eastern portion of the project site.

(3) CNPS List 3 Plants®

Butte County fritillary (Fritillaria eastwoodiae)

Range: Butte, El Dorado, Nevada, Placer, Plumas, Shasta, Tehama and Yuba counties, and in Oregon.
(CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: About eleven miles NE of the project site, at Auburn State Recreation
Area. (BIOS 2020) V

Habitat requirements; Found in openings in chaparral, cismontane woodland and lower montane
coniferous forest (CNPS 2020); usually on dry slopes but also in wet places, on serpentine, red clay and
sandy loam soils, 50-1500 meters elevation. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable throughout the project site.

Foothill jepsonia (Jepsonia heterandra)
Range: Amador, Calaveras, El Dorado, Mariposa, Stanislaus and Tuolumne counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDPB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020) Collected near the old community of Nashville
along Highway 49, El Dorado County. (Park & Elvander 2012)

Habitat requirements: Cismontane woodland or lower coniferous forest on rocky, metamorphic soils,
between 50 and 500 meters elevation (CNPS 2020). Crevices, especially in slate-like rock on dry, rocky
slopes below 700 meters elevation (Jepson 2020).

Habitat on project site: Suitable on rock outcroppings in the eastern area of the study site.

Dubious pea (Lathyrus sulphureus var. argillaceus)
Range: Calaveras, El Dorado, Nevada, Placer, Shasta and Tehama counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: Aubum. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous forest, upper montane
coniferous forest, between 150 and 930 meters elevation. {CNDDB 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable on non-serpentine soils in the eastern portion of the project site.

8 California Native Plant Society list of plants about which more information is needed; a review list.
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(4) CNPS List 4 Plants’®

Brassy bryum moss (Bryum chryseum)

Range: Amador, Butte, Fresno, Madera, and Mendocino counties.(CNPS 2020).

Nearest CNNDB occurrence: None (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Openings in chaparral, cismontane woodland, and valley and foothill grasslands;
50-600 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat quality on project site: Suitable in openings throughout the project site.

Brandegee’s clarkia (Clarkia biloba ssp. brandageeae)
Range: Butte, El Dorado, Nevada, Placer, Sacramento, Sierra, and Yuba Counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: About four miles west-southwest of the project site. (BIOS 2020)
Habitat requirements: Dry sites in chaparral, cismontane woodland, and lower montane coniferous forest,
often on roadeuts, 75-915 m elevation. (CNPS 2020, CNDDB 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable on roadcuts in blue oak woodlands in the eastern portion of the project
site.

Sierra clarkia (Clarkia virgata)
Range: Amador, Calaveras, El Dorado, Mariposa, Plumas, and Tuolumne counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements; Cismontane woodland or lower montane coniferous forest, between 400 and 1615
meters elevation (CNPS 2020). Lower margin of montane forest and adjacent oak-grey pine woodland
(CNDDB 2020).

Habitat on project site: Marginal in oak woodlands in the eastern portion of the project site.

Streambank spring beauty (Claytonia parviflora ssp. grandifiora)

Range: Amador, Butie, Calveras, El Dorado, Fresno, Kem, Placer, Tulare and Tuolumne counties. (CNPS
2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Rocky soils in cismontane woodland, between 250 and 1200 meters elevation
(CNPS 2020); vernally moist, often disturbed sites; 150—1200 meters elevation (Jepson 2020).

Habitat on project site: Suitable along Water Channel 2. Literature does not indicate species is found on
serpentine soils found on the western portion of the project site.

Ewan’s larkspur (Delphinium hansenii ssp. ewanianunt)
Calaveras, Fresno, Kern, Madera, Merced and Tulare counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Cismontane woodland, and valley and foothill grasslands, between 60 and 600
meters elevation (CNDDB 2020). Lower margin of montane forest and adjacent oak-grey pine woodland
(CNDDB 2020).

Habitat on project site: Suitable in oak woodlands in the eastern portion of the project site. The species
is not known from serpentine soils, the soil type in the western portion of the project site.

®California Native Plant Society list of plants of limited distribution.
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Northern Sierra daisy (Erigeron petrophilus var. sierrensis)

Range: Butte, El Dorado, Nevada, Plumas, Sierra and Yuba counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Rocky foothills to montane forest, sometimes on serpentine; 300-1900 meters
elevation (Jepson 2020). Cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous forest, upper montane
coniferous forest, 300-2073 meters elevation (CNPS 2020).

Habitat on project site: Suitable in openings in woodland areas throughout the project site.

Tripod buckwheat (Eriogonum tripodum)

Range: Amador, Colusa, El Dorado, Glenn, Lake, Mariposa, Napa, Placer, Tehama and Tuolumne
counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None, (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Chaparral, cismontane woodland, often on serpentine soils, between 200 and
1600 meters elevation (CNPS 2020).

Habitat on project site: Suitable on serpentine soils in the western portion of the project site.

Small-flowered monkevflower (Ervthranthe inconspicua)
Range: Amador, Butte, Calaveras, Fresno, Mariposa and Tuolumne counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNNDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Moist or shaded places in cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous forest
and chaparral, 275-760 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat quality on project site: Suitable along Water Channel 2.

Stinkbells (Fritillaria agrestis)
Range: Alameda, Contra Costa, Fresno, Kem, Mendocino, Merced, Monterey, Mariposa, Placer,

Sacramento, Santa Barbara, San Benito, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, San Luis Obispo, San Mateo,
Stanislaus, Tuolumne, Ventura, and Yuba counties. (CNPS 2020).

Nearest CNNDB occurrence: American River canyon near Auburn. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Clay soils, sometimes on serpentine within chaparral, cismontane woodland,
pinyon and juniper woodlands, valley and foothill grassland; 10-1555 m. elevation. (CNPS 2020)
Habitat quality on project site: Marginal on serpentine soils.

Serpentine bluecup (Githopsis pulchella ssp. serpentinicola)
Range: Amador, El Dorado, Mariposa, Stanislaus and Tuolumne counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Cismontane woodland on serpentine or Ione soils, between 320 and 610 meters
elevation. (CNPS 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in interior live oak woodlands on serpentine soils in the western portion
of the project site.
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Humboldt’s lily (Lilium humbeldtii ssp. humboldtii)

Range: Amador, Butte, Calaveras, El Dorado, Fresno, Mariposa, Nevada, Placer, Tehama, Tuolumne and
Yuba counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Openings in chaparral, cismontane woodland or lower coniferous forest, between
90 and 1280 meters elevation (CNPS 2020); openings in yellow-pine forest or open forest (CNDDB
2020).

Habitat on project site: Marginal in interior live oak woodlands on non-serpentine soils in the eastern
portion of the project site.

Svivan microseris (Microseris sylvatica)

Range: Alameda, Amador, Butte, Contra Costa, Colusa, Fresno, Glenn, Kern, Lassen, Los Angeles,
Merced, Napa, Nevada, Placer, San Benito, Santa Clara, Solano, Stanislaus, Sutter, Tehama, Tulare,
Tuolumne, and Yolo counties. {CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNNDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Chaparral, cismontane woodland, Great Basin scrub, pinyon-juniper woodland,
valley and foothill grassland on serpentine soils; 45-1500 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020) Grassland, open
woodland; elevation: < 1700 m. (Jepson 2020)

Habitat quality on project site: Suitable in openings in woodlands and grassy areas on serpentine soils in
the western portion of the project site.

Shield-bracted monkevflower (Mimulus glaucescens)
Range: Butte, Colusa, Lake, Nevada, Shasta and Tehama counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Seepage areas on serpentine soils, 60-1240 meters elevation. (Jepson 2020, CNPS
2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in the wetlands along Water Channel 1.

Sierra sweet bay (Myrica hartwegii}
Range: El Dorado, Madera, Mariposa Nevada, Tuolumne and Yuba counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Streambanks, moist places in foothills or lower montane yellow-pine forest;
3001800 m. elevation (Jepson 2020). Cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous forest, riparian
forest, 150-1750 m. elevation (CNPS 2020). Riparian forest, cismontane woodland, lower montane
coniferous forest. Usually on streamsides. 150-1750 m. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat on project site: Marginal along both intermittent water channel on the project site. The project
has very little riparian vegetation.

Hoary navarretia (Navarretia eriocephala)
Range: Amador, Calaveras, El Dorado, Placer and Sacramento counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Vernally mesic sites in cismontane woodland, valley and foothill grassland, 105-
400 meters elevation (CNPS 2020). Heavy soil of seasonally wet flats, below 400 m. elevation (Jepson
2020).

Habitat on project site: Marginal in the wetland along Water Channel 1; unsuitable on the remainder of
the parcel. Published descriptions do not indicate the species is found on serpentine soils.
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Awl-leaved navarretia (Navarretia subuligera)

Range: Amador, Butte, Del Norte, Lake, Mendocino, Modoc, Napa, Shasta and Tehama counties.

(CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Open, rocky, mesic places in chaparral, cismontane woodland and lower montane
coniferous forest, 150-1100 meters elevation. (CNPS 2020, Jepson 2020)

Habitat on project site: Marginal in the wetland along Water Channel 1; unsuitable on the remainder of
the parcel. Published descriptions do not indicate the species is found on serpentine soils.

California adder’s-tongue (Ophioglossum californicum)

Range: Amador, Butte, Merced, Monterey, Mariposa, Orange, San Bemardino, San Diego, Stanislaus,
and Tuolumne counties. (CNPS 2020).

Nearest CNNDB occurrence: None. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Grassy pastures, vernal pool margins, chaparral. Mesic sites. 60-525 m.
elevation (CNDDB 2020).

Habitat quality on project site: Suitable in and near the pond in Water Channel 2.

Bacigalupi’s yampah (Perideridia bacigalupif)
Range: Amador, Butte, Calaveras, Madera, Mariposa, Nevada, Tuolumne and Yuba Counties. (CNPS

2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Serpentine soils with chaparral or lower montane coniferous forest vegetation,
450-1035 meters elevation. {CNPS 2020)

Habitat on site: Suitable in chaparral vegetation on the western, serpentine soils portion of the project
site.

Narrow-petaled rein orchid (Piperia leptopetala)
Range: El Dorado, Fresno, Lake, Los Angeles, Monterey, Mariposa, Nevada, Orange, Plumas, Riverside,

San Bernardino, San Benito, Santa Clara, San Diego, Shasta, Siskiyou, San Luis Obispo, Sonoma, and
Tulare counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNDDB occurrence: None. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat requirements: Generally dry sites in cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous forest,
upper montane coniferous forest, 380-2225 meters elevation. (Jepson 2020, CNPS 2020)

Habitat on project site: Suitable in woodlands on non-serpentine soils in the eastern portion of the site

Michael’s rein orchid (Piperia michaelii}

Range: Alameda, Amador, Butte, Contra Costa, Fresno, Humboldt, Los Angeles, Monterey, Marin,
Santa Barbara, San Benito, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz Isl., San Francisco, San Luis Obispo, San
Mateo, Stanislaus, Tulare, Tuolumne, Ventura, and Yuba counties. (CNPS 2020)

Nearest CNNDB occurrence: None. (BIOS 2020)

Habitat requirements: Mudstone and humus, generally dry sites within coastal bluff scrub, coastal scrub,
cismontane woodland, chaparral, closed-cone coniferous forest, lower montane coniferous forest; 3-915
m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020)

Habitat quality on project site: Suitable in woodlands on the eastern portion of the project site.
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VII. Important Biological Corridor Evaluation

The project site is within an Important Biological Corridor. El Dorado County General Plan Policy
7.4.2.9. Guidelines are listed below in bold type, and the project’s compliance with each point follows.

a. Increased minimum parcel size.
The project site is zoned RE-10, allowing 10-acre minimum parcels. The project would create parcels
10.03 to 20.26 acres.

b. Higher canopy-retention standards and/or different mitigation standards/thresholds for
oak woodlands. ‘
No oak canopy would be removed for finalization of the Parcel Map.

¢. Lower thresholds for grading permits.
No grading is proposed.

d. Higher wetlands/riparian retention standards and/or more stringent mitigation
requirements for wetland/riparian habitat loss,
No wetlands or riparian habitats would be disturbed to finalize the Parcel Map.

e. Increased riparian corridor and wetland setbacks.
Setbacks from wetlands and water channels are recommended to increase to 60 feet.

f. Greater protection for rare plants (e.g., no disturbance at all or disturbance only as

recommended by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service/California Department of Fish and Game).
No rare plants were found on the project site. Preconstruction rare plant surveys are suggested for Parcels
1 and 2 for any future grading projects.

g. Standards for retention of contiguous areas/large expanses of other (non-oak or non-
sensitive) plant communities.
The parcels created by the Parcel Map vary in size from 10.03 to 20.26 acres.

h. Building permits discretionary or some other type of “site review” to ensure that canopy
is retained.
No oak canopy is proposed to finalize the Parcel Map.

i. More stringent standards for lot coverage, floor area ratio and building height.
Review of any future building permit applications should address this requirement.

j- No hindrances to wildlife movement (e.g., no fences that would restrict wildlife
movement),
It is suggested that fences be limited to those needed to contain livestock and pets, and to project crops.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
e Sacramento Fish And Wildlife Office
s El Federal Building
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605
Sacramento, CA 95825-1846
Phone: (916) 414-6600 Fax: (916) 414-6713

In Reply Refer To: December 07, 2020
Consultation Code: 08ESMF00-2017-SLI1-1761

Event Code: 08ESMF00-2021-E-01359

Project Name: Van Noord Parcel

Subject: Updated list of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed
project location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service) that may occur within the boundary of your proposed project and/or
may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the requirements of the Service
under section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et

seq.).

Please follow the link below to see if your proposed project has the potential to affect other
species or their habitats under the jurisdiction of the National Marine Fisheries Service:

http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/protected_species/species_list/species_lists.html

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the
Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be
completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.
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The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the
ecosystems npon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the
Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered
species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or
designated critical habitat.

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/
eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects should follow the wind energy
guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing impacts to migratory birds and
bats.

Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at: http://
www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm; http:/
www.towerkill.com; and http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/
comtow.html.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.



P
P

1200712020

Attachment(s):

» Official Species List

Fvent Code: DBESMFO0-2021-E-01358



P

1200752020 Event Code: 0BESMFG0-2021-E-01358

Official Species List

This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action".

This species list is provided by:

Sacramento Fish And Wildlife Office
Federal Building

2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605
Sacramento, CA 95825-1846

(916) 414-6600
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Project Summary
Consultation Code: 08ESMF00-2017-SLI-1761

Event Code: 08ESMF00-2021-E-01359
Project Name: Van Noord Parcel
Project Type: DEVELOPMENT

Project Description: Updated special-status species survey of APN 105-190-42, December
2020

Project Location:
Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/place/38.77474616273517N120.91552359550951W

Counties: El Dorado, CA
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Endangered Species Act Species

There is a total of 5 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species
list because a project could affect downstream species.

IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA
Fisheries!, as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the
Department of Commerce.

See the "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office
if you have questions.

1. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of

Commerce.
Amphibians
NAME STATUS
California Red-legged Frog Rana draytonii Threatened

There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location is outside the critical habitat.

Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2891

Species survey guidelines:
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/guideline/survey/population/205/office/11420.pdf

Fishes
NAME STATUS
Delta Smelt Hypomesus transpacificus Threatened

There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location is outside the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/321
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Flowering Plants
NAME .
Layne’s Butterweed Senecio layneae

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

Species profile: htips:/fecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4062

Pine Hill Ceanothus Ceanothus roderickii

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

Species profile: hitps:/ecos.fws.gov/ecn/species/3293

Stebbins' Morning-glory Calystegia stebbinsii

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3991

Critical habitats

STATUS
Threatened

Endangered

Endangered

THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S

JURISDICTION,
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Natural Diversity Database RareFind 5 Report
Coloma and Surrounding USGS Quads
dated November 29, 2020
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Selected Elements by Scientific Name
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database

Query Criteria:  Quad<span slyle='color:Red"> IS </span=>(Coloma (3812078)<span slyle='color:Red"> OR </span=>Placerville (3812067)<span
style="color:Red"> OR </span>Shingle Springs (3812068)<span style="color:Red"> OR </span>Pilot Hill (3812171)<span style="color:Red">
OR </span>Auburn (3812181)<span style='color:Red"> OR </span>Clarksville (3812161 )<span style="color:Red"> OR </span>Garden
Valley (3812077)<span style="color:Red'> OR </span>Georgetown (3812087)<span style="color:Red'> OR </span>Greenwood (3812088))
Rare Plant
Rank/CDFW
Species Element Code Federal Status State Status  Global Rank State Rank SSC or FP
Accipiter gentilis ABNKC12060 None None G5 S3 SSC
northern goshawk
Agelaius tricolor ABPBXB0020  None Threatened G2G3 8182 SSC
tricolored blackbird
Allium jepsonii PMLILO22VO None None G2 S2 1B.2
Jepson's onion
Ammonitella yatesii IMGASB0010 None None G1 S1
tight coin (=Yates' snail)
Andrena blennospermatis IIHYM35030 None None G2 sS2
Blennosperma vernal pool andrenid bee
Andrena subapasta IIHYM35210 None None G1G2 S$182
An andrenid bee
Antrozous pallidus AMACC10010 None None G5 S3 SSC
pallid bat
Aquila chrysaetos ABNKC22010  None None G5 S3 FP
golden eagle
Arctostaphylos nissenana PDERI040V0 None None G1 S1 1B.2
Nissenan manzanita
Ardea alba ABNGA04040  None None G5 S4
great egret
Ardea herodias ABNGAO04010  None None G5 S4
great blue heron
Athene cunicularia ABNSB10010 None None G4 S3 SsC
burrowing owl
Atractelmis wawona lIICOL58010 None None G3 §182
Wawona riffle beetle
Balsamorhiza macrolepis PDAST11061 None None G2 S2 1B.2
big-scale balsamroot
Banksula californica ILARA14020 None None GH SH
Alabaster Cave harvestman
Banksula galilei ILARA14040 None None G1 S1
Galile's cave harvestman
Bombus morrisoni IIHYM24460 None None G4G5 S182
Morrison bumble bee
Bombus occidentalis IIHYM24250 None Candidate G2G3 81
western bumble bee Endargered
3ranchinecta lynchi ICBRA03030 Threatened None G3 S3
vernal pool fairy shrimp
Commercial Version — Dated November, 29 2020 — Biogeographic Data Branch Page 10f 3

Report Printed on Monday, December 07, 2020

Information Expires 5/29/2021



—

Selected Elements by Scientific Name

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
California Natural Diversity Database

Rare Plant
Rank/CDFW

Species Element Code Federal Status State Status  Global Rank State Rank  SSC or FP

Calystegia stebbinsii PDCON040HO  Endangered Endangered G1 S1 1B.1
Stebbins' morning-glory

Calystegia vanzuukiae PDCON040Q0 None None G2Q S2 1B.3
Van Zuuk's morning-glory

Carex cyrtostachya PMCYPO3MO00 None None G2 S2 1B.2
Sierra arching sedge

Carex xerophila PMCYP0O3M60 None None G2 S2 1B.2
chaparral sedge

Ceanothus roderickii PDRHA04190  Endangered Rare G1 S1 1BA1
Pine Hill ceanothus

Central Valley Drainage Hardhead/Squawfish Stream CARA2443CA  None None GNR SNR
Central Valley Drainage Hardhead/Squawfish Stream

Chlorogalum grandiflorum PMLILOG020 None None G3 S3 iB.2
Red Hills soaproot

Clarkia biloba ssp. brandegeeae PDONAO5053  None None GAG5T4 S4 42
Brandegee's clarkia

Corynorhinus townsendii AMACCO08010 None None G3G4 S2 SSC
Townsend's big-eared bat

Cosumnoperla hypocrena IIPLE23020 None None G2 s2
Cosumnes stripetail

Crocanthemum suffrutescens PDCIS020F0 None None G27Q $27 32
Bisbee Peak rush-rose

Desmocerus californicus dimorphus 1ICOL48011 Threatened None G3T2 S3
valley elderberry longhorn beetle

Elanus leucurus ABNKCO0E6010  None None G5 S354 FP
white-tailed kite

Emys marmorata ARAAD02030  None None G3G4 S3 SsC
western pond turtle

Erethizon dorsatum AMAFJ01010 None None G5 Ss3
North American porcupine

Falco peregrinus anatum ABNKD06071  Delisted Delisted G4T4 5354 FP
American peregrine falcon

Fremontodendron decumbens PDSTEO3030  Endangered Rare G1 S1 1B.2
Pine Hill flannelbush

Fritillaria eastwoodiae PMLILOVO60 None None G3Q S3 32
Butte County fritillary

Galium californicum ssp. sierrae PDRUBONOE7  Endangered Rare G5T1 S1 1B.2
El Dorado bedstraw

Haliaeetus leucocephalus ABNKC10010  Delisted Endangered G5 S3 FP
bald eagle

Horkelia parryi PDROSOWOCO None None G2 52 1B.2
Parry's horkelia

Commercial Version — Dated November, 29 2020 — Biogeographic Data Branch Page 2of 3

Report Printed on Monday, December 07, 2020

Information Expires 5/29/2021



Selected Elements by Scientific Name
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
California Natural Diversity Database

Rare Plant
Rank/CDFW

Species Element Code Federal Status State Status  Global Rank State Rank SSC orFP

Hydrochara rickseckeri 11ICOL5V010 None None G27? 827
Ricksecker's water scavenger beelle

Lasionycteris noctivagans AMACCO02010  None None G5 S3s84
silver-haired bat

Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus ABNMEO03041  None Threatened G3G4T1 S1 FP
California black rail

Lathyrus sulphureus var. argillaceus PDFAB25101 None None G5T1T2Q S182 3
dubious pea

Myotis yumanensis AMACCO01020 None None G5 S4
Yuma myotis

Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus pop. 11 AFCHAQ209K  Threatened None G5T2Q S2
steelhead - Central Valley DPS

Packera layneae PDAST8H1V0  Threatened Rare G2 S2 1B.2
Layne's ragwort

Pekania pennanti AMAJF01020 None None G5 $283 SsC
Fisher

Phrynosoma blainvillii ARACF12100 None None G3G4 S354 SsC
coast horned lizard

Rana boylii AAABH01050 None Endangered G3 S3 SSC
foothill yellow-legged frog

Rana draytonii AAABH01022  Threatened None G2G3 $283 SS8C
California red-legged frog

Rhynchospora capitellata PMCYPONOB0  None None G5 S1 2B.2
brownish beaked-rush

Riparia riparia ABPAU08010 None Threatened G5 S2
bank swallow

Sagittaria sanfordii PMALI040Q0 None None G3 S3 1B.2
Sanford's arrowhead

Spea hammondii AAABF02020 None None G3 S3 SSC
western spadefoot

Viburnum ellipticum PDCPRO7080  None None G4G5 S37 2B.3
oval-leaved viburnum

Wyethia reticulata PDAST9X0DO  None None G2 Ss2 1B.2

El Dorado County mule ears

Record Count: 57

Commercial Version — Dated November, 29 2020 — Biogeographic Data Branch

Report Printed on Monday, December 07, 2020

Page 3 of 3

Information Expires 5/29/2021
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CNPS Inventory Results
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*The database used.to provide updates to, the, Onlineiinventory is under

construction. View updates and changes made since May 2019 here.

Plant List

32 matches found. Click on scientific name for details

Search Criteria

Found in Quads 3812181, 3812088, 3812087, 3812171, 3812078, 3812077, 3812161 3812068 and 3812067,

2, Modify Search Criteria®)Export to Excel

Scientific Name

Allium jepsonii

Allium sanbornii var.
congdonii

Allium sanbornii var.
sanbornii

Arctostaphylos mewukka
ssp. truei

Arctostaphylos

nissenana

Balsamorhiza
macrolepis

Calandrinia breweri
Calystegia stebbinsii

Calystegia vanzuukiae

Carex cyrtostachya
Carex xerophila
Ceanothus fresnensis

Ceanothus roderickii
Chlorogalum

grandiflorum

Clarkia biloba ssp.
brandegeeae

www.rareplants.cnps.org/result.html?adv=t&quad=3812181:3812088:3812087:3812171:3812078:3812077:3812161:3812068: 3812067

Common Name

Jepson's onion

Congdon's onion

Sanborn's onion

True's manzanita

Nissenan
manzanita

big-scale
balsamroot

Brewer's
calandrinia

Stebbins' moming-
glory

Van Zuuk's
morning-glory

Sierra arching
sedge

chaparral sedge
Fresno ceanothus

Pine Hill
ceanothus

Red Hills soaproot

Brandegee's
clarkia

streambank spring

Family

Alliaceae

Alliaceae

Alliaceae

Ericaceae

Ericaceae

Asteraceae

Montiaceae

Convolvulaceae

Convolvulaceae

Cyperaceae
Cyperaceae

Rhamnaceae

Rhamnaceae

Agavaceae

Onagraceae

Montiaceae

Modify Columns £! Modify Sort id Display Photos

Lifeform

perennial bulbiferous
herb

perennial bulbiferous
herb

perennial bulbiferous
herb

perennial evergreen
shrub

perennial evergreen
shrub

perennial herb

annual herb

perennial rhizomatous
herb

perennial rhizomatous
herb

perennial herb

perennial herb

perennial evergreen
shrub

perennial evergreen
shrub

perennial bulbiferous
herb

annual herb

annual herb

Blooming CA Rare

Period

Apr-Aug

Apr-Jul

May-Sep

Feb-Jul

Feb-
Mar(Jun)

Mar-Jun

(Jan)Mar-
Jun

Apr-Jul
May-Aug

May-Aug
Mar-Jun

May-Jul
Apr-Jun
May-Jun

May-Jul

Feb-May

Plant Rank Rank Rank

1B.2

4.3

4.2

4.2

1B.2

1B.2

S

2

1B.1

1B.3

1B.2

1B.2

1B.1

1B.2

4.2

4.2

State Global
S2 G2

S3 G4T3
S384 G4T3T4
S3 G47T3
s1 G1

S2 G2

S4 G4

s1 G1

S2 G2Q

S2 G2

S2 G2

S4 G4

S1 G1

S3 G3

S4 G4G5T4
83 G5T3

112
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Claytonia parviflora ssp, beauty

grandiflora
. Cordvianthus tenuis ssp. serpentine bird's- annual herb
“ brunneus beak Orabanchaceae (hemiparasitic) Jul-Aug 43 53 G4G5T3
' Crocanthemum Bisbee Peak rush- .. perennial evergreen -
SUFTUteSCens rose Cistaceae shrub Apr-Aug 3.2 827 G27Q
Deimhmsum hansenii ssp. Ewan's larkspur ~ Ranunculaceae perennial herb Mar-May 4.2 83 G4T3
gwanianum
Erlogonum tripodum tripod buckwheat  Polygonaceae gsrrsgmal deciduous May-Jul 4.2 84 G4
. . " Jepson's woolly ;
Eriophvilum jensonii sunflower Asteraceae perennial herb Apr-dun 4.3 $3 G3
Fremontodendron Pine Hill perennial evergreen
decumbens fiannelbush Malvaceae shrub Apr-Jut 1B.2 81 G1
fpers s : Butte County - perennial bulbiferous
Fritillaria eastwoodiae fritilary Liliaceae herb Mar-dun 3.2 83 G3Q
Galium californicum ssp.  El Dorado . .
sierrae bedstraw Rubiaceae perennial herb May-Jun 1B.2 81 GS5T1
Horkelia parvi Parry's horkelia Rosaceae perennial herb Apr-Sep 1B.2 82 G2
Lathyrus suphureus var. 0.6 pea Fabaceae perennial herb Apr-May 3 s1S2 G5T1T2Q
argillaceus
Lilium humboldtii ssp. . o perennial bulbiferous May-
humboldtii Humboldt lily Liliaceae herb Jul(Aug) 4.2 83 G4T3
Packera layneae Layne's ragwort Asteraceae perennial herb Apr-Aug  1B.2 82 G2
 Rhynchospora brownish beaked- .
;o r-“‘-'“! C rennial herb Jul-Al 2B.2 S1 G5
capitellata rush yperaceae peren e ul-Aug B
s " Sanford's . perennial rhizomatous  May-
Sagittaria sanfordii arrowhead Alismataceae | (emergent) Oct(Nov) 1B.2 83 G3
. oval-leaved perennial deciduous
Viburnum ellipticum viburnum Adoxaceae shrub May-Jun 2B.3 537 G4G5
: ; El Dorado County ,
Whethia reticulata mule ears Asteraceae perennial herb Apr-Aug  1B.2 82 G2

Suggested Citation

* California Native Plant Society, Rare Plant Program. 2020. Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California
(online edition, v8-03 0.39). Website http:/Mmww.rareplants.cnps.org [accessed 07 December 2020].

Search the Inventory Information Contributors
Simple Search About the Inventory Ihe Calfiora Database
Advanced Search About the Rare Plant Program The California Lichen Society
Glossary GNPS Home Page California Natural Diversity Database
About CNPS The Jepson Flora Project
Join CNPS The Consortium of Catifornia Herbaria
CalPhotos

Questions and Comments
rareplants @cnps.org

® Copyright 2010-2018 California Native Plant Society. All rights reserved.

www.rareplants.caps. orgfresult. htrl?adv=t8quad=3812181:3812088:3812087.3812171:3812078: 3812077.3812161:3812068.:3812067 2/2
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Notations, Symbols and Abbreviations
Species printed in bold type are listed under Federal and/or California Endangered Species Acts.

Listing Status = Federal and California Endangered Species Acts listing status:
E=Endangered R =Rare T = Threatened
D = De-listed C = Candidate for listing

Conservation Ranks are shorthand formulas that provide information on the rarity of species in their global range (G1
to G5) and within the state (S1 1o S5). Status of subspecies is also ranked (T'1 to T5).

G1 or 81 or T1 = Extremely endangered: <6 viable occurrences {EOs) or <1000 individuals or

<2000 acres of occupied habitat

G2 or 82 or T2 = Endangered: 6-20 EOs or 1000-3000 individuals or 2000-10,000 acres

(3 or S3 or T3 = Restricted range, rare: 21-80 EOs or 3000-10,000 individuals or 10,000-50,000 acres

G4 or 84 or T4 = Apparently secure: factors exist to cause some concern, such as narrowing of habitat

G5 or S5 or T5 = Demonstrably secure: commonly found throughout its historic range.

Other Notations
G1G2 = proper rank is most likely withing this range of ranks
(27 = proper rank is probably G2
Q = there is some taxonomic question about the species
H = Histeric community, presumed eliminated; possibly extinct
NR = Not ranked
N = Non-breeder

Abbreviations
BCC = U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Birds of Conservation Concem
CC = Species of conservation concern 1o the scientific community; no state or federal protected status

CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife
CITGW = CDFW California Interagency Wildlife Task Group
CNPS = California Native Plant Society
CNPS:1B = CNPS list of rare, threatened or endangered plants i California and elsewhere
CNPS:2 = UNPS list of rare, threatened or endangered plants in California, but more common elsewhere
CNPS:3 = CNPS review list of plants with limited distribution information or problematic taxonomy
.1 = Seriously endangered in California (over 80% of occurrences threatened/ high degree of
immediate threat
.2 = Fairly endangered in California (20-80% of occurrences threatened)
.3 = Not very endangered in California (<20% of occurrences threatened or no threats known)
SSC = CDFW Species of Special Concern
Fp = Fully Protected Species
HCPB = CDFW Habitat Conservation Planning Branch
IUCN = World Conservation Union
VU = World Conservation Union list of vulnerable species
LC = World Conservation Union list of species of least concern
USBC = United States Bird Conservancy
Watch list = USBC list of threatened and declining species
USKFWS = United States Fish and Wildlife Service
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Invertebrates
Ammonitella yatesit S S — Gl S8t Inhabits limestone caves and outcroppings; favors No. Projeet site has no limestone
Yate’s snail, tight coin north-facing slopes. Found in humus in limestone caves or outeroppings required by the

outcroppings. (CNDDB 2020) species.
Andrena blennospermatis — - G2 82 Forages only on vernal pool Blennosperma plants. | No. Project site has no vernal pools
Blennosperma vernal pool andrenid bee Nests in uplands surrounding vernal pools. and no Blennosperma plants,

(CNDDB 2020)
Andrena subapasta e G1G2 8182 Forages on Arenaria californica, Orthocarpis No. Project site lacks vernal pool
Vernal pool andrenid bee erianthus and Lasthenia sp. (CNDDB 2020) habitat. The species” host plants were

not found on-site.

Atractelinis wawona e G3 Sis2 Adquatic; found in riffles of rapid, small to medium No. Project site has no clear
Wawona giffle beetle clear mountain streams, vsually in submerged mountain stream habitat.

aquatic mosses; 2000-5000 &t elev. (CNDB 2020)
Banksula californica e GH SH Known only from Alabaster Cave, 5.5 miles west No. Project site has no cave habitat.
Alabaster cave harvestman of Pilot Hill alongside Rattlesnake Bar Road.

(CNDDB 2020}
Banksula galilei —_f — Gl S1 Limestone caves. Known only from Lime Rock No. Project site has no cave habifat.
Galile’s cave harvestman Caves, south of Clipper Gap and north of the

North Fork American River. (CNDDB 2020)
Bombus morrisoni ~— [C:E G4G5 8182 Occurs throughout the Mountain West from No. Project site is not within the
Morrison burble bee California east of the Sierra-Cascade Ranges to known range of the species.

southern British Columbia; in the Desert West east

to New Mexico, Texas, and north to western South

Dakota (Williams et al. 2014).

e G2G3  Ss1 Typically nests underground in abandoned rodent

Bombus occidentalis
Western bumble bee

burrows or other cavities, but alse reported from
above-ground locations (in logs or railroad
ties).Generalist foragers of flowering plants; do not

depend on any one flower type. (Hatfield, et al.
2015)

Yes. See text for further diseussion.
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Branchinecta lynchi T/ — G3 83 Inhabits small, clear-water sandstone-depression No. Project site has no vernal pool
Vernal pool fairy shrimp pools and grassed swale, earth slump, or basalt- habitat.

flow depression vernal pools in grasslands of the

Central Valley, Central Coast Ranges and South

Coast Mountains. (CNDDB 2020)
Cosumnoperia hypocrena o Gz 82 Intermittent streams on western slope of Central Yes. See text for further discussion,
Cosumnes stripetail stonefly Sierra Neveda foothills in American and Cosumnes

river watersheds (CNDDB 2020)
Desmocerus californicus dimorphus T /o~ G372 83 Elderberry shrubs (Sambucus species), are the host No. Although a single host plant was
Valley elderberry longhorn beetle plants of the beetles (USFWS 1999) Prefers to lay found on-site, the project site is out of

eggs in elderberries 2-8 inches in diameter, the range of the species, which is

especially stressed plants, (CNDDB 2020) limited to CA central valley.
Hydrochara rickseckeri —] - G2? 8§27 Vernal pools. (USFWS 2002) Collected only from | No. Project site lacks vernal pools
Riucksecker’s water scavenger beetles the Sacramento Valley and coastal areas from

Santa Rosa to Palo Alto. (Short, et. al, 2017)
Fish
Hypomesus transpacificus T/ T G181 Estuaries in Sacramento-San Juaquin Delta, and No. Project site is outside of the range
Delta smelt seasonally in Suisun Bay, Carquinez Strait and San of the species and lacks perennial

Pablo Bay. Seldom found at salinities > 10ppt; waters.

most often at salinities < 2ppt. (CNDDB 2020)
Mylopharodon conocephalus e ] G3 83 Low to mid-elevation streams in the Sacramento-
Hardhead (8SCy San Juaquin drainage, and Russian River. Require No. Project site has no perennial

clear, deep pools with sand-gravel-boulder bottoms streams.

and slow water velocity. Not found where exotic

centrarchids predominate. (CNDDB 2020)
Oncorhynchus mykiss iridens T / -~ G3T2Q 82 Sacramento and San Juaquin Rivers and their No. project site has no perennial
Central Valley steethead tributaries that have direct access to the ocean (je. streams.

no dams) (MCGinnis 1984, CNDDB 2020)

APN 105-190-042-000
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Amphibians
Rana boylii ~ | B G2 8283 Partly-shaded, shallow streams and riffles with a
Foothill yellow-legged frog (S8C) rocky substrate in a variety of habitats. Needs at No. Project site has no suitable
least some cobble-sized substrate fore egg-laying, streams,
and requires at least 15 weeks to attain
metamorphosis. (CNDDB 2020)
Quiet pools of streams, marshes, occasionally
ponds; A highly aquatic species with little
T / — (G2G3 8283 movement away from streamside habitats,
Rana draytonii (88C) Intermittent streams must retain surface water in No. Project site has no perennial
California red-legged frog pools year-round for frog survival. (CWHR 2020) waters.
Permanent deep water with dense, shrubby or
emergent riparian vegetation. Requires 11-20
weeks of permanent water for larval development,
and access to estivation habitat. (CNDDB 2020)
Spea hammondii — ] - G3 83 Occurs primarily in grassland habitats, but can be
Western spadefoot toad (S85C) found in valley-foothill hardwood woodlands. No. Project site has no vernal pools.
Vemal pools are essential for breeding and
egg-laymg. (CNDDB 2020)
Reptiles
Emys marmorata ] G3G4 83 Associated with permanent or nearly permanent
Western pond turtle (880 water in a wide variety of habitat types below 6000 No. Project site has no permanent or
ft. elevation. Requires basking sites, and sandy nearly permanent waters.
banks or grassy open fields within 0.5 ki of water
for egg laying. (CNDDB 2020)
Phrynosoma blainvillii — G3G4 8354 Sacramento Valley, surrounding foothills and Coast
Blainville’s horned lizard (88C) Ranges below 1200 m. elevation. Requires sandy Yes. See text for further discussion.
or Joose soil with abundant ant colonies and otther
inseets for foraging. (CWHR 2020)
Birds
Accipiter cooperii (nesting) e G583 Nests in deciduous trees in riparian areas or live
Cooper’s hawk TUCNLC) oaks near streams, sea level to 2700 m (9000 f.) Yes. See text for further discussion.

elevation. (CWHR 2020

APN 105-190-042-000
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Accipiter gentilis (nesting) —f - GS 83 Nests in mature, dense conifer forest, usually on
Northern goshawk (88C) north slopes near water, in densest part of stand, but No. Projeet site has no conifer forest
near openings. Red fir, lodgepole pine, Jeffrey pine habitat.
and aspens are typical nest trees. (CNDDB 2020)
Accipiter striatus (nesting) i G5 83 Nests in Ponderosa pine, black oak, riparian
Sharp-shinned hawk (IUCNLC) deciduous, mixed conifer and Jeffrey pine habitats, No. Project site has no suitable
Prefers north slopes ususally within 275 fi. of water, riparian or conifer habitats,
(CNDDB 2020)
Aechmophorus accidentalis e G5 SNR Requires large, open waters for courtship, feeding, No. Project site has no large, open
Western grebe BCC) and flocking. Frequents extensive beds of tall, water habitat.
emergent vegetation such as tules or catiails for
nesting (CWHR 2020).
Agelaius tricolor (nesting colony) ~ { T G2G3 8182 Deense thickets of cattail, tule, willow, blackberry, No. Project site has no dense
Tricolored blackbird (88C) wild rose or tall herbs near or emergent from water. hydrophytic plant thickets near or
(CWHR 2020) emergent from water.
— - Resident of sparse, mixed chaparral and coastal
Aimophila ruficeps (BCC) G5 SNR scrub habitats. Frequents relatively steep, often Yes. See text for further discussion.
Rufous-crowned sparrow rocky hillsides with grass and forb patehes; also
grassy slopes without shrubs, if rock outcrops are
present. (CWHR 2020)
Ammodramys savannaram (nesting) — ] G5 83 Summer resident and breeder in dry, dense
Grasshopper sparrow (88C) grasslands with scattered shrubs in foothills and Yes. See text for further discussion.
lowlands west of Sierra-Cascade ranges. Uses
shrubs for singing perches, (CWHR 2020)
Agquila chrysaetos (nesting) — ] — G5 83 Nests on cliffs and in large trees in large open areas
Golden eagle @p) in rolling foothilis. Needs open terrain for hunting: Yes, See text for further discussion.
grasslands, deserts, savannahs, and early
successional stages of forest and shrub habitats.
(CWHR 2020)
—_/ — G5 54 Fresh and saline emergent wetlands, margins of
Ardea alba (rookery) (CDF:8) lakes, estuaries, other wetlands and irrigated No. Project site lacks suitable wetland
Great egret pastures. Nests in large trees near marshes, tide- habitats,
flats, irrigated pastures, margins of lakes and rivers.
Nesting colonies must be isolated from human
activities, or parents may abandon nests. (CWHR
2020)
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Ardea herodias (rookery) e — G5 54 Forages in marshes, lakes margins, tide-flats, rivers, No. Project site lacks suitable wetland
Great blue heron (CDE:S) streams, wet meadows, irrigated pastures. Prefers habitats.
to nest in secluded groves of tall trees near
shallow-water feeding areas, but feeding area may
be up to 16 km (10 mi) distant. (CWHR 2020)
Asio flammeus (nesting) e GS 83 Open areas with few trees, such as annual and
Short-eared owl (S8C, BCC) perennial grasslands, prairies, dunes, meadows, No. Project site is outside of the
rigated lands, and saline or fresh emergent nesting range of the species.
wetlands. Breeding mnge does not include Sierra
Nevada foothills. (CWHR 2020)
Asio otus (nesting) — - G5 837 Riparian habitat or dense live oak thickets from
Long-eared owl {S8C) valley foothill hardwood up to ponderosa pine Yes. See text for further discussion.
communities. Nests in dense riparian stands of
willow, cottonwoods, live caks or conifers with
adjacent open lands for foraging. (CWHR 2020)
Athene cunicularia (burrow sites) — ] — G4 83 Open, dry grassland and desert habitats; in grass,
Burrowing owl {88C,BCC) forb and open shrub stages of pinyon-juniper and No. Project site is out of the range of
ponderosa pine habitats (CWHR 2020). Range the species.
includes CA Central Valley, Modoc Plateau,
southern deserts ( Gervais et. al)
Baeolophus inornatus (nesting) e G4 83754 Primarily associated with oaks; prefers open
Oak titmouse (BCO) woodlands of cak, pine and oak, juniper and Yes. See text for further discussion.
pinyon. Ventures into residential areas. (CWHR
2020)
Buteo swainsoni (nesting) — T G5 83 Breeds in stands with few trees in juniper-sage flats, No. Project site is out of the known
Swainson’s hawk (88C) riparian areas and in oak savannah in the Central range of the species.
Valley. Forages in adjacent grasslands or suitable
grain or alfalfa fields or pastures. (CWHR 2020}
Chamaea fasciata i G5 SNR Chaparral and brushy areas, from the coast to lower Yes. Species was found on-site. See
Wrentit (JUCN: LC) reaches of mountains . Also oceurs in suburban text for further discussion.
gardens and parks. (NatureServe 2020, CWHR
2020)
Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus (nesting) T/ - G3T3 8283 Nests, feeds, and takes cover on sandy or gravelly No. Project site has no suitable
Snowy plover BCC) beaches along the coast, on estuarine salt ponds, wetland or water habitats, and is out

of the nesting range of the species.

APN 105-190-042-000
Thompson Hill Read, El Dorado County, California

Ruth Wilison, Biologist
Site Consuiting Inc.




o

(CWHR 2020)

Biological Resources Report
Van Noord Parcel, August 2017
Updated December 2020
Special-status Species Listing Status CNDDB Rank Habitat Requirements Potential to occur on project
Common Name Federal/ State | Global/State site?
(OTHER)

Contopus cooperi (nesting) — - G4 54 Conifer or mixed hardwood/conifer forests No. Project site has no montane
Olive-sided flycatcher BCC (montane hardwood-conifer). Requires high conifer or hardwood-conifer habitat.

perches for singing and hunting. (CWHR 2020)
Elanus leucurus —_f - G5 8384 Resident in coastal and valley lowlands; rarely No. Project site is out of the known
White-tailed kite (nesting) FP found away from agricultural areas. Nests near top ] range of the species.

of dense stand of oaks or other trees (CWHR

2020)
Empidonax traillii brewsteri (nesting) G5T3T4 Wet meadows and montane riparian vegetation, No. Project site is out of the known
Little willow flycatcher A 85182 600-2500 m (2000 to 8000 ft) elevation. Dense range of the species, and Iacks

willow thickets are required for nesting and suitable willow thickets.

roosting. (CWHR 2020)

Winter migrant utilizing habitats from grassland
Falco columbarius (wintering) e | e G5 8334 to ponderosa pine and montane hardwood-conifer Yes. See text for further discussion.
Merlin below 1500 m. Required cover is dense tree

(IUCN: LC) stands near water; scldom found in heavily

wooded areas, or open deserts, (CWHR 2020)
Falco peregrinus anatum (nesting) Requires protected cliffs and ledges for cover. No. Project site has no cliffledge
American peregrine falcon B /D G4T4 S384 Breeds near water on high chiffs, banks, dunes, habitat suitable for the species.

(BCC) mound; occasionally in tree or snag cavities or old

nests of other raptors. (CWHR 2020}
Geothlypis trichas sinuosa —] — G5T3 83 San Francisco Bay region, in fresh and salt water No. Project site is out of the known
Saltmarsh common yellowthroat AUCN: LC) marshes having thick, continuous cover down to range of the species.

water surface for foraging; tall grasses, tule patches,

willows for nesting. (CNDDB 2020)
Haliaeetus leucocephalus (nesting, wintering) D / E G5 83 Large bodies of water or free-flowing rivers with No. Project site is too far from
Bald cagle (FP, BCCy abundant fish, and adjacent snags or other perches. suitable river or lake foraging

(CWHR 2020) habitats.
Teteria virens (nesting) — - G5 83 Requires riparian thickets of willow and other No. Project site has no suitable
Yellow-breasted chat {88C) brushy tangles near watercourses for cover. Nests in riparian habitat.

dense shrubs along a stream or river. (CWHR 2020)
Lanius ludovicianus (nesting} e G4 54 Open habitats with scattered shrubs, posts, etc. for Yes. See text for further discussion,
Loggerhead shrike (88C) perches. Nests in densely-foliated shrub or tree

APN 105-190-042-000
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Laterallus jamnaicensis coturniculus — { T G3G4ATt 81 Freshwater marshes, wet meadows, shallow No. Project site has no suitable
California black rail BCO) margins of saltwater marshes around larger bays. wetland habitat and is out of the
Requires non-fluctuating water depths of about one known range of the species.
inch; dense vegetation for nesting, (CNDDB 2020)
Melanerpes lewis (nesting) —_ — G4 54 Winters in open oak savannah, broken deciduous No. Project site is out of the nesting,
Lewis’s woodpecker BCC) and coniferous habitats. Nests in Coast Ranges, range of the species, but has suitable
Modoc Plateau and eastemn slope of Sierra Nevada, winter forage habitat.
(CWHR 2020)
Melospiza melodia — ] — G5 837 Brushy, shrubby, and deep grassy areas along No. The populations of concemn are
Song sparrow (S5C) watercourses and seacoasts; marshes {cattail, jocated on the Chaonel Islands,
bulrush, and salt). (NatureServe 2020y Atall Suisun marsh, and the Alameda, San
seasons, prefers riparian, fresh or saline Pablo and Modesto areas, The project
emergent wetland, and wet meadow habitats. site is not within the range of the
(CNDDB 2020) protected populations.
Passerella iliaca — G5 SNR Breeds in dense, brushy montane habitats or
Fox sparrow BCCY riparian thickets and forages on ground beneath Yes. See text for further discussion.
shrubs. Leaves mountains in winter, inhabiting
dense brush habitats in foothills and lowlands,
except southern deserts (CWHR, 2016)
Pica nuttalli — ] G3G4 8384 Resident in Central Valley and central-coast
Yellow-billed magpie (BCC) mountain ranges of California. Inhabits valley No. Project site is out of the known
foothill hardwood, valtey foothill range of the species.
hardwood-conifer, valley foothill riparian, orchard,
vineyard, cropland, pasture, and urban habitats.
({CWHR 2020)
Picotdes nuttallii = Dryobates nuttallii (nesting) — — G4G5 8485 Frequents a mix of deciduous riparian and adjacent Yes. See text for further discussion.
Nuttall's woodpecker (BCO) oak habitats. Requires snags and dead limbs for
nest excavation.(CWHR 2020)
Pipilo chlorurus — e G5 SNRB Montane chaparral, sagebrush, low sagebrush, and No. Project site has no montane
Green-tailed towhee BCC) bitterbrush habitats. Uncommon on western slope chaparral, sagebrush or bitterbrush
of Sierra Nevada. (CWHR 2020} habtats.
Pipilo maculatus clementae G5T1 8182 Found in chaparral, brushy thickets, brushy ravines No. Range restricted to small istands

Spotted towhee

and willow thickets on Santa Rosa and Santa
Catalina islands. { CNDDB 2020}

off the southern CA coast
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Valley foothill and montane hardwood, montane
Progne subis (nesting) hardwood-conifer, and riparian habitats. Also Yes. Sce text for further discussion.
Purple martin e G5 83 occurs in coniferous habitats. Inhabits open forests,
(SS8C) woodlands, and riparian areas in breeding season.
Nests in tree cavities. (CWHR 2020)
Riparia riparia (nesting) A G5 82 Open riparian areas, brushland, grassland and No. Projeet site lacks suitable bank or
Bank swallow cropland. Nests in vertical banks and cliffs with cliff nesting habitat, and is out of the
fine-textured/sandy soils near water, (CWHR 2020) known range of the species.
Selaspharus rufis — ] = G5 8182 Spring migrant flying north through lowlands and
Rufous hummingbird BCC) foothills in CA. Post-breeders migrate south
through Cascade and Sierra mts. Breeds in OR and Yes. See text for further diseussion,
WA, along the CA coast south to southern Sonoma
County, and in the Trinity mts. (CNDDB & CWHR
2020)
Setophaga petechia (nesting) —_ ) — G5T2T3 82 Riparian plant associations in close proximity to
Yellow warbler (880 water. Also nests in montane shrubbery in open
conifer forests in Cascades and Sierra Nevada. No. Project site lacks suitable riparian
Frequently found nesting and foraging in willow habitats.
shrubs and thickets, and in other riparian plants
including cottonwoods, sycamores, ash, and
alders. (CNDDB 2020)
Cornmon along westem edge of southern deserts;
Spinus lawrencei (nesting) o — G364 8384 uncommon in foothills surrounding Central Valley.
Lawrence’s goldfinch (BCC) Breeds in open oak or other arid woodland near Yes. See text for further discussion.
water. Prefers to nest in an oak, but also uses
chaparral, (CWHR 2020
Sphyrapicus ruber (nesting) ] e G5 54 Riparian areas in deciduous and coniferous forest No. Project site is out of the nesting
Red-breasted sapsucker ( TUCN:LC) habitats, especially near aspens, open meadows, range of the species, but may provide
clearings, lakes. Breeds from ~ 1200-2500 m winter forage areas,
(4000-8000 1) elevation in the Sierras, (CWHR
2020)
Coniferous forests at about 1700-2900 m
Sphyrapicus thyroideus e — G5 SNR (5500-9500 R). Preferred nesting habitat is No. Project site is lower in elevation
Williamson’s sapsucker BCC) lodgepole pine, but also nests in aspens adjacent to than the known range of the species.

stands of red fir, Jeffrey pine, and eastside pine
habitats. (CWHR 2020}
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Regularly breeds in foothills bordering Central

Valley north to Lake and Mariposa counties,
Spizella atrogularis — ] e G5 SNR irregularly north to Shasta & Trinity counties; more Yes. See text for further discussion.
Black-chinned sparrow BCO) common on arid mountain slopes of southemn

California. Breeds and forages in open to

moderately dense chaparral and similar brushy

habitats. (CWHR 2020)

Breeds in treeless shrub habitats with moderate
Spizella breweri —_— [ — G5 84 canopy, especially in sagebrush, commonly above Yes. See text for further discussion.
Brewer's spammow BCC) pinyon-juniper belt and reportedly on western slope

of Sierra Nevada (Vemer & Boss, 1980). (CWHR

2020)

Qak woodland, orchards, mixed coniferous forest,
Spizella passerina (nesting) — ] — G5 SNR montane and subalpine forest. Prefers open woody Yes. See text for further discussion.
Chipping sparrow (CO) habitats with sparse or low herbaceous layer and

few shrubs, if any. Usually nests in conifers.

(CWHR 2020)

Breeds in wooded habitats from ponderosa pine and No. Project site lacks ponderosa pine
Selasphorus calliope — ] - G5 SNR montane hardwood-conifer up through ledgepole and montane hardwood-conifer
Calliope hummingbird BCC) pine, favoring montane ripanian, aspen, and other forests,

open forests near streams. (CWHR 2020)

In northern California, found mixed conifer habitats
Strix occidentalis occidentalis — ] - G3G4T2T3 S3 | (canopy closure »40%), often with an understory of No. Project site lacks mixed conifer
California spotted owl (88C, BCC) black oak, in narrow, steep-sided canyons with habitat.

north-facing slopes, within 300 meters of water

{CWHR 2020)
Toxostoma redivivum - Moderate to dense chaparral habitats in foothills and
California thrasher (TUCN: LO) G5 SNR lowands in cismontane CA.; less commonly, Yes. See text for further discussion.

extensive thickets in young or open valley foothill

ripanan habitat. (CWHR 2020}
Mammals
Antrozous pallidus — ] G383 Deserts, grasslands, shrublands, woodlands and
Pallid bat forests. Most common in open, dry habitats with

rocky arcas for roosting. Roosts must protect bats
from high temperatures, Very sensitive to
disturbance of roosting sites, (CNDDB 2020)

Yes. See text for further discussion.
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Bassariscus astutus ] G5 SNR Resident in habitats with a mixture of forest and Yes. See text for further discussion.
Ringtail &P shrubland in close association with rocky areas
within 1 km of permanent water. (CWHR 2020)
Corynorhinus townsendii — /[ CT G3G4 82 Requires caves, mines, wnnels, buildings, or other
Townsend’s big-cared bat B88C) human-made structures for roosting, Prefers mesic Yes. See text for further discussion.
habitats. Gleans from brush or trees or feeds along
habitat edges. (CWHR 2020)
Gs 83 Wide variety of coniferous and mixed woodland
Erethizon dorsatum habitats: Broadleaved upland forest, Cismontane
North American porcupine — ] — woodland, Closed-cone coniferous forest, Lower Yes. See text for further discussion.
montane coniferous forest, North coast coniferous
forest, Upper montane coniferous forest, (CNDDB
2020)
Primarily found in coastal and montane forests,
Lasionycteris noctivagans i but also valley foothill woodlands and riparian
Silver-haired bat (TUCN: LC) G5 8384 areas. Feeds over ponds, streams and open brushy | Yes. See text for further discussion.
areas. Roosts in hollow trees, beneath loose bark,
in abandoned woodpecker holes; rarely under
rocks. Requires drinking water. {CWHR 2020)
Myotis yumanensis e Many habitats from sea level to 2400 m. in Sierras,
Yuma myotis (IUCN: LO) GS S4 roosting in caves, mines, buildings, bridges, Yes. See text for further discussion,
crevices. Distribution is closely tied to bodies of
water, over which it forages for insects. (CWHR
2020)
Suitable habitat is large areas of mature, dense
Pelania pennanti —f — G5 8283 coniferous forest stands or deciduous-riparian No. Project site lacks suitable conifer
Fisher (88C) habitats with » 50% canopy closure close to water and deciduous-riparian habitats.
(CWHR 2020).
Plants
Aftium jepsonii — [ — G2 82 Chaparral, cismontane woodland or lower montase
Jepson’s onion (CNPS:1B.2) coniferous forest on serpentine or voleanic soils, Yes. See text for further discussion.

usually in an open area, 450-1130 meters elevation
(CNDDB 2020)
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Allium sanbornii var.congdonii i G4T3 83 Ultramafic barrens or volcanic soils with scattered No. Project site lacks both ultramafic
Congdon’s onion (CNPS: 4.3) grey pines. 300-990 m. (CNDDB 2020) barrens and volcanic soils.
Allium sanboraii var. sanbornii ] - G4T3T4 83 84 Chaparral, cismontane woodland and lower No. Project site lacks suitable
Sanbom’s onion (CNPS: 4.2) montane coniferous forest, usually on gravelly gravelly serpentine soils,

serpentine soils. (CNPS 2016) 260-1510 m.

elevation, (CNDDB 2020)
Arctostaphyvios mewukka ssp. truei No. Chaparral on project site is on
True’s manzanita — [ — G4T3 83 Chaparral and lower montane coniferous forest, serpentine soils. Species is not known

(CNPS: 4.2) 425-1390 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020) from serpentine substrates. Lower
montane coniferous forest is not
found on-site.

Arctostaphylos myriifolia T/ — Gl st Chaparal, cismontane woodland on Ione clay, No. Project site lacks lone clay soils.
fone manzanita (CNPS: 1B.2) 90-560 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Arctostaphylos nissenana - Gl S Open rocky ridges in chaparral or closed-cone Yes. See text for further discussion.
Nissenan manzanila (CNPS:1B.2) coniferous forest between 465-1100 m elevation.

(CNDDB 2020)
Astragalus pauperculus — - G4 S84 Vernally mesic sites in chaparral, cismontane No. Project site lacks voloanic-
Depauperate Milk-vetch (CNPS: 4.3) woodland, valley and foothill grassland on volcanie derived substrates.

soils. (CNPS 2020)

Open grassy slopes and valleys in Sierra Nevada
Balsamorhiza macrolepis var. macrolepis e ] e G2/ 82 foothills, Sacramento Valley and San Francisco Bay Yes. See text for further discussion.
Big-scale balsamroot (CNPS: 1B.2) arca. (Jepson 2016) Sometimes found on Serpentine

soils; 90-1355 m elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Bryum chryseum e Found in chaparral, cismontane woodland and
Brassy bryum moss (CNPS: 4.3) G5 83 valley/foothill grassland vegetation communities, Yes. See text for further discussion.

50-600 m. elevation. (CNPS 2020)
Calandrinia breweri o G4 84 Sandy or loamy soils, disturbed sites, bums in No. Project site is out of the known
Brewer’s calandrinia (CNPS: 4.2) chaparral, coastal shrub. 10-1200 meters elevation. range of the species.

Chaparral on gabbro or serpentine soils, (USFWS
Calystegia stebbinsii E / E Gl/81 2002) Usually absent from areas with understory No. Project site is out of the known
Stebbins’s merning-glory (CNPS:1B.1) dominated by grasses {Wilson 1986, Hunter and range of the species.

Horenstein 1991); 180-725 m. elevation (CNDDB

20203
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Calystegia vanzuukiae — ] G2? 82 Chaparral on gabbro or serpentine soils, 500-1180 No. Project site is lower in elevation
Van Zuuk’s moming-glory (CNPS: 1B m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020) than the known range of the species.
Carex cyrtostachya e ] Mesic sites within lower montane coniferous forest, No. Project site is lower in elevation
Sierra arching sedge (CNPS: 1B.2) G2 82 riparian forest, marshes, swamps, meadows and than the known range of the species.
seeps between 605-1390 m. elevation, (CNDDB
2020)
Carex xerophila — ] - G2 82 Chaparral, cismontane woodland, lower montane
Chaparral sedge (CNPS; 1B.2) coniferous forest on serpentine or gabbro soils, Yes, See text for further diseussion.
275-1090 m elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Ceanothus fresnensis — ] - G4 54 Openings 1n cismontane woodland, lower montane No, Project site 1s too low in elevation
Fresno ceanothus (CNPS: 4.3) coniferous forest, 900-2103 m elevation. (CNDDB for the species.
2020y
E / R Openings or disturbed areas m chaparral on gabbro
Ceanothus roderickii Gl 81 soils {USFWS 2002) Usually absent from areas No. Project site lacks gabbro soils
Pine Hill ceanethus (CNPS: 1B.1) with understory dominated by grasses (Wilson required by the species.
1986, Hunter and Horenstein 1991). 260-630 m.
elevation (CNDDR 2020}
— - G383 Open chaparral on gabbro or serpentine soils.
Chiorogalum grandiflorum {CNPS: 1B.2) (Hunter and Horenstein 1991); sometimes on non- Yes. See text for further diseussion
Red Hills soaproot ultramafic substrates, 240-760 m. elevation.
(CNDDB 2020)
Clarkia biloba ssp. brandegeeae e G4G5T4 84 Chaparral, cismontane woodland, lower montane Yes. See text for further diseussion.
Brandegee’s clarkia (CNPS: 4.2) coniferous forest, ofien on road cuts, 75-915 m.
elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Clarkia virgata — G3 83 Cismontane woodland and lower margin of Yes. See text for further diseussion.
Sierra clarkia (CNPS: 4.3) montane coniferous forest, 400-1615 m. elevation,
(CNDDB 2020)
Claytonia parviflora ssp. grandiflora ] G5T3 83 Cismontane woodland, 250-1200 m. elevation. Yes. See text for further discussion.
Streambank spring beauty (CNPS: 4.2) (CNDDB 2020} Vemally moist, often disturbed
sites, 150-1200 m. elevation. (Jepson 2016)
Cordylanthus tenmis ssp. brunneus — G4G5T3 S3 On barren, rocky serpentine soil within Chaparral, No. Serpentine soils on-site are well-
Serpentine bird’s-beak (CNPS: 4.3) closed-cone coniferous forest, cismontane vegetated, not bare and rocky.
woodland. 475.915 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
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Crocanthemum suffrutescens — ] Chaparral on gabbro soils in El Dorado County or No, Project site has neither gabbro nor
Bisbee Peak rush-rose (CNPS: 3.2) G2Q 827 on Ione soils elsewhere (Wilson 1986, Jepson Tone soils required by the species.

20163; 45-610 m. elevation (CNDDB 2020).
Delphinium hansenii ssp. ewasicrm — / — G4T3 83 Rocky soils within cismontane woodland, and Yes. See text for farther discussion.
Ewan’s larkspur (CNPS: 4.2) valley and foothill grassland. 60-600 m. elevation.

(CNDDB 2020y
Downingia pusilla _— ] - GU 82 Vernal pools in valley and foothill grasslands, 1- No. Projeet site has no vernal pools
Diwarf Downingia (2B.2) 445 m. elevation. (CNPS 2020) and is out of the known range of the

species.

Erigeron petrophilus var, sierrensis ] G4T4 34 Rocky soils, sometimes on serpenting; cismontane Yes. See text for further discussion.
Northern Sierra daisy (CNPS: 4.3) woodland, lower and upper montane coniferous

forest, 300-2075 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Eriogonum tripodum e G4 54 Gravelly slopes and flats, often on serpentine, in Yes. See text for further discussion.
Tripod buckwheat (CNPS: 4.2) cismontane woodland and chaparral, 200-1600 m.

elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Eriophyllum jepsonii — - G3 83 Coastal scrub, chaparral, cismontane woodland, No. Project site is out of the known
Jepson's wooly sunflower (CNPS: 4.3) sometimes on serpentine soils, 200-1025 m. range of the species, which is limited

alevation. (CNDDB 2020) to the central coastal mountains.
Eryngium pinnatisectum — ] = G2 32 Vernal pools and other mesic sites on voleanic soils,
Tuolumne Button-celery (CNPS: 1B.2) cismontane woodland and lower montane No. Project site is out of the known

coniferous forest. (CNDDB 2020) 70-950 m. range of the species.

elevation. (CNPS 2020)
Erythranthe inconspicua {(=Mimulus inconspicuus) — ] — G4 84 Moist or shaded places in cismontane woodland,
Small-flowered monkeyflower (CINPS: 4.3) lower montane coniferous forest or chaparrsl, 275~ Yes. See text for further discussion.

760 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020) Near hillside

streams or sceps, in partial shade. (Jepsen 2020)
Erythranthe laciniata =QMimulus laciniata) ] - G4 S4 Wet sandy places on decomposed granite in
Cut-leaf monkeyflower (CNPS: 1B.1) chaparral, lower and upper montane coniferous No. Project site has no decomposed

forest vegetation communites; 490-2650 m. granite substrate.

elevation. (CNDDB 2020) Seeps on granite

outerops, > 900 m. elevation. (Jepson 2020)
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Erythranthe marmorata (SMimulus whippleiy — ] - G2 27 Cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous
Stanislaus monkeyflower (CNPS: 1B.D) forest, 300-1435 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020} No. Project site is out of the known

Currently known only from Calaveras & Fresno range of the species,

counties. (CNPS 2020)
Fremontodendron decumbens E / R On scattered rocky outcrops in chaparral onfin the No. Project site is outside of the
Pine Hill flannelbush Gl 81 vicinity of Pine Hill, in black oak woodland on Pine known range of the species.

(CNPS: 1B.2) Hill; on gabbro or serpentine soils, 425-760 m.

elevation. (CNDDB 2013)
Fritillaria agrestis o fome G3 83 Mostly found in nonnative grassland or in grassy
Stinkbells {CNPS: 4.2) openings in clay soil, sometimes on serpentine Yes. See text for further diseussion.

within cismontane woodland, chaparral, valley and

foothill grassland. 10-1555 m. (CNDDB 2020)
Fritillaria eastwoodiae - ] — G3Q 83 Chaparral, cismontane woodland and lower Yes. See text for further discussion.
Butte County fritiltary (CNPS: 3.2) montane coniferous forest on serpeantine, red clay

or sandly loam soils, 50-1500 m. elevation.

(CNDDB 2020}
Galium californicum ssp. sierrae E J R Osk woodland on gabbro soils. (USFWS 2002) No. Project site lacks gabbro soils
El Dorado bedstraw (CNPS: 1B.2) G5T1 81 Absent from areas with understory dominated by required by the species.

grasses (Wilson 1986, Hunter and Horenstein

1991); 160-585 m, elevation (CNDDB 2020},
Githopsis puichella ssp, serpentinicola s G4AT3 83 Serpentine or Ione soils within cismontane Yes. See text for further discussion.
Serpentine bluecup (CNPS: 4.3) woodland, 320-610 m. elevation, (CNDDB 2020)
Hesperevax caulescens — ] - G3 83 Mesic sites on clay soils in valley/foothill No. Project site lacks suitable vernal
Hogwallow starfish, dwarf dwarf-cudweed (CNPS: 4.2) grasslands; shallow, sometimes alkaline vernal pool habitat,

pools; G-505 m. elevation. CNPS 2020}
Horkelia parryi e G2 82 Chaparral and cismontane woodland, on lone or No. Neither Ione nor limestone soils,
Parry’s horkelia {CNPS: 1B.2) limestone soils, between 80-1035 m. elevation. required by the species, are found on

(CNDDB 2013) the project site.
Jepsonia heterandra — { — G383 Rock erevices, especially slate-like rock, in
Foothill jepsonia (CNPS: 4.3) cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous Yes. See text for further discussion.

forest, 50-550 m. elevation. {(CNDDB 2020)
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Juncus leiospermus var. leiospermus —_— ] — Vernally mesic sites, sometimes on edges of vernal
Red Bluff dwarf rush (CNPS: 1B.1) G212z 82 pools, within chaparral, valley and foothill Yes. See text for further discussion.
ssland, cismontane woodland, 30-1025 m.
(CNDDB 2020)
Juncus Biciensis o { — G3 83 Vernal pools, ephemeral drainages, wet meadow
Santa Lucia dwarf rush (CNPS: 1B.2) habitats and streamsides within lower montane Yes. See text for further discussion.
eoniferous forest, chaparal, Great Basin scrub.
300-2040 m. {CNDDB 2020)
Lathyrus sulphureus var, argillaceus — ] GSTIT2Q Cismontane woodland, lower and upper coniferous Yes. See text for further discussion.
Dubious pea (CNPS: 3) S182 forest, 150-305 meters elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Lilium humboldtii ssp. humboldiii [ G4T3 S3 Openings in chaparral, lower montane coniferous
Humboldt lily (CNPS: 4.2) forest (open yellow-pine forest), cismontane Yes. See text for further diseussion.
woadland, 90-1280 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Microseris sylvatica ] G4 S4 Chaparral, cismontane woodland, Great Basin
Sylvan Microseris (CNPS:4.2) serub, Pinyon and juniper woodland, Valley and Yes. See text for further discussion.
foothill grassland on serpentine soils. (CNPS 2020}
Mielichhoferia elongata — G5 8384 Moss growing on very acidic, metamorphic rock or No. Project site lacks suitable acid
Elongate copper Moss (CNPS: 4.3) substrate; usually in higher portions in fens. Often substrates and is lower in elevation
on substrates naturally enriched with heavy metals than the range of the species.
(e.g. copper), 500-1300 m. (CNDDB 2020)
Mimulus glaucescens = Erythranthe glaucescens e ] G3G4 8384 Wet places, rock crevices, serpentine seeps n
Shield-bracted monkeyflower (CNPS: 4.3) chaparral, cismontane woodland, lower montane Yes. See text for further discussion.
coniferous forest, valley and foothill grassland, 60-
1240 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Monardella candicans — ] - G4 4 Sandy or gravelly soil in chaparal, cismontane No. Soils are primarily loam or
Sierra monardella (CNPS: 4.3) woodland, lower montane coniferous forest, 150- serpentine, not sandy or gravelly as
800 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020) required by the species.
Myrica hartwegii — — G4 S4 Usually on streamsides in riparian forest,
Sierra sweet bay {CNPS: 4.3) cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous Yes. See text for further discussion.
forest, 150-1750 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Navarretia eriocephala e G4 S47 Vernally mesic sites in cismontane woodland, Yes. See text for further discussion.
Hoary navarretia (CNPS: 4.3) valley and foothill grassland, 105400 m. elevation.
(CNDDB 2020)
APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
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Navarretia nigelliformis ssp. nigelliformis e e G4T3 83 Vemal pools on clay soils (sometimes serpentine No. Project site lacks suitable vernal
Adobe Navarretia (CNPS: 4.2) soils), 100 to 1000 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020) pools.
Navarretia subuligera — - G4 S4 Rocky plains and slopes, mesic sites in cismomntane Yes. See text for further discussion.
Awl-leaved navarretia (CNPS: 4.3) woodland, lower comferous forest and chaparral,

150-1100 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Ophioglossum californicum o — G4 84 Grassy pastures, vernal pool margins, chaparral. Yes. See text for further discussion,
California adder’s-tongue (CNPS: 4.3) Mesic sites. 60-525 m. (CNDDB 2020)
Packera layneae (=Senecio layneae) T / R G2 82 Open rocky areas in chaparral on gabbro or Yes. See text for further discussion.
Layne’s butterwort (CNPS: 1B.2) serpentine soils (USFWS 2002b); 200-1000 m.

elevation (CNDDB 2020).
Perideridia bacigatupii e ] G3 S3 Steep, rocky banks or slopes on serpentine soil in Yes. See text for further discussion.
Bacigalupi’s yarmnpah (CNPS: 4.2) chaparral or lower montane coniferous forest, 450-

1033 m. elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Piperia leptopetala —_—f - G4 S84 Generally dry sites, scrub, woodland; below 2200
Narrow-petaled rein orchid (CNPS: 4.3) m. elevation. (Jepson 2020} Cismontane woodland, Yes. See text for further discussion.

lower and upper montane coniferous forest, 380-

2225 m elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Piperia michaelii ] - Mudstone and humus, generally dry sites in
Michael’s rein orchid (CNPS:4.2) G3 83 chaparral, eismontane woodland, closed-cone Yes. See text for further discussion

coniferous forest and coastal bluff serub, 3-915 m.

elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Rhynchospora capitellata — G5 81 Mesie sites. Found in upper and lower montane No. Project site has no meadows,
Brownish beaked-rush (CNPS: 2B.2) coniferous forest, meadows and seeps, marshes and marshes or swarnps.

swamps; 45-1710 m elevation. (CNDDB 2020)
Sagittaria sanfordii o — G3 83 Standing or slow-moving freshwater ponds, Yes. See text for further discussion.
Sanford’s arrowhead {CNPS: 1B.2) marshes, and ditches. 0-605 m.
Sphenopholis obtusata — ] —— G5 82 Open moist sites, along rivers and springs, alkaline Yes. See text for further discussion.
Prairie wedge grass (CNPS: 2B.2) desert seeps. 300-2000 m. (CNDDB 2020)
Viburnum ellipticum — - G4G5 1837 Chaparral, cismontane woodland or lower montane Yes. See text for further diseussion.
Oval-leaved viburmnum (CNPS: 2.3) coniferous forest between 215-1400 m. elevation

(CNDDB 2020)
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Wyethia reticulata — /- G2/82 Occeurs in chaparral, cismontane woodland and No. Project site is out of the known
El Dorado mule-ears (1B.2y lower montane coniferous forest on stony red clay range of the species.
and gabbro soils (USFWS 2002b); 180-630 m.
elevation (CNDDB 2020)
Special Habitats
Central Valley Drainage Hardhead/Squawfish Stream — [ - GNR 7 8SNR Small to large perennial streams within the

Sacrarnento-San Joaquin, Pajaro-Salinas, Russian,
Clear Lake and upper Pit River drainages in
California. (Moyle 1995)

No. Project site has no perennial
streams.

APN 105-190-042-000
Thompson Hill Read, E} Dorado County, California

Ruth Willson, Biologist
Site Consulting Inc.




Ry,

Biological Resources Report
Van Noord Parcel, August 2017
Updated December 2020

APPENDIX E

Plant Species Found on the Project site
April 18, 2016
April 19, May 17 & June 7, 2017
May 15, 2020

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc.



T

Biological Resources Report
Van Noord Parcel, August 2017
Updated December 2020

Plant Species Found on the Project Site
April 18, 2016; and April 19, May 17 & June 7, 2017; May 15, 2020

Adoxaceae
Sambucus nigra L. ssp. caerulea (Raf)) Bolli, Blue
elderberry

Alliaceae
Allium peninsulare Greene var. peninsulare
Peninsular

Onion

Anacardiaceae
Toxicodendron diversiloba (Torrey & A. Gray)
E. Greene, Western poison-oak

Avristolochiaceae
Aristolochia californica Torr., California pipevine

Apiaceae
Daucus carota L., Wild carrot, Queen Anne's Lace

Daucus pusillus Michx., American wild carrot
Sanicula sp., Sanicle

Scandix pecten-veneris L., Venus’ needle

Senecio aronicoides DC., Rayless ragwort
Torilis arvensis (Huds.) Link, Tall sock-destroyer

Apocynaceae
Asclepias cordifolia (Benth) Jeps., Purple milkweed

Asteraceae

Achillea millefolium L., Yarrow

Agoseris heterophylla (Nutt.) Greene var.

heterophylla, Annual mountain dandelion

Artemisia douglasiana Besser. Mugwort

Baccharis pilularis DC., Coyote brush

Carduus pycnocephalus L., Italian plumeless thistle

Centaurea solstitialis L., Yellow star-thistle

Chondrilla juncea L., Skeleton weed

Cirstum vulgare (Savi) Ten., Bull thistle

Ericameria arborescens (A. Gray) Greene,
Golden fleece

Eriophyllum lanatum (Pursh.) J Forbes var.

achilleoides (DC.) Jeps. Common woolly

sunflower

Grindelia camporum Greene, Gumplant

Hesperevax acaulis (Kellogg) Greene, Dwarf evax

Hypochaeris glabra L., Smooth cat’s-ear

Lactuca serriola L., Prickly lettuce

Leontodon saxarilis Lam., Hawkbit

Logfia filaginoides (Hook. & Am.) Morefield,

California coftonrose

Madia elegans D. Don, Common madia

Madia exigua (Sm.) A. Gray, Thread-stem madia

Solidago sp., Goldenrod

Sonchus asper (L.} Hill subsp. asper, Prickly sow
thistle

APN 105-190-042-000
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, Californin

Asteraceae {continued)

Taraxicom sp., Dandelion

Tragopogon dubius Scop. Goat’s beard

Wyethia angustifolia (DC.) Nutt,, Narrow-leaf
mule-ears

Wyethia helenioides (DC.) Nutt., Gray mule-ears

Berberidaceae
Berberis aquifolium Pursh., Oregon-grape

Betulaceae
Alnus rhombifolia Nutt., White alder

Boraginaceae
Amsinckia menziesii (Lehm.) A. Nelson & J.F.

Macbr., Small-flowered fiddleneck
Eriodictyon californicum (Hook. & Am.) Torr,,
California Yerba Santa
Nemophila heterophylla Fisch. & C.A. Mey., White
nemophila
Plagiobothrys tenellus (Hook.} A Gray, Pacific
popcornflower

Brassicaceae

Brassica nigra (L.) W.D.1. Koch, Black mustard

Capsella bursa-pastoris (L.) Medik., Shepherd’s
purse

Lepidium nitidum Nutt., Shining Peppergrass

Nasturtinm officinale W.T. Aiton, Water cress

Caprifoliaceae
Lonicera hispidula (indl.) Torr. & A. Gray,

California honeysuckie

Carvophyllaceae
Cerastium arvense L., Field mouse-ear chickweed

Cerastium glomeratum Thuill,, Sticky mouse-ear

chickweed
Stellaria media (L.} Vill., Common chickweed

Convolvulaceae
Calystegia occidentalis ssp. fulcrata (A.Gray)
Brummitt, Chaparral false-bindweed

Cucurbitaceae
Marah fabacea (Naudin) Greene, California man-
root

Dryopteridaceae
Dryoprteris arguta (Kaulf) Maxon, Wood fern

Ericaceae
Arctostaphylos viscida C. Parry, White-leal
manzanita

Ruth Willson, Biologist
Site Consulting Inc.
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Euphorbiaceae
Croton setiger Hook, Dove weed

Fabaceae

Acmispon brachycarpus (Benth.) D.D. Sokoloff,
Foothill Deervetch

Acniispon parviflorus (Benth.) D.D. Sokoloff,
Smallflower lotus

Cercis occidentalis A.Gray, Western redbud

Cytisus scoparius (L.) Link, Scotch broom

Lathyrus sulphureus A. Gray var. sulphureus, Sulphur

Pea, Snub Pea
Lupinus albifrons Benth, Silver lupine
Lupinus bicolor Lindl., Bicelor lupine
Lupinus nanus Benth,, Sky lupine
Trifolium ciliolatum Benth., Foothill clover
Trifolium dubium Sibth., Little hop clover
Trifolium hirtum All., Rose clover
Trifolium subterraneum L., Subterranean clover
Vicia sp., Vetch

Fagaceae
Quercus douglasii Hook & Am., Blue oak

Quercus kelloggii Newb., California black oak
Quercus durata Jeps. var. durata, Leather oak
Quercus wislizeni A. DC., Interior live oak

Geraniaceae

Erodium sp., Filaree

Geranium dissectum 1., Cutleaf geranium
Geranium molle 1., Woodland geranium

Hypericaceae
Hypericum perforatum L. subsp. perforatum,

Klamathweed

Iridaceae
Sisyrinchium bellum S. Watson, Western blue-eyed
grass

Juncaceae

Juncus bufonius L. var. bufonius, Toad rash

Luzula comosa E. Mey. var. comosa, Hairy
wood-rush

Lamiacene
Scutellaria californica A.Gray, California skullcap

Liliaceae
Calochortus albus (Benth.) Douglas ex Benth, Fairy
lantern
Calochortus monophyllus (Lindl) Lem., Yellow star-
tulip
Chlorogalum pomeridianum (DC.) Kunth
var. pomeridiaman, Common soaproot

Dichelostemma capitatum (Benth.) Alph. Wood,
Blue dicks

APN 105-190-042-000
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California

Biological Resources Report
Van Noord Parcel, August 2017
Updated Decermber 2020

Liliaceae {continued}
Dichelostemma volubile (Kellogg) A. Heller,

Twining Brodiaea

Triteleia ixioides (W.T. Aiton) Greene ssp. ixioides,
Golden brodiaea

Triteleia laxa Benth., Ithuriel’s spear

Linaceae
Linum bienne Mill., Narrow-leaf flax

Myrsinaceae
Lysimachia arvensis (L.) U. Manns & Anderb.,

Scarlet pimpernel

Orgbanchaceae
Castilleja attenuata (A. Gray) T.1. Chuang &
Heckard,
Narrow-leaved owl clover
Castilleja foliolosa Hook. & Arn., Waoly
paintbrush
Castilleja lacera (Benth.) T.I. Chuang & Heckard,
Cutleaf Owl's Clover

Montiaceae
Claytonia exigua Torr. & A. Gray ssp. exigua, Little

Spring Beauty
Claytoria parviflora Hook. subsp. parviflora,
Miner’s
lettuce

Onagraceae
Clarkia purpurea ssp. quadrivulnera (Lindl.) H.Lewis

& M. Lewis, Fourspot
Epilobium minutum Lindl.,, Little willowherb

Orobanchaceae

Castilleja lineariloba (Benth) T.1. Chuang &
Heckard, Pale owl’s clover

Cordylanthus pilosus A Gray ssp. hansenii (Ferris)
T.I Chuang & Heckard Hansen’s bird-beak

Papaveraceae
Eschscholzia californica Cham. California poppy

Eschscholzia lobbii Greene, Frying pans

Phrymaceae
Mimulus guttatus DC., Common Monkeyflower

Pinaceae
Pinus ponderosa Lawson & C. Lawson
Pinus sabiniana Douglas, Gray or foothill pine

Plantaginaceae
Keckiella breviflora (Lindl.) Straw var. breviflora

Beardtongue
Kickxia elatine (L.) Dumort. Fluellen
Plantago erecta E. Morris, Foothill plantain
Plantago lanceolata L., Ttalian plantain

Ruth Willson, Biologist
Site Consulting Inc.
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Poaceae

Aegilops triuncialis L., Barbed goatgrass

Aira caryophyllea 1., Silver hair grass

Avena sp., Wild oat

Briza minor L., Annual quaking grass

Bromus hordeaceus L., Soft chess

Bromus madritensis L., Madrid brome

Bromus sterilis L., Poverty brome

Bromus tectorum L., Cheat grass

Cynosurus echinatus L., Hedgehog dogtail

Elymus caput-medusae (L.) Nevski, Medusa head

Elymus glaucus Buckley, Blue wildrye

Festuca bromoides L., Brome fescue

Festuca perennis (L) Columbus & J.P.Sm,, Ryegrass

Gastridium phleoides (Nees & Meyen) C.E. Hubb.
Nit grass

Hordeum sp., Barley

Melica californica Scribn., California melic

Melica imperfecta Trin., Little California Melica

Phalaris minor Retz., Little-seeded canary grass

Poa pratensis L. subsp. pratensis, Kentucky
bluegrass

Polypogon monspeliensis (L) Desf., Annual beard
grass

Vulpia myuros L, Rat's-tail fescue

Polemoniacene

Leptosiphon bicolor Nutt., True babystars

Leptosiphon montanus (Greene) JM. Porter & L. A.
Johnson, Mustang clover

Polygalaceae
Polygala cornuta Kellogg var. cornuta, Milkwort

Polygonaceae
Rumex acetosella L., Sheep sorrel

Rumex conglomeratus Murray, Clustered dock
Rumex crispus L., Curly dock

Primulaceae
Anagallis arvensis L., Scarlet pimpernel

Pteridaceae

Adiantum capillus-veneris L., Southern maidenhair

Pentagramma pallida (Weath.) Yatsk. et al,,
Silverback fern

Ranunculaceae

Clematis lasiantha Nutt., Chaparral clematis

Ranunculus arvensis L., Corn buttercup

Ranunculus canus Benth. var. canus, Buttercup

Ranunculus hebecarpus Hook. & Am. Delicate
buttercup

APN 105-190-042-000
Thompson Hill Road, El Domdo County, California

Biological Resources Report
Van Noord Parcel, August 2017
Updated December 2020
Rhamnaceae
Ceanothus cuneatus (Hook ) Nutt., var. cuneatus
Buck brush
Ceanothus integerrimus Hook. & Am, Deer brush
Ceanothus palmeri Trel.,, Deer brush
Frangula californica (Eschsch.) A. Gray, California
coffeeberry
Frangula californica (Eschsch.) A. Gray ssp.
tomentella (Benth.) Kartesz & Gandhi
Hoary coffeeberry
Rhamnus ilicifolia Kellogg, Holly-leaf redberry

Rosaceae

Adenostoma fasciculatum Hook. & Am., Chamise

Drymocallis glandulosa (Lindl.) Rydb., Sticky
Cinquefoil

Heteromeles arbutifolia (Lindley) Roemer, Toyon

Rubus armeniacus Focke Himalayan blackberry

Rubiaceae

Galium aparine L., Goose grass

Galium bolanderi A. Gray, Bolander’s bedstraw
Galium paristense L. Wall bedstraw

Galium porrigens Dempster, Climbing bedstraw
Sherardia arvensis L., Field madder

Sapindaceae
Aesculus californica (Spach) Nutt. Califernia

buckeye

Saxifragaceae
Lithophragma bolanderi A. Gray, Weoodland star

Scrophulariaceae
Scrophularia californica Cham, & Schitdl,,

California figwort
Verbascum thapsus L., Woely mullein

Solanaceae
Solanum xanti A. Gray, Chaparral nightshade

Themidaceae

Dichelostemna volubile (Keliogg) A. Heller,

Twining Brodiaea

Triteleia hyacinthina (Lindl.) Greene, White

brodiaea

Triteleia ixioides subsp. scabra (Greene) LW. Lenz,
Golden brodiaea

Triteleia laxa Benth., TthurieP’s spear

Valerianaceae

Plectrivis ciliosa (Greene) Jeps., Long-spurred
plectritis

Plectritis macrocera Torr. & A.Gray, White plectitis

Viscaceae
Phoradendron villosum (Nutt.) Nutt., Oak mistletoe

Ruth Willson, Biologist
Site Consulting Inc.
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I. Report Summary

A. Potential Jurisdictional Features

The project site has four waters and five small wetlands. The total potential jurisdictional features on the
project site is 9071 £t.2 (0.21 acres). See Page 13 for more specific information.

B. Proposed Mitigation
The project site is located within an Important Biological Corridor. The El Dorado County General Plan
guidelines require increased setbacks from sensitive habitats; thus, 60-foot setbacks from intermittent and

ephemeral waters, as well as from wetlands, is suggested to protect potential jurisdictional features in the
study area.

II. Introduction

A. Purpose of Report

A wetland delineation was conducted March 20, April 27, April 30 and May 15, 2020 on Assessor’s
Parcel Number 105-190-042-000 (Figure 1), at the request of Dina Brinkley. The wetland delineation is
part of submittal information required by El Dorado County for a parcel map division of a 54.9-acre
parcel of land.

B. Project Location and Description
The study area is in the east half of Section 25, Township 11 North, Range 9 East, M.D.M. It lies south of
Thompson Hill Road in the Gold Hill/Lotus area of El Dorado County, CA. (Figure 1). The study area

has a General Plan designation of Rural Residential (RR) with RL-10 zoning. An Important Biological
Corridor (IBC) overlay covers the parcel.

The parcel, which has no structures, is bounded by properties varying in size from 5 to 61 acres. Recent
use of the parcel has been for grazing cattle.

C. Property Owner and Project Manager

Property Owner Project Manager
Jomescbo Family Trust Dina Brinkley

Thomas Van Noord, Trustee dinabrinklevizdemail.com
3350 Country Club Drive

Cameron Park, CA 95682

E. Report Preparer

Ruth A. Willson, M.A., Biology, California State University, Fresno, Senior Biologist for Site Consulting,
Inc., has been preparing biological reports in El Dorado County since 1992. Her educational and
experiential background includes proficiency in botany, entomology, omithology, wildlife biology and
ecology. She completed training in wetland delineation with Wetland Training Institute March 31, 2006,
and is a Certified Arborist with the International Society of Arboriculture (Certification No. WE-8335A).

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompeon Hill Road, El Derado County, California Site Cansulting Inc., Biological Services
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Figure 2. Google Earth image of the study area, dated August 2018.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorade County, California Site Consulting Inc., Biological Services 3
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fI1. Methods

A, Literature

Literature utilized for the wetland delineation includes U.S. Army Corp (2008), and Wetland Training
Institute (1995). Jurisdictional suitability of hydrologic features was evaluated utilizing the Environmental
Protection Agency’s Rapanos guidelines (EPA 2007). Soil color was determined using Munsell (2000).
Soil classification and descriptions were found in USDA (1974) and the NRCS Web Soil Survey (2020).
Vegetation and plant taxonomy references include DFG (2010), Sawyer et al. (2009), Mayer and
Laudenslayer (1988), Klein et al. (2007), and Baldwin, ed. (2012). Hydrophytic vegetation classification
was found in Lichvar (2016). Hydric soils information was obtained from USDA, NRCS (2006).

B. Field Survey and Mapping

A field survey to delineate the boundaries of wetlands and waters on the project site was conducted March
20, April 27, April 30 and May 15, 2020 by Ruth Willson, utilizing the routine determination method in
accordance with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual (Corps 1987) and its
Arid West Regional Supplement to the Wetland Delineation Manual (Corps 2008). Wetland
determination data points are mapped on Figure 6, page 11, and wetland data sheets are presented in
Appendix A.

IV. Site Description

A. Topography

The study area lies between 1330 and 1560 feet (405 and 475 meters) elevation. The topography consists
of three northerly-sloping ridges separated by two unnamed intermittent creeks. In addition, the
easternmost ridge is cut by an ephemeral drainage (Figure 3). The slope gradient on the ridges follows:
westernmost ridge, 15 percent; central ridge, 14 percent; and easternmost ridge, 11 percent.

B. Hydrology

Direct precipitation and drainage of precipitation are the hydrologic sources on the project site. Two
intermittent streams, herein designated Channel 1 and Channel 2, and one ephemeral drainage swale,
Channel 3, carry water northerly through the project site.

Channel 1 originates south of the project site and carries water northerly through the project site to a culvert
beneath a dirt road, then through a second culvert beneath Thompson Hill Road. North of the project site,
Channel 1 joins Granite Canyon Creek, a perennial stream, approximately 1.5 miles south of its confluence
with the South Fork American River, a traditional navigable river, just west of the community of Lotus.

Channel 2 originates on the project site and carries water northerly through the parcel to a small pond near
the north boundary of the parcel, then crosses beneath Thompson Hill Road in a culvert. North of the
project site, Channel 2 joins Channel 1 prior to its confluence with Granite Canyon Creek.

Channel 3 originates in the eastern portion of the study area. The channel disburses water into an broad flat
area that lacks a defined channel before the water collects at a culvert that carries it beneath Thompson Hill
Road. Water then joins Channel 2 north of the project site.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Billson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc., Biological Services 4
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C. Vegetation Communities

Vegetation communities on the study area include, from west to east: 71.080.00 Interior Live Oak
Woodland; 87.130.00 Foothill Pine Woodland; 37610 Mixed Serpentine Chaparral (Holland
1986); 71.080.00 Interior Live Oak Woodland; 71.020.00 Blue Oak Woodland and 42.040.00
California Annual Grassland. California Annual Grassland is also found along the north property
boundary west of a small wetland (Figure 4).

1. Interior Live Oak Woodland

Interior live oak woodland covers approximately nine acres in two areas of the property: five
acres at the western corner of the study area, and four acres in the center of the parcel. The tree
canopy is dominated by interior live oak (Quercus wislizeni), but also includes blue oak (0.
douglasiana), California buckeye (Aesculus californica) and foothill pine (Pinus sabiniana) as
minor components. The shrub layer includes western poison-oak (Toxicodendron diversiloba),
whiteleaf manzanita (Arctostaphylos viscida), toyon (Heteromeles arbutifolia), coyote brush
(Baccharis pilularis), chaparral clematis (Clematis lasiantha) and buck brush (Ceanothus
cuneatus). The ground layer, limited to openings in the woodland, includes various bromes
(Bromus sp.), sanicle (Sanicula sp.), dogtail grass (Cynosurus echinatus), silver hair grass (Aira
caryophyllea ), goose grass (Galium aparine) and Italian plumeless thistle (Carduus
pycnocephalus) among other grasses and forbs. A complete list of plant species found on the
property is presented in Appendix E.

2. Foothill Pine Woodland

Foothill Pine Woodland (photo below) covers approximately four and one-half acres of the study
area. The tree canopy is primarily foothill pine, but also includes scattered interior live oaks. The
brushy understory consists of toyon, deer brush (Ceanothus integerrimus), coffeeberry (Frangula
californica), chamise (Adenostoma fasciculatum) and western poison-oak. The ground layer
consists of various grasses and forbs, as within the interior live oak woodland.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
‘Thompson Hill Road, El Derado County, California Site Consulting Inc., Biological Services
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3. Mixed Serpentine Chaparral

Mixed serpentine chaparral vegetation (photo at left), covering
approximately nine acres, is the dominant vegetation community
on the Serpentine soils between the two intermittent creeks in the
study area. This vegetation community has been described as the
Quercus durata Association (Leather Oak Association) (Klein
et.al, 2007). Trees are limited to scattered foothill pines, but the
shrub layer, dominated by leather oak, includes chamise,
whiteleaf manzanita and toyon. Before being cleared in 2018, the
ground layer was mostly absent, due to the dense shade and
probable allelopathy of the shrub layer. In 2020, the shrub layer

i had recovered, with shrubs varying in height from two to six feet.
| The ground layer consisted of annual grasses, primarily perennial
ryegrass (Festuca perennis), Rat's-tail fescue (F. myuros) and

& various bromes (Bromus sp.).

4. Blue Oak Woodland

Blue oak woodland (photo at right) covers about thirty-two acres on the ridge in the eastern portion
of the property. The most common oak species is blue oak, although interior live oaks can be
found in drainage swales and near Thompson Hill Road. i :

The oak woodland includes foothill pines and a single
ponderosa pine (Pinus ponderosa) along the east property
line. The blue oak woodland understory primarily consists
of savannah, but western poison oak is found at the base of
many oaks and covering some rock outcroppings. Other
shrubs include bush beardtongue (Keckiella breviflora var.
breviflora) and lupines (Lupinus sp.). The ground layer in
the blue oak woodland is dominated by annual grasses,
including various bromes, fescues (Festuca sp.), Medusa
head (Elymus caput-medusae), and nit grass (Gastridium
phleoides), among others. Common forbs include sanicle, wild carrot (Daucus carata), yellow
star-thistle (Centaurea solstitialis), cat’s-ear (Hypochaeris sp.), rose clover (Trifolium hirtum) and
[thuriel’s spear (7riteleia laxa).

5. California Annual Grassland

California annual grassland (photo at right) covers about
seven acres, found in two locations: about one-half acre
northwest of small wetlands in the western portion of the
property and about 6.5 acres at the northeastern corner of the |
parcel (Figure 4). The vegetation mix in the westernmost
grassland includes ryegrass (Festuca perennis), various
bromes, sanicle, dogtail grass, silver hair grass, and
bluegrass (Poa sp.). The easternmost grassland has
scattered blue oak trees with an herb-layer species mix
similar to the vegetation found in blue oak woodland, described in subsection 4, above.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc., Biological Services 7
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D. Soils
1. Soil Classification

Soils on the study area (Figure 5) include (from southwest to northeast) Auburn very rocky silt loam
(AXE), Serpentine rock land (SaF), Auburn very rocky silt loam, Boomer very rocky loam (BkD and
BKE). Auburn soils comprise approximately 30 percent of the parcel; Boomer soils, 40 percent; and
serpentine soils, 30 percent (NRCS 2017). Aubumn soils are derived from basic igneous or metamorphic
rock; Serpentine soils from ultrabasic metamorphic rock; and Boomer soils from schist (USDA 1974).

2. Soil Descriptions
a. Auburn Series

Auburn Series soils are well-drained soils underlain by hard metamorphic rocks from 12 to 26 inches deep,
and are found on undulating to very steep foothills (2 to 70% slopes) at elevations from 500 to 1800 feet,
Average annual rainfall is 25 to 35 inches and frost-free season varies from 170 to 270 days. Soil colors
from a representative profile of Auburn very rocky silt loam, 2 to 30 percent slopes, are shown below
(USDA 1974).

i. Auburn Very Rocky Silt Loam, 2-30% Slopes (AxD)

0-3 inches: Brown (7.5YR 5/4) silt loam, dark reddish brown (5YR 3/3) when moist;
3 to 14 inches: Reddish yellow (5YR 6/8) silt loam, dark reddish brown (5YR 3/4) when moist;
14 inches: Weathered metabasic rock.

ii. Auburn Very Rocky Silt Loam, 30-50% Slopes (AxE)

Having a soil profile similar to Auburn very rocky silt loam 2-30% slopes (above), this soil is found on
slopes that drop into creek channels and drainages.

b. Serpentine Rock Land

Soils on Serpentine Rock Land are derived from highly resistant serpentine and other ultrabasic rock
formations. Rock outcrops and stones make up from 50 to 90 percent of the surface, and there is a thin
mantle of soil. Depth to hard bedrock ranges from 10 to 24 inches.. (USDA 1974)

¢. Boomer Series

The Boomer Series consists of well-drained soils underlain by basic schists at a depth of 24 to 52 inches.
Slopes are from 3 to 70 percent, average annual precipitation is 35 to 50 inches, and frost-free season is
170 to 270 days. Soil colors from a representative profile of Boomer very rocky loam, 30 to 50 percent
slopes (BKE) follows:

i. Boomer Very Rocky Loam, 30-50% slopes (BKE)

0-13 inches: Yellowish-red (5YR 5/6) gravelly loam, dark reddish brown (5YR 3/4) when moist;

13-24 inches: Red (2.5YR 4/6) gravelly loam, dark reddish brown (2.5YR 3/6) when moist;

24-37 inches: Red (2.5YR 4/8) gravelly sandy clay loam, dark red (2.5 YR 3/6) when moist;

37-52 inches: Red (2.5YR 4/8 very gravelly sandy clay loam, red (s.5YR 5/6) and yellowish red (5YR
4/6) when moist;

52 inches: well-fractured schist that has dark red (2.5YR 36 sandy clay loam in cracks, variable dark red
(2.5YR 3/6), yellowish red (S5YR 4/6)and strong brown (7.5YR 5/6) when moist.

ii. Boomer Very Rocky Loam, 3 to 30 percent slopes (BkD)

Boomer very rocky loam, 3 to 30 percent slopes, is similar to Boomer very rocky loam, 30 to 50 percent
slopes, except it is on less-sloping ground.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biclogist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, Cslifornia Site Consulting Ine., Biological Services 9
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Figure 5. Soils map, generated by El Dorado County Got Net.

Green: Band_2
B Biue: Band 3

APN 105-190-042-000

Soils Map

AXE = Aubum very rocky silt loam

SaF = Serpentine rock land

BkD = Boomer very rocky loam 3 to 30 percent slopes
BkE = Boomer very rocky loam, 30 to 50 percent slopes

Ruth Willson, Biologist

‘Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc., Biological Services
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DETAIL A

A PORTION OF EAST HALF OF
SECTION 25, T.11N., R.SE., M.D.M.
BEING PARCEL B OF PM 51/83

FIGURE 6

POTENTIAL JURISDICTIONAL FEATURES

EL DORADO COUNTY  STATE OF CALIFORNIA 0 200 400 600
JUNE 2020 S m— e——
FOR: JOMESCBO TRUST y ,
APN: 105—190—042 SCALE 1"=200
WATER ID |\ FNGTH (ft)| LINE WIDTH_(t) ?ft (acres)
60.00’ Channel 1 534 5 2670 0.061
SETBACK 4 Channel 2 545 4 2180 0.05
Channel 3 202 2 404 0.009
\ Q Pond n/a n/a 522 0.012
CY TOTAL WATERS 5776 0.13
e WETLANDS
- ~AREA Culvert
Wetland 2
Wetland 3 \ WATER 1D gft;) (acres) / .
60.00’ Wetland 1 1174 0.027 & 12
) SETBACK Wetland 2 687 0.016 6_/,0 /11\
1 Wetland 3 8 0.0002
Wetland 4 46 0.001 \>(Channel 3
® Wetland 5 ' 1380 0.032 \ 60.00"
L B! TOTAL WETLANDS 3295 | 0.08_| o
— 1 POTENTIAL JURISDICTIONAL TOTALS 9071 0.21 so.oo'm
SETBACK
| —
SEE DETAIL B
SEE DETAIL A S — CHANNEL

WETLANDS

SETBACK

Channel 1

c
Wetland 2 bonnel 2

Wetland 3

Wetland 3

NN
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VI. Delineation Results

The project site has four waters and five wetlands (Figure 6). The total potential jurisdictional area on the
project site, shown in Table 1, is 9071 ft.? (0.21 Ac.).

A, Waters

Channel 1 carries water northerly approximately 534 feet from the south boundary of the project site to the
project’s north boundary at Thompson Hill Road. Total area of Channel 1 is about 2670 ft.% (0.061

Acres). Channel 2 carries water about 545 feet northerly from its origin on the project site, through a
pond, then to the property’s north boundary at the road. Total area of the Channel 2 is about 545 ft.? (0.05
Acre), and the area of the pond is about 522 ft.* Channel 3 is a disjunct channel, consisting of two parts
separated by a dirt road. Channel 3 carries storm water northerly about 202 ft.? from a hill slope to a broad
flat area near the property’s north boundary at Thompson Hill Road. Total area of Channel 3 is
approximately 404 ft.* (0.009 Acre). Total area of waters on the project site is approximately 5776 ft.”
(0.13 acres).

e

Figure 7. Channel 1. " Figure8. The pond on Channel 2,

B. Wetlands

Five small wetlands were found on the project site. Wetlands 1 through 4 are located within Channel 1 or
at the base of a slope beside the channel. The wetlands range in size from 8 ft.2 to 1174 ft.> Wetland 5
surrounds the pond on Channel 2. Total area of wetlands on the project site is approximately 3295 ft.?
(0.08 acres).

Figure 9. Wetland 1. Figure 10. Wetland 2. Figure 11. Wetland 5.

APN 105-190-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorado County, California Site Consulting Inc., Biological Services 1 2



Wetland Delineation Report
Jomescho Parcel Map, June 2020

Table 1. Summary of waters and wetlands.

WATERS
 Water ID | Channel Length () | Average Flow-line Width (ft) Area‘;(fﬂ Area,(écres)
Channel 1 534 5 2670 0.061
Channel 2 545 4 2180 0.05
Channel 3 202 2 404 0.009
Pond n/a n/a 522 0.012
| | TOTALWATERS | sm6 | o013
WETLANDS
‘Wettand ID 1 ] Area(® | Area (acres)
Wetland 1 1174 0.027
Wetland 2 687 0.016
Wetland 3 8 0.0002
Wetland 4 46 0.001
Wetland 5 1380 0.03
R  TOTAL WETLANDS | |

V1. Permits

Disturbance of any jurisdictional features on this project could require one or more of the following permits:

@ A Clean Water Act, Section 404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.
© A Water Quality Certification, Section 401, permit from the Regional Water Quality Control Board.
@ A 1601-1603 Streambed Alteration Agreement from the California Department of Fish and Game.

APN 105-190-342-000 Rurh Willson, Biologist
Thompson Hill Road, El Dorade County, California Site Consuiting Inc., Biological Services 1 3
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WETLAND DETERMNATION DATA FORM - Arid Wast Region

Project/Site: APN 105-190-042-000, Thompson Hill Road

CityCaunty: El Dorado County

Sem;igng Date: March 20, 2020

Applicant/Cwner: _Jomescbo Family Trust

Siate: California_ Semging Point: 1

Investigater(s): Ruth Willson

Landform (hitlslops, termsee, ete.): Lowland beside intermittent creekps Local ratief (concave, convex, none). Concave

Subregion {LRR): C

Lat: 38° 46' 25.22"

Long: 120° 55° 14.81"

Eapticn, Township, Renges: Section 27, T. 11N, R.9E., M.D.M.

Slope (%) 8
Diaturn NAD 84

Sl pMap Unit Mame: _Serpentine Rock Land

NWi classification:

Are slimatic 7 hydr+iogic conditions on the site typical for this tme of yesr? Yesz m Mo E l (i no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation _[ ], Soit __[ ] . or Hydrology _[ ] _ sigrificantly disturbed? pyg

Fge “Normel Circumstances” present? Yes lZI Na _D__

Are Vegetatlon D ; Soil IZ[ , of Hydralogy ] l naturally preblematic? oo (Ifneeded, explain any answers in Ramarks )

SURMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, elc.

Hydrophvtic Yegstation Present?
Hycric Soll Present?
Weatland Hydrology Present?

Yes | l No lz l
Yas [;] Mo [Zj
ves__ [ | Mo _[/]

iu the Sampled Area
vathin & Walland?

!

e[ w_ 7] |

Remarks:

Rainfall for the current wet season prior to data collection (September through February) was less than 60% of average, and the two months prior
to data collection (January and February) was 25% to 34% of average (NRCS: agacis.me-acis.org?ips=06017, stations 3.7 SW and 0.9 N of
. Placerville). Soils are derived from red parent material. )

VEGETATION

|

Absciute  Dominsnl Indeater | Dominance Test worksheel:
Trae Stratum  (Use scientific names.) ShCover Species?  Satus_ | numwer of Domsnant Species
1 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A
2 Total Number of Dominant
1, Spedes Agross All Sirata; 2. B
4.

Total Cover That Ao OBL, FACW or ;0 ()

Sapting/Shiub Stratum ' S T
1. Prevalence indox workishosl:
2. Toie! 96 Cover of. o hbindy by
3 OBL speciss X1=
4. FaCW specios 2w
5. FALC species 3=
Herb Srra Total Cover: FACU species ¥4=
1, Bromus hordeaceus 70 Yes  FACU UPL species v 5=
= Centaurea solstitialis 20 Yes UPL Colurnn Tetals: A (8)
3. Festuca perennis 10 No _ FAC Prevalence Ingex = 8fA =
4. Hydrophyllc Vegetalion iraficalors:
3 Daminence Testis »50%
6. [] prevaience Index is 2.0
7. [] Morphological Adapiatiens' (Provide supperting
8. duda in Remarks of on & separate shest)

Waoody Vine Stialur
|1

Total Cover, 100

[ 2.

[ Proviematic Hydrephylic Vegetation' (Explain)

‘Indicstors of hydkie soff and wellsrd Fryedroiogy st
be present,

% Bare Grourd in Herb Sratum 0

Total Covar:

% Cover of Biotic Crust

Hydrophylic
Vageiation
Present?

Yez D Mo El

Femarks:

L

US Ay Corps of Englneers
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Brofile Desoription: (Basorths (o the dopth nusded 1o destmerd the indicalor or confinm e absoncs of indleators.)

Crapihy M ”:@:«: Hedoy Fealuras e
innhesy Colerimosh % Coor (sl % Tws . Low Texture Remaks
0-2 5YR 3/2 70 Rocky loam 20% coarse rock
2-3 5YR 412 59 Rocky loam 30% coarse rock
5YR2.5/2 10 5YR 416 1 c M ‘
3-10 5YR 2.5/2 60 S5YR 4/6 1 c M Rocky clay 40% coarse rock
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[ sstic Coust 481

Arustic Invertsbrates (B13)

| Hydrogen Suifise Odo imz

B Cidefzed Rhizesphares along Lhang Rosiz (03
Fresence of z’%@zﬁu%ﬁ frew {C4)

fscan! ron Reduction in Plowed Solls (08)
her (Buplain In Remaris)

ockervend Depoails (B2 (Riverine)

Hi® ﬁe;:wms {B5) (Hivering)

Jrainege Pallems (B10)

Py Senson Bialer Teble (G5

Thin Muck wr*»*aw (C7y

iety Burrews (CB)
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o
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WETLARD DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Ard West Region

Project/Site. APN 105-1980-042-000, Thompson Hill Road CitwtCounty: El Dorado County Sampting Date: March 20, 2020
AaplicantiCwner: _Jomescho Family Trust State; California  Sampfing Pank 2
Investgateris); Ruth Willson Sesticn, Township, Renge: Section 27, T 11N, R, 9, MD.M.

Landform (hillstope, tertees, ete.): Hillslope Local rafief (concave, convex, none). None Slops (% 6
Subraglon (LRRY: C Lat; 38° 46' 24.97" Leng: 120° 55' 15.71" Daturm: NAD 84

Soit Mep Unit Mame: Serpenfine Rock Land NWI classificetion:
Are clirnatic 7 hydrologie conditions on the site typiced for this e of year? Yes __[:L o ,_Hl_ (If no. explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegstation _[ ] Sell__[ ] . orHydrology _[ ] significantly disturised? yo  Are “Noanal Gircumstences” present? Yes _I¥]  No_LJ
Are Vegstetlen ) | Sl __[#], or Hydrology 11 neturstly problematic? yo, (i needed, sxpizin any enswers in Remarks )

SUMBARY OF FIRDINGS — Atizch siie map showing saapling point locations, ransects, imporiant features, e,

Hydropliytie Yegetation Present? ves_[] no 71 Is the Sampled Area

Hjsiric Soll Fresent? ves L1 No [71 within & Wolland? Yos ,_D No

Wetiand Hydrology Fresent? ves [ 1 mo [/]
Rermarks:

Rainfall for the current wet season prior to data collection {September through February) was less than 60% of average, and the two months prior
to data collection (January and Fabruary) was 25% to 34% of average (NRCS: agacis.rrc-acis.org??ips=06017, stations 3.7 SWand 0.8 N of

: Placerville). Soils are darived from red parent matarial. ) |
VEGETATION !

o Absoiute Comimen! indoaler | Dominance 188( workshest.
Tree Statum  (Use scientific names) ShCover Sgacies? SIS | Number of Doninant Species
1. Thet Ara OBL, FACW, or FAC: [ I L
2 Totai Numbet of Dominant
3 Species Across A Srate, —— B}
4.

Peresnt of Deminant Species
- Total Cover. That Ara OBL, FACW, of FAC: 0 {(AB)
SaglnoiShub Skratum
1. Quercus durata 2 Yes  UPL Provaienca indox Workehest:
2 Jolel % Coverof, o SIS Dy
3. OBL speciss xi=
4, FALCW spenies X2=
5 FAL specins % 3=
Horb & Tolal Cover. _2 FACU species x4z
é!_'g 235 ﬁym ;
1. Bromus hordeaceus 44 Yes FACU UPL spedies 3=
- - Colurmnn Tolals: {f (B)

2 Leptosiphon bicolor 40 Yes  UPL

2. Centaurea solstitialis
4. Briza minor

No  UPL Prevalenos lndey = 8f =
No FAC Hydrophytic Vegstation indizaturs:
5._Hypochaeris radicata Mo FACU | L] Dominence Testis >50%
g, Vicia hirsuta No UPL ] Previtence indexis s3.0°

7. , [ morphoiagicsi Adapiations’ {Previo supporting
.. dats in Remarks of on o sepamate sheal)

D Preblematic Hysropindic Vegetation' (Explein)

- 1ty (o

Total Cover, 100
Wooily Ving Shetum

1. 'Indiestors of hyaric soif and wethand hydrdagy rust
2 be present
Toist Cowne: Hydrophyiic
: ) . Yegutziion
% Bsre Graund in Herts Stretum __ O % Cover of Biglic Crust ?f?t;;ﬁ%? Yes D Mo E

Furmarks:

B . —
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Asid Wast Hegion

Project/Site: APN 105-180-042-000, Thompson Hill Road Citvisounty: El Dorado County Semgving Date: March 20, 2020
Applicant/Cwner: _Jomescbo Family Trust Siata: California Samgiing Peint: 3

Investigater(s): Ruth Willson Secticn, Township, Range: Section 27, T. 11 N, R. 9 E., M.D.M.

Landform (hillslope, termeae, ete ) Lowand beside intermittent creek gg 1 ocal retief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slops (%). 6
Let: 38° 46’ 24.80° Leng: 120° 55' 14.94° atum: NAD 84

Subregion (LRR): C
Soil #ep Unit Mame; Serpentine Rock Land NWi classification:

Are slimaltic 7 hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of yesr? Yes m Mo Iz l {(If no, explain in Rermarks.)
Are Vageistion l i , Sl l i , or Hydrology } l siguifcantly disturbed? g Are "Nomal Circumnstances® present? Yes iz l Neo D
Are Vegatetlon l:l , Sail lz | , of Hydrology [ l nalurally problematic? v, (Ifneeded, explain any enswers in Remeris.)

SUNMARY OF FINDINGS - Atlach site map showihg sampling point localions, transects, inportant Teatures, glo.

Hydrophylic Vegsfation Present? ves_[1 wo [/] 45 the Sampled Area
Hydric Sl Present? ws ___E]__ No —E—- within & Walland? Yas ___[:l- o
Wistiand Hydroiony Bresent? vYes__ {1 Mo [/]
Remarks:
Rainfali for the current wet season prior to data collection (September through February) was less than 60% of average, and the two months prior
to data collection (January and February) rainfall was 25% to 34% of average (NRCS: agacis.rrc-acis.org??#ips=06017, stations 3.7 SWand 0.9 N |
of Placerville). Soils are derived from red parent material. v |
VEGETATION ‘
Absolute  Dominen! indicaler | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tz 544 Eﬁﬂﬁiﬂ! &’Uﬁﬁ‘ aeiantific nemes.) m _&??,;%M ﬁm Nurnber of Dominant s{.‘@"m
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: i R )
2.
Total Number of Dominent
3 Sredies Across Al Birata; 2 {B)
4
Percent of Duninant Specles
Tolal Cover: i EAC: 50 3
SagingShn catum That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A8
1. Frevalenca Index svethsheel;
2 —telel % Coverof, | Wuflplybe
a OBL gpecies 0 x1=_0
8. FACW spacies __ 10 x2=__ 20
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0
Herh e Total Cover: FACU spacies __ 70 x4=__ 280
erh Swraturg speci 0
b ] O
1. Bromus hordeaceus 70 Yes FACU |t es *5
- Column Tolats: 80 & 300 (B)
2. Festuca perennis 20 Yes FAC
3. Rumex conglomeratus 10 No _ FACW Pravaience Index = B = 3.75
4 Hydrophytic Yegelaion indiculors:
5 Domingnes Testis »30%
6 [ Prevatence index is s2.0°
7. [] Morphological Adaptations' {Provide supporting
8 dels in Rewnarks of o 2 separate shest)
Total Cover. 100 1 prewemsiic Hycrophytic Vegstation' (Eminin)
Waondy Vine Stmium
1. Indlcetors of hycric sail and wetland hydrofogy st
Z. be present,
Tesal Covar Hydrophylic
o Vegutation
% Bars Ground in Herb Stratum_ 0 % Cover of Bitic Crust Present? ves_ |1 wo []
Remnries:
L o R , .
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SCH. Semping Point, 3

Profile Desoriplion: (Desoribe to the deplh needed o documend the indleator or confiem the absence of Indivadors.)

& d Fodox Fealyres .
Coferfmoph . % Colnr (mgisl) % Typs  Lect Iesture Remmks
1 6 5YR 2.5/2 75 7.5YR 2.5/1 1 c M Clay-loam  24% coarse rock
6-12 5YR 2.5/2 70 7.5YR 2.5/1 2 Cc M Rocky loam 28% coarse rock

12 Bottom of hole at rock

T eCencenialion, Delepietion, BM=Reduoed Matiiy, :’Lea:afi: 73 "%‘wi:*w* Lishg, RC=Foo Channel, MeMalin
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UROLOGY
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Segmend Deposlis (B2) (Rivering}
DR Deposis (B3) (Mvoring
Aopstis ivvertebrsdes (B13) Dramuge Pedems (10}

vibronen Sullide Gdor (01) Ery-Senson Water Table (C2)

s
]
|
|
Uxidized Rivizospherss slong Lhving Roots (G2 L] Tiin Muck Susface (C7)
L]
O
L s
]

-
Sl Crust s

Biotic Crust (E12)
£ 4

(e

¥
3;

resenoe of Reduced lron (C4) Cravish Buirows (C8)
Resent ron Reduction iy Flowsd Solls (T8 —d Soitration Viskle on Aenal Imagery (C9)
sy 1R7) Q Ciher (Explain in Ramaris) hiatiow é:s:,mmrﬁ ]
FAC-Meutrad Teat {D5)

s

& Prasent?

¥y N .fuﬁﬂ\. o
Yes D “u::_m_ Denth (snﬁtwa\

Yas _ml;l_ Her m@“ Depth (inche

ater Tabie Preseni?

L SE—

; e | iRtiRnd Hydrotogy Preserd?  VYes I l Mo lZl

retmioting well, sedsl pholes, previous inspections), ¥ availatle:

S LEpiHany finge)
e Recordad

U By Qenps of Engine Al West - Version 11-1-2008
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid Wsst Reglon

Project/Site: APN 105-180-042-000, Thompson Hill Road

SityCewnty: El Dorado County Samyting Date: March 20, 2020

Applicent/Cruner: _Jomescbo Family Trust

Stste: California Sempling Pant: 4

tnvestigatoris): Ruth Willson

Saciien, Township, Renge: Section 27, T. 11N, R.9E. . MD.M.

Lendform (hillslops, lermes, oty Hillslope

Loeal retief (consave, convex, nene). Concave Siope (%) 8

e

Subregion {LRR): C Let: 38° 46' 25.83"

Leng: ‘120" 55' 02.88" Datarm NAD 84

Soi Mo Unit Mame: Auburn very rocky silt loam

NW classification: PUB3-B

Are ciimatic / hydraiogic conditions on the site iypical for this time of yest? Yes __Q__ Mo lz [ {if no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vagetation _[ 1, Seli [ ] . or Hydrolegy _{ ] _ significantly sisturbed? o

Are vegetation L] , ot __[7] . or Hydrology []_ naturally problemsiic? yo,  (Ifneeded, cxplain any enswersin Remarks )

ARY OF FINDINGS - Allach sife map showing sawpling point locations, &

e

ots, imporiant fentures, efc.

Soe "Normal Cireumsieness” present? Yes EZ [ No_ﬂ__

. of Placerville). Soils are derived from red parent material.

Rainfall for the current wet season prior to data collection (September through February) was less than 80% of average, and the two months prior
to data collection (January and February) rainfall was 25% to 34% of average (NRCS: agacis.rre-acis.org?ips=06017, stations 3.7 SWand 0.9 N

{
Hydrophwvtie Vegelalion Presant? Yes iz l Mo [ 1 i the Sampled Area
Hyahic Soll Present? ves__ ] No_[] within 2 Wettand? vos No ﬂ ‘
watiand Mytrology Present? ves [ Mo [7] and
Remarks:

|

Tetal Cover. 100

VEGETATION :

Ahsuiute Domingt ndicsier | Dominance Test worksheet:
Trae Stratumn  {Use scientffic names.) ShCover. Suscies? SIS | Number of Dominens Species
1 That fre OBL, FACW, ov FAC: 2 (A}
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Specles Across Al Sleata: 2 (B)
4

Perceat of Duaninant Bpecles
oo Totai Cover, That &re OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100 (B)
1. Provalence indey workatwst:
2. G S Coverel, . Mhlllvbe
3. Q8L gpesies xi=
a FACW spocies ¥2=
5, FAC species ¥ 3=
Her & Total Cover; FACU species ¥é=
erb Swatum .
UPL sped
1, Festuca perennis 70 Yes FAC L s )
. Column Tolais: (& {8

2 Rumex conglomeratus 30 Yes  FACW
5 e Prevalenos ndey = 88 =
4. Hydraphytic Vegeolalion indicgtors:
5 Dominanes Tesd is >30%
6. [ prevaience index is 3.0°
7. [ Morphotogical Adagiations® (Provida supporting
5. daly in Remsarks of on'g separate shest)

[ proviematic Hycrosiyic Vegstation® (Expiain)

'Indicaters of hysic soll and wellsns hydrciogy st
be present.

Totz! Cover

% Bare Ground in Herb Strebkum 0 % Cover of Bidlic Crust

e d S ————————"

Hydroptwtic
Yepsiafion
Pragent? Yas E

US Army Corps of Enginesrs

Arid West - Version 14-1-2008
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SO Sampling Point: 4

rofile Gespripbion: (Deseribe to the depth needad to documant the indicator ar conflrm the absence of Indleators.}

Wi Redos Faglur

Coer s ;;;ﬂw ) o Coly im@“‘ a5 Ty;:';;wmi oot Tedyre Hamnaeis
1-4 5YR 3/1 98 2.5YR 2.5/1 2 C M loamy sand
4-8 5YR 3/4 85 5YR 4/2 15 D M Sandy
8 Under water
o Celoncendralion, Delepletlon, Bl=Reduced Mary, “L_neation: PLeFore Uning, BC=Root Chennel, MeMaiiz,
¢ Bol ingdfoators: (Appilcablein »3,% i.?é?is, urless ofhervdas noted.) inddicators for Problemaic Wydtic Sofis:
D 2t :chz {Ads D Sandy Redoy (858 B o Muek (AQYILRE C)
H £33 D Sppped Watny (85} 7 o Muek [A10) (LRE B}
%L gty BMuchy wwaraaw 1j Reduced Veric (F18)
& {Ad Lestoy Gl Matrix (P2 Rad Paant Maleiizl (TF2)
Tt s (ASHLRR O 1;' Depletad ¥albriv (F3) [:l Ciher (Expdein in Romarks)
tom ‘\"&.C“g 5 7&%’% 3] D Redoy Dok Sutfacs [F8)
s [agl Daoteted Dark Surlane (F7)
Li Surface (A12) Fadox Depressions (F5)
E A w;f Rinerad ﬁ by Vernel Pools (F9 fIngicators of s ophviic vegetatian and
: of Bdmbriy (5 watinnd hydrolooy netsd ba oresent

iniive Layer (# i:;mwm}:

| linghesy: Hydric Soit Present?  Yes [7]_ Mo [ ]

Seoondary indisetors 12 or more recuired)

dow jn suiiickenty Waler Marks (81) (Rivering)

pshienent Oeposis (B2Y (Rivering)

Chik Deposits (B3) (Rivering}

Dralnegs Palterns (810}

rv-Beagon Waler Tabie {C2)

Thin uck Surfece (CF)

Craviish Burreaws (C8)

Ssturation Visible on Aertel Imegery (CB)
Eatleey Aouitard (D3}

FAC-Meutrsl Test (DF)

Lal s;‘mfa:fg 311)
Botie Crust (810
Agustic Invetebrales (813)

Myihogen Suifice Gde (O}

Cihized Bhizoaphwres along Uving Rosls (0%
Presence of Raduoad fron {C4)

fecent fon Reduction i Mowad Soiis (08
Ciher {Expinin in Remarka)

[ ﬂ[ﬁ]DDDD

mmmﬂ L
DDDDDDDDDD

i
a2,

ched Observations:

A%

ripes Weter Pras
Watsr Tebls B

£

Wetiant Hydrology Prosert? Yes [F1  Wo [ ]

dnghides caplh nw Tl
e Recordey Dala

UE Ay Comps

Arid Wesl - Version 17-1-2008




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATS PORM - Asid West Raglon

ProjectSite: APN 105-190-042-000, Thompson Hill Road

CiteiCounty: El Dorado County

Semcing Date: March 20, 2020

LoplcentiOwner: _Jomescho Family Trust

Stater California  Sempling Pdall 5

Investigater(s): Ruth Willson

Landform (fillslepe, terrane, ete ) Hillslope

Subregion (LRR): C

Lat; 38° 46' 25.37"

Lona refief (concave, convex, none): None

Swesion, Township, Renge: Section 27, T. 11N, R. 9E.. MD.M.

Stope (%) 10
Dturrs NAD 84

Long: 120° 65' 25.37"

ot Mee Unit Name: Auburn very rocky silt loam NW classification:
Ave climatic / hyds céngic conditions on the site iypical for this me of year? Yes L1 No_[#]  (ifno, explain in Remerks.)

Are Vegetation _[ ] Soll__[_1 . or Hydroiogy __[_]_ sigrificantly disturbed? o Are “Noneal Circumstences” present? Yes /1 no _[1
Are Vegstation _L1, Soil __[Z] . or Hydrology _["]_naturally problematic? s (ifneeded, expizin any answers in Remarks.)

S FY OF FiDINGS ~ Allach site map showing sempling point locations, ransects, imporiant festures, #ic.
Hydraptivtic Vegelalice Present? ves_ L1 wo 71 (s th Sampled Area
Hydidc Soll Present? ves [ Ne_[7] within & Wetland? Yos __E No
\Wetland Mydiology Present? Yes_ [ 1 Mo 4]
Remarks:
Rainfafl for the current wet season prior to data collection (September through February) was less than 60% of average, and the fwo months prior
to data collection (January and February) rainfall was 25% to 34% of average {(NRCS: agacis.rrc-acis.org??ips=08017, stations 3.7 8Wand 0.8 N
i of Placerville). Soils are derived from red parent material. }
VEGETATION !
Apsoiuie  Deminen! indicaler | Dominance Test worksheel:
1. Cercis occldentalis 5 Yes upPL That fre OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 Ay
2.
Tolal Numbar of Dominant
3. Species Agross Al Strata; 4 8
4.
- 5 Percant of Dominant Spucies
Total Cover: = That Are OBL, FACW, o FAC: 0 (AR |
10 Yas UPL  Brovaienca indax workehost:
2 ToeihCoverot | Msllolesy
3 OBL species Xi=
4. FACW species X 2=
5 FAC speciss £3=
ot Total Caver: 10 FACU species % 4=
1. Centaurea solstitialis 40 Yes  UPL UPL species xG=
: Colurmn Taitals: (A (8)
= Hypochaers radicata 40 Yes FACU
3. Plectritis ciliosa No  FACU Provalence Index = A=
4. Elymus gfa‘ucus‘ 3 No  FACU | Hydrephyiic Veasiaion indieaiors:
5. Erodium cicutarium 12 No UPL Deseinencs Testis =50%
6. [ Prevatence index is s3.0°
7. [ Morphologicat Adagtations' (Frovida supporting
8 daiu in Remarks of on o separate sheet)
Total Cover. 100 [ prosemsiie Hywophytic vegetation' {Explein)
Weedy Ving Stalum
1, Indisators of bydric soil and welland hydrctogy st
2, be present,
Totut Covsr Hudrophylic
] Vagstation
% Bere Ground in Merb Swaturm_ O % Cover of Biglic Crust Fi‘.‘g;‘.ﬂ&%‘é? Yoy D Har m
Hernarks:
. - S S— oy ———J‘
US Armiy Comps of Englnes .
v Comps of Enginesrs Aid Was! - Version 14-1-2006



500 Garpiing Paint: B

s

Brofile Dsacripiion: (Desoride to the depth needed to dooumers the inglaator or confirm the sbeonce of Indicafers.}
(apih . WA Hedoy Faghy e

inehes) Gomimesty % sty % Tene' Lo Teutue Remails
1-11 5YR 4/4 70 rocky loam  30% coarse rock
11 Bottorn of hole at rock

o, Delenletion, Ri=Redused Matdy,  “Location: PL=Pure Uning, RU=Reot Channg, MsMalix

sjéxg.)p%!v ahip e all LERS, unless otherpdss noted.} neHleators for Problomale Hydtle Solis™
| Sanay Redzs (53) H 1 e Musk (A9 (LRR ©)
Stripped Mairiy (86} 1 2 om Muck (A1 LBR 8}
Loarryy Mucky & m%i‘gz( i) Reduced Vartis (F18)
i oaty Glayed Malr }i(r';'&} Reud Parert Matensl (TF2)
Depleted Melrix (F3) Ciner {Edplaln in Renmrks)

Redoy Dak Surface g;"—“ﬂffs

Dapisted [k :

Hedoy Depressions (F&)

Yernal Pouls (Fg) fndicators of hycrophlic vegetetion and
weﬁmeﬁ hyedratony owst be pragent.

Hydric Solt Present?  Yes [ ] o [f]_

frgficators: Eecandary indiealors (¥ o e renuired)
vy e noioaler 15 suitieisnt) I:l ster Marks (B1) {Rivering)

Os 1 1 sedinent Depesits (823 (Riverine)
[ siotic Crust (292 [] onit Deposts (82} (Rivesine:
B D Aopatic smzrzexwwim;iiiu) D Erainage Patiems (B10)
& RSN l;l Hydropen Suifide Dror (01} Ery-Season Waler Teble (C2)
D Bimghrngs Dosis B wichzed Rhizosphusres along eru Boots 103 Thin #uck Surfacs (07}
# eposiis (B2 —d Fregance of Reduoed ron (04 L Crayiich Bureows (C8)
é sirfaee Sod O % Q Recap? ron Hedectionin B ;m@d Sels (L) D sluralion Visie on Serial Imapeny (OB
inumngation Vis Aerial sosty (87 Q Cihver {Eypiain I Rarmaris) [:l Shallow Aguitard (D3)
[ wister-Stained Loaves (8% [ rac-neutrel Test (o8

furahion Pregent? nw_Q o e, | Welland Hydrology PresemiT  Yes I l &é@_m__

cngledes cadilary Tinoe)

reyinbe Revorded Dela (otream geuge, o

madaus inspections), ¥ gvalleblie

(

1S Ay Coeps of Bng

Aried Wast « 3\ oy 1112008
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA PORWM - Arid Wast Region

Cityisounty: El Dorado County Samging Date: March 20, 2020

Siata: California_ Sarping Peint: 6
S=dion, Tewnship, Rengs: Section 27, T. 11N, R.9E., MD.M.
Slope (%), 8
Detum: NAD 84

Project/Site: APN 105-180-042-000, Thompson Hill Road
Applicant/Cryner. _Jomescbo Family Trust
investigators); Ruth Willson

Lendforrn (Kitlsions, terrace, ete,): Hillslope

Local relief (concave, convex, none). Concave
Subregion (LRR): C Let: 38° 46'32.77" Leng: 120° 54' 58.33"

&oil Mep Uni Mame: Boomer very rocky loam NWI clessification:
Are climalic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this tirme of year? Yes __E__ 'No__m_ {if no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetstion _[ ], Soli__[_ ] orHydroiogy _[ ] sigriicantly disturbed? g Are “Nomel Circumstances” present? Yes _I/1  No_[ ]
Are Vegetatlon _ L1, Soil__[Z]_, or Hydrdlogy 1 _naturatly problemstic? yo.  (Ifneeded, expiein any enewers in Remarks )

SUMMARY OF FIRDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, imporiant features, elc,
!
Hydrophwtic Vegstation Presest? Yes l l No !2 | is the Sampled Area
Hydric Sall Fresent? ves ] no_[T] et s __D v :
N ihin & Wall Yag
wetland Hycroiogy Brasent? ves_ [ 1 Mo /] within a Wetiand? &= No l
Remarks:

Rainfall for the current wet season prior to data collection (September through February) was less than 60% of average, and the two months prior
to data collection (January and February) rainfall was 25% to 34% of average (NRCS: agacis.rrc-acis.org?/ips=06017, stations 3.7 SWand 0.9 N

3

. of Placerville). Soils are derived from red parent material. ) |
VEGETATION |
‘ Absolute  Dominant Indicaler | Dominance Test worksheel:
{Use scisntific names.) HhCover Srocies? Stalus | oo of Dominant Species
ThatAre OBL, FACW, v FAC: ___ 0 (&)
Tatal Number of Dominant
Species Aoross A Sirsta: 4 (B
Percent of Domvdrant Spegies
Total Cover; [ A 0 .
J— otum That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: {Ad88}
1. Bacharis pilulata 15 Yes UPL Prevatencs Index workehes!:
2. Toxicodendron diversilobum 10 Yes FACU Totei% Coverof  _ Mufipivhv
3. OBL species Xi=
4. FACW spaties x2I=
5, FAC species #3=
Hers &1 Total Cover: __ 25 FACU species x4=
Herp Sirstum j =
4, Centaurea solstitialis 15 No UPL léPL species 5=
~ Geranium molle 25 Yes UPL otumn Totals: w ®
5. Stellaria media 20 Yes  FACU Prevalence tndey = 8/A=
4 Bromus tectorum 20 No FACU Hydrophytic Vegstisdion indiestors:
5. _Bromus hordeacsus 15 No UPL Derminancs Tastis »50%
6. Vicia hirsuta 5 No __upt | [J Prevatence index is 3.0
7. ; _ | [ Morphoiogicat Adsptaticns' {Fravide supporting
a dedn in Remarks of on & separate sheat)
Totel Gover. 100 1 presismatiz Hydrophylic Vegatetion' (Explain)
Weandy Ving Stmlum
RN 'Indicsters of ke 5o and watlanzt hytirciogy must
[ 2 be present.
Total Cover Hydrophytic
y . Yagetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum e %8 Cover of Bidtic Crust ??fwf%%? Yas D Mo m
Remarks:

US Ammy Corps of Enginesrs

And Wast - Version 11-1-2008



o34 Sampiing Point: 6

Projlie Desorintion: {ssoibs o the dopth needed 1o docurmard ths Indicstor or confimm e abeence of Indicaior.}

Ciepth feste Hed w:m,&w
nohies) Coloe imoinhy Y% i1 D | e Lo Tevluce Beroarks
1-4 5 5YR 3/3 50 5YR 8/3 10 Cc M rocky loam  See remarks, below.
k 5YR 4/6 30 10% medium gravel
4512 2.5YR 5/4 25 10% medium gravel
2.5YR 4/4 65
12 Bottom of hole at rocks

Wisadiosd Matiy, :'ifyﬁﬁw; FL=Fore Lining, BC=Rool Channed, MsMalnin

4 g_:sz cania i_f%, el

ic a8 LERs, uniess otheredse noted.} ndieators for Probiamatle Hydrie Sofis™
(1) ?’.@mﬁ{ (ARVILER Q)
o (AT LRR B
" a@mw Yeitis (F18)
Raaf Parent Maledg (TF2)
| Cther (Explain in Remernks)

Sangy Redox (S;‘li‘z)

Shipped Mainy (88;

Lommy Mucky Minerst [F1)

Loamy Glayed Malrix (F2)

Depleted Malrix (F3

Redo Dark Surfpce (FR)
1 Depleted Dark Swiace (F7)

4 Depressions (FB)
Varnel Pools (78 % of hydraphidic venetaticn end

wattand hyeeology st be present.

<y {Hayed |

teliva Laver {1 pros:

i Hydelc Soit Present?  Yes_[] wo V1

ooy ndosors: Emonndd
s Lapy one ndestor 1o sutficient) Water Mﬁrﬁw (Eﬁ iE%j\mmﬁ%}

Bedinent Dorosils (B2) (Hivering)

Dt Deposits (B3} (Rivening

Crainpge Pattems (810)

- Gonson Water Teble (C2)

Thin Muck Burfase (CT)

Crandish Bumraws (C8)

Saturation Vialhls an Seng! imagery (OB
Snsfloy Aquilard (D3

FAC-Meutral Test (05)

; §¢(§:% 5 5}5@% t;fés. Doy {013
Aihzed Fhiz ﬁ%*‘ﬁ’%”« ﬂimg Living Roois (03

DDD%MDUDD

‘:s;r"ﬁf:? Sty
nunditi

. Degth finchesy, | Wellang Hycrolony Prosent? Yes | 1 Mo

Aoes nspections), ¥ avellabde:

Eomarie:

Arig Wesl - Vergion 11-1-2008
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WETLAKD DETERMINATION DATA FORM < Arid West Region

Project/Site: APN 105-190-042-000, Thompson Hill Road

CitwCeunty: El Dorado County

Samgéing Dete: March 27, 2020

Applicant/Cramer: _Jomescbo Family Trust

Stste; California_ Sempfing Faink 7

tnvestigetorts): Ruth Willson

Secticn, Township, Range: Section 27, T.11 N, R.9E, M.D.M.

Landformn (hifslope, tarsae, elc.): Lowland beside ephemeral creek gg Local retief (consave, convex, none): Concave

Subragion (LRR): C

Lat: 38° 46’ 25.37"

Leng: 120° 55° 14.55"

Slops (%), 6
Detum: NAD 84

St Mep Unit Mame: _Serpentine Rock Land

MW classification:

Are cliratic / hydssiogic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _L 1 tio_[/] (i no, explain in Remrks.)

Are Vegstalion f f ; Sali i l , or Hydrology ] i significanily dishirbed? Ng

Ave "Normal Circumsiances” presemt? Ves Ei No D

Are Vegsietlon __D Sail IZ! . of Hydrclogy [ l nelurally preblematic? oo (lTneeded, explain any enswers in Remerks.)
SURARY OF FINDINGS — Atiach site map showing sampling point locations, rensets, imporiant features, ofo.

Hyaphviic Vegstation Presant? Yes l l No El s the § led Ares

Hyciric Soll Fresent? ves_[/] No [] wiithin o Wetiang? Yas __[]_ No
Wetland Hydrolooy Present? Yes_ [ 1 nNo [/]

Remarks:

Rainfall for the current wet season was 62% of average (NRCS: agacis.rrc-acis.org). Soils are derived from red parent material.

VERETATION ‘
B Abuciute  Dominsnd indicsler | Dominance Test wawkshest:
{Use scuzntific names.) ShCover Spucies? 8BS | nymper of Dominsnt Species
That Are OBL, FACW, of FAC: o Y
Total Number of Dominant
Species Actoss AY Sirate: 1 ®
Pereent of Dominant Species
o _ Total Cover. Thet Are OBL, FACW, o FAC: 0 (B
1. Prevalanse Index worksheet:
2. Totel % Cover of SRipy by
3. OBL species xi=
4. FALW spacies £2=
3. FAC species 3=
herb & Tatal Caver: FACU species ¥4 =
erb Siratum up| ; 2
1. Bromus hordeaceus 98 Yes FACU L species ¥oE
. Column Totals: {&d (B
2. Rumex conglomeratus 2 No FACW

Pravaience ey = B8A=

Total Cover; 100

Hydrophytic Vegeiation intlinsdors:
Dominencs Yest is >555%
] Prevatence indexis 3.0

[ ] Morpholorcsl Adaptations (Provide supperting
data in Remarks of on 2 soparate sheat)

[ presiernstic Hywrophylic Vegstation' (Explain)

i, Indieators of tysiic soif and welland hydralogy must
2 be present
Tetal Cover: Ryarophytic
o Vagatation
9% Bare Ground i Hert: Stratum _ O % Cover of Bighic Crust Pff’sm%?ﬂ You D fo !Z ]

Harnsrios:

US Arniy Corps of Enginaers

Arig West - Version 11-1-2008




Sk

Samging Foint: 7

Profite Dosoription: (Deeoribe fo the depiht noudsd fo deawment the ndicsing or confing the abaomee of iIndicaivrs
Capih Mty Hadoy Fealijoes
Unghes) Comronasty % Doy foolaly 5% iyoe, 5 Textuss Hemmiss
0-3 5YR 3/3 80 10R 211 5 c M Rocky loam  15% coarse gravel; many fine roots
3-11 ' 7.5YR 313 70 7.5YR 5/6 15 C M Rocky loam  32% coarse rock
10R 2/2 3 C M
1 Boitom of hole at rocks

i&i@ft D=Deplalion, Ril=Raduced ey,

“Looglion: PL=Fae Uning, FO=Ros Crenned, Wbl

wrs: {Appicsble tn il LRRy, unless atherviss noted

Lommsy Mugky %%memﬁ 1F4)
Ly Gleyed Malriy (F2)
Depleted Malriz (F3)
Redoy Dogk Surfaee {FE)
Danistod Dark Surises (F7)
&@ﬁg};{ ﬁeﬁ“ ‘
Warnel Pod

hufieators for Problomalis Hedile Sois™
§ o Muor (A LRR O

Fom Muek (AT LER B

”M%z,med Wetis (F{8)

| Red Parem Matensi (TED)

Chher (Explaln in Rermnarks)

“muoators of hydraphic vepsiation end
watiandgd hybelogy v be presenl.

f%r:zim@ Lager {%3 gmaw&;.
e Rack

RN

Tzt unch

| Hyarie Solf Present?  Yes [7]  we [1

~ed Mydralogy ndlosiors:

Suhesios fany ons wdodd

- i3 gulichenh

1}

whdized g %{a“

B resence of mrﬁd by {04%

L cmer e in Remaks)
Veiar-Slaned Legves (8%

5 Glong Living Rools (03

m Recent ron Reductlon in Plowed Solls (06

D, ﬁf&mr Marks {Eé} {%W;
Bedmeni Deposts (82 (Fiverine)
D DRt Deposits [33) (Rivatine)
Qzasngg@b Fatterns (810}
Ere-Gensen Waler Tehie (C2)
Thin fuck Surface (C7)
bed Crovfish Burssws (O8)
D Suturption Wsiiis on Agrs! Imagery (C8)
[] snsiow Aquitar (03
] sac-teutral Test (55)

M?iaifﬁ Dhservations:

Enripoe Wnler Possendy

Yan D o Jﬂ_ Chgpdh finchesy
“Waiar Table Frased” k . %’*»h::__[a Depih {iﬁﬁ‘xéfﬁ}l

o Frogsert? Yas _Q Htr W L Dhepth Qrochesl

des capiusy Finged

b i s

Welinnd Wydroiogy Prosers?  Yeg J:L_ Mo [2!

seibse Fecorded Dgtn (dream gauge, manilorog well, seriad

pirobos, previous inspections), If aveliable:

r—

At Wast - ersion 11-1-2008
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arld West Region

Project/Site; APN 108-190-042-000, Thompson Hill Road Ciyisaunty: El Dorado County Samuing Date: April 27, 2020
Agplicant/Cwrer: _Jomescbo Family Trusi Siate: California Saempiing Paint 8
Investigateris); Ruth Willson Ssalion, Tewnship, Rangs: Section 27, T. 11N, R. 9FE. MD.M.

Lendfem (hilslons, terece, oic ): Lowland beside intermittent creekes Local relief (concave, convex, nane); Concave Slops (585 6
Subragion (LRR): C Lat: 38° 46" 25.15" Long: 120° 58" 25.15" Datum NAD 84
Soi Mep Unit Mame: Serpenting Rock Land NWA classification:

Are climatls 7 hydralogic conditions on the site hypical for this time of yeat? Yes __u_ KD !2 I {if no, expigin in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _[ ] 8ol [ 1 orHydrolegy [ ] significantly distibed? g Are “Nommsl Gircumstances” present? Yes _[/] no [ 1
Are Veomistion D , Soif fo . of Hydrdlogy { } naturally problemstic? v (Ifneeded, expiein any enswers in Remarks.)

SUNGAARY OF FIRDINGS ~ Atiach sile map showing saapling point locations, ransects, imporient features, ¢le.

Hydrophytie Vegetation Present? ves [ 1 wo [Vl is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? ves Il mo [7] within 2 Wetland? Yes __El No
\Wetinnd Hyoratogy Present? Yes__[ ] MNo_[/1

Remarks:

Rainfall for the current wet season 62% of average (NRCS: agacis.me-acis.org). Soils are derived from red parent material.

VEGETATION '*
Ansciute  Domipani intdlealyr | Dominance Test worksheel;
T Sgrotuny  (Use smentlfic names.) SaCover Spacies? Blalus. | v of Doranant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAL: g A
“ Total Numbsr of Dominant
3. Spocles Agross A Rirete: —T B
4,
Pereeiit of Duminant Species
Tolai Cover. £ EACH e 4] AR
Senlinash ratum Thet 4re OBL, FACW, or FAC; LEics]
1. Provelency Indew vwoelishaest;
2 Toke! % Cover of. bR B
3. OBL species Xi=
4. FACY spuciss X 2=
5, FALC species
-~ TotelCover; _____ FACU species 4=
£ (Vg .
UPL speci G
4. Bromus hordeaceus 85 Yes FACU L es X3
: Column Totals: (A} {B)
2. Elymus caput-medusae 15 No UPL
3. o Proveiencs Intley = 2=
4. Hydrephytic Vegelation ndiesiws:
=z Dovinancs Tast is 5%
5. Prevatence index is 2.0
7. | 1 morpholegicst Adaptations' ¢Provide supporting
. defa in Remarks of o & separate shesh)
Tomt carr 100 [ Promematic Hycropsivtic Vegetation' (Bxpiain)
Wosgy Ving Shatum
1 indieators of hyarie soit and wetlasd hydraiogy mast
2 be presest.
Toigi Cover: Hydrophylic
) Yeneiatdon
% Bare Ground in Herb Swratum _ O .. % CoverofBighc Crus Brgserd? Yes Q Ho @

Remeris;

B o ]

US Army Corps of Bngineers I ——— 1.”3@@




8o, Sampiing Point 8

feofile Ousoriptione (Desortbe to the denth needed fo desme . ihe Indivelor or confin the shesoos of Indlosions.}

Chpth N Mateiy Flador Feshues ; .

mshesd Coofes dmmoests s Color fenpiaty % Tyne b e Tartyre Remars
0-4.5 YR 3/3 57 5YR 5/8 20 c M Sandy loam  20% coarse grave
M

2.5YR 31 3 C
45-55 7.5YRA/3 Clay
5.5-10 25YR 32 a0 5YR 5/8 5 C Y] Clay-loam 5% coarse gravel

“ceper Sedoncenitsfon, DeDeplelion, BisReduced i, "Localion: Pl=Poe Unlng, RO=Rost Shanrel, Melalng,

=ydric Solk refionters: {Applicsble to i LRRe, unless otherwiss noted} wufleztors for Prablomatie Hydric Soig™
sl (A11 L sanny racer 153 [+ con sk (AQ) (LRR ©)

Satic Epipeden (A2 Stripped Vall (39) 7 om Muck (A10) (LR 8)

| Siack vlistic (&5 Lot Lominy Maucky Mineral (FY Redused Vertls (F18)
Mydragen Suiide (A4} Loanvy Gleved Malry (FZ) Hed Parent Matens (TF2)

Srratifiad Leyvers (A5} (LR C) Dspletad Mot (F3) Cihver (Explain in Remadks)

1o Whok A LRE o) Redox Dk Surface (FH)

petad Below Dok Surfese (811 Deplatad Datk Surfsee F1

bk Dark Surtece (812) Reaooy Degressons {FE}

B sandy Mucky Minee! (S Vernal Poss (F9) Tndinators of hydroshyilc vegelation end
Sandy Cleyed Malr (853 wetiand hydology mud be present.

Hydric Soll Proseni?  Yes [Z] He I 1

RLOGY

“ad Hydeolngy Indicators: Beeondary Indicrtors 12 or mote mouired)
Bdnniars (any one noesier 13 sulficlent EI Water Matks (B1) (Blvarine)

arface Water (A4} 1 s crusi (814 L] ssoement Depesits (32) (Riverine
; Water Teble (42 7] ictie Crust (252 ) ors Deposits (53) (Riverine:
Cargiion {A3) L—_l Aguatic nvetebrates (B13) Drenage Pattems (B

Nstor Madks (81) (Hordvaring) Hytrogen Sufide Crlr (C1)

> 2s slong Living Roste (0% L

Dry-Season Water Table (03)
smoprient Deposits (B3} (Monsiverdneg; B Cigickzed Rhizgsnh
ﬁ Fresence of Reduced iren (04}

Thirs Muck Surface (7))
Cravieh Bamwows (08}

it Denosils (BIY (Bonvivering

]
g -

Burface Bod Lraeks (85 Haoen! ron Redudtied it Flowed Solig (06 Safurstion Visitie on Aenal imsgery (OF
inundation Visible on Aedal imagery (%) L:I {Mher (Explain in Hamais) [:l Snafioy Aguitard (08)
Vimter-Slaines Lenves (29) [ sac-neutral Test 3)

Frold Oheasrenttons: .

Zurfere Water Prasem? Yes M_Dmu' No m_ Decth {nchas)

LRz 7,

Fater Table Froses® Yes f_—_’ | Mo “EZL Ciopths (Inehesy

Saturetion Preent? ves L. wo €0 vepin inevoss | wettana vycrctogy Pressrar ves [ ke [7]
capiliaty frinam -

st Beoorded

rasm gauge. monioing well, sedsl photos, previous spactions), T evaliable:

{4

118 Brovwe Cewpg of Brodraess Sriel W 7 4 3
LS Broy Covps of Brginesrs Axid Wast - Version 1112008




WETLAKD BET MATION DATA FORB~ Avid Wast Reglon
Project/Site: APN 105-190-042-000, Thompson Hill Road Citgizounty: El Dorado County Samsting Date: April 27, 2020
Py Applicant/Crener: Jomescbo Family Trust Stsle: California  Semaoding Poink g

Investigstoris): Ruth Willsors Saclion, Township, Renge: Section 27, T. 11 N, R. 9 E, M.D.M.

Landform (hillslope, lerrace, etc,): Lowland besids intarmittent creskss Local refisf (concave, convex, none): Concave Stops (%1 6
Lat; 38° 46' 25.14" Long: 120° 55’ 14.91" Datur: NAD 84

Subregian (LRRY: C

Sail ian Unit Mame: _Serpentine Rock Land NWi classification;
Ars ciimatic £ hydiciogic condtions on the site bypicel for this tme of year? Yes __Q_, Ho lz l {K no, explain in Remarits.)

Are vegetation [ 1 Seil [ ] or Hydreiogy [T} signitcantly disturbed? \yo  Ave “Nommal Circumsiances” present? Yes 71 no 1
Are Vegatation ,Q, Seil _,_m__, of Hydralogy _| ! neturally preblematic? v, (fneeded, auplain any enswers in Remarks )
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Atach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, ivportant features, olc.

{
Hydrophitic Vagelation Presant? ves_[ 1 wo [71 Is the Samplad Arsa |
Hycirle Soil Present? ves_ ] No_[] wlhin & Wetisd? ves __{:1 No

Wetland Hydroiogy Present? ves__| 1 Ne_[/]
Remerks: I
Rainfall for the current wet season was 62% of average (NRCS: agacis.rre-acis.org). Soils are derived from red parent material.

VEGETATION §

shgoiufy Dominestt MGcaler | DOMINGNGS 1660 workshest:
iUse suentific names.) HaCover Soeeles? etz | wumber of Domsnant Species
That &2 OB, FACW, or FAC: 0. A}

Tolat Number of Dorminent
Epecles Azioss AY Sirata: 1 (B

PR ’ Pereent of Dominant Spacies

S St TotalCover: . That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A98)
1. Prevalence Indoey worlishssl:
2. —tOE Y Coverol - Medliptvby
a. OBL spexiss P
4. FACH spuoes RZ=
5. FAC species 3=
Hetb & Total Cover: FACU species K=
1. Bromus hordeaceus 100 Yes  FACU UPL spec esA ¥i=
! Column Totals: ] (8}
5. o Prevalenes index « B8R =
4. Hydrophylic Vegetstion infleators:
3. Doivinencs Testis »50%
6. [ Prevatence index is s3.0t
7. _ | ] Morpholegical Adaptations' {Previde supporting
8. dais in Rewarks or on & separate shest)

Total Cover. 100 1 prestenatic Hydrophrfic Vegetation® (Explain)

Wogity Ving Stratum

[ indicatars of hydie seif and wetland hydreiogy must
: 5 ) be prasent.
Toeli e Hydrophytic
! o Vegatation
% Bere Ground in Herb Srawm_ 0 . % Cever of Biotic Crust Presontd Yes__[1 mo 7]
Flemaris:

US Armiy Compa of Engineers Arid West ~ Version 11-1-2008
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Lint Samping Pont 9

SR ——

Frofile Desoripticn: (Douoribe o the depth nectied to docaven? the ndicalor or ponfiom the shwencs of indicafors}

. Madri Regden ﬁmﬁ‘@
oo imosty % Ceber radsh % Tvpe Lot Texlure Remerks
5YR4/3 68 5YR 5/4 2 c M Rocky loam  30% coarse rock
8-11 2.5YR 6/2 78 10R 4/8 2 C M Clay 20% coarse rock
11 Bottom of hole at rock

“Lonation F’L-‘-‘:’@:@ Lining, RC=Redt Thansst, Mahialix

inglestors for Problematic Hydie Solig™

D Saney Rede: ($5) $ o Muek {A9) (LRR C)
Sirippag Sali (86) 2 om Buck (AT LER &)
LG:%’“W Mucky Minsral iF1) Redunsd Vertlc (F18)
m&wy Soyed Malib (F2) Red Porent Mateds] (TFZ)

[ pepieted Matin (231 Cther ¢Explain in Remarks)

fj miion Derk Surface (?éé
Dapteded Dery Surlnee F7)
Fadoy Deprosuons (F3)

Srarat i:;} iy Warned Pocke (P58 Tytientors of hydoplngdic vegetation ang
wsc: Matro (54) wetiang hyddogy wuist De present.

wriciive Lager (F presenth
a~ Rock
iy tnghiesy 11

Hyirle Soll Preaenl?  Yes lZi feod i f

)

Y RELOGY

%‘M?ﬁnﬁﬂgy Wedicaiors: Seogndary Indisators 2 or more teagired)
Primany 4 foiy ove ket b suffickentt (] wmter Mads 181} (el
E [ o crest g L] seaiment Desosits (82) (Rivering)
st 187 [ mobe Crest (812 [ onit ceposts (83) (Riverine:

B Saluration {45} [ aguatic mvensorates ¢ (B13) D Deaiags Pattems (B0

Waler Marks (81} (Moarwaring) L:;i Hytrogen Sulfide Oder (C1) ‘ Sry-Sesson Water Table (CN
E Hudinen? Depogts (BY) (Honpivesing) 8 Lrgidized Rrizosphores along Wving Roods (03} ‘ Thisy Buck Surfans (CF)
EIJ

[

High Waiy

wt& (LY (Murwlvaring Frasence of Reduced ron (04} . Croyheh Bumoes (C8)

3 1 Receni Pon Hedudion in Fliowed Sofis (T8} Q Seturation Visiils on Asrlat Inagery (O%
erial imagery (BT Q Chhey {Exoleln In Remarks) D Shatlow Aspitand (O3

3@3 [ sac-newrat Test (05)

e

o Water Prasent’ Yea D L Ne __@, Uhegdh (Inchasy
“Water Table Prosent? D Escﬂ_ Dspth fincheglk
s _L:L [ E Depti ;ma&;@s}; e | Wellond Hydrology Preserd?  Yas { f f3iixd ﬂ

i s%“;z}.zzz Peoordad Deln {shreom gouge, rmanllotig wel, sl phwlos, previous inapections), i sveliatile:

&

T Femas.

iy ; erre oof By g e ns ’ -
LS Aoy Dops of Enginsers Arig West - Version 11.4-2008




WETLARD DETERMINATION DATA PORM - And West Region

SityiCounty: El Dorado County Semsing Date: Aprl 27, 2020

Project/Site. APN 105-190-042-000, Thompson Hill Road
Stata; California  Semping Poinb 10

ApplicantiCener: _Jomescbo Family Trust
tnvestigater(s); Ruth Willson

Landform (Ialisiops, temacs, ste.y: Dry bottom of pond
Subregion {(LRR). C

Soif Mep Unk Name, Auburn very rocky silt loam

Are climatic £ hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this e of yesr? Yes __D__ Mo lz [ {if no, sxplain in Remarks )
Are Vsgaistion [ ], Seil [, or Hydroiogy __[ ] significantly gisiurbed? g Are “Nomal Circumstances® present? Yes V1 nNo L1
Are Vegatstion Ej , 8t _I7] . or Mydrology ] [ naturally problemadic? v (Ifneeded, explain any enswers in Regaris.)

SUMIARY OF FINDINGS ~ Atach site map showing sampling point locutions, transects, important features, elc.

Section, Township, Renge: Section 27, T. 11N R. S E. M.D.M.
Sope(%r 7.
Deame NAD 84

Leaal ratief (concave, convex, none). Concave
Lat: 38° 46 25.72" Long: 120° 55’ 02.75"
NWi classification: PUB-3

U8 Army Comps of Engineers

I
Hydrephyiie Vegetation Present? Yes No_{ 1 is ihe Sampled Arca
Hydsic Soil Fresent? ves I mo ] vathin a Weitand? Yos No __D |
Wattend Hydrolagy Bresent? ves [Vl Mo [
" Remarks: ‘
Rainfall for the current wet season was 62% of average (NRCS: agacis.rre-acis.org). Soils are derived from red parent material. |
VEGETATION {
Absciute  Dominend dicsior | Dominance Test wockshee!:
Tigg B m o (Use soientific names.) 56 Cover  8onecles? m&_ Number of Dominant Sms
1. That Ara OBL, FACW, or FAC: L SR 1
2,
Tetal Number of Dominant
3. Spacles Across Al Sirala: —b o (B)
4. .
Pareant of Dunlnont Species
Total Cover: “a ‘e 80 agm
—— atum Thet Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (AF
1. Frovalonce index workshest:
2 JotelSeCoveref, . Mulliohebe
3 OBL spesies xi=
4, FAOW spaties yZ=
5. FAQC species g3=
Total Cover: FACU species x 4=
Heth Srgtum upL i v
1. Juncus balticus 7 Yes  FACW spedies x3=
= Geranium molle 1 No UPL Co Tolats: w (8)
3. Juncus bufonius 6 Yes  FACW Pravalence Indsx = Bia=
4. Rumex conglomeratus 6 Yes _ FACW | Hydrophylic Vegelstion iginators:
5, Festuca perennis 10 Yes FAC Duninanes Tastis »50%
6. [ Prevatence index is s3.5°
7. [ morphological Adastations' (Provids supperting
6. dala m Remarks of oh & separate sheel)
Toat Cover, 30 L] Prosimatc Hycraphyiic Vegetation' (Bxpiain)
gty Ving Shalum
1. indicatars of ke soif and wellend hydreiogy must
o be pregent
Total Cosnr Mydroghylic
) o Vegatasi ‘
% Bare Ground in Herb Stretum _ 10 . % Cover of Biotic Crusi_°0 Prosont? ves _ M wo [
Hamarks: ——mee
- e - 1

Arid West ~ Varsien 11-1-2008



tel N Sampiing Point: 10

Peafite Dosorintion! (Dovetioe o the Jouth nootied io donumneryt tha indiater or contirm he absencs of indisators.)

Trepih Halkrix fladey Faghums
e Inchesdy . Dwdor Sreoesty % Color st} % Type | Log Testuce Hemarks
F 0-1 7.5YR 4/3 100 loamy clay

1-5 25YR 2572 65 2.5YR 2.5/ 30 C M loamy clay

7.5YR 5/5 5 C M loamy clay
512 75YR 3/2 9%  7.5YR6/8 4 C M
12 Bottom of hole at rocks

s Duloncenivation, DeDeplelion, Nis=Redused Meltiy,

“oeation; PLsPore Uning, RO=Roo Channel, Msbaliy

%@@me Boslt lewtloators: (Aopiluable o o LBHs, untass ctheredse notad.)
Migtosel (A1) Sanvy Redox (85)

Mighe Enipadon (A2} &%r»pg‘me Hairin {56}

Bgok Histic (A1) Losmy Mucky $ineral iF1)
mycrogen SEfide (84 Losmy Gleyved Malriy (F2)
Erratfied Lavers (ASY ILEE O ) Dendated Mol (F 3
Rado Duk Surface (FH)
Degsieted Dark Burfacs fF‘f 3
Reqox Degessions (FE}
Verns Paols (P51

‘mmmzm

b *ci*; w@}w Bhabrie {54)

Irefientors for Problomatly Hydsie Solis™
1 o Buck (ASYILRR O
F opn Mk L4140 {LAR B
feduced Vet (518}
e} Parent Matensd {TFD)
Chhar (Evpinin it Remarks)

itostiory of hytrophyiic vegetalion and
watinnd fwamdogy must be mesenl,

ilive Laver i p%amig,
- Rock

Hydrie Solt Present?  Yes _[7]  wo [ ]

Hydrology ind@ostors:
%f;ﬁ% ors fany g mlnster o suiiaiont)

Eazatiary Indicstors (2 or mnre pacairedh
[ viester ks (211 (Rivesing;

[ san Crust @i

Biotie Grust (312)

1 ageatc venenrares {B13)
Hydrogen Buifide Gdor 1013

««w

Sk

£y [ A5

Aarks (1 Honrvasios)

[:l ‘Ss:;mm! Dennsits (B2} (Noswivenins)
D Deposits (B2Y (orwhvering}

s (RS

o Fresence of Retuced lroe (04}
Recant iron Redue

Q ihar (Extdaln in Bemana)

Surtrce Ko
e TR Vizible on Sevlel immaery (BT
D Weler-Slgined Logwes (82

Cixtefzed Bhizoapheres aitng Living Rools (O35

Hon In Pldwed Sofis (083

D Sedirremt Deposils (B2 (Riverins)
] on Deposts (83) (Rivering)
D Dramags Pattems (B10)
Dry-Ganson Waler Tebde (08
Thin Muck Sutface (CY}
Crayiish Burrows (08}
D Eatpration Vislie o Asal inageny (00
] sustow Agquiar 03
[ sac-peutat Test io8)

Finld Obhservaiions:

Surface Walsr Prasent? Vs E] ?éﬁﬂ fendh (nchasy e
Vater Tebde Present? ‘%‘:ﬁ D bo Mm apeh finches) .

“Q N&:‘

Dapdh (nonseh

D —.

Wallend Hydraiogy Present? Yes [¥] e [ ]

2 pauge, dnio

sivad V0E, Srevous mapestons), ¥ svaileble

Agiet Wiast - Version 11-1.7068




HATION DATA FORM - And West Begion

WETLAND DET

CitgCeunty: El Dorado County Samring Date: April 27, 2020
Sizta: California Samging Point: 11

Project/Site: APN 108-190-042-000, Thompson Hill Road
Applicant/Owner: _Jomescbo Family Trust

Saution, Township, Renge: Section 27, T. 1IN, R.8SE., MD.M,
Siope (%) 4
Dmtum NAD 84

investigater{s); Ruth Willson

Local retief {concave, convex, none); None
Lat: 38° 46' 33.12" Long: 120° 54° 57.81"
NW classification:

Landforn (hillsicpe, 1eomcs, ete.): Base of hilislope
Subregion (LRR): C
Sedi e Lniz dame:; Boomer very rocky loam
Are ciimatic 7 hydrsionic conditions on the site: typical for this time of year? Yes_L1 No_[¥]  (fno, explain in Remerks.)

Are Vageistion [ ] St [ or Hydrology __[ 1 simificantty disturbed? g Are ‘Nomal Circumstanees” present? ves _[7] No [ 1
Are Vegeistion L1, Soil __[] ., o Hydrclogy _[T] _neturaily prablemsiic? ygs  (Ifneeded, explain any enswers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Atinch site map showing sampling point locations, transects, imporiant Testures, ete.

!
Hydrophylic Viegstation Present? Yes_D.* No_ V1 is tha Sampled Area :
Hyeiic Sail Present? ves_[1 . Mo [7] within 3 Watisnd? Yes __D Mo i
Walland Hydroiogy Fresent? ves__[ 1 we_[/] }
Remarks: I
Rainfall for the current wet season prior to data collection was 62% of average (NRCS: agacis.mc-acis.org). Solls are derived from red parent
material.
; ) |
VEGETATION i
pusaiute Demined indiester | Dominance Test warkshest:
Tipe Straturm  {(Use scientific names.) 36Cover Species? _Slatis | wucu o of Domenant am‘eé
1, That As2 OBL, FAQWY, or FAC: g (A}
2
Tatei Numbsr of Cominant
3 Specles Aoross All Srata; —— 1B
4.
Percent of Dominont Species
Total Cover; : 0 :
Salng/S st That &re OBL, FACW, or Fal: (AB}
1._Baccharis pilularis 5 Yes UPL _ Prevalsnca lndox workehast:
2. et AEl % Coverof: Nullphe gy
3. OBL species Xi=
a4 FACH species x7=
5. FAC spedias xi=
, Total Cover: B FACU species X4=
Heth Sratum UPL species X5z
1. Bromus hordeaceus 95 Yes  UPL oY
= Geranium molle 5 No UpL Column Totels: o (8
4 Provalence Index = 2=
4, Hydrophytic Vegsiation indlcators:
a. Lod Dosrdnence Test iz »80%
8. E] Prevalsnce index is <3.0!
7. [] Morphelogical Adaptetions’ (Frovide supporting
8. dete in Remarks of on 3 separate sheat)
Tolal Caver.__100__ [ Presiematic Hyroptiytic Vegetsiion' (Expiain)
1 Yindicators of hymde soil and wetlend hydrodogy must
2 be preseny. )
Totwt Cover: Hydroghytic
o . Yegetalion
% Bate Ground in Herb Stratur % Caver of Blotic Crus_C Prasani? ves__[1 #o [
Farraris

US Army Comps of Engineers k

Aried Wes! ~ Version 11-1-7008



Sempiing Pont: 11

SOH
Arofile Daserintion: (Deserthe o ke depth nosded (o dooumend U indicalor or conflem the shsence of indlealor)
& _ idatsiy Hegoy Fealums
finche Cedny {rviniai % Colrfrnadal) % Type Lol Jedue Hempivs
0-2 7.5YR 4/4 80 rocky loam  15% coarse rock
7.5YR4M3 25 ,
Z-11 5YR 4/6 55 5YR 41 5 rocky loam  20% coarse mock
5YR 8/8 15 7.5YR 6/8
1 Battom of hole at rocks

& Csleoncenbation, DeDepleton, Mde-Neduced Matthe,  “Lucsiion: PLePay Lining, RU=Rodl Chennel, M=bairiy
¢ Soft indlentors: Appicsbis to alt LARSs, undess othervdse noted.) twficators for Problematls Hydite Solis™

D Bangy Bedoy (55) § oo BAusk (AS)ILRR ©)
Stripped Mal {55) Lo 2 o Buck {100 (LRR B)
Loarny Munky Mineral (Fy) Recueed Vet (F15)
Loatty Cleyed Malds (F23 Red Paremt Matedsd (TFD)
-4 Deplsied Melrt: (P35 Tiher (Explain in Rﬁrﬁaﬁza:j
Redoy Dek Surfsce (F8) ’
@ {814} Danteied Dark Surfane (F7)
Haglosn Depressons (F6) ;
arnal Pools (F9) Tmciestors of bydrephyiic veneialion and ’

wpstiand ydrettarny mud be oresent,

| Hydric Soll Frasent?  Yes_[/] we [ 1

The colors in the Redox Featuras column are rock fragments, not concantrations. See Data Sheet 12 for comparison.

YBROLOGY
4 Hydrology mflogors: Secongary ingivstors (7 or more reauired)
[1 Wister Masks (81) (Rhvwenine)

St Crust (113 ] sediment Daposis (82 (Riverine

s ondhontors fany cove vlieader b sgfficiant)

B 5 Peater (A3
High Waier Table (O3} Biokic Crust (515) ] onn oeposits (833 (Riverine)
|| “sturaben (A3} Acumlic Inversbraies (B13) [:l Cramags Paltems (B10)

J Hyearogen Sulide Ouor (01 | Orv-Ssuzon Walsr Table (D)

| wester Barks (B9 (Noadiverins)
sedinent Deposiis (B2) (Nargivoring)

A8 Deooells {B0) (Hombvering
Surface B0k Uracks (55

witized Rivipouphares along Uving Roots (0% * Thin Muck Surlage (T}
noe of Reduoed on (€4} Crovich Burows (08)
n fron Reduerion in Plowed Sofie (26) [ Sstwstion Visitie on Aenal Imagary (C3)

&
el
<

e“h

Shatioey Aagitord (D%
Fal-Neutyal ?w 5

3 ‘gw%{ﬂﬁm in Hema m“‘

L
A

-
o
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%azsmi:a%m W o fm%i irageyy (BT

Caghh {inchesy _

Drepth {inchasy
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uce Watar Freser? Yeas

l
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arld Wast Region

ProjectiSite: APN 105-180-042-000, Thompson Hill Road TitwiCounty: El Dorado County Sempiing Date; Aprl 27, 2020
Siate: California Semping Peinh 12

Agplicant/Cwner. Jomescbo Family Trust

Sedtion, Township, Renge: Section 27 T. 11N, R.9E M.DM.

Investigator{s): Ruth Willson

Landform (hillslape, terncs, ste); Hillslope Loca refief (consave, convex, none); Nona Stope (% 16
Subregien (LRR): C Let; 346'43"8 Leng: 120° 54' 56.75" Datur NAD 84
Sei pee Ul Meme, _Boomer very rocky loam NWA classification:

Are ciimatic £ hydrofagic condtions on the site typicel for this tims of yvour? Yes m o [2 l {if no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegstation _[ 1 Saii | , or Hydrology _[ ] signifcantly disiuibed?yyg  Are "Nomal Circumstances” present? Yes _[/]  No ]
Are Vegmiation L1, soit__[71_. o Hydrology [1_neturally problemstia? v {fneeded, exploin any answers in Remarks )

SUMIARY OF FINDINGS —~ Atlach site map showing saompling point locafions, transects, imporiant feptures, ofe.

Hydrophytic Vagsiation Present? ves_ [ 1 wo [F] t5 e Samplsd Area
ves_[ | wo

Hiyciric Soil Present? ves_ ] nNo_[7] R
i within a Welland?
Watland Hydralogy Present? ves_ 1 so [/
Rermarks:
Rainfall for the current wet season prior to dala collection was 62% of average (NRCS: agacis.rrc-acis.org). Soils are derived from red parent ;
material. :
; i
VEGETATION !
‘ Agolule Dombnun? indicaler | Dominance 1ost workshest: -
(Use scientific names.) HoCover Srecles? SBWE. | Numper of Dominant Species
That fre OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A
Total Number of Dominant
Spedies Aoross All Sirata: 3 B
Percent of Dovdrant Species
i ' . . ;
R Tolai Cover. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (WB) |
1. Baccharls pilularis 5 Yes UPL  Provelenca fnder workehools
2. Toxicodendron diversilobum 15 Yes FACU Tolel % Coverof. Nultiny bre:
3. Ceanothus cunealus 2 No UPL O8L spesies x1=
4, FACH spetias Xa=
5. FAL spenies 3=
Total Caver; 22 FALCU species XAz
Hetb Stratum UPL species G2
1, Bromus hordeaceus 45 Yes  UPL " - XaE <
> Sanicula bipinnata 4 No  UPL ¢ T w ®
3. Ranunculus hebecarpus 3 No UPL Provalencs Indoy = BA=
a Trsfohur'n dubsufr? 2 No UPL Hydrophytic Vegeistion indinators:
5. Leptosiphon bicolor 1 No _ _UPL Ll Dominence Tustis >50%
. [] prevaience indexis s2.6°
7. [ Morphological Adagtations' (Prawide supporting
N dele in Hererks of on & separate shest)
Tolal Cover: __55 L] Previematic Hysropiviic Vegaation' (Exprain)
Woaty Ving Stglum "
‘Indinsiors of hydic scil and wetland hydraiogy must
be present.
Tetat Gover: Hydrophvlic
. Wagetatioe
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 45 . % Cover of Bigtic Crust 0 Pfégé@é? h Yes D 251 m
Hemarks,

US Army Sorps of Enginzers T e o 1
. 7 Afid West - Version 11-1-2008




&0, semping Point: 12

Profile Dassvintion: {Deseribe Io e depth needed lo decutnent the indivator or conflim (e absence of indicators.}

Depih Mali Hedoy Feglusas
inchesy  Delwrimost % Cooimest) % Tyoe Lo Fexture Bompris
0-10 2.8YR 4/4 45 ] rocky loam
75YR 31 15 ; Decomposing rock; flaky, schist-like
7.5YRS5/6 &5/8 10 Dacomposing rock, granite-like
10R 4/8 30 Rock
10 Botiom of hole at rocks

Cenrentration, Deleplefion, Bid=Reduced Matry,  “Locglion. PLePure Lning, RO=Rool Channel, ey

Bl dicators: (Appiiceile to 2l LRRs, unices otheredes noted.) tnrdicators Tor Profiewalic Hydrie Solis™

Sandy Redox (88} 1 oy ek (A8) (LRR C)

v Steipped Malin (88 # orn Muck (AT0V (LAR 8)
Bk Loty Muzky Mnerat iF1) Redoned Ve (F18)
Mysones Sulida (A4 L emtvyy Gheved Mabi (FD) Rad Sarent Mateiie] (TF2)

: LI pepleled Metriz (52 Qifier (Espiain in Remarks)

Redoy Dam Surfece (F5)

Regdeted Dok Surfane (F7)

Padoy Deoressions (Fa)

Yernal Poos (89 Tauivators of bucophic vegelation and
witisiul hnefrelogy roud be present.

| Hydile Selt Present? Yes [ we /]

ydroiogy indivalors: Seeondery indeslors {2 o e reouired)
By oae Dt or s sufictentt [:] Water has (51} {Rivering)

D E Sadinent Dapotis (B2 (Rivering)
| [ ook Deposts (83 Rivarin)
5 [ oramege Pattens 310y
slr o Ery- Sanson Waler Table (O3
vaant Deposty (B2 Norgivering) B Cotidized Rnizogrdheres along Wving Roos (03 Thin Buck Surfacs (LT
|
M|

2,
R )

b3
o

!
s

el

18 Depugits LBy (Boruivering) ! Brzsence of Ruduoed bos (C4) bwd Urayfah Bureows [{8)
» 56 (635} Recent iron Reducon in Flowed Soiis (G8) ] Saturstion visiaie on seviat magery (00

Wiglisie o Serial imagwy (87} Oibeer (Expiain In Remars) D Shatiow Sauiard (03

il Leaves (85 [[] rac- setret Test 05)

Finid Obeer vadiorg:

Surfacs Waler Prasend? e .Q Ho “m_ Cienth {inchesy

s ‘wf:‘ﬁ___D___. ?j@ﬂ 'y’ s finchasy:
3€‘z~m,. N@W@w Dby itneiosy:

 {Eream gauge. movloing well, sensl cholos, prevics nsoections), F svellabls

&

Véstiand Hycdvology Present? Yes | ) B ‘

LI Aoy Comps of Bn

Arig West - Verdien 11-1-2008




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM -~ Auid Wast Region

Project/Site. APN 105-190-042-000, Thompson Hill Road Tityrsounty: El Dorado County Semging Dete: Aprit 30, 2020
ApplicantiCuner; _Jomeschbo Family Trust Stzla; California Samping Poinh 13
Investigeterts): Ruth Willson Seciion, Township, Range: Section 27, T. 11N, R, 9E, MD.M,

Lendform (hilldope, lemsee, elc ) Base of slope beside creekbed g Local retief (concave, convex, none); Concave Sope (351 7
Subreglon (LRRY: C Lt 38° 46' 22,32° Long: 120° 55° 14.80 Craturn NAD 84

NWi classification:

St Mes LUint Neme: Serpentine rock land
Are climatlc 7 hydroiagic conditions on the site typicel for this tme of yemr? Yes _L 1 tia_I7] (i no. explain in Remasks)

Are Vegetation || Soli__[¥] . or Hydroogy _ [ signisicantly distuibed? yes  Ave “Nomnal Circumsiances” present? Yes _[¥]  No g
Are vegetation L], Soit _[7] . or Hydrology _[T] _naturally problemstic? v, (fneeded, expiain any easwers ln Remarks )

SUNBIANY OF FiDINGS - Altach site map showing sampling point locations, rasisects, irmportant features, efc.

Hytrophylic Vegelation Presant? ves [ 1 MNo [/l 5 the Sampled Area
Hyaric Soll Prasent’? Tes ﬂ_« No .—D——- within » Welland7 Yas ﬂ Mo
Wellend Hydreiogy Bresem? ves__ [/ Mo_[ ] ;
Remarks:
The land was mechanically cleared of vegetation and soil was scraped about two years prior to data collection. Dozer tracks remain visible.
Rainfall for the current wel season was less than 62% of average, (NRCS: agacis.irc-acis.org). Soils are derived from red parent material.
VEGETATION i
) Ansolute  Dominsnt lndisaler | Dominance Test workshesl:
Iree Sistum  (Use scientific names.) HhCover, Suscies? SIRME. | number of Dominant Speties
N That Arz OBL, FACW, or FAC! e A
2.
: Total Number of Dominant
:. Species Aoross &3 Sirata: 2 {B)
’ Perpent of Bominant Speciss
Totai p : . s
—— s Cover . That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50 By
4. Frangula californica 3 Yes _UPL [ Brovelencs indax worksheel
2. ~JeE % Coverot . Mulllybe
3. OBL speties 20  y4i=__ 0
4, FACYW species 3=
5. FAC species 3=
, Tole! Cover: ___3 FACU spacies 20 v4=__ 80
Heth Sratum UPL species 20 y5= 100
1. Erythranthe guttata 20 Yes OBL ¢ 60 )
= Claytonia parviflora 10 No FACU Toiels: @ 0 (8)
3. Acmispon americanus 9 No  UPL Prevalencs nder = BIA = 33
4. Leptosiphon bicolor 8 No  UPL Hydrophytic Vegelation tndicators:
5. Aira caryophyliea 10 No  FACU | L1 Durminance vestis »50%
B. D Prevaisnce Index i3 €3.0°
T _ 1 [ Morphologissl Adagstions' (Previde supparting
8. dale in Remarks of on o separate sheat)
Total Cover. 57 L] Prestematc Hyaropiyic Vegetation' (Expiain)
Wondy Vine Srelum
1. . , Indicatoss of hydrie soll and watland hydredogy must
2. be presen
Toial Cover: Rydrophvlie
o Yegetation
% Bsse Ground in Herb Swatum __ %0 % Cover of Biotic Crust Presnt? Ves _ [1 o Y]
Ramarks:
|

US Ammy Coms of Engineers o - AR West —Version 11-1-2006



[-T5] A Bamping Poing 13

Profiie Desoriplion: Oaserie [0 the depth nuetied 1o deewrend The ndivstor or confiem the shaence of indicalom}

Depib Wi Hedes ’“’%i‘gs@ﬁé
sineh 5 s imgesl) % Coler ol % el hest | Testuee Renaris
0-3 5YR 4/4 98 5YR 2.5 2 Cc Clay-loam
35  5YR34 93 5YR2512 4 c M
5YR 4/6 3 c M
512 5YR 3/3 g2 2.5YR 4/6 5 c M
| 5YR 3/1 3 c M
12 Bottom of hole o

: ,Jwamazmsa&@ Dslepietion, RMoliaduead Malrbt,  “Lecstion. PlePoe Uping, BCOsReg Chanast, Mebiaiix

?zr Lot rulicsburs: {Appiizabls (o 9B LR"s, uniess olheredse naled.] ncieatove for Praldomallc Hydric Solis™
Q Histenol (A1) [:I Hency Redome (855} B 3 o Muck (AQY (KRR )
Higfis Ppinedon (472 Shipped Bl {(38) fewd 2om Muth (ATO}LBRR 8
ia ok Hisde (A3) Ld tosrry Mucky Minersl (F1) Redugud Vet (F18)
meyrionen Sufinde (A4 Ly Gleved Mabrix (F2) wd Parend Mateng (TF2)
t Sproenfind Layers (AS) (LEH G | Dupletod Malnz (F3} Cther (Explaln in Remarks)

1o Mook (ABLRR 1) Redo Dark Susface (FEY
spieted Setow Derk Surface (AT Damsied Dark Suddace (F7)
ok Dark Susface {A1E) Rede Degressions (F&;

B Eandy My Minerst 1S Varnal Poals 179} UncBoatars of hdrophigtic vesetsion and
Bandy Gleved Matme {84) wetlend ntrodooy inust be presant,

Epsrriciive Layet (8 prowesd)

A:”’Q

Danin inghesy ; Hydeic Soff Provent?  Yes {Z} Ho _DN,

Hirientt El Wﬁ%@; Mw{s {%i ﬁwﬁf&%@}

Ty s Eanaior o sl
E 1 sai crus @i Seditpent Doposis (B2 (Bivering)
Hig [ siotiz Crust (313 [ ] o Deposis (83; (Riverine)
B [:l A Jotic tovenshrates | (813} [ prategs Pattems @10y
Wimta “!mww:;zsf‘*m%szi%e’%a} Hydropen Bulfide Odor (01 . Ty Bosaon Water Teble (02)
D ; 5 (B2 (Heswivesing) Crdeized Ruizospheres slong Whing Roats (S5 Ll Thin Muck Suiface (C7)
{Bonyivarine) seence of Reduoed Iron (U4} Croylieh Burrows (C8)
é Zarlpce ot f;ram«n ; % facant o R o i Mowed Solis {08) Cl Ssuwetion Vs on Asds! magery (C5
inursdation Visibie on Aesvisl ireagery (87 Caher {Eaplain i Remarnke) {:I Shaliow Aguiterd 103
]

L) water-Stamad Lenves (85 FEC-Heutral Tes: 1D5)
Pk Obsorvatlong:

Surfnee Weler Prasent?

D m_fﬂ_ Dapth tnchesy
‘nter Toable Present? =2 ﬂ {epth (nohesy

cabion Mrasent? Yag _QM Mo W.d  Deplh (nchesy
{ jns coniilary
e dnribe Neoordens O

Wotiand Hydrelogy Breserd? Yos V] ®e [ ]

@ isirpam g - enemilering well, eadel photos, previous nspeotions), if svallsbde

Position of data collection was at base of slope and beside intermittert creek.

Arid West — Yersion 11-1-2008
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WETLAKD DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: APN 105-190-042-000, Thompson Hill Road City#sounty: El Dorado County Sempiing Date: April 30, 2020
Applicant/Cwner: _Jomescbo Family Trust State: California_ Semgdéing Peint: 14

Saction, Township, Renge: Section27, T. 11 N., R. 9 E. M.D.M.

Investigates(s): Ruth Willson
Lendform (hillslepe, tensce, ate.): Lowland beside ephemeral creek gm Local rstief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope (%). 7_____
Let: 38° 46' 21" Leng: 120° 55' 15.69" Datum: NAD 84

Subregion (LRR): C
Soif Mup Unit Meme; _Serpentine rock land NWI classification;

Are lirnatic / hydraiogic conditions on the site typical for this time of yest? Yes Q o lz l {if no, explain in Remarks.}

Ars Vegelstion [ l , Soi IZ I ar Hydrology i I sigmificantiy dislitbed? ypg A "Nommal Circumstances” present? Yes fZ i Noﬂ_
Are Vagetallon D . Soil IZ l . of Hydrology l ] nelurelly problematic? ves (ITnesded, explain any enswers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FIRDINGS — Atlach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, efc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? ves [ 1 wo [/l _ s the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? ves I Ne 1 | i o watend? ves_| | wo
Wetinnd Hyerolagy Prasent? Yes_ [ | Mo _J/] ’ ) -
Remarks:
The land was mechanically cleared of vegetation and soil was scraped about two years prior to data collection. Dozer tracks remain visibie.
Rainfall for the current wet season was 62% of average, (NRCS: agacis.rrc-acis.org). Soils are derived from red parent material. !
e, |
VEGETATION ‘
Apschite  Dominant indicaler | Dominance Test worksheet:
Trayw Sirats {Use sgientific names.) ShCover Species?  Sistus Nummbier of Dominant Specles
1._Pinus sabiniana 5 Yes _ UPL | TratArs OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 -
2,
Total Number of Dominant
3. Specles Across All Sirata: 5 8)
,,,,,, 4.
£ Percent of Dosnlnant Specias
Totel Cover: 5 . 20 -
- SanlingShn rstum Thet Are OBL, FACW or FAC: ___ <Y (a8 |
1. Frangula californica 2 Yes UPL Provaisncs index wWorksieet:
2. Quercus durata 4 Yes UPL Tolsl % Cover of: By Rindy by
3. OBl species 1=
4. FACW spucues %=
3. FAC spedies 20 3= 60
Total Cover; B FACU spscies 40 x4=__ 160
ﬂ@t&.@ﬁmm_ ) UPL species 32 - y5s__180
1. Hypochaeris radicata 30 Yes  FACU c > e
= Claytonia perfoliata 20 Yes FAC ° Totats: W 350 ®
1. Scandix pecten-verenis 8 No UPL Prevalence Inder = B/ = 4.13
4. Sanicula bipinnata 6 Noe  UPL Hydrephytic Vegsiation aicaiors:
5 Trifolium hirtum 8 No UPL Q Dominenes Tust s »50%
6. _Bromus hordeaceus 5 No  FACU | L] Prevatence indexis s3.5'
7. Lactuca serriola 4 No  FACU [ Morphologicel Adaptations’ (Provids suppesting
8. Cirsium vulgare 1 No  FACU dete in Remaris of o & separate shesat)
. Total Cover. 80 [ Pretiematic Hycropnytic Vegetation' (Expiain)
Wisody Ving Stratum
T 'Indisstors of hydic soit and wetland hydrclogy must
2 be presant,
Tetat Cover: Hydrophylic
% Bors Ground | oyt 20 ) Vegetation
% Bere Grournd in Herb: Siratum . 3 Cover of Bictic Crust Prasent? Yes D Ko m
Homarks:
{t“a_
—. Sy o e I‘

US Amay Camps of Englneers A—r{d West — Vargion 11-1-0008
PEE ~ BONR - 1-8WWD



B0 Semping oot 14
Brofiie osciipton: {Beuaibe lo e dondh novted Lo donunery e indizalor or sontiom e absencs of Indicalon.:
e Mntriy Hoto Fo ,
finchass COelerimeisty 5 Coler imeiat) ”!‘*m Lont Texure Rematks
- 0-12 78YR3/3 80 7.5YR 31 c M Loam 7.5YR 3/1 may be charcoal
T2 Eouom of hole

12

Tipe CsConcentrelion, DeDenlellen, HiisNaducnd Matdy,

L oeadion. PlePore Lining, ROsRost Channst, Meflalriy,

Hydric Bol ndicalor

soaoh (AT

ors: {Eppils

Higlie Eplpedon (A2}

% Histic (A3

erydronen Suifite (Ad)

d Srratfied Levars (ARVLERA O
Musk (AR (LIE D

iste Below Dark Syrfece (8114}
¢ Drark Sapface (A12)

agdy Muchy Mineral (513

B

1@ to 2 LERs, upless otherwdss nobed.]

Handy Redomy (83
&J poed Matns (88)

Loarny Muchy Minersl {F1)
Losimy Gleyed Maliso (F5

Cresleded Matrin (F3
Redon Dark Surface (F8)
Dagteded Dark Suriage (FY)
Hao Deprestions (F8}
Verng Fooln [F8;

indleatore Tor Protlematic Hydile Solis™
E cevn Ak (ABHLRR €)
2 oy Mok (A0 (LER 8}
Reteed Vertis (F15)
ed Parant Matensl (TF3)
Oier {(Erplain in Hemarks)

L

“mGiesions of hydrophyic vegeletion and
wetizndg wlology must be present.

G eved Ml (85)

|

| Hydrie Sof Present?  Yes [V]  mo ]

i Hydrology ingle urs:

Gdesisns oy gne ndosio s suflicienty

f”ﬁi ta’!%ﬂm*

D %-éa?%;

Sirface Water (A1)

High Walter Tabde (82

Zatorabon 1 A5y

Yater Marks (815 (Bondverine)
yeatil Ceposily (B2 (Roravasin

Taif Denosiis (85 {8y

Tmpeface C;b

Vs *;?«E\E:«‘Wem Lesvas ,?%

[ sut cros ity

[ siotes Crost i

Sguatic wveretraies (B13)

! Fydropen Suilide Odor (C1)

B Oxidized Rhizospreres along Living Rools

- Prepeace of Redused ron (G4
Receot o Reduction in Flowsd Solls {08)
iher (Explvin i Rarnorks)

Sediment Depogiie {871 Rivaring}

[ txitt Deposts (83} Riverine;

D Drainege Paltoms (B0
Dry-Soanon Water Teble (C2)
Thin Musk Surface (€1

(3
Crayhah Bureoes (C8)

L] sexration visine on Asriel imagery (G
[T snavew Acutars (03
[ sac-meuteat Test 5

Figid Observations:
Burfnos Waler tranent?
£ Table Prosent®

Hetios Mrasarg? Yas
expdthuty finos)

: ﬁ@ﬂ Diegdn finchasy
o [F) pesth finenesy
Hew

" Depth {cheg)

Welland Hydeslogy Prosomnt?  Ves l i @%ﬂ;«__m___

e Rpcorded Dain (sirsn

1% ingpactions), F availabls:

Paa

L Ay Comps
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WETLAMD DET ATION DATA FORM - Asid West Hegion
Project/Site: APN 105-190-042-000, Thompson Hill Road CitgdCounty: El Dorado County Sempiing Date: April 30, 2020
Applicant/Cener: _Jomescho Family Trust Sista: Californis  Semping Paind i8
o Investigatertsy: Ruth Willson Section, Towmship, Range: Section 27, T. 11 N, R. 8 E. MD.M.
Langforn (hitiglops, terraca, eie ) Lowland beside intermittent creekes i ocal ssiief (concave, convex, nore): Concave Stope (%) T

Lat: 38° 46' 22.31" Long: 120° 55 14.70” Detum NAD 84
MW classification: R4SB2

Subregion (LRRY, C
St #inn Unit Merme; Serpenting rock land
Are siimatic / hydreiogi conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes L] ne_[¥]  (fno, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vagetation_| ], Seit__[7] , or Hydrology __[ ] _ sigificantly cisturbed? yes  Ate “Nomnel Gircumstences” present? Yes 7] nNo_[]
Are Vegatation |1, Soil__[¥] . or Hydrology 1 neturally problematic? v, (ifneeded, expluin any enswers in Remarks )

SUMEARY OF PIRDINGS - Allzch site map showing sampling point locations, transects, impertant features, efc.

Hydraphytic vegslation Presant? Yes _E‘__ No ,D,_, s tha Sampled Area
Hyciric Soll Fresent? ves _[f1 mNo_[T1 within a Wotland? %& No __D
Watlend Hythology Present? Yes ;Z! Mo ! } )

" Rermarks.

The land was mechanically cleared of vegetation and soil was scraped about two years prior {o data collection. Dozer tracks remain visible,
Rainfall for the current wet season was 62% of average, (NRCS: agacis.rro-acis.org). Soils are derived from red parent material.

VEGETATION '

Absoiute  Domirsn! indoster | Dominance Yest worishes!:
Tree Siratan  (Use saentific names.) ZhCover Spacies? SIS | noveer of Dominant Species
1 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC ___ 1 (A}
2.

Totel Numbser of Dominant
3. Sredes Aoross Al Sireta) 2 (B8)
4
Percent of Dorolnant Species
- | Tetel Cover: That &r2 OBL, FACW, or FAC: ____ 50 (A
o 1. Frovelercs Indox workehost:
2 e % Coerof, | Mulliplibe
3. OBL species 35 1= 35
4 FalW spocies ¥i=
) FAC spacies ¥3=
o & Total Cover: FACU species 45 x4=_ 180
erh S
Herh Siratum ; 10 -
1. Claytonia parvifiora 45 Yes  FACU UPL species — x§=__ 50
= Erythranthe guttata 35 Yos  OBL Column Totals: (A {B)
3. Acmispon americanus 10 No upL Prevalence Index = S/A = 294
4, Hydrophytic Vegeletion Ingoaiors:
a. Desninence Test bs »50%
6. 7] Prevntence tndex is 3.0
7. _ ) _ | [C] Morphologicsl Adapdetions’ (Previde supposting
8 dais in Remarks of on 3 seoarate sheat)
Total Caover. 90 [ Proviematic Hydrophytic Vegetation! (Bepiain)
Voady Ying Swmtum "
1. "indinstors of lydric soff and wellang brycidogy raest
3 ho present
Totat Cover; Hydrophylic
‘ . N Yegeiation
% Bere Ground in Herb Saatum 10 % Cover of Bigtic Crust F‘?géaﬁe? Yag Q Mo E}
Fiornarks:
s sstan A ot p—x

s £, . “f Tl 3 ‘
US Army Cores of Engineers Arid West - Version 11-1.2006



BO4. SumptingPom 18
Brofile Denoription: (Desaribe o the depth nestied fo Gooumed ne indlontor or confiem the abisenpe of indlcators}

fapth Wl Hedox Fealures .
Unchest Colorimesty % Lot {mot) % Tupe Lo Texture Remarics
0-25 5YR 4/4 B0 5YR3N 20 C M  Clayloam
257  5YR4M 9%  5YR25M cC M
" 10R4%6 c M
712 5YR 3/4 98  5YR2.5R 2 c M
12 Bottom of hole

Tyoe CsConceniation, ﬁ"‘ﬁ&ws&*fa‘} Bi=Reduced Metth,  “Localion. PL=Poee Lining, RO=Rog Channet, Mehislin

- wrwic Sal ndiesturs: (Applicable to ol LAES, urdess otheredss noted.) ndinators for Protiomatls Hydsle Sofis”
ieicsel (AD) L saney peco (353 s Rtk LAD) (LRR ©)

Hizdie Epfpaden (427 Siripped Matris {88} 2o Muck (AT (LAR B)
% Back Histic 145 % Loamy baucky Ringral (F1) Feduced Vetis (Fi8)
Ld biytepoman Sotiide (843 Loy Sleyed Malely (F2) Red Persnd Mateid (TR
D sratified Laers (A5 (LER C) J Depletod Mainiy (F3 Chher (Euplan o Fomaiks)
3 Rhuok (00 (LEE Dy Reclo Dok Surface (F§)
g pleted Below Dark Sutface (AT1 Dieptergd Dark Surlage 1F 7y
d  Thick Oark Surfaoe {842 Rede ‘}e;zs,m&rs P8y
andy Ruchy Mineest (813 Vernal Pools (F8; “incivators of hpdophtio vagetation and
Landy Uleyed Mab {54) wetiang hydirclogy must be presast
Fowirinilve Lager W presentl "
i gnshesi j Hydric Sofl Brssent?  Yes 71 o f'"l
3 @%‘s’
vilratouy oo Escondary Indicators (2 renuired
; nAal s (DY 500 %«;%w s sulfisient’ L] water shorks 81 (Rivering)
a Surtsce Water (ATH [ sos oruseasay Seatment Ueposits (82) (Rivering)
beoh Weler Tabde (623 [ mietie Crust v {12 D B Deposis {33} (Rivering:
B Baturnlinn (AR} ) Auatls invertshrstes (B13) D Dhainage Fﬁ{%msigm}
Wigtsr Marks (813 (Moarivering) . Hydrogen Suidds Do (O1) Ury-Benson Weler Teble (02)
I:I et Uenosds (823 (Rovrivaring) B idzed Rhizospheres along Unving Rools (03 'm&ﬁ phuck Surface (CT)
il Dsposits (BLY (Mo besting Fresonce of Reduced ron (£4) Cravgfish Borews (O8]
Surfeoe S Cranks zi*':f Receni iron Reducton i Plowand Solls (08} u Sahurstion Visibls o Aerial bragery (09
agation Visiie g & iy Fasrmana} D Enatlow Aoguiard (I3
L’_{ Water-Slaied Loaves we&; [ #ac-reutrat Test i05)
Figid Observationg:
FTurface Walsr Pragent? Yen
Water Telle Froseni? *ﬁaa___‘;l_ %Sezﬂ Dt (i 3
uraf;azéz E}r@%m‘? k4 m,@ ko ['Z} Depth (inchas) e | Wnllaret Hydradogy Prepsrd?  Yes !2 l Mo I I
fes canilinyy Finoel )

Cegunie Recorded | {wbronm ge. mmoniloning well, nerel pholes, trevss bapecions, ¥ evallatde;

S
Data was collected at the base of a slope beside an intermittent creek.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORY - fuid West Region

CitsiZaunty: El Dorado County Samyiing Date: April 30, 2020

Project/Site: APN 105-190-042-000, Thompson Hill Road
Stats; California_ Sesiging Point: 16

A Applicant/Cremer: _Jomescbo Family Trust

Saaton, Township, Range: Section27, T. 1IN, R.9E MD.M.

Landform (hitisiope, terace, elo ): Lowland beside ephemeral creek gg Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope (%) .7 _____
Lat: 38° 46' 21.85" Long: 120° 65' 14.34" Datum NAD 84

NWA classification: R4SB-2

investigetor(s): Ruth Willson

Subregion (LRR): G
Sl e Unit Mame: Serpentine rock land
Are climatlc £ hydrclogic conditions on the site tygpical for this Bme of year? Yers__D__ é\za_JZl__ {if no, euplain in Remafas,;

Are Vegstation_[ ], Seil __[7] . or Hydrology __[ ] _ signiticantly disturived? yos  Are "Nommal Circumstances” present? ves /1 No_ L[]
Are Vegutulion WI;!_J Soit __[’] . o Hydralogy _ [T]  neturaliy probiematic? ves (Ifneeded, expiain any enswers In Remarks )

SUNBIARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, imperiant fealures, eic.

U8 Ary Comps of Engineers

Hydrophwlic Vagstation Presant? ves _[F] N0 [ is ihe Sampled Area
Hyriric Soll Frasent? Yes ﬂ.. No —Dm within a Watland? Yog Mo __D_
Watlend Mydrdiogy Presant? ves_ [/] Mo [ ] i
Remprks:
The land was mechanically cleared of vegetation and scil was scraped about two years prior to data collection. Dozer tracks remain visible.
i Rainfall for the current wet season was 62% of average, (NRCS: agacis.rrc-acis.org). Soils are derived from red parent material. :
1 ) ]
VEGETATION {
Spsciute  Dominent indosior | Domdnance Test worksheel:
Tron Sialum  (Use stientific names.) HaCover Soacles? _Sliz. | nymber of Domnant Species
1. Thet &re OBL, FACW, of FAC: T (A
2.
Total Numbet of Dommant
3 Specles Aoross M Sireta: 2 8
4,
Pereent of Dominant Spacies
. Totel Cover: That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50 (A/B)
1 Pravalence index worksheal:
2 Jotsi%hCovarof, . Mulipleby
3 OBL species 30 xt=__ 30
4. FACW species # 2=
5. FAC spesiay X3=
Total Cover: FACU species __ 40 w4= 160
Heb Suafum UPL species 5 x5= 25
1. Claytonia parviflora 40 Yes FACU ¢ 75
= Erythranthe quttata 20 Yes  OBL olumn Totats: ey 8)
3. Acmispon americanus § No = UPL Prevalence ngex = BiA=
4, Hydraphytic Venstsdion Ingleatars:
£ Depvinencs Test is »50%
6. m Preuvslence index is $3.0°
T [ Morphotogical Adardaticns (Provida supposting
o dita in Remarks of o6 & seperste sheat)
Tolal Cover, 79 [ presemac Hytrophylic Vegetntion® (Explain)
Winocy Vine Shratum
I indisatons of hydsic sof and wetlend hydralogy masat
2. be presers.
Tota! Cavar Hudrophaedic
, Vegatation
% Baro Ground in Herb Straturg_ 20 e %5 Cover of Biotic Crust Pféiarﬁ? Yos Q o I 1
Hamarks:
e, e e - _..m—-‘

And West - Version 11-1.2006



5. Samping Peint 18

Profile tesoaplion: (Deserihe fo the depih needied io documen he bndoedor o confirm the ahoenoe of Indizetas.}

5

Dapih ol Hedor Fesloms
Snehay Dater {nwehy S Loodey (renest) T o lvme’ Loof Texturs Remnaries
P 0-3 5YR 31 69 5YR 6/4 1 c Rocky loam  10% coarse gravel and rock

5YR 3/1 20
3-8 5YR 4/3 60  SYR5/B 10
5YR 3/1 20
8-12 5YR 4/4 85  5YR3N 5

M
M
M ; 10% coarse gravel & rock
M
M

Q: 0010

5% coarse gravel

K Catoneenialion, U=Ueplotion, Risfaruced Melth,  “Lucation PlsPore Liing, RO=Row Chanssl, MsMalny,

o Sol Indiestors: {Applicshis (0 & LRy, undsss othervdse naled.} Irsfieaiors for Preldematic Hydis SoEe™:
giesol (AT Bandy Qadoy {355} 1 o Muck (AR (LBR )

v

e Enipedn (423 Btrippat Madrie (B8 2 oo Bluck (R0 (LBR B
ok istic (A3} %mm Mushy Kineral (F1) Reduead Vertic (F18)
rogen Sulfde (84} L cmrny Gloved Malin (F2) Red Parerd Mateds) (TF2)
ol Layers LAB) (LREB L.l Depleted Mokl (73 Ciher (Bxpiain in Remarks)
s Ak (A LRE O Hado Dok Surfaes (F8)
sptetad Beioy Usra Surfses (&113 Decisiod Durk Surfage (F7)
Thitk Derk Surfas (212} Fago Depressions (Fis
E Bandy Mughy uergt {51} Vel Poels 1£8) Yndboutors of hydrostivie vegslation and
Sandy Gleved Being (843 wetisnnd hydrology st ba preseal.
Eoalricive Layel [ prassnty

| Hyerie Soft Prosent?  Ves_[/]  wo B

SEOLOGY
4 Hydrology indloators: eundany ind 5 1400 oy
romary indieslers fany one ndiester s suilielant Water Mars (B1) (®& . 32}
5 Burface Viater (A1) [ sss cruat gt e Suctiment Depestic (B2 (Rivering)
Hinh Yeater Talle (AT Ehotin Crust (842 thitt Deposis {87 (Rivering:
[ ] Setwration 142) | souetic Inverebrates (B813) Crainags Pafiems B0
|| wister Marks (81 (Montverine) o Hytrogen Sulfide Odor (01) | Cire Seancn Wit Teble (0
D Sadiment Daposils (82) (Mansivesing; Onldized Rhizoapheres along Uving Rowta (C3) L) Thin sfuck Sutace (€7)
D Deposits (B5) iHorsiver o Presenee of Reduoed o (C4) -d Craylish Burreows (08}
5 Susfses Sai Crack: % Ressn! iron Reduction in Piowsd Solls (C8) Saiiration Visile on Asrial imagery [0}
inusdation Visibie on Actisl imacery (B7) Cibear {Expiain it Remarss) [ snetoy souiters o2
[ weterStainug Leavas a9 [ rac-neutrat Test (03
Fiald Qbservatinng
Surfeon Visler Present? Ve _,Q__ : i*imﬂ Dapthlinchesy
Water Tabie Pressal? Yas _W_EL Hler “EL Dot {inchest )
5 ves_L ) te_P] Desth nchesy: vetiand Hydrology Frasent? Yes 7] Mo | ]
e Heonedod Data (Slream nesitonng well, 2eny photos, provious inspentions), ¥ avallable:
Data was collected at the base of a slope beside an intermittent creek.

UE Arey Corpe of Bl
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WETLAND DETERMNATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: APN 105-180-042-000, Thompson Hilf Road CitwCounty: Ef Dorado County Sampiing Dats: May 18, 2020
ApplicantiCaner: _Jomescho Family Trust Siate: Calfornia  Samping Pink 17
Invesigetor(s): Ruth Willson Section, Township, Rengs: Section 27, T. 11N, R. 9E. M.D.M.

Landform (hillsiope, terrecs, eic.): Intermittent creekbed Local relief (cancave, convex, none); Concave Slope (%5 4
Subregion (LRR): C Lat; 38° 46’ 25.29" Long: 120° 85° 14.53" Datum: NAD 84

NW classificetion: R4SB-2

Soit Mes Unk Mame; Serpentine rock land
Are climatic / hydretogic conditions on the site typicsl for this tme of year? Yes _L]  na_[¥] (i no, explain in Remarks )

Are Vegetation_| 1 Soii__[Z]_, or Hydroiogy __[ ] _ significantly disturbed?ygg  Are “Nomnal Circumsiances” present? Yes _[7]  no L1
Are Vegetetion L1 |, Soil __[/] . or Hydrology _ [ ] _ naturatly problematic? ves (Ifneeded, expiain any enswers iy Remarks )

SUNMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sempling point iocations, ransects, imporiant festures, eio.

Hydroghvile Yeosialion Present? Yes__IZL_ No _D__ 5 ine Sampied Area

Hycrie Soll Present? vos Il wo [T wiihin & Wotlend? YVes No __D
wistland Hyeroiogy Present? ves__[/1 MNo_[ ] -

Romarks:

The land was mechanically cleared of vegetation and soil was scraped about two years prior to data collection. Dozer tracks remain visible.
| Rainfall for the current wet season was 62% of average, {NRCS: agacis.rre-acis.org). Soils are derived from red parent material,

VEGETATION !

Aoty Domingni MoicRior | DOMINANCe 185t wolksheel: -
Tom {ise soiantific names.) GeCover Spncies? SBWSE. | number of Dominant Spacies
1, That Ars OBL, FACW, or FAC: ____ 1 (A}
2 Total Numbar of Daminant
:. Spaxoles Soross Al Sirata: 1. ®
Pereant vl
bl St TolalCover. That ﬁmot')gi ;&?ﬁ?& 100 =)
1, Prevalonca Indox workishes]:
2 Tdei% Coverof: . = Swliefehy
3, OBL species 5 = 5
4. FACW spasios BEE
5 FAC species 90 x3=__2T0
Total Caver: FACU species 3 x4=___ 12
Herp Sura _ UPL species 2 x5= ___10
1. Festuca perennis 90 Yes FAC Column Totsls: 100 ’ ""‘"55;"‘"’“
= Bromus hordeaseus 3 No  FEACU > W B
5. Centaure solstitialis 2 No UPL Prosvidencs intdey = BiA= 287
4, Erianthe guttata 5 No  OBL Hydrophytic Vegslaion ingaators:
5, Deminence Test is >5G%
s [Z] Prevstence index is <3.8°
7 ] Morphologicat Agaplations' {Previde supporting
5. dade in Remarks of on & seperete chest)

Tetal Qover. 100 L1 presiematc Hytrophlic Vegetotion' (Buplain)

Wetdy Ving Strahum

1. Indicatars of hysric 5o and wetland hydrelogy must
2 be presen,
Tetal Coven Hydvophytic
. o Vegatation
% Barg Ground in Herb Straum e Y0 Counr of Bigtic Crust %‘52%22&? Yas Mo E
Femarks:

] oy arns e S
© Ay Soips of Engineers Ard West - Version 11-1-2608
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Bamping Foint 17

Brofily Gosurphion: (Uasorthe o (e dopth noedad Lo decumens he kudloator or condinm the sbasnse of indloaters.}

{epdh Haty Hedoy Fealuges )
,,,,,,,, finghes) Ceer imgt 5 Cyder (moist) 96 Tvrs P Testurs Hemarks
0-2 2.5YR 32 30 Rocky loam  70% coarse gravel & rock, fine rocls
2-8 5YR3/2 50 2.5YR 4/6 3 c M rocky loam  50% coarse gravel and rock
6-11 5YR 2572 70 2.8YR 251 10 C M 17% coarse grave! & rock
2.5YR 5/8 3 c M
1 Bottom of hole

=Dapletion, BidsRadused Malds,

“enafion. PlePors Lining, RO=Re Channel, Malalig

Mydric Soll indicalers” {Aogicslds (o 28 LEHe, unless otherwdze noted. )
Sarpy. Redo {

£55)

Ni%i&‘i{(ﬁ ;5.%;

Loary Buacky ﬁﬁm@m; iF1}
Losrny Gloyed Malriy (F2)

Depisled Maltls (FY

Bedoy Dk Surlsece (F)

Derseted Dark Surfans (F7)

Redo Deprossions {FA)

owts wﬁ’@"f*‘* iy

Srotifted Laysos (A5 (LRB L

w1 Mok (AU {LRR D

w Beloy Dk Budsns (391
Uark Surfsee (412}

andy Mucky Minerat (84

ndy Gleyed Matnz (54)

incheators fnv Probtematic Hyoiie Solis™
B + o Mk (A%) (LRR ©)

Lot 2om stuek (210 (LR 80

|| Reducsd eartic (548)

] Red Parend Matedial (TF2)

[ omer (Explain in Remerks)

s#ars of hydrophviie vegslaiion enid
wistinndg hydrology must be present

:;; siriclive Lapel (5 prossnil

DR

Tmath dnchesy

¢ HapErle S 1 $ x4
i yebrie ol Prosent?  Ves [Z} ?%sﬂ__ﬂ

e
FLROLOGY
] i*vrirsi agy m@mm» Socendary indicsinrs 12 o racre remired)
] wister Marks (81} tR3vesine)
{:} Bl CrustiBiy E Sediment Deposits (B2 (Rvering)
[ awic Cres (g4 ] onw Deposits (83) (fverine

C] Aguaiic Invertebrales [B13) Crainagy Palterms (B10)
n “ma?f'? mw‘% M”é R %imﬁ o3 ' Hydrogen Sudlide Odor (G1) | Cry-Season Waler Tale (03
E] Sadimiant "e&md& { 82 E Odidtized Riizespheres slong Living Rots (C% i Tm;a Bauch Burlace s’f"?‘x
g e Fresence of Reduced loon (04} Craylsh Bugows (08}

aua%m& St Oy m;ia } % Hecont ron Rﬁ%ﬂgﬁ‘ﬁﬁ i Plewsd Sols (D6} D Sshwration Vishis on Aerisl magery (O3

rrdabion Viside on Aarlel mapery (BT Cithar {(Explain D Sheliow Anuterd (03
Q Weler-Siahed Leaves (BY; EJ FAC-Hieviral Test (D5}
Fialg Dlsarvatbons:
Surface Water Progsmi? Dl finghest
Watsr Table Proseni? . Urepdh finzhesy
Sraluralion f»‘rg%rx?? . Dagpdr (in Wollarat Hydisiony Prasanl?  Ves m Mo D

% Capiiary Tings)
b Revorded Dabe (slrsnm gauge, monlioning well, sars w, Frevions inspeclionsy, if svaliabis:
Hemarks T
Data was collected within the floodpiain of an intermittent creak.
¢
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‘Wetland Delineation Report
Jomescbo Parcel Msp, June 2020

Appendix B

Plant Species Found on the Project Site
April 18, 2016
April 19, May 17, and June 7, 2017
May 15, 2020

APN 105-199-042-000 Ruth Willson, Biologist
Thompsot Hill Read, El Dorade County, California Site Consulting Inc., Bialogical Services



Waetland Delineation Report
Jomescho Parcel Map, June 2020

Plant Species Found on the Project Site
April 18, 2016; April 19, May 17 & June 7, 2017; and May 15, 2020

Adoxaceae
Sambucus nigra L. ssp. caerulea (Raf) Bolli, Blue
elderberry

Alliaceae
Allium peninsulare Greene var. peninsulare
Peninsular

Onion

Anacardiaceae
Toxicodendron diversiloba (Torrey & A. Gray)
E. Greene, Western poison-oak

Avristolochiaceae
Aristolochia californica Torr., California pipevine

Apiaceae
Daucus carota L., Wild carrot, Queen Anne's Lace

Daucus pusillus Michx., American wild carrot
Sanicula sp., Sanicle

Scandix pecten-veneris 1.., Venus’ needle

Senecio aronicoides DC., Rayless ragwort

Torilis arvensis (Huds.) Link, Tall sock-destroyer

Apocynaceae
Asclepias cordifolia (Benth) Jeps., Purple milkweed

Asteraceae

Achillea millefolium 1., Yarrow

Agoseris heterophylla (Nuit.) Greene var,

heterophvlla, Annual mountain dandelion

Artemisia douglasiana Besser. Mugwort

Baccharis pilularis DC., Coyote brush

Carduus pycnocephalus L., Italian plumeless thistle

Centaurea solstitialis 1., Yellow star-thistle

Chondrilla juncea .., Skeleton weed

Cirsiun vulgare (Savi) Ten., Bull thistle

Ericameria arborescens {A. Gray) Greene,
Golden fleece

Eriophyllum lanatum (Pursh.) J.Forbes var.
achilleoides (DC.) Jeps. Common woolly
sunflower

Grindelia camporum Greene, Gumplant

Hesperevax acaulis (Kellogg) Greene, Dwarf evax

Hypochaeris glabra L., Smooth cat’s-ear

Hypochaeris radicata 1. Hairy cat’s-ear

Lactuca serriola L., Prickly lettuce

Leontodon saxatilis Lam., Hawkbit

Logfia filaginoides (Hook. & Arn.) Morefield,

California cottonrose

Madia elegans D, Don, Common madia

Madia exigua (Sm.) A. Gray, Thread-stem madia

Solidago sp., Goldenrod

Sonchus asper (1) Hill subsp. asper, Prickly sow
thistle

APN 105-190-042-000
Thompson Hilt Road, El Dorado County, California

Asteraceae (continued)

Taraxicom sp., Dandelion

Tragopogon dubius Scop. Goat’s beard

Wyethia angustifolia (DC.) Nutt., Narrow-leaf
mule-ears

Wyethia helenioides (DC.) Nutt., Gray mule-ears

Berberidaceae
Berberis aquifolium Pursh., Oregon-grape

Betulaceae
Alnus rhombifolia Nutt., White alder

Boraginaceae

Amsinckia menziesii (Lehm.) A. Nelson & J.F.
Macbr., Small-flowered fiddleneck

Eriodictyon californicum (Hook. & Am.) Torr.,
California Yerba Santa

Nemophila heterophylla Fisch. & C.A. Mey., White

nemophila

Plagiobothrys tenellus (Hook.) A.Gray, Pacific

popcornflower

Brassicaceae

Brassica nigra (1.) W.D.J. Koch, Black mustard

Capsella bursa-pastoris (L.) Medik., Shepherd’s
purse

Lepidium nitidum Nutt., Shining Peppergrass

Nasturtium officinale W.T. Aiton, Water cress

Caprifoliaceae
Lonicera hispidula (indl) Torr. & A Gray,

California honeysuckle

Carvophvllaceae
Cerastium arvense L., Field mouse-ear chickweed

Cerastium glomeratum Thuill., Sticky mouse-ear
chickweed
Stellaria media (L.) Vill., Commaon chickweed

Convolvulaceae
Calystegia occidentalis ssp. fulcrata (A.Gray)
Brummitt, Chaparral false-bindweed

Cucurbitaceae
Marah fabacea (Naudin) Greene, California man-
root

Dryopteridaceae
Dryopteris arguta (Kaulf ) Maxon, Wood fern

Ericaceae

Arctostaphylos viscida C. Parry, White-leaf
manzanita

Euphorbiaceae

Croton setiger Hook, Dove weed

Ruth Willson, Biologist

Site Consnlting Inc., Biological Services
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Fabaceae

Acmispon americanus (Nutt.) Rydb. var. americanus

Acmispon brachycarpus (Benth.) D.D. Sokoloff,
Foothill Deervetch

Acmispon parviflorus (Benth.) D.D. Sokoloff,
Smallflower lotus

Cercis occidentalis A Gray, Western redbud

Cytisus scoparius (L.} Link, Scotch broom

Lathyrus sulphureus A. Gray var. sulphureus, Sulphur

Pea, Snub Pea
Lupinus albifrons Benth, Silver lupine
Luptnus bicolor Lindl., Bicolor lupine
Lupinus nanus Benth., Sky lupine
Trifolium ciliolatum Benth., Foothill clover
Trifolium dubium Sibth,, Little hop clover
Trifolium hirtum All., Rose clover
Trifolium subterraneum L., Subterranean clover
Vicia sp., Vetch

Fagaceae
Quercus douglasii Hook & Am., Blue oak

Quercus kelloggii Newb., California black oak
Quercus durata Jeps. var. durata, Leather oak
Quercus wislizeni A. DC., Interior live oak

Geraniaceae

Erodium sp., Filaree

Geranium dissectum L., Cutleaf geranium
Geranium molle L., Weodland geranium

Hypericaceae
Hypericum perforatum L. subsp. perforatum,

Klamathweed

Iridaceae
Sisyrinchium bellum S. Watson, Western blue-eyed
grass

Juncaceae

Juncus bufonius 1., var. bufonius, Toad rush

Luzula comosa E. Mey. var. comosa, Hairy
wood-rush

Lamiaceae
Scutellaria californica A Gray, Califernia skullcap

Liliaceae

Calochortus albus (Benth.) Douglas ex Benth, Fairy
lantern

Calochortus monophyllus (Lindl) Lem., Yellow star-
tulip

Chlorogalum pomeridianum (DC.) Kunth
var. pomeridianum, Common soaproot

Dichelostemma capitatum (Benth.) Alph. Wood,
Blue dicks

APN 185-196-042-000
Thompson Hilt Road, EI Dorado County, California

Wetland Delinestion Report
Jomesebo Parcel Map, June 2020

Liliaceae (continued)
Dichelostemma volubile (Ketlogg) A. Heller,

Twining Brodiaea

Triteleia ixioides (W.T. Aiton) Greene ssp. ixioides,
Golden brodiaea

Triteleia laxa Benth., Ithuriel’s spear

Linaceae
Linum bienne Mill., Narrow-leaf flax

Myrsinaceae
Lysimachia arvensis (1.} U. Manns & Anderb,,

Scarlet pimpernel

Orobanchaceae
Castilleja attenuata (A. Gray) T.1 Chuang &
Heckard,
Narrow-leaved owl clover
Castillgja foliolosa Hook. & Am., Wooly
paintbrush
Castilleja lacera (Benth.) T.1 Chuang & Heckard,
Cutleaf Owl's Clover

Montiaceae

Claytonia exigua Torr. & A Gray ssp. exigua, Little
Spring Beauty

Claytonia parviflora Hook. subsp. parviflora,
Miner’s lettuce

Onagraceae
Clarkia purpurea ssp. quadrivulnera (Lindl.) H Lewis

& M. Lewis, Fourspot
Epilobium minutum Lindl, Little willowherb

Orobanchaceae

Castilleja lineartloba (Benth) T.I. Chuang &
Heckard, Pale owl’s clover

Cordylanthus pilosus A Gray ssp. hansenii (Ferris)
T.1L Chuang & Heckard Hansen’s bird-beak

Papaveraceae
Eschscholzia californica Cham. California poppy

Eschscholzia lobbii Greene, Frying pans

Phrymaceae
Erythranthe guttata (DC), G.L. Nesom Seep
Mounkeyflower

Pinaceae
Pinus ponderosa Lawson & C. Lawson
Pinus sabiniana Douglas, Gray or foothill pine

Plantaginaceae
Keckiella breviflora (Lindl.) Straw var. breviflora

Beardtongue
Kickxia elatine (L.) Dumort. Fluellen
Plantago erecta E. Morris, Foothill plantain
Plantago lanceolara L., Ttalian plantain

Ruth Willson, Biologist
Site Consulting Inc., Biological Services
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Poaceae

Aegilops triuncialis L., Barbed goatgrass

Aira caryophyllea L., Silver hair grass

Avena sp., Wild oat

Briza minor L., Annual quaking grass

Bromus hordeaceus L., Soft chess

Bromus madritensis L., Madrid brome

Bromus sterilis L., Poverty brome

Bromus tectorum L., Cheat grass

Cynosurus echinatus 1., Hedgehog dogtail

Elymus caput-medusae (L) Nevski, Medusa head

Elymus glaucus Buckley, Blue wildrye

Festuca bromoides L., Brome fescue

Festuca perennis (L) Columbus & J.P.Sm., Ryegrass

Gastridium phleoides (Nees & Meyen) C.E. Hubb.
Nit grass

Hordeum sp., Barley

Melica californica Scribn., California melic

Melica imperfecta Trin., Little California Melica

Phalaris minor Retz., Little-seeded canary grass

Poa pratensis L. subsp. pratensis, Kentucky
bluegrass

Polypogon monspeliensis (L) Desf., Annual beard
grass

Vulpia myuros L, Rat's-tail fescue

Polemoniaceae

Leptosiphon bicolor Nutt., True babystars

Leptosiphon montanus (Greene) .M. Porter & L.A.
Johnson, Mustang clover

Polygalaceae
Polygala cornuta Kellogg var. cornuta, Milkwort

Polygonaceae

Rumex acetosella L., Sheep sorrel

Rumex conglomeratus Murray, Clustered dock
Rumex crispus L., Curly dock

Primulaceae
Anagallis arvensis L., Scarlet pimpernel

Pteridaceae

Adiantum capillus-veneris L., Southern maidenhair

Pentagranuna pallida (Weath.) Yatsk. et al.,
Silverback fern

Ranunculaceae

Clematis lastantha Nutt., Chaparral clematis

Ranunculus arvensis 1., Corn buttercup

Ranunculus canus Benth. var. canus, Butiercup

Rarnunculus hebecarpus Hook. & Am. Delicate
buttercup

Wetland Delineation Report
Jomescho Parcel Map, June 2020

Rhamnaceae
Ceanothus cuneatus (Hook.) Nutt., var. cuneatus
Buck brush
Ceanothus integerrimus Hook. & Arn, Deer brush
Ceanothus palmeri Trel., Deer brush
Frangula californica (Eschsch.) A. Gray, California
coffeeberry
Frangula californica (Eschsch.) A. Gray ssp.
tomentella (Benth.) Kartesz & Gandhi
Hoary coffeeberry
Rhammnus ilicifolia Kellogg, Holly-leaf redberry

Rosaceae

Adenostoma fasciculatum Hook. & Armn,, Chamise

Drymocallis glandulosa (Lindl) Rydb., Sticky
Cinquefoil

Heteromeles arbutifolia (Lindley) Roemer, Toyon

Rubus armeniacus Focke Himalayan blackberry

Rubiaceae

Galium aparine L., Goose grass

Galium bolanderi A. Gray, Bolander’s bedstraw
Galium parisiense L. Wall bedstraw

Galium porrigens Dempster, Climbing bedstraw
Sherardia arvensis L., Field madder

Sapindaceae
Aesculus californica (Spach) Nutt. California

buckeye

Saxifragaceae
Lithophragma bolanderi A. Gray, Woodland star

Scrophulariaceae
Scrophularia californica Cham. & Schitdl,,

California figwort
Verbascum thapsus L., Wooly mullein

Solanaceae
Solanum xanti A. Gray, Chaparral nightshade

Themidaceae

Dichelostemma volubile (Kellogg) A. Heller,
Twining Brodiaea

Triteleia hyacinthina (Lindl.) Greene, White

brodiaea

Triteleia ixioides subsp. scabra (Greene) LW. Lenz,

Golden brodiaea
Triteleia laxa Benth., Ithuriel’s spear

Valerianaceae

Plectritis ciliosa (Greene) Jeps., Long-spurred
plectritis

Plectritis macrocera Torr. & A Gray, White
plectritis

Viscaceae
Phoradendron villosum (Nutt.) Nutt., Oak mistletoe
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