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1 BACKGROUND
The U.S. Forest Service (USFS), Tahoe National Forest plans to develop 20 miles of multi-use
single-track motorized trail near Downieville, California, in Sierra County north of State Route
49 (Figure 1). The trail would be aligned along the east side of Forest Road 25. The trail would
connect the Halls Ranch Motorized Trail to the Chimney Rock motorized trail system and
provide access to the Fiddle Creek Trail and Trailhead near Cal-Ida Campground. A number of
user-created trails would be incorporated into the trail system. One mile of existing trail
segments would be realigned to provide for a sustainable trail system, address erosion
concerns, and improve trail user experience. Trail signs would be installed or replaced as
needed. Trail construction would entail brush removal with chainsaws and hand tools and
possible use of a small mini-excavator (track width 35 inches) and a Sutter 300 trail dozer (track
width 29 inches) to create a trail pad.
The purpose of the Cal-Ida Trail Project is to respond to resource impacts from increasing and
changing demands for trail use and other motorized dispersed recreation on National Forest
System lands, to provide managed trails that are sustainable, and to improve the safety of
visitors within the Downieville area.
The Tahoe National Forest completed an Environmental Assessment (EA) and FONSI in
December 2016 in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The
EA/FONSI evaluates the potential for environmental impacts on farmland, biological resources,
cultural resources, soils and water, and public recreation and safety. These resources were
selected for evaluation based on internal and external scoping. The EA/FONSI also addresses
project consistency with federal regulations governing these resources such as the Clean Water
Act, Endangered Species Act, National Historic Preservation Act, National Forest Management
Act, as well as the Tahoe Forest Land Management Plan. The FONSI concludes that the project
is consistent with governing federal regulations, and with implementation of Management
Requirements and best management practices (BMPs), the project would not result in
significant impacts to the environment.
The California Department of Parks and Recreation, Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation
(OHMVR) Division proposes funding the Cal-Ida Trail Project using off-highway vehicle (OHV)
grant funds via the Grants and Cooperative Agreements Program. This project is considered a
project subject to environmental review under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA;
Public Resources Code [PRC] § 21000 et seq.).
Tahoe National Forest, Cal-Ida Trail Project CEQA Documentation
California Department of Parks and Recreation, Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division

April 2018

Page 2
Figure 1. Cal-Ida Trail Project Location
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2 CEQA GUIDANCE AND FINDINGS
CEQA USE OF FONSI
The OHMVR Division, acting as a lead agency under CEQA, has reviewed the Cal-Ida Trail EA and
FONSI prepared by the Tahoe National Forest (Attached). CEQA Guidelines (§15063(a)(2)) allow
a lead agency to use an environmental assessment or a similar analysis prepared pursuant to
NEPA to meet CEQA requirements for conducting an Initial Study if only minor technical
changes or additions are necessary (CEQA Guidelines §15164(b)). Further, CEQA Guidelines
(§15221) direct that when a project has already been the subject of a FONSI, the lead agency
should use the FONSI if: 1) it has been prepared before the CEQA Environmental Impact Report
or Negative Declaration would otherwise be completed for the project; and 2) it complies with
the provision of the CEQA Guidelines.
The OHMVR Division has determined that the EA describes the project, environmental setting,
potential environmental effects, and incorporation of design measures, Management
Requirements, and BMPs to avoid significant impacts. This content meets the CEQA
requirements for an Initial Study specified in CEQA Guideline Section 15063(d). The EA does not
explicitly identify and address the minor or irrelevant impact subjects that were excluded from
further consideration during the EA scoping process; thus, the EA is silent on several impact
categories that are included in the CEQA Guidelines Appendix G Environmental Checklist for
consideration. Therefore, supplemental environmental information is provided below to
address the CEQA Environmental Checklist subjects that were not addressed in the EA/FONSI.
The discussion is presented for the purpose of completing the CEQA record and amplifying the
EA/FONSI determination that the project would have no impact or only insignificant impacts in
these categories.
The supplemental CEQA Environmental Checklist discussion demonstrates that no
environmental impacts other than those described in the EA/FONSI would occur as a result of
this project. The Environmental Checklist discussion does not identify new significant effects, an
increase in severity of significant effects, or change in mitigation. None of the conditions
requiring preparation of a separate Negative Declaration as described in CEQA Guideline
Section 15162 occur (CEQA Guidelines §15164(b)). This new information merely clarifies and
amplifies the determination of the EA/FONSI and is an insignificant modification. Therefore, use
of the FONSI in lieu of a Negative Declaration is appropriate.
CEQA FINDINGS
The EA, together with the CEQA Environmental Checklist documentation provided below,
comprises the Initial Study used by the OHMVR Division to evaluate the potential for the
project to have significant effects pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15063(a)(2). With the
implementation of the USFS resource conservation measures and avoidance protocols included
in the EA, as well as implementation of the mitigation measures listed below, no environmental
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effects related to the project activities would exceed stated CEQA-related significance criteria.
There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the OHMVR Division, that
the project may have a significant effect on the environment.
Based on the environmental evaluation presented in the Initial Study, the project would not
cause significant adverse effects related to aesthetics, agricultural and forestry resources, air
quality, 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, and utilities/service systems. In addition, substantial adverse effects on humans,
either direct or indirect, would not occur. The project does not affect any important examples
of the major periods of California prehistory or history. Nor would the project 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, or substantially
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal. The project
does not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable.
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15063(1)(2) and 15221, the OHMVR Division intends to
use the EA/FONSI in lieu of preparing its own Negative Declaration to provide OHV grant funds
to the Tahoe National Forest for the Cal-Ida Trail Project.

3 CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST DISCUSSIONS
The following discussion addresses environmental subjects identified in the CEQA Guidelines
Appendix G Environmental Checklist, which were not covered in the Cal-Ida Trail Project EA. All
potential impacts would either not occur or be minor in nature and considered less than
significant.
Aesthetics. State Route 49 is an officially designated scenic highway running through the Yuba
River canyon and winding up to the Yuba summit. The highway is situated 5 to 10 miles east of
the proposed Cal-Ida Trail route, which runs along Forest Road 25. The highway has no views of
the trail route due to intervening topography and forest tree canopy. Therefore, there would be
no impact on scenic resources, rock outcroppings, or historic buildings within the viewshed of a
scenic highway (Caltrans 2017). The trail would be developed within an open white fir and
mixed conifer forest and open rocky slopes with minimal herbaceous vegetation. Trail
development would create a narrow linear path through the forest landscape adjacent to an
existing forest road and incorporate existing user-created trails. Trail development would not
substantially change the landform, and views of the site are limited to the immediate project
vicinity. No scenic resources would be impacted, and no scenic vistas would be impacted. The
change in visual character of the project site would be minor.

Tahoe National Forest, Cal-Ida Trail Project CEQA Documentation
California Department of Parks and Recreation, Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division

April 2018

Page 5

Agricultural/Forestry. The project area is located within a federal forest. As noted in the EA (p.
30), no farmland or agricultural uses would be affected by the project. Although the trail
development would occur in a forested area, no commercial timberland would be affected by
the work. The project would not cause the rezoning of forest or timberland. There would be no
conversion of forest land to a non-forest use or loss of commercial trees (timber resources) due
to the trail development project.
Air Quality. Air quality is a function of pollutant emissions and topographic and meteorological
influences. The physical features and atmospheric conditions of a landscape interact to affect
the movement and dispersion of pollutants and determine its air quality. Federal, state, and
local governments control air quality through the implementation of laws, ordinances,
regulations, and standards.
The California Air Resources Board (CARB) divides the state into air basins that share similar
meteorological and topographical features. Sierra County is located in the Mountain Counties
Air Basin (MCAB), where topography and climate vary dramatically. Covering an area of roughly
11,000 square miles, the MCAB lies along the northern Sierra Nevada mountain range close to
or contiguous with the Nevada border. Elevations range from a few hundred feet at the
Sacramento County boundary to more than 10,000 feet above sea level at the Sierra Crest. The
foothills, mountain peaks, and valleys of the Sierra Nevada range influence local differences in
rainfall, temperature, and wind patterns. In general, high elevation areas in close proximity to
the Sierra Nevada crest have cooler temperatures and receive much more precipitation than
lower elevation foothill areas. During the summer, strong eastward flowing winds transport
pollutants from the San Francisco Bay Area, Sacramento, and San Joaquin Valley Air Basins into
the MCAB (CARB 2004). CARB officially recognizes the MCAB as an area impacted by ozone
transport from upwind air basins (17 CCR §70500).
The Northern Sierra Air Quality Management District (AQMD) is a special district created by
state law to enforce local, state, and federal air pollution regulations. The Northern Sierra
AQMD regulates emissions from sources of air pollutants and administers state and federal air
pollution control requirements (CARB 2013). Attainment status within the western portion of
the MCAB under the jurisdiction of the Northern Sierra AQMD is either unclassified or inattainment of all state and federal ambient air quality standards except PM10 standards (CARB
2018).
The Cal-Ida Trail Project would be completed over the course of three 10-week seasons during
2018, 2019, and 2020. The majority of work would be completed by trail crews cutting back
vegetation with chainsaws and finish work with hand tools, a small mini-excavator (track width
of 35 inches), and a small Sutter 300 trail dozer (track width 29 inches). Construction equipment
emission estimates were recently modeled for a similar trail development project (Little Sugar)
on the Tahoe National Forest within Placer County using the Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD’s
Road Construction Emissions Model, Version 8.1.0. The Little Sugar Trail Reroutes Project
involved development of nine miles of single-track OHV trail within a single 10-week season
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using the same construction equipment and trail designs. The Little Sugar OHV Trail Reroute
Project would generate construction emissions of 3.59 lbs/day of nitrogen oxides (NOx) and 7.59
lbs/day of particulate matter (PM10; MIG 2018). The Cal-Ida Trail Project would utilize the same
trail design, construction methods, and equipment usage rates as the Little Sugar Trail Reroute
Project. As a result, the daily construction emissions for Cal-Ida would be the same as estimated
for Little Sugar. Northern Sierra AQMD does not identify significance thresholds for
construction emissions; however, the neighboring Placer County Air Pollution Control District
utilizes a significance threshold of 82 lbs/day for NOx and PM10. Based on this criterion, the CalIda Trail Project construction emissions are well below the significance thresholds. Therefore,
the impact is less than significant.
The emissions of criteria pollutants generated by project equipment over the 10-week season is
considered small scale and would not have a significant impact on the environment. There are
no sensitive receptors (residences, schools, hospitals, etc.) located near the project site, and
thus none would have a continuous exposure to air pollutant emissions from project
construction or trail use. The proposed development of 20 miles of new motorized trail is
designed to serve existing motorized recreation occurring in the area and presently occurring
on roads designated for street legal vehicles only. Any increase in motorized recreation use
occurring as a result of this project is expected to be minor. The increase in vehicle emissions
generated by new OHV use associated with the project is considered less than significant.
Biology. The EA/FONSI is supported by a Botanical Review (USFS 2016a) and a Biological
Evaluation/Biological Assessment (USFS 2016b), which address federal special-status wildlife or
plant species including aquatic and riparian habitat. Some of the federal species addressed in
the EA are also California special-status species. The EA (pp. 36-37) concludes the project would
have no effect on any federally listed or proposed species. The project has been planned to
avoid or minimize effects upon riparian areas. The project area does not contain peatlands or
fens. Riparian/wetland plant communities associated with streams, seeps, and springs, if they
exist, would be protected during trail construction. Trail construction is unlikely to result in
major impacts to riparian areas (EA p. 27). The project would not impair wildlife movement or
corridors. The project is not subject to, nor would it conflict with, any habitat conservation plan.
The project is not located in an ecologically critical area (EA p. 31).
The EA did not directly address species that are solely California special-status species. The
California Natural Diversity Database lists seven California special-status species known to occur
within a five-mile radius of the project area that have potential to occur at the project site.
These species (two animals and five plants) are briefly discussed below.
Sierra Nevada Mountain Beaver (Aplodontia rufa californica). The mountain beaver, which is a
California Species of Special Concern (CSSC), is a large, burrowing rodent found throughout the
Cascade, Klamath, and Sierra Nevada Ranges. Distribution often is scattered; populations are
local and uncommon in the Sierra Nevada and other interior areas. Mountain beavers occur in
dense riparian-deciduous and open, brushy stages of most forest types. Typical habitat in the
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Sierra Nevada is montane riparian (CDFW 2015). Mountain beavers are found north of the
project area and are associated with permanent water sources. The project trail route does not
support appropriate habitat for the Sierra Nevada mountain beaver. Mountain beavers require
larger streams and ponds than provided by the two ephemeral and two perennial stream
crossings occurring along the project trail route. As a result, the project would have no impact
on Sierra Nevada mountain beaver.
Southern Long-toed Salamander (Ambystoma macrodactylum sigillatum). This salamander,
which is also a CSSC, is found in higher elevations meadows and lakes in the Sierra Nevada
mountains. Its larvae occur in ponds and lakes. Outside of the breeding season, adult
salamanders are terrestrial and are associated with underground burrows of mammals and
moist areas under logs and rocks. The project trail route does not support appropriate habitat
for the long-toed salamander. The salamander requires ponds and lakes for breeding, which are
not found in close proximity to the trail alignment. The project would have no impact on the
long-toed salamander.
Plumas Rayless Daisy (Erigeron lassenianus var. deficiens). This plant species inhabits lower
montane coniferous forests in the Sierra Nevada mountains. It prefers gravelly, open ground
that can be serpentine or just disturbed ground. It is ranked by the California Native Plant
Society (CNPS) as a category 1B.3 species, which is rare or endangered in California and
elsewhere but is not very threatened in California (CNPS 2018). The species is known mostly
from the Plumas National Forest. The closest known occurrence is three miles from the project
site. The plant was not observed on the project site when surveyed by USFS botanists (USFS
2015). The project would have no impact on the Plumas rayless daisy.
Cylindrical Trichodon (Trichodon cylindricus). This species inhabits broad-leafed upland forests,
upper montane coniferous forests, meadows, and seeps in the Sierra Nevada mountains. It is a
moss that grows in openings on sandy or clay soils on roadsides, stream banks, trails, or in
fields. The plant occurs at elevations 50 to 2,002 meters (164 to 6,568 feet). It is ranked by
CNPS as a category 2B.2 species, which means it is rare or endangered in California but
common elsewhere, and it is moderately threatened in California (CNPS 2018). The species is
known mostly from the Plumas National Forest. The closest known occurrence is three miles
from the project site. The plant was not observed on the project site when surveyed by USFS
botanists (USFS 2015). The project would have no impact on the cylindrical trichodon.
Flexuose Threadmoss (Pohlia flexuosa). This species inhabits lower montane coniferous forests
in the Sierra Nevada mountains. It is a moss that grows in openings on sandy or clay soils on
roadsides, stream banks, trails, or in fields. The plant occurs at elevations 950 to 1,025 meters
(3,117 to 3,362 feet), which is generally below the project site elevations. It is ranked by CNPS
as a category 2B.1, which means it is rare or endangered in California but common elsewhere,
and it is seriously threatened in California (CNPS 2017). The closest known occurrence is in Yuba
County four miles from the project site. The plant was not observed on the project site when
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surveyed by USFS botanists (USFS 2015). The project would have no impact on the flexuose
threadmoss.
Quincy Lupin (lupinus dalesiae). This species is a perennial herb that inhabits lower and upper
montane coniferous forests. It is ranked by CNPS as a category 4.2, which means it is of limited
distribution and is moderately threatened in California. The plant occurs at elevations 855 to
2,500 meters (2,789 to 8,202 feet). The closest known occurrence is four miles from the project
site. The plant was not observed on the project site when surveyed by USFS botanists (USFS
2015). The project would have no impact on the Quincy lupine.
Felt-leaved violet (viola tomentosa). This species is a perennial herb that inhabits lower and
upper montane coniferous forests. The plant occurs at elevations 1,435 to 2,000 meters (4,708
to 6,562 feet). It is ranked by CNPS as a category 4.2, which means it is of limited distribution
and is moderately threatened in California. The closest known occurrence is four miles from the
project site. The plant was not observed on the project site when surveyed by USFS botanists
(USFS 2015). The project would have no impact on the felt-leaved violet.
Cultural Resources. A Section 106 inventory for the project was completed by Archaeological
Technician Nathan Smith (USFS 2016c) and reviewed by Yuba River Ranger District
Archaeologist Bill Slater. The EA (p. 37) concludes that adverse impacts to cultural resources
would be avoided through project design and site avoidance.
The project site does not support geological components that have potential to support unique
paleontological resources or unique geologic features. As a result, there is low likelihood for in
situ paleontological resources to be disturbed by project activities.
If human remains are inadvertently discovered, the Tahoe National Forest will follow the
procedures as outlined in California Health and Safety Code section 7050.5. All project activities
at the find site must come to a complete stop, and no further excavation or disturbance of the
area or vicinity will occur. The county coroner would be contacted immediately, and if the
coroner determines or has reason to believe that the remains are Native American, the coroner
will contact the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) within 24 hours of making this
determination. Whenever the NAHC receives notification of a discovery of Native American
human remains from a county coroner, the NAHC will follow the procedures as outlined in PRC
section 5097.98.
Geology and Soils. The EA addresses project impacts on soils based on a Soils and Hydrologist
Specialist Report (USFS 2016e). The EA (p. 28) concludes that accelerated erosion resulting from
the project is expected to be minimal. Additionally, the project would adhere to Trail
Construction Manual Directions, Processes, and Construction Standards identified in EA
Appendix C that would minimize impacts on geological and soil resources.
The project site is not located in an area subject to strong seismic shaking, and the proposed
trail project is not a use that would typically create seismic related hazards to trail users if there
was seismic-related ground shaking. The trail alignment was chosen to avoid areas with
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unstable geologic units and unstable soils. Due to the mountainous terrain, there are no
hazards associated with subsidence or liquefaction. Expansive soils are not a consideration in
the project area, and the project does not involve construction of any structures. The project
would not exacerbate any geologic conditions creating risk or hazards.
Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG).
Environmental and Regulatory Setting: Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere and affect
regulation of the earth’s temperature are known as “greenhouse” gases (GHG). Many chemical
compounds found in the earth’s atmosphere exhibit the GHG property. GHG allow sunlight to
enter the atmosphere freely. When sunlight strikes the earth’s surface, some of it is reflected
back towards space as infrared radiation (heat). GHG absorb this infrared radiation and trap the
heat in the earth’s atmosphere. The six common GHG are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4),
nitrous oxide (N2O), sulfur hexafluoride (SF6), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), and perfluorocarbons
(PFCs).
GHG that contribute to climate regulation are a different type of pollutant than criteria or
hazardous air pollutants because climate regulation is global in scale, both in terms of causes
and effects. Some GHG are emitted to the atmosphere naturally by biological and geological
processes, but GHG emissions from human activities contribute significantly to overall GHG
concentrations in the atmosphere, and climate scientists have become increasingly concerned
about the effects of these emissions on global climate change. Human production of GHGs has
increased steadily since pre-industrial times, and atmospheric CO2 concentrations have
increased from a pre-industrial value of approximately 280 ppm to a global monthly mean of
405 ppm in August 2017 (NOAA 2017). The effects of increased GHG concentrations in the
atmosphere include climate change (increasing temperature and shifts in precipitation patterns
and amounts), reduced ice and snow cover, sea level rise, and acidification of oceans. These
effects in turn impact food and water supplies, infrastructure, ecosystems, and overall public
health and welfare.
GHGs can remain in the atmosphere long after they are emitted. The potential for a GHG to
absorb and trap heat in the atmosphere is considered its global warming potential (GWP). The
reference gas for measuring GWP is CO2, which has a GWP of one. By comparison, CH4 has a
GWP of 25, which means that one molecule of CH4 has 25 times the effect on global warming as
one molecule of CO2. Multiplying the estimated emissions for non-CO2 GHGs by their GWP
determines their carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e), which enables a project’s combined global
warming potential to be expressed in terms of mass CO2 emissions
The California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB32) requires the Air Resources Board
(CARB) to reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. CARB identified 427 million metric tons
of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e) as the total statewide GHG 1990 emissions level and
adopted this level as the 2020 GHG emissions limit (CARB 2007). To achieve the necessary GHG
reductions, CARB approved the Climate Change Scoping Plan on December 11, 2008, which
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identifies the measures (i.e., mandatory rules and regulations and voluntary measures) that will
achieve at least 174 million MTCO2e of reductions and reduce statewide GHG emissions to 1990
levels by 2020 (CARB 2009). In 2011, CARB released a supplement to the 2008 Scoping Plan
Functional Equivalent Document (FED) that included an updated 2020 “Business-as-usual”
statewide GHG emissions level projection of 507 million MTCO2e (CARB 2011). CARB has
released updates to the Scoping Plan and also adopted several rules designed to reduce
vehicular GHG emissions, including the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, which requires a ten percent
reduction in the carbon intensity of transportation fuels by 2020. In 2015, Governor Jerry
Brown issued Executive Order B-30-15 establishing a GHG reduction target to reduce GHG
emissions by 40% below 1990 levels by 2030.
Discussion: The proposed trail development project would produce GHG emissions from
construction-related fuel combustion. Project implementation would occur gradually over the
next three years, with roughly one-third of the work completed each year. GHG emission
estimates were recently modeled for the Little Sugar trail development project on the Tahoe
National Forest within Placer County using the Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD’s Road
Construction Emissions Model. The Little Sugar Trail Reroutes Project involved development of
nine miles of single-track OHV trail within a single 10-week season using the same construction
equipment and trail designs. The Little Sugar OHV Trail Reroute Project was estimated to
generate 18.64 MTCO2e (MIG 2018). The Cal-Ida Trail Project would utilize the same trail
design, construction methods, and equipment usage rates as the Little Sugar Trail Reroute
Project. The Cal-Ida Trail Project would construct roughly seven miles of trail per year for three
years. Thus, the Cal-Ida Trail Project would have an annual GHG emission rate of slightly less
than the Little Sugar project of 18.64 MTCO2e.
There are no construction-related GHG thresholds in the Northern Sierra Nevada AQMD
governing Sierra County; however, neighboring Placer County Air Pollution Control District has
adopted a GHG threshold (Bright-line) of 10,000 MTCO2e per year for project construction
phases and 1,100 MTCO2e per year (de minimis level) for land use operational phases (PCAPCD
2017). The estimated GHG emissions of 18.64 MTC02e per year are well below the significance
thresholds. Therefore, impacts related to project GHG emissions would be less than significant.
The project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing GHG emissions. Construction vehicle and equipment GHG emissions are
identified and planned for in CARB’s GHG emissions inventory and Scoping Plan, which contains
measures designed to achieve the state’s GHG reduction goals outlined in AB32. Moreover, the
project would not contain any stationary sources that are subject to state or federal GHG
permitting or reporting regulations.
Hydrology. The EA/FONSI is supported by a Soil and Hydrology Specialist Report (USFS 2016e),
which addresses impacts to soils and surface waters as a result of project trail construction. The
EA includes Management Requirements and BMPs designed to reduce or prevent undesirable
effects. The EA (p. 27) concludes that BMPs would limit the slopes and lengths of the stream
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crossing approaches to decrease the potential for accelerated erosion and sediment entering
stream channels. The trail would be designed to limit steep slopes and provide for natural
drainage; therefore, accelerated erosion is expected to be minimal (EA, p. 28).
The project would not increase water use, create a demand on groundwater supply, or
otherwise interfere with groundwater volumes or recharge rates. Groundwater supplies would
be unaffected by the project. No impervious surfaces would be added to the project reroutes.
The project would be designed to promote natural runoff of the newly created trail through
designing it in accordance with Tahoe NF Trail Design Standards; the project would not result in
flooding or increased potential for flooding. The project would not contribute runoff that would
exceed storm water drainage systems or create additional sources of polluted runoff. The
project does not involve construction of residential or other structures within a 100-year flood
plain or in an area that could be affected by failure of a levee or dam. The project is not located
in an area that is subject to seiches, tsunamis, or mudflows.
Hazards and Hazardous Materials. The project would not generate or result in the upset of
hazardous materials, as there are no known hazardous materials sites in the project area.
Land Use. All project sites are located on federal land within a national forest. Local and state
land use plans do not apply to federal lands. The Decision Notice and FONSI found that the
proposed project is consistent with the Land and Resources Management Plan for the Tahoe
National Forest. The proposed project would not change the nature of any land use within the
area. The project does not conflict with land use policy.
Mineral Resources. No important mineral resources would be removed from the project area
as the project would not change the nature of any land use within the area.
Noise. Noise levels would temporarily increase during trail construction work due to the use of
power tools and heavy equipment (trail dozer and mini-excavator). Localized ground vibrations
may occur during implementation of the project due to the use of heavy equipment.
Construction noise and ground vibration would be limited to the hours between 7:00 a.m. and
5:00 p.m., Monday through Thursday for a period of three, 10-week construction seasons.
Furthermore, there are no sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project site that would be
affected by heavy equipment noise and vibration. Increases in ambient noise levels would be
temporary, intermittent, and localized to the specific area where construction is occurring.
Upon project completion, ambient noise would be similar to that of the pre-project conditions.
The project area is not located within two miles of a public airport, or private airport or airstrip;
the project would not result in exposure of people to excessive noise levels from airport
operations.
Population and Housing. The project does not involve development of housing or any other
activities that would increase population growth in the area. The project would not displace any
housing or people as it does not involve the removal of existing housing.
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Public Services. The proposed project site is located within a national forest. There are no
residential populations located at the project site and no community based public services in
the immediate vicinity of the project. The project would not increase the need for fire or police
protection services or create an adverse impact on those protection services. The project would
not affect the number of students served by local schools, nor bring in new residents requiring
the construction of additional schools. The project would not result in an increased number of
residents or visitors in the area using community parks. The project is not expected to increase
visitor use within the national forest. No other public facilities would be affected by the project.
Recreation. The direct and indirect effects of the project on recreation is discussed in the EA (p.
28). The project is expected to result in improved recreation opportunities for OHVs, hikers, and
mountain cyclists by building a trail that takes these user groups off of traveling on roads. A
management strategy would be implemented to reduce trail user confusion and conflict. The
project would not increase visitor use at the national forest such that new recreational facilities
would be needed, nor would the project cause motorized recreationists to intensify uses on
other facilities. No neighborhood or regional parks are located in the vicinity of project site, and
none would be impacted by the proposed trail development.
Transportation. The project is development of motorized recreational trail to link existing trail
systems. The project would serve existing trail recreation use. Any increase in vehicle trips to
the project area associated with new trail development would be negligible. The project would
not alter existing circulation systems, introduce road hazards, or conflict with any circulation or
congestion management plans. The project would not affect air traffic patterns. Emergency
access to or from the project area would not be affected. No local traffic management plans are
in effect in the project area. Modes of alternate transportation would not be affected by the
project.
Tribal Cultural Resources. Assembly Bill (AB) 52 created a formal CEQA role for California Native
American tribes by creating a formal consultation process and establishing that a substantial
adverse change to a tribal cultural resource has a significant effect on the environment. Tribal
cultural resources are defined as:
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
B) Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in PRC section 5020.1(k)
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 PRC section 5024.1 (c). In
applying the criteria set forth in PRC section 5024.1 (c) the lead agency shall consider
the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.
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A cultural landscape that meets the criteria above is also a tribal cultural resource to the extent
that the landscape is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape. In
addition, a historical resource described in PRC section 21084.1, a unique archaeological
resource as defined in PRC section 21083.2(g), or a “non-unique archaeological resource” as
defined in PRC section 21083.2(h) may also be a tribal cultural resource if it conforms with
above criteria.
AB52 requires a lead agency, prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated negative
declaration, or environmental impact report for a project, to begin consultation with a
California Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic
area of the proposed project if: (1) the California Native American tribe requested to the lead
agency, in writing, to be informed by the lead agency through formal notification of proposed
projects in the geographic area that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the tribe, and
(2) the California Native American tribe responds, in writing, within 30 days of receipt of the
formal notification, and requests the consultation. AB52 states: “To expedite the requirements
of this section, the [NAHC] shall assist the lead agency in identifying the California Native
American tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area.”
OHMVR Division Associate State Archeologist Jay Baker sent a consultation notification letter in
August 2017 to the United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria, which was the
only tribe in the area that has requested to be notified for consultation. No response was
received, and the consultation was determined to be complete (Baker, J. 2018).
Utilities. The proposed project sites are existing roads located within remote areas of a national
forest. There are no water supply, wastewater treatment, or solid waste utilities serving these
project sites.
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